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FIFTH  VOLTTME  OF  THE  SESSION. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

Tuesday,  July  1,  1851. 
HiKCTrB  ]   PoBLio  BnxB. — 1'  General  Board 


of  Hl-Altll 

2'  rriaoaa  (Scotlaod)  ;  Survey  of  Great  Britain, 
RepcrUd. — Patent  Law  Amendment  (No.  3). 

SMITIIFIELD  MARKET  REMQVAL  BILL. 

T  ORD  REDESDALE,  Chairman  of  the 

I  i  Statiding  Orders  Committee,  brought 


II [t  g  Special  Report,  stating  that  this  J j ill 
ou^ht  not  to  bo  proceeded  with,  inasmucli  as 


certain  notices,  which  were  required  to  be 


given  in  the  case  of  Private  Bills,  had  not 
been  given,  and  thus  the  Standinii  Orders 


had  not  been  complied  with,  and  that  the 
Bill  should  not  be  allowed  to  proceed. 

Loud  J^hAUMO.NT  said,  ho  was  not 
going  to  impugn  the  decision  of  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  Committee.  He  concluded 
that  that  Committee  had  come  to  a  correct 
conclusion,  on  the  supposition  that  this 
iraa  g  I'nvate  Bill.  But  their  Lordships^ 
in  his  opinion,  would  establish  a  bad,  if 
not  a  dangerous  precedent,  if  they  too  con- 
sidered It  as  a  i^rivato  l^ill,  and  thereby 
prevented  a  great  public  benefit  from  being 

VOL.  CXVIII.  [thikd  seu;£8.] 


immediately  accomplished.  The  Bill,  re* 
fcrrcd  to  by  the  Committee  as  a  Private 
Bill,  was  a  Public  Bill,  introduced  by  the 
flnvArnmftnt  for  the  rRmoval  of  one  of  tllO 

greatest  nuisances  in  this  immense  metro- 
polis; and,  as  a  sanitary  measure,  was  of 
as  great  public  interest  as  any  that  could 
bo  introduced  into  the  Legislature.  It  had 
been  introduced  into  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  not  as  a  Private  Bill  on  peti-. 
tion,  but  as  a  Public  J^ill  on  Motion.  If 
it  had  been  a  Private  Bill,  notice  ought  to 
have  been  given  to  certain  parties  inter- 
ested in  it  in  October  last  ;  but  it  was  a 
Public  Bill  of  great  importance,  and  Go- 
vernment did  not  resolve  upon  its  naturo 
and  character  till  February  last.  In  con- 
sccjuencc  no  notice  was  given  of  it  as  a 
Private  Bill  to  the  parties  interested 
therein.  The  Government,  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  of  that  House,  consid- 
ered it  as  a  Public  Bill,  and  proceeded 


with  it  accordingly.  It  was  proceeded 
with  in  the  House  of  Commons,  he  oiico 
more  repeated,  as  a  Public  Bill,  with  this 
one  exception,  that  a  reference  was  made 
to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  at  one 
stage  of  the  Bill;  and  the  Standing  Orders 


B 
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Committee,  considering  it  to  be  8  Bill 


snore  of  a  public  than  of  a  private  nature, 
and  likewise  considering  that  substantial 
UBticc  wouUl  bo  done  in  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, with  respect  to  all  parties  yiho 
wen  Interettedt  came  to  the  conelasion 
that,  though  it  was  a  Public  BUI,  one  pub- 
lic notice  of  it  ought  to  be  <Tlvcn,  and  that 
public  notice  was  |jivea  on  the  IS^h  of 
March  in  this  year,  in  the  London  CftUfeUe. 
The  Select  Committee  then  proceeded  with 
it  as  a  Public  Bill — so,  too,  did  the  Ilouse 
of  Commons  ;  and  to  this  House  it  came 
up  as  a  Public  Bill,  And  nothing  else, 
Thaa  ftff  M  to  Ae  argument  that  it  eame 
up  ae  a  PqhUo  Bill  from  the  other  Ponwt 
but  however  that  might  bo,  it  was  open 
to  their  Lor4»hip3  to  consider  it  in  their 
discretion  either  as  a  Public  or  as  a  Private 
Bittf    The  quMtion,  then,  foaHy  hefiora 
them  was  this,  "  Is  this  a  Bill  involving 
great  public  interests,  or  is  it  a  Private 
Bill  affecting  only  the  pocket  interests  of 
private  individnaU  ?    In  similar  cases,  as 
in'the  Metropolitan  Cemeteries  Bill,  their 
Lordships  had  considered  the  Bills  as  Pub 
lie  Bills,  and  did  not  refer  them  to  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee  as  'Private 
Bills.   Era  snppoeiag  it  were  a  Frivate 
Bill,  he  thought  their  Lordships  should 
consider  whether  it  was  not  one  of  such 
importance  as  to  require  that  their  Stand- 
ing Orders  be  dispensed  with.   The  House 
oueht  not  to  lose  sijjfht  of  ^  ohjeet  which 
it  had  in  view  when  it  passed  the  Standing 
Order  in  question.    The  Standing  Orders 
were  adopted  with  the  intention  of  preveat- 
hig  private  property  being  dealt  wim,  iritib- 
eut  ample  notice  and  time  heing  given  to 
enable  the  partie^^  having  an  interest  in 
the  property  to  put  themselves  in  a  posi 
lion  to  state  their  case,  and  to  oppose  the 

5 reposed  measure.  Had  the  ei^  of  Lon- 
on  that  notice  and  that  time  given  and 
allowed  them  ?  He  maintained  tluy  bad. 
The  subject  had  been  for  years  before  the 
public;  it  had  been  discussed  frequently  in 
Tariiament.  It  was  notieed  in  all  the 
public  journals — the  City  of  London  was 
fully  aware  of  the  intention  of  Govern- 
ment —  the  Government  had  communi- 
eated  oAefally  on  the  subject  with  the 
City— the  City  woiild  have  been  no  wiser 
if  the  Standing  Orders  bad  been  com- 
plied with  ;  they  had  had  equitable,  if 
not  legal,  notice.  Their  Lordships,  there- 
fore, were  iniieting  no  injury  by  not  in- 
sisting on  compliance  with  the  Standing 
Orders.  He  should  thertfore  piOTe,  aa  an 
Amendment — 

Lord  Beaumont 


"  TbAt  conaidering  fhe  Smithficld  Market  Re- 
moval Bill  part.-ikes  more  of  thf?  N'lturo  of  a  Pub- 
ic Bill  than  of  the  Nature  of  a  i'rivaic  Biii,  this 
nouse  is  of  Opinion  that  CSompliance  with  the 
Standing  Orders  of  tho  House  respecting  Private 
pills  should  not  be  required  in  the  Case  of  the 
said  Bill,  and  that  th»  laid  BUI  b«  pieotedsd 
with  as  a  Public  Bill." 

The  Corpornf  ion  of  London  hqid  had  ample 
equitable  notice  of  it,  and  mfgbt,  if  they 
had  ehosen,  have  claimed  to  be  heard  at 
the  har  hy  eonnsd  against  it. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  ob- 
served, that  it  was  a  thing  quite  unheard  of 

to  propose  sucb  4in9^mei4,  or  fMbfir 
to  naie  radi  a  If otfon  without  notiee. 

hoKu  BEAUMONT  waa  quite  prepared 
to  give  notice  of  his  Motion,  if  it  wore 
deemed  necessary, 

Earl  GiiiiiY  requested  his  noble  Friend 
to  withdraw  his  Motion  now,  and  gite  no- 
tice of  it  for  Thursday. 

Lord  LYNDUURST  observed,  that 
there  were  several  clauses  in  this  Bill 
which  (ionsUtuted  it  a  Public  Bill,  and, 
if  so,  it  was  not  liahle  to  the  Standing 
Orders. 

Lord  HEDESDALE  said,  it  had  aU 
ways  been  the  practice,  whenever  private 
property  was  in  Miy  way  tonehed  in  a  BiO, 
to  consider  it  a  Prirate  Bill.  The  Stand- 
intr  Orders  had  boon  parsed  for  the  pro- 
tection of  private  rights  and  private  pro- 
perty, on  both  of  which  this  Bill  made  a 
direct  attach.  A  great  principle  waa  in- 
volved in  their  Lordships*  decision  that 
evening.  If  their  decision  was  against 
complying  with  the  Standing  Orders,  a 
door  to  injustice  would  be  opened,  which 
they  might  never  he  able  to  close.  The 
evidence  laid  before  the  Standinj^  Orders 
Committee  was  such  that  they  couhl  not 
resist  the  force  of  it. 

LoBD  BROUGHAM  thopi^t  it  wm 
very  necessary  that  their  Lordships  should 
eonsidcr  whether  this  was  a  Private  or  a 
Public  Bill.  He  thought  that  it  would  be 
better  for  his  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord 
BeaamoDt)^to  the  propriety  of  whose 
Amendment  he  fully  suhaeribed — to  omit 
the  preamble  of  it,  and  (rv  move  that  their 
Lordships  should  exercise  their  disqretion, 
and  dispense  in  this  case  with  the  Stand* 
ing  Orders.  Undoubtedly  they  had  that 
discretion  ;  if  they  had  it  not  they  would 
be  the  mere  slaves  of  the  Standing  Orders. 
He  had  no  fear  of  their  I^rdsbi^i  heing 
suspected  of  ii\|nstioe,  or  of  th^r  losin^^ 
the  respect  and  attachment  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen,  by  adopting  t^e  Amendment 
of  his  noble  ^f^^^d* 
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fit  bio  OttnmHlee,  read. 
BoL  ORANVILLE  aaid.  that  before 

the  Ilonao  resglved  itstlf  into  a  Committee 
on  this  Bill,  though  }tc  wns  ftfmid  that  he 
should  aearooly  bti  able  tQ  explain  a  moa- 
nra  of  iiMh  importaiiM  on  to  diflbnlt  a 
lobject,  he  felt  that  it  would  not  bt  ttopeot- 
f«l  to  th'»ir  Lordfthips  to  lav  it  before  them 
viUvout  »om«  explaaatioQ,  carefully  ns  it 
M  bMK  mmMend  hy  ih»  Seleol  Com- 
■iMm.   H«  Mi  that  tli»  wm  tho  more 
necofsary  on  account  of  a  request  which 
bad  been  mndo  to  him  by  a  noble  and 
learned  Friend  of  his  (Lord  Brougham), 
«ko  had       bin  tb*t  foiii«  •xplanKtiim 
ought  to  be  maik  of  ita  prornions,  in  eon- 
Mqncnco  of  a  misappronension  which  nx- 
ai  pnMeot  in  the  nublio  mind.    Instead  of 
Ae  two  Billa  wUen  bad  been  prepared  on 
this  tubject,  one  bj  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  and  the  other  b?  himself,  having 
bteo  rejected  by  the  Selpf  t  Committee  to 
vfaieh  they  were  referred,  and  instead  of  a 
Bev  Bill  baling  been  mbilitiited  fmt  tbem, 
tbe  Bill  upon  which  he  now  propoaed  to  go 
into  Committee  waa  an  amftlpfamation  of 
titc  provisbna  eontained  in  them  both,  and 
the  very  little  new  nMter  intradioed  into 
it  WM  Mtifeiy  of  a  technical  n«tara.  The 
flforte^t  way  of  explaining  the  nature  of  the 
M  iliclf  wonld  be  to  state,  in  thotii  st  in- 
llenee,  the  principal  objeetions  to  the  pro- 
teat  pMant  laws  wbidi  it  was  propoeed  to 
take  away.    These  were  the  delay  and  ex- 
pCQio  incident  to  the  present  system,  the 
waot  of  soourity  under  whioh  those  who 
Mv  took  oQl  pntentt  hbooted,  nad  tbe 
tppwtiu^j  of  fraud  by  false  inventors: 
there  was  al^n  the  cTistcncoof  many  useless 
patents,  and  of  several  patents  on  tiio  same 
•nbjeet;  the  necessity  idso  of  having  three 
different  patents  for  tbe  tiireo  different  nftrts 
of  the  Tiiited  Kingdom  was  considered 
objeotionabje.   There  was  also  great  doubt 
to  the  legality  of  our  patents  in  the 
OoiMute,  «bal#  tb«  Oeleidet  mfltined  of 
<he  ii\)iMtiee  of  extending  our  patenU  to 
tiiem;  and  another  grievance  was,  that  fo- 
Wignen,  the  importers  of  articles  of  foreign 
invention ormannfacture,  could  obtain  pro- 
Mm  ht  Ihom  inventions  in  this  oountry. 
He  had  now  to  explain  to  their  Lordships 
certain  clauses  which  ho  had  to  propose  in 
onler  to  meet  all  these  objections.  The 
second  and  Ibird  «1«iite8  of  the  Bill  ocoiti- 
b^  fiuMtMwamn  ti  State 


Commissioners  of  Patents  for  laventiona; 

these  officers  were  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  and  the  Law 
0%era  of  England,  Scotland,  »pd  Ireland; 
tbeea  Commitiiooen  were  antboriaod  to 
appoint  penona  of  soioritlfio  acquiromenta 
to  not  as  examiners  and  <  fHcors  in  execu- 
tion of  tbe  powers  created  under  it :  they 
would  also  have  tbo  power  tu  make  rules; 
but  those  rules  oiuatbe  laid  within  fonrteem 
days  after  the  making  thereof  before  botb 
Houses  of  rarlianiont,  if  PnrlinnioTit  were 
then  sitting,  or  within  fourteen  days  after  tho 
next  meeting  of  Padiani«nt»  if  FarSaoieat 
were  not  sitting.   Inetead  of  eight  offioea, 
to  which  tho  person  now  seeking  a  patent 
must  apply,  there  would  only  bo  two  vfBcm 
in  future — one  of  a  public,  the  other  par- 
taking rather  of  a  privala  ebaraoter.  TIm 
first  would  be  tho  Great  Seal  Patent  Office 
existiTinr  at  present;  the  other  would  bo  a 
new  odice,  created  under  this  Bill,  of  the 
nature  of  a  Kaoovd  Office  of  tbe  Attoniej 
Qeneral.  He  tliongbt  that  their  Lordshipe 
would  readily  OL'rct^  with  hhn  that  no  incon- 
venience Qould  ariBc  from  having  as  Comnus- 
sioners  such  high  funotionaries  as  tlte  Lord 
Chancellor  and  too  Maaterof  the  BoUa,aMo- 
ciated  as  they  would  ho  with  the  Attorney 
Gonernl,  and  al«o  with  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
rai  ior  i^oglaud.    To  these  law  ofiicera  of 
tbo  Grown  in  England  be  wonld  dfo  add 
the  Lord  Advocate  and  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland,  and  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  the  intere&t«  of 
each  of  tlioeo  countries  respectively,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  notice  of  any 
peculiarities  that  might  be  noticeable  in  the 
practice  of  either  of  them .    Power  would 
alw  bo  rtiervod  to  Her  Majesty,  by  war* 
rant  under,  tbo  lign  mamial,  to  appoint 
such  other  persons  as  She  miMit  think  fit 
as  Commissioners.  Now,  though  this  body 
might  be  considered  by  some  as  too  cum- 
bersome for  tbo  transaction  of  practical 
business,  it  was  not  the  iutentiou  of  the 
Act  that  these  great  functionaries  should 
act  mtuisterially :  the  Commbsioncrs  would 
only  bo  eaUod  npon  in  tbe  first  inataneo  to 
frame  the  rules  under  which  they  must 
afterwards  art,  whUe  the  roal  practical 
business  of  tho  Commission  would  devolve 
entirely  on  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  in 
tbo  United  KingdMus.    The  next  four 
clauses  of  the  Bill  regulated  the  mode  in 
which  application  was  hereafter  to  he  made 
for  the  granting  of  a  patent.  Tbe  petition 
and  dodaiatioB  for  tba  grent  of  lottera 
palenfcfbr  ait  inmtwn  moat  bo  kft  at  tbo 
B  2 
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Great  Seal  Patent  Offic*^,    WItli  tliat  pe- 
tition there  must  be  left  a  statement  in 
writing  signed  by  the  applicant,  to  be  called 
ih«  '*  ProTuional  Spedfieatton/'deBeribing 
tho  nature  of  his  invention;  and  then  the 
petition  would  be  recorded  and  referred  to 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown.    This  would 
obviate  an  objee^on,  whkh  bad  been  much 
lurged  before  th«  Select  Committee^  that 
persons  with  rague  notions  of  imprnvements 
in  their  lirnd?,  ^ppntlini^  the  six  months  at 
present  ulluwed  before  they  are  required 
making  a  specificatioa  in  picking  up  hints, 
and  violating  patents  on  e?cry  side,  and  at 
last  ]tatonting  something  whicli  differed  en- 
tirely from  what  they  first  proposed,  spent 
■is  montha  in  fiiami^  thdr  specificat 
and  after  all  discovering  that  they  reaped 
Ycry  little  benefit  fr  om  thoir  labour.  The 
next  clause  provided  a  great  advantage  for 
the  poor  machanic,  who  had  difficulty  in 
finding  capital  to  carry  ont  bia  inventiott. 
It  provided  that  any  person,  who  in  his 
provisional  specification  deposited  at  the 
Great  Seal  Patent  Office,  had  satisfactorily 
deasribed  the  nature  of  his  inTontion,  ahoold 
upon  payment  of  the  sum  of  52.,  receive 
a  certificate  of  the  fact  from  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  having  received  that  certifi- 
cate, should  be  protected  for  the  term  of 
aix  months  firom  the  date  of  his  application 
for  a  patent.    It  also  provided  that  during 
that  period — which  on  special  application 
might  be  extended  for  three  months  longer 
~ttie  appKcant  might  aTail  bimidf  of  bis 
protection  to  display  and  use  his  invention, 
and  to  amend  his  specification.    lie  be 
licvcd  that  in  this  manner,  if  the  invention 
was  comparatively  worthless,  the  inventor 
woold  be  deterred  from  much  useless  ex- 
pense; whereas,  if  it  were  a  valuable  one, 
he  would  find  it  easy  to  communicate  with 
capitalists  who  had  power  to  aid  him  in 
working  out  bis  patent  advantageously. 
Tho  pith  of  the  8th  clause  was  to  do  away 
with  the  mischief  of  tho  ^av<'at  principle, 
which  had  been  condemned,  with  one  ex- 
ception»  by  the  whole  of  the  witn^ses  ex- 
amined before  the  Select  Committee.  It 
was  shown  that      the  cateat  system  per- 
sons without  any  imcntive  ability,  sccinc; 
that  a  want  was  felt  and  would  be  soon 
lemedied,  entered  a  eamalt,  and  elaimed 
priority  of  invimtion  over  the  real  inventor 
as  soon  as  he  applied  for  a  pntont.  The 
8th  clause  provided  that,  after  the  appli- 
cant bad  protected  bis  invention  as  he  had 
already  described,  be  might  give  notice  at 
the  office  of  the  Commissioners  of  hi?  int*  n 
tion  of  proceeding  with  his  appUcatioQf  and 
Earl  Granville 


that  thereupon  the  Commissioners  should 
cause  his  application  to  be  advertised  in 
such  manner  as  they  might  thmii  lit.  If 
any  persona  bad  an  uterait  in  oppo6b|f 
the  grant  of  letters  patent  for  the  afjpli- 
cant  s  invention,  they  mu?t  leave  particu- 
lars in  writing  of  their  objections  to  the 
application  at  the  office  of  die  Omnmis- 
sion€»s.  Tbe  pvovisional  qMcification  of 
the  applicant,  nnd  the  particulars  of  tho 
objections  to  it,  would  then  be  icN'rrcd  by 
the  Commissioners  to  one  of  the  Exuxnia 
ers  app<»nted  nnder  this  Bill,  who  would 
inquire  into  the  novelty  of  the  invention, 
and  would  report  upon  it  to  the  law  officer 
to  whom  the  application  was  originally  re- 
fiHnred;  and  after  bis  report  no  mrther  ol»* 
jections  would  be  admitted.  The  9t]i 
clause  of  the  Bill,  in  case  any  person  felt 
himself  injured  by  the  report  of  the  Ex- 
ammer,  gave  that  person  power  of  appeal 
to  the  law  oflfoer  to  vrimm  the  aj^ieatioa 
was  referred,  and  he  might  revise  and 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  of  the  re- 
port, and  make  such  order  Uiereon  as  ap- 
peand  to  htm  to  be  just,  and  iiii|bt  alter, 
vary,  or  amend  any  title,  provisional  spe- 
cification, certificate,  or  report  accordingly, 
lie  knew  that  an  objection  had  been  made 
to  vesting  such  power  in  the  law  officer  of 
the  Grown,  beeanse  be  was  *  fonctionary 
who  was  frequently  changing,  and  could 
not  give  up  his  whole  time  to  these  trans- 
tuitions.  The  Select  Committee  had  heard 
evidence  on  that  pdnt,  and  bad  dbdded 
that  die  question  of  law  in  aneh  matters 
was  so  much  mixed  up  with  questions  of 
science  that  it  was  quite  impossible  for 
scientific  men,  without  a  knowledge  of 
law,  to  carry  out  their  stnentifie  know> 
ledge  with  respect  to  the  system  of  pa- 
tents by  themselves  satisfactorily;  and  if 
tho  necessity  of  l^al  assistance  was  ad- 
mitted, the  faet  that  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  were  selected  from  the  moat 
eminent  men  of  the  day,  was  sufficient  to 
show  the  great  advantage  of  associating 
them  with  tho  Examiners  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Aet.  As  to  emolnroenta, 
th oiii^h  it  was  necessary  to  consider  what 
^v  as  due  to  such  high  functionaries,  yet  ho 
must  say  that  no  men  could  have  shown 
more  in^ffimenoe  to  that  part  of  die  qnea- 
tion  than  the  ivm  leamea  gentlemen  who 
now  held  those  appointments,  although 
this  Bill  would  cause  a  ereat  loss  of  income 
to  them.  The  next  muse  was  the  1 0th; 
and  it  enacted  that  the  warrant  of  the  law 
ijffiriM-  fur  sf'illing  [the  patent  should  be  a 
sufficient  authority  for  issuing  the  letters 
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patent,  which  were  to  oxteml  to  the  United 
kingdoms  of  Great  i3ntaiii  aud  Ireland, 
the  Cluumfil  IslAiidB»  and  the  Ide  of  Man. 
This  clwue  would  sweep  awaj  many  of 
the  objections  which  had  been  urged 
aguDst  the  Tarious  and  manifold  offices 
timmgh  which  the  letters  patent  were  at 
pNcnt  obliged  to  pass  before  thej  could 
issue.    With  regard  to  the  next  clause,  it 
eoDtaiued  a  new  principle  which  had  been 
productive  of  great  advantage  in  foFei^^ 
eoontrieB.    Instead  of  ealling  upon  &e 
applicant  to  make  one  large  payment  at 
t'l'*  time  when   his   letters  pntf^nt  first 
i^ued,  it  was  now  proposed  to  spread  it 
trar  a  leries  of  seven  years,  in  three  peri- 
odical  paymenta.    The  fses  to  be  paid  on 
leaving  his  petition  for  the  grant  of  letters 
patent,  on  leaving  notice  of  his  intention 
to  procoed  with  lus  application,  on  tiie 
Miling  of  Ins  letters  patent,  and  on  the 
ffiflf  cf  his  specification,  would  amonnt  to 
20/.,  whicli,  with  the  stamp,  51.,  would 
make  the  whole  of  the  £rst  payment 
amoont  to  251.   At  or  before  the  expira* 
tion  of  the  third  year  from  the  grant,  he 
would  be  called  upon  to  pay  a  fee  of  40Z., 
and  a  10?.  stamp  for  the  certificate  of  the 
Mymcnt  to  the  Ciork  of  the  Patents;  and, 
Ihuj,  at  or  befbra  the  expiration  of  the 
SMonth  year  ho  would  be  called  upon  to 
pay  a  fee  of  80?,,  and  a  20?.  stamp.  Thr> 
great  advantage  of  this  alteration  would 
be  that  it  would  ease  the  inrentor  in  the 
first  mstance  :  if  his  inTsntion  tnmed  oat 
nseful  and  valuable,  he  could  easily  pay 
these  fees  at  the  expiration  of  the  third 
and  the  seventh  year  respectively;  and  if 
uo/t,  he  could  dispense  witn  their  payment, 
▼hereby  his  letters  patent  would  become 
void  by  the  failure  to  pay  the  second  and 
third  instalments,  and  the  injurious  accu- 
■ralation  of  a  multiplication  of  useless  pa- 
tents wonU  be  entirely  prevented.  The 
12th  clause  vario  l  the  form  of  the  tran- 
scripts of  the  letters  patent,  which  were 
to  be  issued  for  the  purpose  of  being  en- 
tolled  in  Bdiahnrgh  and  DnUin  respec- 
tifdy  at  no  expense  to  the  patmtee. 
The  1 3th  clause  extended  the  letters  pa- 
tent at  present  existing  to  Scotland  and 
Irdsad,  and  enabled  the  holder  of  them  in 
Sne  or  ho&  oonntries  to  place  himself  in 
the  same  position  in   the  third  King- 
dom.    The  14th    clause  provided  that 
the  use  of  an  invention  abroad  should 
bsve  the  like  elfoet  on  tetters  patent 
ss  the  Qse  and  pnUieation  in  the  XTnitod 
Kingdom.    Oor  present  law  was  unlike 
that  of  any  other  country.   The  absolute 
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I  novelty  of  the  invention  was  required  to  be 
I  proved  in  other  countries;  in  tnia  country 
all  that  was  required  was  that  it  shonld  m 
an  invention  novel  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
This  might  hnvn  been  a  useful  provision  in 
former  times,  wiien  travelUug  to  foreign 
countries  was  difficult,  and  do  means  of 
publishing  what  wss  known  there  were 
small ;  but  now,  when  distance  was 
annihilated  by  steam  vessels  and  rail- 
roads, it  was  a  monstrous  case  that  a 
parson  like  hhnself,  who  was  almost  iv. 
norant  of  chemistry  or  mechanics,  should 
be  allowed  to  go  to  Belgium,  make  him- 
self acquainted  with  some  valuable  che- 
mical or  mechanical  invention  publicly 
used  there,  and  then  oome  beck  to  this 
country  and  take  out  a  patent  for  it,  and 
claim  a  monopoly  for  it  in  the  United 
Kingdom  against  the  whole  world.  The 
only  hardship  would  be  on  those  persons 
who  invented  anything  without  knowing 
that  it  was  previously  in  use,  or  published 
abroad;  but  even  for  that  evil  tbey  pos- 
sessed a  remedy  in  the  number  of  scientifio 
joamals  and  official  publications  to  whioh 
Inventors  could  refer.  The  next  nine 
clauses,  the  principal  part  of  whicli  had 
been  introduced  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  into  the  origins!  Bill,  ami  the  rest  by 
the  Select  Committee,  related  to  the  keep- 
filing,  and  printing  of  specificntiona, 
the  keeping  of  an  alphabetical  register  of 
patents,  and  the  keeping  of  a  register  of 
inventions  in  the  chronolo^cal  order  of 
their  prttnnts.  These  provisions,  he  be- 
lieved, would  prove  of  the  gicatt  st  use. 
It  waa  often  absolutely  impu»s>il>lo  at  pre- 
sent to  find  out  what  was  really  patented 
in  this  country  or  not.  Persons  might  go 
about  from  office  to  office,  nnd  find  nothing 
which  would  lead  to  the  specification  he 
required,  so  that  an  inyentor  might  remain 
in  ignorsnoe  of  what  had  been  done  by 
other  pcr.^ons.  He  (Earl  Granville)  was 
not  exti'emelv  sanirinuo  himself  that  all 
inventors  would  take  great  pains  to  dis- 
corer  whether  their  inventions,  whioh 
nu|^  have  cost  great  labour  and  anxiety, 
were  perfectly  novel  or  not;  but  it  was 
quite  clear  that  an  opportunity  should  be 
given  by  the  State  of  obtaining  proper 
information  in  this  respect.  The  next 
four  clauses,  beginning  with  the  23rd, 
extended  the  provisions  of  what  was  com- 
monly colled  Lord  Brougham's  Act,  and 
were  of  a  more  strictly  l^;al  chaiaetsr 
than  ^e  others;  but  he  might  mention 
that  they  had  received  the  sanction  of  the 
hotd  Chief  Justice,  besides  the  unauimous 


Digitized  by-Google 


ll      Fatent  Law  AmendnutU        { LORDS  } 

approbation  of  the  Select  Committee,  and 
be  did  not  think  it  likely  that  their  Lord- 
chtpt  WDtild  tmlse  any  objection  to  them. 
With  ntpeet  to  the  27th,  28th,  and  29th 
clanscs,  it  would  bo  his  duty  to  strike 
them  out  of  tho  Bill  in  Committee,  be- 
cause, being  fioancial  clauses,  it  was  not 
in  the  power  of  thetf  LofifehipA  to  lend 
ihetn  to  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
was  atraro  thnt  it  was  very  difficult  for 
noble  Lords  who  had  not  paid  attention  to 
the  subject  to  follow  him,  ftod  ho  hid  to 
apolo^se  for  being  uublo  ittoM  clearly  to 
explain  to  them  the  prnvistonfi  of  the  pro- 
posed Bill.  To  recite  its  .scojie  and  object 
brieiiy  :  the  £111  wa^A  intended  to  abulish 
molesi  offices  and  stagea,  and  to  substitute 
ono  public  and  one  private  office  for  a 
great  luimber,  as  he  had  before  stated — 
to  prevent  uiany  of  the  frauds  now  prac- 
tUed  by  requiring  tho  spccificitioiUl  to  be 
much  more  accurate,  Uld  not  merely  vague 
generalities,  for  tho  Tittrpn^c  of  mystifying' 
the  public — to  afford  useful  assistance  to 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown — to  give 
proteeiion  from  the  dftte  of  applieatlon,  by 
a  provisional  registration — to  abolish  the 
system  of  caveats,  and  to  make  all  patont- 
efl  inventions  easy  of  access  to  the  public. 
He  had  omitted  to  allude  to  the  iact  that 
it  was  proposed  to  omit  the  colonies  from 
the  effect  of  patent  laws.  Ho  had  intend- 
ed to  state  very  shortly  tho  justice  and 
policy  of  so  doiug;  but,  as  he  knew  that 
A  nobk  Lord  on  the  croto-henehee  htA 
some  observations  to  make  on  that  point, 
he  thought  it  better  to  wait  until  after 
that  noble  Lord  had  spoken.  With  re- 
spect to  the  ioeon?enlences  «f  ^e  existing 
system,  bo  believed  there  was  only  one 
witn<-^'i  rrbo  stated  before  the  Select  Com- 
mitteo  that  ho  was  not  uwaro  of  any,  and 
that  witness  was  a  person  deeply  interest- 
ed in  upholding  it.  The  Committee,  he 
might  mention,  although  after  much  dis- 
cussion and  much  doubt  tipon  certain 
points,  were  unanimously  of  opinion  that 
tho  great  weight  of  efldcnce  iras  in  favoar 
of  the  remraies  proposed  in  this  Bill. 
Thnre  if  as  one  class  of  witnesses  who 
maintained  that  there  was  an  absolute  in- 
nate right  of  property  in  ideas,  and  that 
•U  inventors  should  be  4t  liberty  as  cheaply 
as  possible  to  register  their  designs,  with- 
out previous  examination  and  at  small 
cost,  which  should  constitute  a  patent, 
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pcrty  in  material  objects  and  property  fa 
inteuectual  objects,  or  whether  the  real 
gronnd  of  property  wii  Aol  th«  pnblb 
good,  ho  would  contend  (hat  it  Wis  im* 
pnsslhlo  to  define  property  in  an  idea  Hfj 
believed  that  the  only  principle  on  wlvch 
patents  could  be  justified  was,  that  tho 
patent  was  a  hargdn  between  tibe  inventor 
and  tho  public,  by  which  the  inventor  was 
stimulated  to  make  inventions,  and  after- 
wards encouraged  to  make  them  known  to 
the  whole  world.  The  iocenvenienee  <yf 
msking  the  registration  of  design  a  p4tant 

without  irtqnirv  tvotiIJ  ho  enormoup — thr} 
multiplicity  ol  patents  wonM  ob-5trtict  the 
proeeediugs  of  tho  manufacturers,  and 
they  would  have  a  primd  fadB  legal  power 
given  to  every  inventor,  on  the  payment  of 
ii  small  sum  of  ntnney,  to  extnrt  from 
manufacturers  using  old  established  pa- 
tentSy  A  sort  of  eomprondse  under  feir  of 
the  expensive  conseqnences  of  appealing 
to  a  court  of  law.  Another  class  of  wif- 
nc?scs  came  before  tho  Committee,  and 
coutouded  that  tho  system  of  granting 
patents  at  all  was  wftnf ,  and  thM  it  Wii 
of  no  advantage  either  to  the  inrentOfV  Cf 
to  the  community.  With  regard  to  the 
necessity  of  a  patent  law,  he  believed  it 
would  hate  been  easj  for  him,  as  Ghaltw 
man  of  the  Committee,  to  get  a  hundred 
sensible  persois  to  give  evidence  to  that 
effect;  but  with  respect  to  the  injurious 
tendency  of  the  whole  system  there  were 
probably  not  six  jpersons  who  conld  bo  got 
to  give  evidence  m  support  of  that  view-^ 
but  yet  he  would  not  have  their  Lordship'! 
to  put  entirely  aside  the  evidence  of  the 
witnesses  on  tUs  ddd  of  the  ^estion. 
They  were  so  iewin  number  that  l  o  niight 
be  allowed  to  enumerate  them.  Tlie  tir>t 
was  Mr.  Cubitt,  the  civil  engineer,  whoso 
evidence  was  certainly  worthy  of  consider- 
ation, because,  very  greatly  to  bis  orAd!t» 
he  had  raised  himself  by  gradual  steps 
from  the  stcUta  of  a  working  jourr^eyman 
to  bis  present  high  position  of  Trcsident 
of  Civil  Engineers,  and  was  held  in  great 
consideration  throughout  the  country  for 
his  personal  integrity  nnd  prnfr'sainnal  at- 
tainments. Mr.  Cubitt  8  opinion  was  con- 
clusive against  the  whole  system  of  pa- 

tcnu.  Tbe  next  was  Mr.  BmneJ,  of 

whom  it  was  not  necessary  to  say  that  his 
evidence  was  of  great  weight  and  import- 
ance.   The  next  witness  was  Mr.  Ricardo, 


which  donid  only  be  disputed  afterwards  M.P..  who  slso  tfave  valuable  evidence  on 

in  a  court  of  justice.    Kow,  without  going  the  same  side  of  the  question,  which  evi« 

intrt  any  ahstnisc  qtie^tion  as  to  the  origin  '  denee  he  hopfd  tlif^ir  Lordships  would  tif>t 
of  property,  or  the  difforence  botwcen  pro-  i  think  the  less  valuable  that  it  was  printed - 
.tari  QranvilU 
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ad  aa  appendix,  in  consequence  of  the 
aocidonuil  omission  of  tlio  Comuittee  to 
exadime  hiai  on  OAlia.  Tlie  next  iritness 
WAS  Colonel  tteid,'  aaihor  <j(  a  work  on  the 
Lctv  &tormSt  Chairman  of  the 
Exee&ttvG  Committee  of  the  £jihibition. 

Also  gave  efi^Aiiee  t6  ihe  same  effect, 
alfbongil  hH  Oj^oa  was  derived  from 
reading,  and  was  not  founded  upon  a  prac- 
tical knowledf^e  of  the  question.  Another 
witness  was  Mr.  Farrie,  a  sugar  refiner, 
And,  Although  be  held  tiie  opinion  iliAt  it 
WAS  linjdsi  to  exempt  tbe  Cfolonies,  if  we 
Wefe  to  have  patent  laws,  he  spoko  tnost 
strongly  of  the  injury  which  was  done  to 
this  country  hy  the  existenoe  of  patent 

Iaws  At  All.   VLt.  ,  the  Swiss  Cfonsul, 

llAted  that,  although  invention  is  rife  in 
Switzerland,  there  are  no  patent  laws 
there.   The  last  witness  was  the  Master 
l»f  ibA  Rotb,  who,  notwiihstandbg  the 
experience  he  had  liad  as  one  ox  the 
law  ofBcers  of  the  Crown  in  ailniiiiister- 
ing  tho  patent  laws,  and  although  he  took 
charge  of  the  first  Bill  which  the  Go- 
tetbinent  proposed  on  the  suhiect,  was 
decidedly  of  opinion  that  patent  laws  were 
had  in  principle,  and  were  of  no  advantage 
either  to  the  public  or  inventors.  He 
(Loi^  dl«nnlle)  was  sfrAid  thAt  it  might 
be  thought  he  was  ishing  A  strange  course 
when  he  supported  the  present  Bill,  and, 
at  the  samo  time,  avowed  himself  very 
much  of  the  same  opinion  as  those  Gentle- 
■ten  Irhose  riews  he  hAd  just  Alluded  to. 
lie  was  first  induced  to  tAko  this  view  from 
finding  the  infinite  variety  of  sup;gestions 
that  were  made  for  the  amendment  of  the 
ikisfifa^  patent  Iaws,  Aod  hsoAiiM  of  his 
sbrptiae  At  Undmg  tiiat  the  two  learned 
gentlemen  who  were  employed  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  draw  up  the  heads  of  the  Bill 
which  was  proposed  by  the  Master  of  the 
^Itt  were  of  opimon  that.  Although  the  lE^Ul 
might  in  some  respects  he  naefalt  it  was 
impossible  to  draw  up  a  Bill  which  would 
obviate  all  the  difficulties  which  existed  on 
diis  subjectt    tte  had  AdlordiDgly  gono 
inio  the  Select  Committee  witli  what  tho 
learned  and  noble  Lord  opposite  might  be 
disposed  to  call  an  hallucination  on  the 
anbject ;  and  ho  was  sorry  to  say,  that 
siidi  WAS  the  ohstbacy  of  his  DAtale,  that 
all  the  evidence  that  had  heen  brought 
before  the  Committee,  both  of  the  gentle- 
men who  were  oppoeed  to  the    stem  of 
pAtentli  And  tiiose  who  wero  most  stroiigly 
ill  hiom  of  it,  had  only  tended  to  oonwm 
Ws  previous  opinion  that  the  whole  system 
wu  ansdrisADle  for  the  public,  disadvan- 


tageous to  inventors,  and  wrong  in  princi- 
ple. Having  stated  this  opiniuu,  which  of 
itself  must  m  worthloBS  in  tho  estimstion 
of  thdr  Lordships,  h«  was  an.xious  to  state 
the  grounds  upon  which  ho  believed  such 
an  opinion  could  be  justified.  He  had  al- 
ready stated  that  he  thought  it  impossible 
to  hold  any  innate  right  of  property  in 
ideas,  and  tnat  the  only  roasonablo  ground 
upon  which  the  patent  laws  could  be  sup- 
ported, was,  that  they  stimulated  inven- 
tors, and  eneouraged  them  to  diseorer 
their  inventions.  Now,  he  entirsi/  ^be- 
lieved that  in  tho  present  state  of  the 
world — even  if  it  was  ditferent  at  tho  ear- 
lier stages  of  sooiety — it  was  at  all  neces^ 
sary  to  stimulate  inTcntors :  to  scheme  and 
invent  was  almost  a  madness  with  some 
people,  and  they  were  always  endeavouring 
to  improve  on  everything  they  saw.  it 
had  been  well  obsenred  bjr  Mr.  ItieArdo  m 
his  eridenee,  that  if  they  looked  back  to 
former  experience  tliey  would  find  that 
some  of  the  most  valuable  discoveries  of 
ancient  times,  such  as  writing  and  arith- 
mette,  were  not  produced  under  the  stiihu* 
lus  of  patents — that  although  in  the  time 
of  James  1.  a  patent  was  obtained  for  the 
philosopher's  stone,  yet  the  important  in- 
ventions of  printing,  gunpowder,  paintmg 
in  oils  and  glass,  had  been  made,  not  un- 
der the  stimulant  of  patents,  but  under  the 
fear  and  peril  of  the  stake  and  the  gibbet. 
He  found  also  that  scientific  men  were  in 
the  habit  of  makinff  known  their  disooT'* 
ertes  with  great  alacrity  to  the  pttblie« 
without  seeking  any  protection  from  pa- 
tents. With  respect  to  tho  supposed  ad- 
vantage to  mTentors,  he  would  say,  whAt 
he  bclieveJ  would  not  be  denied,  that  not 
one  iu  fifty  inventions  were  of  the  slightest 
use  to  the  public.  In  the  case  of  the  forty- 
nine  useless  inventions,  the  patent  laws 
gave  A  £Mtitioas  stimulus  to  fslse  iuTentors* 
and  prevented  them  from  being  occupied 
with  work  which  would  be  more  useful  to 
themselves  and  tho  publio.  With  respect 
to  the  few  inTontors  who  w4re  suoeesndy 
ho  admitted  that  there  were  some  lotteiy 
prizes,  though  even  hero  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  the  true  inventor  was  often 
not  the  man  who  arrived  at  the  last  step  of 
the  uvention,  and  who  obtAined  the  mise 
for  it;  but  the  man  who,  after  long,  labo- 
rious, and  learned  research,  had  brought  it 
up  to  the  last  step,  but  who,  not  having 
completed  the  iuTontion,  wassotentided  to 
the  lottery  ticket.  IVith  respect  to  the 
true  inventor,  he  was  often  put  to  addi- 
iiooAi  expense,  also,  in  secretly  cArrying 
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on  his  experiments;  while,  in  tiiecaseof^ 
the  poor  inventor,  he  was  frequently  un- 
able to  make  use  of  a  patent  even  when  he  ^ 
got  it,  from  the  want  ct  eapitnl  to  work  it. 
He  boliered  that  a  libeml  master  would  bo 
ready  to  reward  an  ingenious  v,-orlc.man 
who  was  able  to  make  valuable  suggestions 
for  improTing  and  cheapening  any  process 
of  manofaoiiire;  and  that  sncih  workman 
would  find  his  value  raised  in  the  money 
market,  and  obtain  higher  wages  than  a 
stupid  man  who  had  not  that  talent.  So, 
without  a  patent  law,  he  would  not  go  un- 
rewarded. It  had  been  etated  by  one  of 
the  witnesses  (Mr.  Lloyd),  that  one  of  the 
worst  cfF'^cts  of  the  patent  laws  was  to  in- 
duce a  workman,  instead  of  extending  his 
deas,  to  stereotype  bis  one  idea,  witn  the 
view  of  making  hia  fortune  thereby.  Mr. 
Kicardo  and  Mi-.  Brancl  had  poititcd  out, 
too,  the  evils  ^vliich  might  arise  from  giv- 
ing foundation  for  a  master  to  suspect  his 
workmen  of  vsbg  his  tools  and  his  eapital, 
in  order  secretly  to  obtain  the  right  to  an 
invention  which  might  be  iii^r  d  against  him, 
or  placed  at  the  disposal  of  other  competi- 
tors. Mr.  Mercer,  a  journeyman  calico 
printer,  of  great  merit,  and  a  self-edneated 
man,  who  had  made  some  important  che- 
mical contributions  to  the  Exhibition, 
was  examined  before  the  Uommittee.  He 
stated  that  he  had  made  two  nsefbl  inven- 
tions— one  for  shrinking  coarse  fabrics, 
and  the  other  for  imparting  to  calicoes 
bricrhter  colours.  Ho  oomniunicntcd  with 
bis  master,  being  too  pour  to  obtain  pa- 
tents. His  master  adopted  the  plans*  He 
worked  very  hard  to  keep  his  master  a- 
bcad  of  other  competitor,  and,  at  the  end 
of  five  years,  he  was  taken  into  partner- 
ship. From  this,  ho  (Earl  Granville)  de- 
dneed  that  Mr.  Mercer  was  more  benefited 
by  not  having  obtained  a  patent,  and  that 
ingenious  workmen  would  always  receive 
consideration  from  their  employers.  Now, 
althoQgli  this  person's  eridenoe  was  given 
with  the  riew  of  showing  the  necessity  of 
an  improved  patent  law,  he  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) thought  that  it  Aveut  tO  uphold  his 
argument  that  such  laws  were  quite  unue- 
eessary.  With  respect  to  the  publie,  he 
believed  that  patent  laws  were  equally  dis- 
advantageous. It  was  quite  dear  that  the  i 
tendency  of  the  system  was  to  raise  the 
price  of  the  eemmodity  during  the  foorteen 
years  which  the  patent  existed ;  and  it  was 
often  worth  the  while  of  a  rich  company 
to  keep  the  sale  of  a  patent*  d  orticlo  ex- 
clusively in  their  own  hands  by  the  exor- 
bitant price  which  they  put  upon  the  li- 

Marl  Cframvilk 


cences,  to  prevent  any  other  person  mak- 
ing use  of  the  patent  during  the  mono- 
poly. Ue  knew  ho  would  be  met  by  the 
CSM  of  the  copyright  of.  books,  but  be  de- 
nied thai  the  eases  were  analogous.  He 
did  not  say  that  a  copyright  was  not  just, 
but  that  it  was  a  perfectly  different  matter. 
If  any  one  of  their  Lordships  wrote  a  book. 
It  would  only  add  to  the  inteUeetual  re- 
souroes  of  the  world,  and  any  one  might 
make  use  of  aTiy  idc:i  in  that  book  the 
next  day;  bat  in  the  case  of  a  patent,  the 
manufacturer  was  not  only  prevented  from 
using  it^  but  from  using  anything  like  it, 
though  the  concuirence  of  similar  in- 
ventions was  very  ret^arkablo.  That 
was  sufficient  to  show  ^at  the  two 
eases  were  not  anslcgoua.  He  might 
be  met,  also,  by  the  ease  of  iot^gii 
I  countries.  Ho  might  ho  told  that  cvory 
foreign  country  possessed  a  patent  law; 
but  the  same  argument  might  have  been 
used  when  they  abolished  eommereial  mo- 
nopolies. It  might  have  been  said,  that 
I  iu  those  countries  which  boasted  the  highest 
civilisation,  commercial  monopolies  existed ; 
but  that  did  not  prevent  the  Legislature 
of  this  country  establishing  free  trade* 
He  thought  that  this  took  away  a  good 
deal  of  force  from  the  argument  of  foreign 
countries  as  applied  to  patents.  A  Prus- 
sian gmtleman  bad  been  examined  beiRHO 
the  Committee,  who  gave  evidence  as  to 
how  the  ?y?tem  worked  in  his  country. 
IIo  Imd  lu  en  an  cxamiiu  r  appointed  to  as- 
sist iu  granting  patents,  and  he  said  that 
the  patent  laws  of  Pmsna  worked  admir- 
ably. But  on  the  very  next  day  a  German 
gentleman  of  great  poientific  pkil!,  an  in- 
ventor himself,  was  quite  indignant  at  the 
allegation  of  the  Prussian,  and  pointed 
out  many  inoonsbtencies  and  many  hard- 
ships arising  out  of  the  Prussian  system. 
Any  person  who  looked  at  the  evidence 
would,  however,  at  once  see  that — bow- 
erer  well,  in  a  countrr  subject  to  such 
minute  regulations  as  Prussia,  the  system 
in  question  might  work — it  was  one  which 
could  not  possibly  be  adopted  in  this  coun- 
try. The  noble  Lord  then  proceeded  to 
refer  to  the  eridenoe  of  Ur,  Hodges,  with 
reference  to  the  unsatisfhetory  working 
of  the  patent  laws  in  America,  and  to  the 
evidence  of  other  witnesses  with  reference 
to  Ihe  Continent.  Any  person  who  ex- 
amined the  eridenoe  attentirelj  would  per- 
ceive that  the  system  in  question  might  do 
in  a  country  subject  to  minute  regulations, 
but  was  iuappiicable  to  a  country  Tike  Eng- 
land.  Their  Lordships  would  pardon  him 
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fvlMiriof  entdred  intoa  .sonicwhat  minute 
deUil  on  tliis  occasion,  lie  felt  that  in 
the  course  wbicli  h  >  pui  snod,  ho  had  laid 
himself  open  to  the  itupututiou  of  incon- 
Mtenej.  and  almost  to  the  charge  of  a 
vut  of  duty:  considering  that  he  was 
fljairman  of  the  Committee  who  had  the 
charge  of  the  Bill,  it  would  appear  that  he 
bid  DO  right  now  to  oppose  it.  He  wished 
It  (Mt  himself  right  before  the  House  upon 
this  point.  lie  had  stated  that  agaiust 
tlir*  Imntlred  witnesses  ivho  •^vnnld  come 
fornrard  m  tavour  of  tiie  patent  laws,  very 
turn  vonld  be  found  to  oppose  them.  But 
sldioQ^  thej  were  tocj  few,  he  tboogfat 
that  they  were  irentlemen  of  such  antho- 
rit/  that  much  weight  ought  to  attach  to 
their  opinions.  It  might  also  be  interest- 
ing to  their  Iiordshipe  to  know  that  the 
nnit  of  the  experience  acquired  by  the 
present  Vicc-Clmncellor  and  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench,  had  raised 
grsfo  doubts  in  their  minds  m  to  whether 
a  law  of  patents  was  adrantageouB.  The 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas  like- 
wise had  written  him  a  letter,  which  he 
aathorised  him  to  make  what  public  use  of 
he  pleased,  declaring  his  concurrence  in 
his  (Earl  Granville's)  opinion,  that  a  law 
of  patents  was  neither  advantageous  to 
brentors  nor  useful  to  the  public.  If, 
tibcD,  bis  opimons  on  the  subject  were  er^ 
rooeous,  it  was  some  consolation  to  know 
that  be  erred  in  such  distinguished  com- 
poay.  iiis  opinion,  he  was  aware,  was 
not  tiie  popular  one.  Poll  the  country, 
and  the  mass  would  be  found  favourable  to 
giring  patent  rights  to  inventors;  but  the 
great  mass  of  the  peciplc  had  never  con- 
sidered the  question,  and  naturally  adopt- 
ed die  views  of  patratees,  who  were  biassed 
\j  what  they  erroneously  conceived  to  be 
eondacire  to  their  own  interent.  The  only 
persons,  be  believed,  who  derived  any  ad- 
'natsge  from  the  patent  laws,  were  mem- 
bsn  m  the  legal  profession.  Except,  per- 
haps, cases  of  warranty  of  horses,  there 
was  no  subject  which  offered  so  many  op- 
p^ritmities  for  sharp  practice  as  the  law  of 
potsBis.  As  legaided  selentifie  men,  too, 
tte  pnetiee  of  summoning  them  as  wit- 
nesses on  trials  respecting  patents  had  an 
iniorioos,  if  not  a  demoralising  effect,  for 
snonlific  men,  when  called  into  court,  na- 
tmllj  widkod  to  avoid  saying  anything 
t!^it  would  be  injurious  to  clients  who  had 
called  and  paid  them;  and,  influenced  by 
this  feelmg,  they,  sometime  allowed  them- 
sdies  to  be  betnjed  bto  giving  a  more 
&voiiuUe  Qfiiiioii  of  ibe  merits  w  an  in- 
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vention  than  was  strictly  accurate.  At 

the  same  time,  whatever  Yiiight  be  his  opin- 
ion rc^pectini^  patent  laws  in  general,  ho 
would  bo  wanting  in  his  duty  if  ho  ab- 
stained from  endeawonring,  undw  existing 
circumstances,  to  improve  the  present  law, 
which  everybody  admitted  to  be  bad.  The 
clauses  in  the  Bill  before  the  House  were, 
as  before  stated,  unanimously  agreed  to  bj 
the  Committee,  which  directed  the  greatest 
attention  to  the  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject, tho  Members  attending  in  consider- 
able  numbers  from  day  to  day.  Before 
eoncludingi  he  must  be  permitted  to  do  an 
act  of  justice  by  declarmg  that  the  Com« 
mittee  were  much  indebted  to  Mr.  T.  Web- 
ster, a  barrister  in  great  practice,  who  at- 
tended their  meetings  constantly,  and  aided 
them  by  his  valuable  suggestions.  The 
noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving  '*  Tliat 
tho  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  said  Bill." 

LoBD  BROUGHAM  eomplhnented  ihe 
noble  Earl  on  his  clear  and  able  statement; 
though  he  thought  that  his  TKiblo  Friend 
had,  perhaps,  given  undue  prominence  to 
that  porUon  of  the  evidence  before  the 
Committee,  which  supported  his  own  view 
of  the  question  ;  but  he  could  assure  their 
Lordsliij)s  tliat  those  who  would  take  tho 
trouble  to  read  tho  whole  of  tho  evidence 
I  taken  by  the  Committee,  would  be  more 
than  eompensated  for  their  labour  bj 
the  mass  of  instruction  and  amusement 
they  would  And  there.  It  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  the  great  mass  of  independent 
evidence  was  in  favour  of  some  system— it 
was  not  stated  what — of  patent  law.  Tie 
would  not  say  that  he  had  clmngeti  tho 
opinion  be  originally  held  on  the  general 
question;  but  be  was  not  ashamed  to  ae* 
knowledge,  that  after  hearing  the  evidence 
of  many  skilled  and  knowing  witnesses  in 
the  Committee,  that  opinion  was  shaken. 
At  present  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to 
go  nirtber  than  that;  but  ho  was  clearly 
and  decidedly  of  opinion  that  whatever 
might  ultimately  be  the  result  of  the  in- 
quiry,  which  was  only  begun — for  his  noble 
Friend,  in  his  able  and  lucid  speech,  had 
avowed  that  what  had  been  done  was  only 
intended  as  a  beginning — their  Lordships 
were  not  at  present  in  a  position  to  justify 
them  in  making  any  general  alteration  of 
the  law.  He  would  avail  hunsdf  of  that 
opportunity  of  correcting  an  error  which 
seemed  to  prevail  very  extensively.  Letters 
reached  him  by  scores  from  persons  com- 
platmng  that  he  had  abandoned  his  Bill 
about  patents,  whieh  they  were  wont  to 
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ebaratftorfttt  in  laudatory  terms  as  ati  im- 
portant atid  usc%l  measure.  Now,  bis 
noble  Frictid  Vndw  that  ho  had  not  aban- 
doned his  Bill,  anj  more  than  he  (Earl 
OtatttUle)  had  abandohed  hit.  Both  Bills 
were  referred  to  the  Committee,  and  the 
princij  al  provisions  of  each — with  some 
important  additions  suggested  in  the  Com- 
mittee— had  been  miled  up  and  amalga- 
mtad,  as  it  w««,  in  tho  measttte  Wore 
thtt  HotiBO.  In  conclusion,  ho  would  ob- 
Bfervo  that  if  Farliameht  should  determine 
on  rejecting  tho  Bill — which  was  ft  solid 
Md  substantial  improvement — and  leaving 
the  ]a#  tmaineiided,  he  wohld  be  incUnea 
to  go  tho  Whdie  leag^  of  dig  libblo 
Friend. 

Earl  GRANYILLB  considel'cd  that 
the  ftot  of  being  obliged  to  pay  so  deariy 

for  a  patent  right  was  an  objection  to  the 
law.  Ho  did  not  Sec  why  tlit^y  "hntild  not 
have  patents  as  chf  np  as  any  other  article. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  doubted,  if  the  ex- 
latlog  pateot  hw  Was  to  Ijootitine,  i^hether 
he  Would  not  go  the  full  length  shadowed 
SO  clearly  fot-th  by  the  noble  Lord.  It  was 
because  he  considet-ed  the  present  measure 
such  a  great  practical  improvement  upon  the 
law  that  he  so  earnestly  supported  it. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  bad 
received  a  petition  from  tho  sugar  refiners 
of  Bristol  against  the  measure.  They 
eoinpliiihed  that,  under  Ita  provisions,  the 
dolooial  sugar  refiners  would  l>e  able  to 
take  advatitage  of  the  patent  processes, 
Whieli  tlicy  paid  so  dearly  for,  at  no  ex- 
pense whatever,  lie  was  strongly  in  fa- 
vour of  the  pAtont  liiirs»atid  the  principle 
of  encouragihg  scientific  men  to  turn  their 
minds  to  invention  and  improvement.  The 
principle  of  tho  steam  hammer,  which  had 
Work^  such  enormous  good  Ijy  its  appli- 
oatioii,  »as  nothing  else  than  the  piston  df 
the  steam  engine  turned  upside  town;  but 
would  any  man  deny,  or  was  it  reasonable 
to  suppose,  that  Mr.  Kasmyth  was  not  en- 
titled to  some  |»ecattiaty  intei^st  in  his  in- 
vention, which  had  wrought  BUcli  great 
and  important  results  in  the  manufactories 
of  this  country  ?  Ho  held  there  was  no 
dtStihction  between  the  case  of  a  nmn  who 
invettied  a  tiseful  maehine,  and  a  man 
who  published  beautiful  ideas  ;  both  were 
equally  entitled  to  reward.  The  wliolo  of 
the  tuanufacturiog  ititoreat  had  the  benefit 
of  h  Usefol  and  meHtorioUs  intention,  and 
it  Waft  on1|  ilglit  that  they  should  pay 
for  it. 

The  Eaulo^  nARROWBY,  in  a  feW 
observations,  ^vas  understood  to  take  tho 
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same  Vi^tir  is  ^  Hoble  BuU  who  bad  pr«. 

ceded  him,  atid  to  argue  that,  unless  pre- 
vented by  the  operation  of  a  patent  \Air, 
the  colonial  refiner  would  be  enabled  to 
arall  himsdf  of  every  new  InTontioA  In  the 
manufacture  of  sugar,  to  the  jpt^lldtotf  at 
the  home  refiner,  who  Wottld  OKfB  tO  pfcj" 
for  the  patent  riglit. 

Lord  CAMFBiiLL,  havbg  bceh  niad 
years  a  lair  officer  of  tho  Otoim,  bad  Mmd 
experience  as  regarded  the  question  ai 
issue,  and  he  begged  to  say  that  he  en- 
tirely approved  of  tho  views  of  his  tioble 
Friend  (Earl  Granville).  His  object  irt 
rising  itm  to  point  ottt  soitie  Of  tho  absiif- 
ditics  of  the  present  law,  and  the  pecuniftfj 
disadvantRi^es  it  entailed  upon  the  ihVentot". 
When  a  patent  was  infringed,  the  first  step 
to  bo  taken  molt  hH  tth  appticatltfli  fbr  Ah 
injuncti'  !i  in  a  CoilH  df  equity.  Tho  hoti. 
Chancellor,  the  Vice-Cbancelldr,  or  who- 
ever granted  it,  sent  the  applicant  into  a 
court  of  law,  in  order  to  establish  his  legal 
right,  fiavitlg  sdeeeoded  tboite,  hd  li  to- 
ferrcd  back  again  to  a  court  of  equity. 
The  patentee  was  thti?  obliged  to  have  two 
sets  of  counsel  at  au  enormous  expense. 
Ho  believed  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  or 
the  Mastef  of  the  Rolls  woidd  be  able  to 
decide  the  validity  of  a  patent  Without 
referring  it  to  a  court  0/  common  law;  amt 
he  knew  no  reason  why  the  Common  Law 
Judges  cottid  not  gitent  an  injilnctioti  wbi]|» 
the  suit  Was  depending.  lie  thought  that 
by  such  an  arrangement  tlioy  would  confer 
a  great  boon  upon  all  parties.  The  law 
expenses  of  Watt,  for  the  first  fourteen 
years  after  his  invention  of  tbe  StOafli-en'' 
gine,  exceeded  all  bis  profits.  HO  t^nSted^ 
lipffire  ihr  Bill  left  the  House,  tho  sugges- 
tions which  he  throw  out  would  receive 
consideration.  Ho  hoped  the  day  would 
eoflieWhen  one  tribunal  woUld  bo  l^t>le  io 
entertain  and  decide  all  such  questions. 
It  was  tho  greatest  nonsense  in  the  world 
to  talk  of  abolishing  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
Theto  most  be  eveif  toeb  a  tribn&a!  rinder 
some  name  or  anothef,  to  liear  and  deters 
mine  fiduciary  cases,  which  a  CouH  of 
Common  Law  could  not  doni  witli, 

EaIIL  grey  admitted,  that  in  proposin 


I  admitted,  tuat  in  proposmg 
that  tbe  Operation  of  the  pateiit  kWs  should 
not  extend  to  the  Colonieii  homo  hardships 

were  inflicted  on  tho  sugar  refiners  in  this 
country.  But  the  question  was,  whether, 
if  tho  Colonies  were  not  omitted,  greater 
injustices  might  hot  be  60mtnitted  toitraida 
other  parties,  and  whether  the  objections 
which  the  petitioners  took  to  this  part  of 
tbo  Bill  did  not  go  further,  and  tend  to 
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Mpport  tbe  general  view^  of  Uie  noble  Earl 
nho  had  charge  of  the  meABttre^tieWs  In 
iHdoh  be  confessed  himself  to  concur.  He, 
hoir^vcr,  al'=^n  cn'ncided  with  him  in  think- 
ing that,  in  the  present  state  uf  public  opin- 
io&f  it  was  not  expedient  to  act  upon  those 
lieirs,  t>ttt  ^kt  tliey  should  nthei'  eontent 
themselves  with  improving  the  condition 
and  stAte  of  the  present  laws.  The  noble 
£arl  (the  Earl  of  Harrowbv)  had  stated 
that  th#re  would  bo  gre^t  laidshfpt  and 
great  injoBtXee  Sil  foreinff  the  sugar  refiners 
of  this  dourtrv  to  pnv  nrrtrcr  for  ihoir  im- 
plements of  nKiiiuiacturc  than  their  fellow 
sabjects  in  the  Colonies.  On  the  other 
bsad,  it  wbold  be  a  far  greatei^  dtSBdV«n> 
tage  that  the  planter  in  our  Colonies  should 
be  exposed  to  an  unequal  competition  %Tith 
the  planters  of  Cuba  and  Brazil,  who  would 
ftbtain  possession  of  these  patent  prooesses 
it  ho  c.tpensc  whatever.  The  giieVBllce 
Complaiiii^d  "f  liii'l  arisen  ciut  of  the  present 
«late  of  the  patent  laws.  It  appeared  that 
in  the  manufacUire  of  sugar,  to  which  sreat 
sHetitioa  bad  beetk  directed,  it  bad  Deen 
found  that  by  the  application  of  centrifugal 
force  the  sugar  Tuitrht  be  very  easily  and 
rapidly  dried.  The  principle  was  as  old 
as  from  the  time  a  boaseitiaid  twilled  her 
mop  in  order  to  dry  it.  SeTOfal  ]>arties 
c'ii'';;rd  the  merit  of  thoirtvrntion;  after 
much  litigation  they  combined  their  intci- 
eftts,  and  sold  it  to  a  single  company.  The 
midt  was,  that  lor  the  maehine  which  the 
English  planters  in  Guiana  or  iti  Trinidad 
paid  lOOf.,  thnt  the  planter  tn  Cuba  or 
Brazil,  and  the  refiner  in  Belgium,  only 
pud  60^  Now,  this  Was  a  very  great 
gfieTancc.  The  principle,  as  he  sud,  was 
old;  but  while  thr  I'rili-I,  p'nntcr  was  ex- 
cluded from  adopting  even  a  modification 
of  it,  the  Cuba  or  Brazil  planter  could  make 
we  of  it,  and  ibd  it  ettvemely  valuable. 
However,  he  did  not  think  that  the  British 
refiners  wnnld  suffer  any  great  disadvan- 
tage. KeOning,  properly  so  called,  from 
otmees  msons,  would  always  be  earned 
00  St  bomej  btlt  It  was  necessary  that  the 
colonial  plnntrr.^  shntild  I^avo  the  faoility 
of  senditiL^'  home  tlicir  produce  in  as  ad- 
vanced a  state  as  possible.  It  was  this 
sMttideMtioil  wbieh  indoeed  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  propose  that  in  fiituro  pa- 
tents should  not  oTtend  to  the  Colonics. 

On  Qnestion,  agreed  to :  Houso  in  Com- 
mHtee  anserdingly :  BUI  repwud  without 
Amendment. 

A    pTi (!  ;n r n t tn  ado.    BiU  tO  be  tead  3* 

on  Th'iy^^liijj  nn\t. 

liuusu  adjuurucd  iu  Thursday  next. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  July  1,  1851. 

MiRUTBS.]    PuBUG  BiLu. — 1*  Mercantile 
rinc  Act  Amcadmcnt:   Public   Works  (Ire- 
land}; Public  Works,  Fisheries,  &o,;  Salmon 
Fisheriei  fSeotiand);   Arrest  of  AlHeeading 

Debtors  :  I    v    f  Iv  ^lenco  AmeadaMUk 
8*  School  ISjtcs  Aett^  ;Vmt'ndmmt. 

COUNTY  COUllT^  i  i  RTUEB  EXTEN- 
81U.N  iilLL. 

Ot4eV  fbr  CMimttlee  tead. 

House  b  Committee;  Mf.  Banal  in  ibe 

Chair, 
('lause  1 . 

Mr.  FITZROY  proposed  an  Amoud- 
metat  to  the  efflMft  that  the  tfe¥erai  Judgea 

of  tho  County  Courts  in  their  rcspectitd 
districts,  and  the  Conitnissionera  of  the 
Court  of  Bankruptcy,  and  officerd  of  the 
^aid  eooKa  i^speetivelyi  shotild  fbr  the  puP- 
poses  of  this  Act  be  olfleeN  atid  aaaiatanta 
of  tho  Court  of  Chancery. 

Sm  GEORGE  GREY  sjiid,  that  tho 
Clause  as  it  stood  inyested  the  Lord  Chan- 
delier with  the  ^wef  of  making  a  aeleetleh 
of  the  Judges  of  the  County  Courts  for 
the  purpose  of  the  Act;  btit  tho  effect  of 
the  Amendment  would  be  to  set  aside  that 
discretion;  he  eonld  not  consent  to  such  a 
proposal. 

Mil.  FITZROY  said,  his  Amendment 
sinij)]y  went  to  make  it  competent  for  tho 
Judges  named  in  it  to  undertake  the  busi* 
neas  to  wliieh  the  meaaui«  M^lated,  and 
still  left  to  the  hotd  Ohane^Or  the  poW^ 
of  sending  or  of  not  seTHliii|^  atieh  huai&eiB 
before  any  particular  J  udge. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  g.  a.  Hamilton  moved 

tions  to  the  Clause,  Avith  the  view  of  OX- 
tendin;^  its  ojjeration  to  Ireland.  He  in- 
tended to  move  alterations  in  othet*  partd 
of  the  Bin,  to  efleot  the  aame  objeet. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  the  presetit 
Bill  had  been  drawn  up  specially  to  amend 
and  extend  the  provisioaa  of  Acts  relating 
to  the  Cottttty  Ooatte  tn  Bngland,  and  as 
the  measure  had  no  reference  whatever  to 
Ireland,  ho  trosted'the  Amendment  Would 
not  bo  pressed. 

Amendment  teithdrawA. 

Claaae  affrud  fo;  u$  iretn  ClaaflM  2 
and  3. 

Clause  4. 

Ma.  HENLEY  complained  that  tho  BiU 
afforded,no  secority  that  the  business  would 
be  traniaeted  in  these  codrtA  in  a  manner 

more  conducive  to  the  pnldic  inlero.^t  than 

Iwas  at  pre«^eiit  dnTieinthc  Masters'  Offices. 
The  Couuty  Courts,  ho  willingly  admitted. 
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were  excellent  iDstitutions  in  themselres; 
but  when  the  Bill  did  not  contain  any  com- 
puUory  proTision  for  the  transaction  of  the 
mmntM  in  public,  he  wm  afraid  that  the 
objeoi  of  weonng  its  transaction  in  n  sat- 
isfactory manner  wouM  not  be  aoeom- 
plishcd. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  admit- 
ted  that  thera  vas  no  diraet  proTision  in 
the  Bill  for  secnring  the  transaction  of  the 
business  in  public.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Henlej)  must  be  aware  that  a  Com- 
mission was  sitting  for  the  purpose  4^  !»• 
vising  the  whole  of  these  matters,  and  the 
state  of  the  Masters'  Offices  would  occupy 
no  small  portion  of  their  consideration. 
The  scheue  of  the  Bill  was  to  enable  the 
Lord  ClianceUor  to  carry  ont  inqniries  in 
the  country  in  the  same  way  as  they  wore 
carried  out  in  town,  and  subject  to  all  the 
improvements  which  before  another  Session 
passed,  would,  he  expected,  be  adopted  in 
reference  to  inquiries  in  town.  With  re- 
spect to  the  transaction  of  the  business  in 
public,  there  might  be  inconyenience  in 
making  a  general  rule  to  that  effect,  as 
ihera  was  oeeasionaUy  hosiness  tmnaaeted, 
such  as  that  relating  to  infants*  estates  and 
the  appointment  of  guardians,  in  which  the 
public  generally  had  not  the  slightest  in- 
terMt,  and  the  pnUie  tnnsaetion  of  which 
nvghtnotbeproonetiTeofadrantage.  With 
re-'pfct  to  the  whole  subject,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  most  anxious  that  it  should 
be  taken  up  by  the  Commissioners,  with 
die  intention  cf  iiiliy  carrying  ont  equity 
reform. 

Mr.  MULLINGS  said,  that  much  bene- 
fit might  accrue  from  a  reference  of  all 
matters  in  dispnte  to  the  Judge  of  the 
County  Court,  who  could  take  evidence  and 
have  the  books  and  the  parties  before  h\m. 
At  present,  however,  the  Judge  could  not 
ask  any  question  which  was  not  in  the  in- 
terrogatories. A  more  unsatisfactory  me- 
thod of  administering  justice  than  this 
could  not  well  be  imagined,  lie  believed 
it  would  be  impossible  to  have  justice  pro- 
perly administered  in  the  County  Courts  if 
the  Judges  were  not  empowered  to  ex- 
amine witnoiaes  and  have  the  parttt'?  ho- 
fore  them.  He  hoped  there  would  be  some 
correction  of  this  evil.  The  Master's  OfiBce, 
as  fttr  as  the  taking  of  acconnta  was  con- 
cemcMd,  was  the  greatest  enne  In  the 
country. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  was 
awara  that  there  wwe  e?ils  connected  with 
the  Masters'  Offices*  hut  they  were  endea- 
Touring  to  remedy  these  as  best  they  could. 


No  longer  ago  than  Monday  last  he  had 
laid  on  the  table  of  the  House  an  improved 
set  of  rules  for  the  Court  of  the  County 
Palatine  of  Lancaster.  Those  ndes  worn 
framed  by  the  Earl  of  Carlisle,  widi  the 
sanction  of  Vice-ChrLiic 1 1]or  Knight  Bruce, 
and  authorised  the  examination  of  parties 
and  witnesses  orally  when  thought  proper. 
With  r^ard  to  the  examinatim  ef  parties 
and  their  books,  the  hon.  Member  (Hr, 
Mullings)  must  be  aware  that  every  deoroo 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery  provided  for  the 
production  of  bodu.  The  Bill  now  under 
consideration  gare  tIkeLordClianoellor  the 
poorer  to  direct  the  examination  of  wit- 
nesses orally,  and  also  to  direct  liic  jiartios 
to  attend  with  counsel  or  attorney,  or  by 
themselTes,  and  to  examine  thd  wee,  and 
have  the  whole  case  taken  down  hythe 
County  Court  Judge. 

Mr.  UE^«LEi  said,  they  had  some  five 
or  six  noisancea  in  the  shape  of  Masteva* 
Offices  at  j^esent  in  London,  and  wera 
about  to  create  fifty  or  sixty  for  the  coun- 
try  at  an  expense  of  some  30,000^  t\  yonr, 
without  taking  any  guarantee  that  the 
huttness  in  tli«n  would  be  any  hotter  con- 
ducted. They  took  power  by  the  Bill  to 
increase  the  expenditure  of  County  Court 
Judges,  and  bow  many  more  they  would 
create  he  could  not  say.  He  was  alarmed 
the  other  night  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  Bethdll  indi- 
cated no  other  amendment  in  the  CouTt  of 
Chancery  besides  handing  over  this  business 
to  the  Coun^  Court  Jnd^.  He  strongly 
objected  to  the  powers  in  the  Bill  being 
only  permissive,  and  not  conjpulsory.  He 
did  not  object  to  the  County  Court  Judges, 
for  they  were  a  tc^  praiaeworthy  body  of 
men;  hut  they  haii  often  seen  Judges  go 
wrong.  Thp  business  was  to  ho.  done  ia 
these  courts  exactly  as  in  the  Masters' 
Offices,  and  they  were  by  this  Bill  giving  a 
species  of  Parllunentary  sanction  to  those 
abuses  which  had  been  so  long  complained 
of.  They  all  knew  that  if  any  man  living 
went  into  the  Masters'  Offices,  he  could  not  t 
expect  to  get  out  aguo. 

Mb.  B.  B.  DENISON  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  O.xfordsliirc  {Mr.  Tlenlev)  hnd 
made  a  great  many  complaints,  and  the 
only  suggestion  he  had  ofifcred  was  that 
the  proceedings  should  take  place  in  pub- 
lie.  The  adoption  of  that  suggestion 
would,  however,  lead  to  conaiderabTo  evil. 
The  hon.  Member  might  see  the  di&culty 
there  was  in  introdncing  reforms  on  snw 
a  subiect»  and  eoght  to  be  aware  that  it 
was  host  ta  pioMod  cmttionaly.  Was  it 


Digitized  by  Google 


{ Jm  1, 1851}    lM«r  Bakndoti  BOL  3C 


fidv  to  Mj  diej  mm  introdadng  tUty  1  should  have  the  power  of  fixing  ilie  Bala- 
wuBances  orer  tae  oonntry  in  plaoe  of  lix  ries*  with  the  consent  of  the  Treaanry;  hat 


in  Lrnil'irL? 

Mb.  hex  ley  liad  not  attpmptt^d  to 
introduce  anr  amcQdmeat,  but  ho  iiad  cur- 
tiblj  Hud  that  there  waa  nothing  in  the 
BiD  to  teenre  a  better  etate  of  matten  in 
future  Its  powers  were  wholly  permissive. 
It  was  the  duty  of  QoTemment  to  intro- 
dace  a  proper  and  aatii&eloiy  meaanre. 

Clause  agreed  to;  m  were  Glamee  5 
to  8.   Clause  9  waa  atmek  ont. 

Clause  10. 

SiA  GEORGE  GiiEY  luuvedan  Ameud- 
Met,  proTidtng  that  the  Connty  Conrt 
JodfOi  should  not  receive  fees. 

Mr.  FITZnOY  objected  to  the  manner 
ID  which  they  were  treating  the  County 
Goert  Judges.  Hmj  wwa^thfowin^  on 
then  extra  buiineaB,  without  proTiding 
them  with  aileqimte  remuncrntion,  tlnis 
rendcrinfr  the  othces  such  ns  mm  of  ability 
would  not  retain.  They  had  dealt  (^uite 
ia  a  diflhrent  war  with  the  Coniinieiionere 
is  bankruptcy.  >Vhen  the  insoWency  busi- 
ness  had  devolved  on  them,  they  hnd  re- 
ceived an  additional  500^.  of  salary  tor  it. 
The  business,  however,  bad  shortly  after- 
wards been  taken  away  from  them,  but 
they  had  been  allowed  to  retain  the  nddi 
tional  salarv.  Thov  had  then  thrown  the 
business  on  the- County  Court  Judges,  and 
hid  not  given  them  any  extra  remnnera- 
tiOB,  but  bad  on  the  contrary  taken  200/. 
s  year  from  them.  Tie  could  not  but  no- 
tice here  the  attack  which  had  lately  been 
Mdo  on  the  County  Conrt  Jndgea  by  a 
pmenage  high  in  authority  in  another 
place.  That  attack  had  been  of  the  most 
disgraceful  chnractcr,  con'5iderii\f::;  tliat  the 
psrtj  who  mode  it  had  the  appomtmeut  of 
the  Goontj  Conrt  Jndgei.  It  teemed  that 
thej  were  determined  to  disgust  these  men 
with  their  offices.  A  barrister  of  seven  or 
ten  years'  practice  would  not  take  these 
offices  if  they  limited  the  remuneration  to 
1»000/.  a  year.  He  protested  against  their 
dicing  with  gentlemen  in  to  iUiberal  a 
spint. 

Sm  GEOK.GE  GEEY  said,  the  hon. 
and  giDeat  Memher  assnmed  that  the  Bill 

proposed  to  throw  additional  labour  upon 
the  Judges  of  the  County  Cniirt«^  without 

E'ring  them  any  additional  remuneration; 
itneh  was  not  the  &et.  The  Bill  pro- 
irnel  to  give  them  additional  renranera- 
t'on,  vrhh/h  the  Government  had  the  power 
to  award  t<j  them,  if  necessary.  Tho20th 
cUu«e,  as  it  came  down  from  the  other 

H«M^  proposed  that  the  Lord  Ghaoeelkir 


it  was  not  thought  right  that  this  power 
should  be  given  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
alone»  by  whom  these  gentlemen  were  ap- 
pointed. The  Bill  substituted  a  maximum 
of  1,5002.  for  one  of  1,200?.  for  the. 
Judges,  and  an  increase  for  clerks  in  the 
same  proportion.  This  proposal,  however, 
to  in^ease  the  maximum  where  necessary 
was  not  to  be  understood  as  holding  ont 
any  approximation  to  a  pledge  or  promise 
on  tho  part  of  the  Government  that  this 
muximuiu  shuuid  be  reached.  The  time 
of  many  of  these  Jndgee  was  not  fully  oo> 
copied,  and  it  was,  therefore,  necessary 
to  make  a  distinction.  In  taking  power 
to  increase  the  salaries,  therefore,  he  was 
not  giving  the  Jw^gfi  tiie  right  to  claim 
the  increase. 
Clause  agreed  to;  as  were  the  remainder 

of  the  Clauses. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  honed  that  the 
Bill  would  he  renrinted.  He  had  been 
listening  to  what  had  been  going  on  for 
the  last  half-hour,  nnd  he  had  not  the 
slightest  conception  what  clauses  were  in 
the  Bill,  and  wnat  had  been  struck  out. 

Mb.  MULLINGS  said,  he  had  a  dense 
topropo'^e  which  he  trusted  the  Committee 
would  agree  to.  The  County  Court  Judges 
were  at  present  obliged  to  sit  every  month 
during  the  year,  and  he  proposed  to  allow 
them  a  month,  during  which  they  would  bo 
released  from  their  duties.  Ue  begged  to 
propose — 

"  That  it  shall  be  lawful  for  tbo  Judge  of  any 
County  Court,  upon  one  calendar  month's  previous 
notioo  thereof,  to  be  affixed  in  the  office  of  saoh 
court,  to  direct,  that  for  the  spaoe  of  one  oskodar 

month,  to  commmrc  nnt  carl:  r  than  the  10th 
day  of  August,  and  to  terminate  not  later  than  tba 
94th  day  of  October  In  any  year,  the  efloeof  seoh 
court  shall  be  open  for  reesiving  mooey  and  is* 

suing  executions  only,"  ' 

Sir  GKOiiUK  GREY  did  not  see  the 
neeessitj  of  such  a  elanse,  considering  that 
the  County  Court  Judges  had  the  power  of 
appointing  a  dopu ty,  and  there  were  al- 
ways plenty  of  quaiiticd  deputies  to  he 
found.  If  the  courts  were  shut  up  for 
a  month  during  tho  course  of  the  year,  he 
was  afraid  it  would  detract  materislly  tfWk 
their  value. 

Mb.  MULLINGS  said,  he  would  with- 
draw the  clause  for  the  present,  bnt  he 
would  bring  up  a  similar  elanse  on  some 
future  ■?tnr:^e  of  the  Bill. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  moved 
the  following  clause 

«*Ana  whsroai^  by  an  Act  posmd  in  thetsalh 


Digitized  by  Google 


97 


jear  of  the  reign  of  Uer  present  Migcsty  inti- 
tuled, Ac.,  it  Hfis  emctod  that  no  person  should 
be  entitled  to  appear  for  any  other  party  to  any 
prooeedingin  any  ul'tlie  said  oourts,  '  unless  he  bo 
tm  aUon^  of  ODO  of  Uer  Miyesty'a  luperior 
fonrtB  of  feooid,  or  •  ttrrfilsMiloUw  iaetraeted 
by  such  attorney  on  behalf  of  the  party,  or  bv 
leave  of  tbn  Jadge,  any  other  person  allowed  by 
.  the  Judge  to  appear  Instead  or  meh  par^;  but 
that  nit  barrister,  attorney,  or  other  person,  px- 
oe^  by  l^?e  of  tiw  Judge,  should  U>  ciititlod  to 
lie  beard  to  avfno  any  question  as  counsel  for  any 
f)thor  person  in  any  proceeding  in  any  court  holdcn 
under  that  Act,'  hn  it  enacted,  that  tho  said  provi- 
■Imi  ahall  not  be  deemed  or  eonstrucd  to  apply  to 
any  case  within  the  jurisdiction  given  to  the  said 
courts  by  this  present  Act,  or  by  any  other  Aet, 
other  than  the  above  Jiartlv  recited  Aet  ^  and  that 
in  all  caaea  in  which  jurisdiction  is  driven  to  the 
tM  oourtt  \if  the  present  Act,  or  by  any  other 
Aot  otber  than  tho  above  partly  n  vi -  i  Aet,  bar- 
ruten-at-law  and  attorneys  abali  liave  and  enjoy 
•oeb  rights  and  privilegea  at  have  been  hitherto 
naed  and  exercised  by  them  respectively  in  the  su- 
perior courta  of  common  law  at  Westminster." 

The  law  as  it  stood  at  present  prcvepted 
|k  Vairister  going  iqto  liijiM  cwirto,  bvIms 
inatrocted  hv  an  attomaj,  and  the  ooiaih 

quence  bad  beeu  that  attorneys  practised 
in  these  courts  as  advocates,  unil  received 
Viefs  frou  their  brother  utturne^ii.  U 
troukl  nott  he  Uiought,  bo  eonudered  a  do* 
eirable  thing  that  the  Bar  of  England 
ehould  bo  annihilated;  and  as  tliero  was 
every  probahilitj  that  these  couru  would 
ore  long  absorb  the  whole  of  tho  profin- 
cial  business  of  the  country,  if  thoj  ex- 
chided  the  Bar  from  theui,  they  would 
be  inflicting  a  fatal  blow  on  tho  Bar  of 
Euflland.  He  did  not  by  any  meaiio 
wish  to  say  any  thing  to  the  prejudice 
of  the  attorneys  and  iQliciUiri,  for  he 
beliovcd  that  the  more  respootftble  of 
them  did  not  desire  to  encroach  on  the 
fair  privile|jes  of  tho  Bar.  He  did  not 
propose  to  «lter  the  Inw  oa  r^gerdod  the 
oHgioal  Aot  in  oases  helow  20^.,  but  in 
matters  above  that  amount  he  proposed  to 
place  attorneys  and  barrisfcora  ia  the  lame 
position  in  the  Gonntj  Courfai  which  they 
occupii  I  in  lip  iKL^her  courti. 

Mu.  FITZROY  said,  the  proposition  in 
its  present  slmjio  j^ad  taken  him  hv  sur- 
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neys  had  conspired  to  MoliiAetliaBar  from 

praotisiniT  in  these  courts,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  thoro  w;i?  Bo^ne  i>»istake 
ip  the  matter.  liaiiaii  been  iuiurmed  that 
<m  the  OxflQf4  dvenit  aoreraL  mmalbvm  «f 
the  Bar  had  agre€4  to  acoompHBJ  tlie 
County  Court  Judge,  and  form  a  ro5:Mlrtr 
Couuty  Court  Bar  :  he  itaw  uo  rea&ou  why 
the  example  might  not  he  followed  in  oth^ 
parta.  He  eaw  no  reaaon  why  parties  shoiiNl 
be  compelled  to  employ  barrister,  whe- 
ther it  was  their  interest  to  do  so  or  not. 
The  matter  ought  to  be  left  to  the  Uucre- 
tion  of  tlid  nntoTt 

Mu.  P.  H.  HOWARD  thought  iht^ 
were  not  quite  prepared  for  the  partial  ox- 
clnsiou  of  tlte  attorneys  and  solicitors,  who 
had  been  pleading  in  these  oourta,  whieh 
WM  eontemplated  by  the  elame  pfopewd. 
He  hoped  the  clause  would  be  postponed, 
in  order  that  tlio  opinions  of  all  partiee 
ooooerncd  might  be  ascertained.  Without 
meaning  any  disrespect  to  hon.  HombeM 
q}poaite,  he  could  not  too  why  tint  horn, 
and  learned  Attorney  General,  an  an  ad- 
vocate of  fieo  trado,  sliould  not  ailow 
tho  suitiu'^  to  appoint  solicitors  or  bajrru- 
tort  aa  they  ehoee.  They  might  hkAj 
trust  ta  the  intelligenoo  oC  the  pnhKo  lit 
thin  age  of  advancement. 

Mk.  MULiLlNGS  said,  the  ofTect  of  tho 
clause  would  bo  to  give  pre-audienQo  to 
the  barrister,  Kow,  sttf^se  there  should 
bo  only  two  barristers,  and  that  both 
should  be  retained  hv  <'n\o  of  tliu  pt\rtieH, 
ihu  J  udge  must  permit  au  aitoruoy  tu  ap- 
pear. The  ol||«et  ef  the  hon.  an4  learned 
Attorney  Geaeial  was  to  get  rid  of  that 
class  of  attorney's  who  mnv  appeared,  not 
representing  the  real  parties,  but  taking 
briefs  from  other  attornoys^  If  ho  under- 
stood the  ohinso  rightly,  any  altimiey 
would  be  allowed  to  plead  against  a  barris- 
ter when  really  employed  by  a  cUeali  and 
not  through  another  attorney, 

Mb,  J.  BVANS  supported  the  eUuse* 
but  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Athimej 
General  would  strike  out  the  latter  pfirt  of 
it,  whidi  othrrwi-se  wuuid  have  this  effect. 


prisu,  for  he  had  understood  that  it  wan  tu 
oave  been  modified.  In  its  present  shape 
ho  should  oppose  it,  for  however  important 
it  might  be  to  preserve  the  Bar,  yet  it 
eould  never  be  allowed  to  stand  in  the  way 
of  the  public  interest,  which  was  the  basis 
upon  which  both  tho  original  and  present 
Bill  was  founded.  His  object  in  promoting 
the  County  Courts  Act  was  to  provide 
cheap  justice  to  the  people,  and  though  ho 
had  bemi  told  th«t  in  lome  imtftwetattor- 
The  Auarmy  Qeitmd 


tiiat  li*  only  two  harn:iters attended  a  Coiuntj 
Conrt,  they  most  be  employed  Ut  ttui  W* 
elusion  of  everybody  else. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  said,  by  this  clause  thoy 
were  introducing  luto  those  courts  a  tcitaUj 
new  principle  of  aotiott.  He  dJui.  mold  aet 
why  they  onght  to  restrict  the  dioioe  of 
auiturs  with  reference  to  the  larger  sums, 
while  they  were  allowed  a  larger  range  of 
choice  with  regard  to  the  smaller.  In 

tlieaa  eouta  they  oeuld  iio(         ta  find 
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flltfHr  tbeir  talent  or  ignorance,  parties 
would  be  eompclicd  to  make  their  selection 
from  \hm  tUroe  or  foup,  while  thej  wight 
«q  oppQiliinity  of  s^lMtiog  ftom  hxoh 
Ml  of  fttlemajp.  He  tMWtea  this  propo- 
eitloD  would  pol  leeeive  the  laiietioa  of  th^ 
Conimittce. 

GfiOIiGIi  PECHELL  expressed 
Ui  MwarNHUfi  in  the  aaiiHiDMifts  of  tho 
hon.  Membof  fMi*.  Wakley),  and  trusted 
that  such  0,  claitse  iroqld  nofc  ac- 
count be  aere^  t9. 

Tb^  AnOBNBY  OBOTRAIi  •tOa.  ho 
HIT  great  force  in  the  obserration  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Haverford- 
west l^f;.  J.  Evans),  find  was  prcp^rcj  to 


came  into  the  hands  of  the  Government  in 
the  early  part  of  the  year,  and  some  time 
since,  uu  iu  being  meutioned  by  the  boo. 
BaroQOI  $he  Hembor  for  Drdtwieh  (flip  J. 
Pakington),  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  had  pronilMd 
^hat  it  should  be  prodiioed,  and  it  would  ac- 
pordingiy  be  laid  on  the  table  in  a  few  days, 
together  with  other  papers  wad  ooiMapoiid- 
OMO  relating  not  only  to  Brilidi  GakiiAv 
hut  to  tho  West  Indies  also.  After  the 
statement  that  had  been  made  by  the  hqn. 
Gentl^ipau  as  tu  the  eondilion  of  British 
GuiliDftt  b9  begged  to  rood  an  oztroot  from 
a  4otpll|^  of  the  Governor  that  was  an- 
nexed to  the  report,  and  which  waa  dated 
the  25th  of  January,  1851 : — 

"  At  the  meeting  of  tho  Combined  Court  of 
18i9,  a  Motion  was  carried  for  tbe  apfMiotment 
of  .-i  Comuiittoo  to  ioquiro  ipto  the  itate  and 
])ruHpects  of  the  colony.  ...  I  cannot  h^lp 
thinking,  indeed,  that  the  Commionere  tliemsclvef, 
anxious  as  thej  not  mmatntaUj  were  to  put  oa 
record,  io  tlw  itrong«at  termi,  tb«  injurious  eflbcts 
on  thejr  properly  of  tha  iinj)erial  policy,  would 
SQiqewliat  have  podiftod  their  oonclusioni  bad 
the  report  been  writteq  at  the  |f««eBt  nioaient ; 
but,  as  st.'itt'd  in  the  concluding  paragraph,  it  waf 
drawn  up  so  &r  as  last  June  back,  when  the  signs 
of  improveakeat  were  mot  so  visible  as,  I  rejoioe  to 
til*/  m  Mfw  aaiievwlly  roM^ipsd  to  he.** 

Mr.  GRANTLEY  BERKELEY  wished 
to  know  whether  an  Act  of  the  Comhinod 
Court  waa  not  an  ftct  of  tbe  Ipcal  Goveru' 
mentf 

Mr.  HAWBS,  in  reply,  said,  that  no 
douht  the  act  of  the  Comhiried  Court  might 
he  discussed  in  that  House;  but  what  he 
wished  to  explain  was,  that  instead  of  this 
Oommiasion  being  a  GoTormnoiit  ComintB^ 
sion,  appointed  by  the  Governor,  and  aanca 
tinned  by  tho  Government  at  hom<^,  tho 
Commission  was  appointed  at  the  wish  ^f 
tho  Ooml^iied  Court. 

CHURCH  EXTENSIOK. 
The  Marquess  of  BLANDFORD  then 
rose,  and  spoke  as  follows  : — Sir,  I  rise 
to  proposo  tho  queation  of  whioh  I  havo 
given  notice,  and  I  need  not  say  that  I 
feel  it  is  cneonipasscd  with  numberless 
difficulties.  First  among  these  I  may 
place  my  own  inexperience  in  matters  of 
this  nature,  both  as  regards  tho  question 
Itself,  and  as  regards  the  manner  in  which 


modifv  km  u\ii,iisiii  su  oa  to  ipeet  the  pugge§- 
twiortboliop.  aii4)oaniodtf«inber.  Tbo 

ooly  question  was  whether  an  attorney  was 
to  be  allowed  to  iuterveiie  between  a  client 
aodan  advocate,  and  monopolise  all  tbe 
pra<;tioi,  or  whether  the  Bar  waa  entitled 
taaliiir  diaM  «|it. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ingrt&d  to. 

Preamble  affreed  to. 

resumed.    Bill  repori^Ui  to 
filMMiat  ftnoqded, 

BRITISH  GUIANA. 

Mh.  GRANTLEY  BERKELEY  said, 
he  had  a  queatiou  to  put  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
denaii  tbe  Under  deoretevy  for  tho  Colo- 
nies, and  which  he  would  put  ondev  tbfoe 
distinct  heads :  First,  whether  or  not  Com- 
missioners bad  been  appointed  by  Govem- 
nient  to  inquire  into  tbe  slate  and  pros- 
petts  9t  Britidi  Gttiaqa  f  Second,  wbetber 
those  Commissioners  had  made  their  re- 
port, and  whether  that  report  was  not  of  a 
melaneiudy  and  disastrous  kind  aa  to  the 
gineral  ooo^tion  of  the  eolonyl  And, 
llnid,  the  report  having  been  now  for  many 
months  in  tho  hands  of  the  Government, 
and  havint?  been  published  in  thf>  Morning 
Poti  aud  others  papers,  w)iy  a  report  of  so 
ttMb  niportonoo  bad  not  been  told  on  the 
toble  of  the  House  f 

Mr.  hawks,  in  answer  to  the  first 
qatstioii,  said  several  Commiiii»ioner8  had 
been  appointed  to  BHtlab  Oniana,  but  not 
\j  dm  ttofotamanl,  to  inquire  into  the 
itftte  and  condition  of  tho  island.  The 
Commisgioners  were  appointed  by  the  Com-  j  it  may  best  bo  laid  heforo  the  attention  of 
bined  Court,  in  which  the  Government  had  the  Hou9C.    WuU  regard  to  the  qucstioi) 
not  a  majority.    They  made  a  report  of  '    "  ~ 
coosiderable  length,  apd  it  was  made  so 


itself,  wbateTor  amoiint  of  research  mi^ 

have  been  made  into  a  subject  so  prolifio, 

far  back  as  June  twelvemonth.    It  was  onough  remains  yet  to  be  discovered;  so 


pnatod  at  length  in  the  colonial  papers; 
ud,  m  bia  hon.  Friend  said,  was  also 


that  years  would  scarcely  suffice  to  obtain 
an  accurate  knowledge  of  all  the  powera 
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tbe  type  of  optntona  tban  which  a  bet- 
ter omamoiiA  oaanot  attach  to  *  pablie 

man  :  — 

"  Above  all,  the  advantage  that  I  anticipate  is 
that  hy  this  proceeding  I  ehall  place  the  dnwgll 
of  England  in  a  favourable  light  before  the  peo* 
pie  of  this  country,  and  coQciliate  toward*  it  that 
favour  and  affection  to  which  I  believe  it  to  be  so 
justly  entitled,  and  lay  the  foundation*  of  extend* 
cd  uscfuluesjj.  Thesu  foundations  must  be  widen- 
ed. It  is  in  vain  that  you  have  splendid  cathedrals 
and  biihojM  hiiriily  endowed— in  vain 70a  bavedig- 
•    1         1.'    ^1.  X       X  f  '    1.    nitariet  and  eMendid  effifloes,  if  you  ikil  to  im- 

cipal  difficulties  that  meet  one  m  one  8  out-  j,,.,,^^        ^jj;  ^^^p,^      conviction  that  great 


of  our  oeelenaatical  system,  and  as  regards 

the  manner  in  which  it  may  hest  be 
brought  under  the  attention  of  this  House. 
It  is  enough  to  feel  the  deep  importance 
of  this  sobjeet  to  be  filled  with  a  trembling 
anxiety  lest  one's  own  inadequacy  to  the 
task  one  Ims  proposed  to  one's  self  should 
only  mar  an  object  which  ought  to  be  upon 
the  hearts  of  all  good  men,  and  have  a 
leading  plaoe  in  l£mr  desires  and  aspira- 
tions.   These.  Sir,  aie  some  of  the  prin- 


set;  and  as  far  as  they  are  concerned,  they 
are  personal  ones.  But,  Sir,  I  feel  tbat 
there  are  othera,  and  not  less  weighty  ones 

— those  which  arise  from  the  varied  opin- 
ions of  men  upon  these  subjects.  Could 
we,  Sir,  obtain  a  united  feeling  upon  this 
p(rint,  we  might  joyfully  cootcmplato  the 
great  stride  that  might  be  made  in  an  on- 
ward direction — could  we.  Sir,  with  a 
unanimous  vote  of  this  House,  agree  at 
once  upon  a  course  that  would  give  in- 
ereased  effimency  to  our  National  Estab- 
lishment— one  calculated  by  groat  and 
mighty  effort  to  supply  adequate  means  of 
instruction  to  thousands  of  our  perishing 
feUow-eonntrymen,  it  would  indeed,  Sur, 
be  a  grateful  task  to  endeaTonr  to  bring 
fr)r',vnrd  such  a  proposition,  and  "to  feel 
tliat  it  would  have  the  power  of  autliority 
and  the  permanence  of  law.  But,  Sir, 
taking  the  fact  as  we  find  it,  it  is  not  so; 
the  interest  which  is  shown  in  ecclesiasti- 
cal affairs  is  not  great,  and  what  there  is 
is  sadly  interrupted  by  party  interest  and 
divided  feelings.  Fears  on  the  one  hand, 
of  giving  undue  power  to  the  ecclesiastical 
body,  and  jealousies  on  the  other,  ariHing 
from  alienated  interests,  have  not  only,  1 
venture  to  affirm,  placed  a  terrible  hin- 
dranee  in  the  way  of  Chnreh  extension, 
bat  they  have  also,  by  permitting  ns  to 
see  what  she  is  tinder  certain  disadvan- 
tages, proved^  the  justice  of  those  laws 
and  the  strength  of  that  Establishment 
whioh  our  ancestors  pnrobased  with  their 
lives,  endowed  in  consequence  hy  their 
piety,  and  secured  by  their  collective  wis- 
dom. Sir,  in  endeavouring  to  treat  upon 
this  qnestton,  I  will  not  place  it  npon  no 
better  basis  than  my  own  bare  opinion.  I 
have  here  extracted  a  small  portion  from 
a  spr^ecli  of  tlio  late  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
which  1  have  happiucss  in  quoting  upon 
the  present  oeoasion,  and  will  r^  it,  with 
the  permission  of  tbe  Hoase»  as  it  ex- 
presses in  his  own  language  the  idea 
which  1  am  now  endeavouring,  though 
feebly,  to  enlarge  upon,  and  which  may  be 

Tie  Mwrqueu  of  BUmdfar4 


practical  advantages  are  to  be  derived  from  them 
— unlflia  in  popnlem  distrioto  70a  bring  the  ndn- 

istrations  of  the  Churcli  witliiTi  tl:C'  rs^ach  of  the 
people  it  is  in  vain  tliat  you  support  its  dignitaries, 
fbr  tbe  poUsbed  eolunuis  of  the  temple  will  not  be 
secure  unless  you  widen  tbe  basis  on  which  they 
rest.  Here  is  the  point  in  which  the  Church  of 
England  is  waating  at  present ;  ber  parochial 
constitution  was  made  in  other  times,  and  suited 
to  other  states  of  the  people.  You  must  divide 
parishes  and  bring  ministers  into  them,  and  you 
will  add  at  once  to  the  respeotabUity,  to  the  inHu- 
enco,  to  the  prosperity  of  the  Omreh  by  applying 
her  present  property  to  atzengUmi  ImT  pOlitiOB 
and  increase  her  influence," 

Well  then,  Sir,  it  is  upon  this  foundation, 
and  keeping  this  point  in  view,  that  I  am 
desirous  of  proceeding.  I  shall  ask  tbe 
House  to  be  indulgent  to  my  inexperience. 
1  will  endeavour,  to  commend  what  I  !iave 
to  advance,  to  find  concurrent  testimonies 
for  its  practicability  and  support.  I  would 
rather  seek  to  disarm  opposition  than  cope 
with  it  when  raised,  feeling  most  deeply 
that  more  or  less  remotely  we  are  all  in- 
terested in  the  success  of  these  mea- 
sares;  and,  above  all,  I  would  follow 
the  rule  laid  down  by  tiiat  exalted  states- 
man, that  it  is  to  our  parochial  con- 
stitution, which  was  made  in  other  times, 
and  suited  to  other  states  of  the  people, 
and  where  the  Church  of  England  is  prin^ 
ci pally  defective,  that  we  should  at  once 
direct  our  attention.  Sir,  an  Address  has 
been  presented  to  Iler  Majesty,  which  is 
the  subject  of  my  present  remarks,  and  is 
one  wUeh  generally  embodies  this  tbcj 
thing ;  it  presents  us  with  statements 
founded  npon  those  two  reports  of  Com- 
missioners appointed  bv  Her  Majesty  for 
inquiring  into  episcopal  and  capitnlar  re- 
venues, and  for  the  practicability  of  the 
subdivision  of  parishes;  these,  Sir,  nre  most 
useful  reports,  to  which  I  am  very  glad 
to  draw  tbe  attention  of  the  House;  for, 
occurring  nearly  as  they  do  together,,  thej 
seem  admirably  adapted  one  to  tbe  other, 
for,  while  one  discloses  the  evil,  the  other 
points  out  the  remedy.  It  is  not  my  pur- 
pose to  interfere  with  or  allude  to  any  ex- 
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press  nicasitrp  wliich  :iiay  sprinc^  from  thn?c 
reports;  but,  »Sir,  I  do  wish  to  Uraw  the 
ftttealion  of  tho  House  and  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoTernment  to  incidental  passnp^es 
which  they  contain.  I  do  hope  to  tind 
thAt  this  iiouse  does  not  confine  itself  only 
to  tbe  consideration,  tboagh  very  neces- 
tarj,  of  a  toHtarj  measure,  but  is  willing, 
upon  receiving  the  ovideiicc  of  those  p.is- 
sap^e?  as  to  the  existence  of  a  great  and 
pressing  want,  to  record  on  opinion  favour- 
aUe  to  and  most  neeeseary  for  its  removal. 
Srr,  the  address  to  which  I  allado  has  re- 
ceivcfl  the  signaturo  of.  and  contains  the 
prayer  of,  Bonie  uf  the  highest  in  the  laud. 
It  might  have  been  easy  to  have  obtained 
an  overwhelming  number  of  signatures, 
but  it  was  considered  best  to  restrict  them 
to  Peers  -piritnal  an^l  temporal  and  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  Tiioy,  .Sir,  I  believe, 
lepreient  the  feelings  and  opinions  of  thon« 
Mods  of  thousands  of  Ilcr  Majesty's  sub- 
jects; and  I  rejoice  in  the  acknowledi^ment 
that  those  connected  with  a  Legislative 
Assembly  are  thus  content  to  make — that 
tbe  time  has  arriyed  when,  in  the  capacity 
of  private  individuals,  they  are  resolved  to 
l.iv  t!io  wants  of  the  people  at  the  feet  of 
Her  wlto  in  this  country  is  the  fountain  of 
voridly  honour,  ecdesiastieal  as  well  as 
civfl.  Well,  Sir,  taking  the  foundation 
that  has  been  laid  douu  by  Sir  Robert 
Peol^naniely,  tlio  parnchial  system — I  am 
desiroua  of  grounding  the  remarks  which 
I  have  to  make  to  tho  House  upon  this 
biMs,  and  I  will  endeavour  to  enlarge  as 
wdl  as  I  can  upon  the  topics  adverted  to 
in  this  Addrccs,  which  may  best  bo  done 
by  considering — first,  the  great  and  press- 
ing mot  that  exists;  seco'todly,  the  means 
t^at  nrc  readiest  nt  hand  for  supplying  it; 
aud  thirdly,  the  desire  on  th&  part  of  the 
people  that  it  should  be  supplied.  I  must 
necessarily  enter  somewhat  into  detail  and 
statistics;  I  trust  I  sliall  not  weary  the 
House,  and  1  shall  confine  myself  to  thoac 
poiuli  which  arc  most  illustrative  of  the 
different  points.  Now,  Sir,  with  regard 
te  the  first  point,  either  there  is  a  want, 
or  there  is  not;  if  there  is  not,  wo  have 
spoken  in  vaii» ;  but  if  there  be,  how 
weighty  is  tlio  responsibility  which  re.sts 
vith  the  Legislature  d  removing  the  oh- 
stnclcs  w'l-ch  still  impede  the  free  and  ex- 
tiii'lc  ]  op  rat'on  of  the  Established  Church 
in  all  her  pastoral  capacities.  I  read  in 
the  Address— 

"  It  has  been  fi$ccrtaincii  by  Your  M-ijesty's 
^^ommi-xtioners  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  prac- 
ticabiJity  and  modeof  suhtli'iiilinj^  nil  tk'DScly-pw 
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pled  parishes  iu  England  .md  Wales,  that  there  is 
a  preuing  demand  ibr  the  oreatton  of  000  new 
churchosi,  •which  shotiM  in  inont  oases  hnve  jia- 
rishcs  nsaiffocd  to  them,  and  iltcsn  of  murso  in- 
volve the  appoiiitiuent  of  one  clergvin  ui  at  ler.st 
to  each  ;  000  additional  churches,  therefore,  with 
as  ntany  clergymen  attached  to  them,  u  the  first 
great  vrant  toward*  rendering  effective  our  paro> 
chial  syst«m." 

Now,  Sir,  in  the  year  1843,  Sir  Robert 
Feel  baaed  principally  the  arguments  upou 
whieh  ho  founded  his  measure  upon  this 

passage  from  the  Seeond  Report  of  Her 

^fiijesty's  Conunis.sioncrs  appointed  to  con- 
sider into  the  state  of  the  iilstablisbed 
Church  : — 

"  Tho  evils  which  flow  from  this  deficiency  in 
the  iiuaiiH  of  religious  instruction  and  pastoral 
suporintfudence,  greatly  outweigh  all  otiier  incon- 
veniences resulting  from  any  defects  or  anonMUes 
in  our  ccclosi.-i»tic.il  institutions  ;  and  it  unfor- 
tunately linppcns  that  while  tlteie  evils  are  the 
most  urgent  of  all,  and  most  require  tbo  npplic-i' 
tion  of  an  effectual  r<'iiic.!y,  thoy  are  precisely 
those  for  which  a  remedy  can  least  easily  bo 
found." 

In  order  to  remedy  in  some  measure  thcso 
erila  Sir  Robert  Feel  brought  forward  his 
scheme,  and  I  shall  bo  prepared  to  show. 
Sir,  how  much  yet  remains  to  bo  accom* 
pli^shed.  It  will  bo  a  subserjuout  part  of 
my  subject  to  advert  to  those  means  whieh 
now  appear  to  be  available.  At  present  I 
will  turn  to  tho  faet,  I  believe  admitted  on 
all  sides,  of  great  spiritual  destitution. 
Since  the  year  1S43  much  has  undouhtedlj 
been  done;  up  to  the  last  report  of  tbe 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  228  districts 
have  been  constitntcd,  and  a  large  number 
uf  churches  have  been  built  and  enlarged 
by  the  Church  Building  Society.  I 
from  a  return  which  I  hold  in  my  hand 
that  the  cost  of  works  in  which  that 
society  has  been  engaged  ainoimts  to 
1,240,308^.  Since  the  year  1S4U  tho 
Curates'  Aid  Society  has  been  cogged  in 
operations  to  the  amount  of  lid,Gj2i. 
The  Chnrelj  Pastdrid  Aid  Soeiety  has  not 
been  backward  eitiier.  This  society  now 
aids  319  incumbents  with  grants  to  provide 
h  1 1  ponds  for  294clergymeii,  96  lay  assistants 
to  labour  amont^  an  agcp-egate  population  of 
2,295,284,  or  on  an  avera^^e  above  7,000 
souU  toeacli  incumbent,  the  average  amoust 
of  trhose  incomes  is  only  2002.,  and  17^  ef 
them  without  parsonage  houses.  Such, 
Sir,  are  some  of  the  private  efforts  that 
have  been  made,  but  we  have  yet  much  he- 
tore  us.  I  have  here  a  aeleotion  of  som» 
few  places  out  of  many,  ahowing  how  ur- 
gent is  the  need  that  still  exists  for  in^ 
crcased  church  accommodatiua.    lu  »Stw 

•  C 


Digitized  by  Cgogle 


35  Chunk  {COMMOKS} 

Anne't,  Ijtmeboiiae,  there  It  a  po|>ii1atioii 
of  25,121;  with  church  accommodation 

for  2,000,  or  onc-tx;-r.]fth;  In  St. 'John's. 
Waterloo-road,  a  population  of  30,000, 
with  ftceommodation  for  3,560,  or  one- 
Dintbi  in  St.  Martin's,  Birmiogham,  a 
population  of  45,000  has  only  churdk  ac- 
commodation for  3.900,  or  nticdovonth; 
St.  George's,  Southwnrlt,  dU.OUO,  with 
aeeommodatioii  for  4,6d0«  or  ohe-eleTcnth; 
St.  Giles,  Durham,  with  a  population  of 
5,000,   has  only  ncconimfuLition  for  .100, 
•or  one-sixteenth;    Middlesborough,  with 
10,000,  accommodatioii  for  600,  or'  one- 
sixteenth;  Salton  in  Ashfield,  popalatloh 
6,863,  with  accommodation  for  500,  or 
one-fourteenth;  Swansea,  a  population  of  [times  nnd 
30,000,  accommodation  for  2,500,  or  one-  wa^  tli  it 
tfrdftb.   These  are  a  feir  ttittatices  which 
it  may  bo  well  to  specify;  but.  Sir,  liero  ii 
also  a  list  of  131  places  or  parishes  in  dif- 
ferent dioceses  of  England  and  Wa!c?, 
containing  an  aggregate   population  of 
3,972,85^,  from  which,  deductin|p  about 
450,000  for  Nonconfurmiftts*  ^e  fold  that 
there  are  543  churches  tn  supply  a  popu- 
lation of  3,522,S52  aouis;  or  allowing,  on 
a  very  liberal  calculation,  that  one  church 
is  .sufficient  for  3,000  souls,  we  should  have 
1,893,852  immortal  bcinu^s  ^vith  neither 
encoMragcment  nor  nyipoi  tuuity  for  enter- 
ing the  house  of  God.    Again,  Sir,  when 
we  come  to  test  the  efficiency  of  our  paro- 
chial system,  ae  fiir  as  pastors  a tv  ern- 
cd,  I  shall  ho  prepared  to  sho^^  hi»\v  iiiadt  - 
quate  ia  their  number  to  the  population 
among  whom  they  dwell.    Now,  Sir,  it 
ia  generally  admitted  by  those  best  eon- 
vcr?nnt  with  ;\  minister's  duties,  that  a 
charge  of  2.UU0  persons  is  as  many  as  he 
can  effectually  attend  to.    Well,  Sir,  in 
thirteen  great  parishes  of  the  metropolis, 
all  of  them  with  a  population  above  10,000 
souls,  and  some  of  tli< m  four  times  that 
amount,  containing  an  aggregate  popula- 
tion of  762,383  smda,  we  find  a  nody  of 
141  clergy,  leaving  a  deficiency  of  240,  or 
4P().00t>  .suiiU  nearly  uncared  for  in  thir- 
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churches  and  pastors  with  the  amount  of 
the  population,  we  shall  net  find  the  sane 

alarming  deficiency.  And,  Sir,  when  we 
renic  inbcr  the  great  things  that  have  been 
done  towards  meeting  iho  demands  of  our 
increasing  population,  both  by  Gotemment 
and  private  societtea — wliea  we  take  into 
consideration  what  waJJ  th<>  popuhitiun  of 
these  jdaces  in  1801 — that  church  accom- 
modation aud  pastoral  care  were  then  in- 
adequate, and  that  the  increase  of  popala- 
tion  has  far  oatatript  all  the  increased  ox- 
tension  of  our  parochial  sv?tcii'  —  tht'u,  Sir, 
we  may  indeed  assent  tu  the  proposition  of 
the  late  Sir  Hobert  Peel,  that  that  system, 
as  it  existed  in  1843,  waa  suited  to  other 
otlifr  ?tatos  of  the  people,  and 
)oiiit  in  vrhirh  the  Church  of 
England  was  principally  defective.  1  next. 
Sir,  read  In  this  Address  this  paragraph : — 

'*  The  OTcrwhHming'  duties  which  now  devolve 
upon  somo  of  the  bishops,  owing  to  the  cnlnrz-  d 
popuUtiou,  .lud  the  happy  circumstance  ot'  an  in- 
crtMSc  .il.^o  in  the  number  of  clerL'v,  .ippear  to 
m.iko  it  desirable  that  th^ro  ^lHluld  bo  a  COITC- 
spfmding:  inmnw  of  tht;  ein-ojtatc,  and  If  yolir 
•Majo'^ty,  in  your  wi«dom,  should  sco  fit  to  recom- 
mend *ach  »  measure,  the  reveoue  and  residenos 
of  tbo  deanery  In  tome  pbices  might  be  iDadeaTaU- 
.ible  where  fitting  ctreuraitanee*  eoaeor.'* 

It  appears  to  mo,  Sir,  that  there  has 
scarcely  been  one  subject  upon  which 
greater  misapprehensions  have  existed  than 
upon  this  in  the  minds  of  those  who  are  at 
all  adverse  to  the  proposition.  I  will  not^ 
however,  now  enter  upon  that  point,  but  I 
will  endeavour  to  pruvc  how  much  an  in- 
crease m  the  ejii^eopate  is  really  needed  in 
order  to  place  the  Church  of  England  upon 
an  efficient  basis;  ainl,  fir>t,  Sir,  must  bo 
plnro*]  tliiit  ^■roat  and  inc'iiit loverttble  fact, 
timt  with  a  population  of  i'uur  times  the 
amount  of  that  which  existed  at  the»  time 
of  the  Reformation,  and  with  a  number  of 
clergy  that  have  borne  some  proportion  to 
that  increas(>,  the  number  of  bishops,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  remains  the  same. 
The  present  number  of  clergy  would  giro, 
on  an  average,  upwards  of  500  to  every 


teen  irreat  pari'ho^  of  TiOndnn  nlono.  Ilotr  bishop,  wliilc  some  of  the  larg^cr  Pces  aver- 


far  this  same  dclicieney  extends  generally 
throughout  all  our  large  towns  may  be  in- 
ferred from  these  facta — ^that  In  the  parish 

of  ^fjMiclif^tf'r.  nn  t!ie  .same  calculritinn, 
there  is  a  deticienev  of  52  pastors;  Liver- 
pool, 93;  Leeds,  29;  Sheffield,  21;  Wol- 
verhampton, 22;  Bristol,  27;  Birmingham, 
Xewcastle,  23.    So  that  we  may  say 


age  800,  and  one  upwards  of  1,000.  It 
has  been  very  weU  remailced.  Sir,  that  the 
bishop  is  of  course  liable  to  receive  and  an- 
swer communications  from  cvcrvono  of  his 
clergy;  to  be  added  to  tliis,  the  scciilaritiea 
of  his  diocesan  duties  may  be  said  to  ab- 
sorb Tery  nearly  the  spiritual  eharaeter  of 
his  office.    Let  us  follow  him  to  London, 


tliere  is  not  one  populous  plaeo  in  tlii?  ^  nnd  we  shall  find  him  in  his  scat  in  I'arlia- 
great  country  where,  if  we  will  only  take  j  mcnt;  at  the  board  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
the  trouble  of  comparing  the  number  of  I  Comnnssioiiert;  al  that  of  Queen  Aaae't 
The  JJurqucss  of  Bland/ord      '  * 
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BooQtjr;  at  that  of  the  Church  Building 
Caofflbaioo,  solicited  oo  every  side  hj  pri- 
nH  tonetiek  for  hw  preseiiee  Md  sup- 
port; there  is  a  demand  upon  his  time, 
and  bis  thoughts  for  busines!*  nn»l  Ifthour, 
which  no  human  strength  could  adequately 
sapplv.  Now,  Sir,  there  are  two  points 
adrerted  to  in  the  Firat  Report  of  Her  Ma> 
j'^stv's  Conimidsioners  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  the  Established  Church 
u  thiugs  to  be  consi(^red  in  estimating 
the  cMdilitfii  of  dioeetesi  one  n,  the  fn- 
cyiilitj  which  exists  between  different  dio- 
ee««,  which  is  al\v;i  vA  jnrrf  using,  through 
tlie  immense  and  partial  growth  of  the 
popdatioQ.    Another  is  in  these  words:  — 

"The  tMtAt  ar  tlie  epIseotMl  diitlen,  wltlTb  H 

in-rTTMcs  in  Bprno  (Irr^roo  with  the  jinpulatioti,  is 
liso  mautrialljr  atfQct«d  the  number  aud  di»- 
lum  of  bendleM  within  caeh  diocese." 

BMRBg  ibis  in  miod  in  order  to  form  an 
Mtinaiesf  the  efaerge  wbifeh  is  imposed 

opoQ  some  of  the  bishops,  let  us  take  the 
R«Vp  of  Winchester's  diocp'^**,  comprising, 
v}th  tbe  Channel  Islands^  a  population  of 
S97j683;  clergj,  824;  benefices,  631  ; 
ttlarca,  1,493,030  acre  TIic  Bishop 
Exftter — population,  874,739  ;  clergy, 
S53;  benefices,  662;  area,  2,4r)1.2l'0 
•efet.  Norwich-— population,  727,737  ; 
clergy,  1,105 ;  benefices,  911  j  area, 
-,211,060  acres.  Lincoln  —  population, 
^V15\2  ;  clergy,  S6.5  ;  benefices,  7r)3  ; 
area,  2,189,050  acres.  Lichfield — pojui- 
htioo,  782,721  ;  clergy.  704 ;  benefices, 
(18 ;  area,  1 , 399,470  acres.  It  would  be 
my  easy.  Sir,  to  proceed  to  a  similar 
eompariaon  with  all  the  dioceses.  These 
are  mae  of  tbe  ioost  striking  iostanccs, 
ttd  tppear  mort  amply  to  bear  out  the 
^  pomts  allttded  to  by  the  dbareli  Com- 
ttiMioners  —  riz.,  the  amount  of  popula- 
ton,  partly  t^  be  attribnted  to  rapid  in- 
WBMe,  and  partly  to  their  immen^io  extent, 
ttd  also  Ibe  number  and  distance  of  tbe 
Wficca.  It  would  be  casv.  Sir,  to  en- 
upon  the  increased  blessings  Avlilch 
we  found  practically  to  result  from  any 
iWeMe  in  an  episcopate,  narrowing  their 
*^«nite  operations  and  enlarging  tbeir 
united  action.  These  effects.  Sir,  must 
always  bear  a  relation  to  the  wants  and 
pwuliarities  of  each  locality.  In  the  colo' 
■MS  it  is  found  to  result  in  a  greatly  in- 
ereaied  number  of  clergy  ;  in  this  country 
»c  should  feel  it,  doubtless,  in  a  far  higlicr 
%ee.  This  may  be  exemplified  by  a 
^■tStBent  which  lias  been  put  into  niy 
y»  ilioyiiig  wbat  bas  been  done  in  tbe 
of  BiftB  linM  it  me  separated 
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from  York.    Tbe  atatemeni  process  to 

say — 

"  Showing  an  increase  of  about  100  additional 
churches  and  chapels,  lyo  additional  clerjirymen, 
and  56  additional  panonage  bouses,  in  about  1 4 
jrean;  thm  liaw  been  also  13  churches  cuurclj 
rebuilt  from  the  ground,  with  such  an  alteration 
of  sites  as  to  require  £rosh- consecration.  Amoog 
tlwfle  are  the  parish  eburchea  of  Leeds  and  Kefgh- 
ley.  Tho  additional  .itconimodatiun  s«rur<  <l  by 
rebuilding  these  13  churches  exceeds  i,000  sit* 
tings,  and  may  be  reckoned  e<)ual  to  tlnree  new 
chuiches.  I  have  no  calculation  of  the  addi- 
tional sittings  secured  by  cuUirgemeat  of  existing 
churches,  where  fresh  consecratiOQ  bas  not  been 
required,  bq(  I  have  clearly  ascertained  that  tho 
general  increase  of  ohureh  accomiuodatioa  in  the 
diocese  more  than  meets  tho  increase  of  popnla- 
tioo,  and  is  to  a  slight  degree  gaining  upon  the 
arrears  existing  when  tho  diocese  was  formed. 
T!m  ^.•  results  .110  nttributablo  to  the  establish* 
meat,  iu  tho  year  1838,  of  tbe  Ripon  Diocesan 
Chtireh  BnOding  Sodetr.  which  has  spent  from 
ItR  own  funds  in  aid  of  thv  building  and  t'Iu!o^r- 
ment  of  churches  and  tho  erection  of  parsona|;e 
booses,  more  than  50,0002.  to  meet  a  total  outlay 
of  300,000/.,  provide*!  partly  by  gmiit-  from  other 
societies,  but  principally  from  private  contribu- 
tions. This  is  exclusive  of  at  least  M.OOOJl  more 
spent  in  tlH' oiootion,  nnd  in  some  cases  endow- 
ment also,  ol  17  churches  and  chapels,  solely  at 
the  cost  of  privsto  individualti  or  of  mon  mtile 
firms.  I  have  no  accurate  calculntiun  of  the  ad- 
ditional feeilities  for  the  education  of  the  pour  in 
ilie  (lioff^cs  sinco  1836  ;  but  from  an  estimate 
which  1  made  in  1847,  and  which  1  published  in 
my  charge  of  that  year,  it  appeared  that  during 
the  previous  ten  ri-ars  wo  wlto  i;aininp,  in  this 
department  also,  on  tho  increase  of  population  in 
the  dioceses,  and  I  do  not  doubt  that  the  MUne  Is 
still  true.  Tho  secrctnrv  of  tho  NntioiKil  Society 
informs  me  that  the  grants  since  183tJ  to  the  dio- 
ccso  of  Ripon,  for  sohobl  purposes,  haTo  been 
24,336/. ;  tho  outlay  connected  with  this  must 
have  auiouutod  lo  coi  ssidcrably  above  lUO,000/. 
M' hence  it  appears  that  since  the  fear  1886 
there  bas  been  expended  for  Church  purposes  in 
the  diocese  of  Ripon  a  sum  not  for  short  of 
600,000/." 

But  above  all,  it  would  be  felt  by  tbe 
clor<;y  themselves.  The  class  of  bi'^hnyig 
which  I  should  like  to  see  introduced  into 
tbe  Cbureb  need  not  be  postesBcd  of  any 
seat  in  the  Legislature  ;  it  must  be  neces- 
sary that  the  ecclesiastical  hody  should  bo 
represented  by  some  of  tiie  bishop.s  in  Par- 
liament, but  a  need  not  be  by  all  ;  and 
were  tbte  increase  tbns  effeoted,  we  might 
then  hope  to  see  the  ancient  type  of  a  bU 
shop  in  the  Chtirch,  a  pastor  amoni^  pAg- 
tors,  primus  inter  pares,  one  who  by  eon- 
itint  eotemunieatton  and  residence  among 
his  clergy  nrigbt  dififbee  orer  tbem  tbe 
same  Ijlessings  which  thcy  diffused  over 
their  llocks.  1  very  well  remember,  Sir, 
the  eluqueut  description  given  of  a  bishop 
by  niv^  bon.  Friend  tbe  Member  fSnrOoekefw 
montb.   He  Baid-— 
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"  In  the  earlier  days  of  the  Chareh  thebithop'.^ 
ilwelling  was  in  the  cathedral  city  :  :  did  lie 
lire,  the  centre  of  the  reli^ooa  Liie  arouud  him — 
the  lenders  of  the  Cfarietitm  relief  on,  the  depoei- 

t«ric<  of  the  fire,  tlio  fitth.  the  fr'rvuur  t!iat  ani- 
mated men  varriiig  through  this  ;vorld  to  an 
eternity  which  H  was  thehr  ooiami^sion  to  preach. 
The  history  of  tJioso  from  wlinui  tho  ofBco  had 
come  down,  was  familiar  to  tiiem  all.  Their 
images  were  {wxinted  in  colours  that  could  never 
fvlo — their  ardent  enthusiasm,  their  unshrink- 
ing aelf-jwicrifiee,  their  heroic  endurance  of  every 
toileod  every  suffering,  and  tli'-ir  uckt  forfretful- 
ness  of  worldly  interest,  and  worldly'  advaoocmcnt, 
nnd  worldly  good  of  every  kind,  wheu  eompared 
with  the  m.ipiitud'.-  <«f  ih^-^u  li';:1ier  interette  to 
which  their  whole  soul  owed  d.-voti<>n.I* 

la  this  description,  Sir.  we  must  all  most 
fullj  concur.  This  aioue  can  raise  the 
naofolnMs  of  tbo  episcopate— ^  this  alone 
can  1)0  effected  by  increasing  their  num- 
bers. Ttiij  efTect  of  that  increase  would 
not  be,  as  has  been  supposed  by  some,  to 
increase  the  dimensions  of  a  bodj,  at  the 
same  time  givini^  it  no  different  char.ictcr- 
istic  from  that  which,  through  adverse  cir- 
cumstances, Ijos  rendered  ?ome  of  its  of- 
ficer now  too  secular  :  but  tho  eifect  of  it 
would  bo  this,  as  has  been  described  by 
TV.  'iitp  Latimer,  whose  words  were  quoted 
by  the  Bishop  of  Oxford  : — 

"  Did  they  remember,"  said  he,  "  tho  scDtimcois 
of  Latimer,  that  honeet-hearted  man,  who  spoke. 

in  his  stroii?'  ?.ix  dialect,  words  to  wliii  li  .lU 
EngUod  as  one  man  responded  ?  That  venerated 
man  taid  that  the  hiahofM  hy  their  lewneee  were 

raisod  to  such  a  height  nliovc  tho  people  as  had 
deprived  them  of  tlio  [I'  w.'r  ul"  cxtTcising  those 
functions  whiohwerc  inh'  ri'tjt  in  their  offiec  ;  and 
thi"  first  mea'^nn'  refonu  which  ought  to  bo 
carried  was  one  lor  giving  a  great  increase  to  the 
aumber  of  those  bisbope." 

Well  then,  Sir,  this  increase  might  be 
effected  with  vcrv  little  altcratiun  in  the 
existing  arrangements.  It  might  be 
effected  by  making  the  dean's  income 
available  for  the  new  bislioju  ie.  In  some 
instances  the  dean  might  be  made  both 
dean  and  bishop ;  and  in  others,  as  the 
deaneries  become  vacant,  their  income 
niiffht  be  taken  for  the  near  bishopric, 
making  the  oxia^ng  bishop  dean  in  his 
own  cathedral  city.  We  niiitlit  thou  In^jio 
to  SCO  a  cia^s  of  bishops  who  might  be 
chosen  by  the  Minister  not  for  any  politi- 
cal considerations,  but  for  those  far  higher 
qualifications — for  practical  experience  and 
known  efficiency,  for  sympathies  obtained 
by  loog  intercourse  among  tho  various 
elasses  of  the  popniatton.  And  let  me  re- 
mark. Sir,  in  pa  ^;ur^  fl.at  it  would  be  an 
object  well  worthy  ot  the  eouteniplation  of 
this  House,  if,  u  ith  growing  cimrches  and 


capable  of  au  increase — littlo,  perhaps, 
imagined  by  some^wc  might  also  see  die 
episcopate  thus  dcreloptng  itS4df,  and  testi- 
fyin^r.  ^vith  every  other  extended  branch  of 
our  parochial  system,  to  the  faith  and  to 
the  wisdom  of  a  Legidatura  which  ft!t  hew 
much  its  own  sceuritj  was  united  to,  and 
a.'^^neiiited  with,  the  prosperity  of  tho  Es- 
tabli'^heil  ('iiurch.  I  now  cuine  to  the  se- 
cond part  to  which  1  proposed  to  draw  the 
attention  of  tiie  Honse— namely,  the 
means  wliidi  appear  most  aviulable towards 
supplying  in  some  degree  the  spiritual 
wonts  of  tho  people.  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  €rst  step  towards  this  ap- 
pears to  be  the  building  of  600  new 
churches.  It  is  calculated  ia  tlu«  Secoiul 
Report  of  Her  Majesty's  Commissioners 
for  thu  subdivision  of  parisites,  that  those 
churches  should  cost  a  groes  sura  of 
2.1(K),000Z.,  but  that  if  1.000,000/.  could 
bo  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Church 
Building  Commissioners,  the  rest  might  be 
raised  from  private  liberality.  The  Ad- 
dress to  the  Crown  thus  alludes  to  the 
means  that  are  proposed  for  obtaining  that 
sum  : — 

"  In  tlto  lirst  place,  it  is  proposed  th.^t  the  pat- 
ronage of  a  portion  of  the  benefices  in  the  gift 

of  the  Loril  Cli.inc^'.Ior  of  England  should 

he  resigned  in  iU .  wui-  ul'  i;il>  {jio|Mjscd  new  parisUtiS, 
and  tbie  value  of  tho  advowsons  applied  in  nte- 
cessivo  years  to  tho  ereotioa  of  churches." 

Now,  Sir,  Her  Majo«ty*s  Commissioners, 
in  the  progress  of  their  inquiry,  seem  to 
have  had  their  attention  directed  to  these 
livings  owing  to  the  facilities  that  some  of 
them  oiFored  for  mnkiii!x  new  arr.nn[ri^ment=? 
for  their  increased  endowment,  facilities 
which  did  not  exist  in  cases  of  private  pa- 
tronage. It  appears  from  the  report  that 
these  livings  aniount  ia  all  to  777;  of  these 
330  were  lender  200/.  a  year.  Thev  there- 
fore  propose  that  these  should  be  sold,  and 
the  purchase-money,  or  so  much  of  it  as 
would  suflicc  to  raise  their  annual  value  to 
200/.,  should  he  applied  to  that  purpo-o. 
Of  the  rci;i.il::ing  447  tlicy  sn^^^est  that  a 
sufHcicnt  nainber  should  be  dusposcd  of  by 
private  tender  as  would  produce  a  sum 
which  united  with  private  contributions 
would  insure  the  erection  of  GOO  now 
churches.  That  sum.  Sir,  as  I  before 
stated,  is  estimated  at  rather  more  than 
1.000,0001.;  and  the  Commissioners  pro- 
ceed to  state :~ 

"  If  tho  aii'.iu  come  of  the  "7"  benefices  bo 
e-stimati?d  2i)  »,ui>0/.,  and  tho  value  of  tbo  ad- 
vowsons at  iriiM  seven  to  ten  years' purchase  of 

th  '  tit'!  \ali:'-,  :.!':(T  makins'thi' i!-il;irtions  ner.:^s- 


increasing  cou^rCj^ations,  and  resources  ^  sary  to  such  a  calculation,  thy  bum  uiumately 
7A«  Marquess  of  BUmiford 
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raised ,  wore  all  tbo  advowsooB  to  bo  told,  would 
protkbly  b«  more  tlmn  mffieient  for  both  the  ob- 

jccts  in  pontciiipl.ttion — immolr,    thr^  nnirmen- 


Ution  of  tho  smnller  benefices,  and  llio  t  rcotton 
oftOO  new  churches;  our  proposal,  therefore,  does 
not  nwe«sarily  alienate  from  the  Great  Seal  all 
the  church  patronage  now  bv  law  attached  to  it, 
but  it  is  perfectly  compatible  with  the  reservation 
to  Um  Lord  ChanoeUor,  if  it  i«  thought  flt«  of  a 
MitMB  amtfOAt  of  Qmreb  pttrenage." 

The  origin  of  to  large  a  portion  of  patron- 
age beiog  vested  in  the  Lord  Chancellor 
appears  to  have  been  derived  from  the  time 
vhen  that  office  was  held  bj  an  ecclcsias- 
tie,  and  these  livings  ^ere  entmsted  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  for  the  purpose  of  reward- 
ing the  c!erlis  in  Chancery;  and  tho  Com« 
missioncrs  appropriately  remark — 

"  This  state  of  tlungs  having  tjitii  tly  passed 
awar,  there  is  no  reasOti,  as  i)ir  as  the  origin  of 
tiw  ctutotn  i«  eODOomf>d,  for  its  retention,  and  we 
thmk  it  well  worthy  of  oonsiderntion  whether  any 
other  reasons  exist  for  its  continuance  sufficient 
to  counterbalaoee  the  groat  advanta^s  which,  as 
it  appears  to  as,  may  do  gainod  bj  tho  adoption 
ct  the  propontiott  vhich  ire  nibnit  to  Tour  Ma- 

I  hare  thus.  Sir,  endeavoured  as  concisely 
•a  poeatble  to  point  out  the  recommentla- 

tions  which  have  been  made  hj  Her  Ma- 
j«^-il_v's  Commt^isionors;  and    I   am  well 
aware  tiiat  objections  have  been  raised  to 
them.    It  has  been  atated  that  to  part  with 
ndialarge  portion  of  eccleaiaatieal  pat- 
ronage would  lessen  the  influence  of  tho 
Crown  in  the  Church,  and  weaken  its  uni'  n 
with  the  State.    To  this  1  reply,  that  il  i 
•tan  anticipated  atich  a  reatiU,  I  should  be 
the  last  person  to  projiose  tins  meaaure. 
I  do  not,  however,  anticipate  that  this  need 
be  feared.    To  place  these  Itvliiirs  jn  epis- 
«epal  patronage  might  be  one  thing,  but  to 
offer  them  to  laymen  would  be  to  give 
tli  n.  to  that  patronage  which  is  admitted 
generally  to  be  the  best  that  is  adminis- 
tered; and  1  think  that  it  would  materially, 
thongb  indireetly,  tnaintaki  both  the  in- 
loance  of  the  Grown  and  State.    But  if  a 
more  direct  influence  were  required,  I  be- 
lieve  that  a  very  large  ennipensatiuu  v.oidd 
W  found  to  exist  if  the  Crown  would  erect 
t  Bumber  of  new  sees,  aecording  to  my 
previous  suggestion,  which  would  be  on 
on8pca!cable  advantage  to  the  working  of 
the  parochial  system,  and  would  prove  a 
Mvand  pennaoent  Murce  of  union  and 
dependence  between  the  Crown  and  the 
«eclf-i.astlca1  community.    Another  olnec- 
twn  IS,  that  they  miirht  fall  into  improper 
^*aAt;  and  I  answer  that,  except  where  the 
^ronage  would  be  vested  in  an  undying 
Mj,  BO  stress  could  bo  laid  upon  this  argu- 
*>«Bt;  for  I  need  scarcely  point  out  that 
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no  calculation  could  be  made  beyond  tho 
existing  generation  of  patrons.  Seldom 
are  the  successors  of  one  mind  with  their 
predecessors;  and  hero  is  one  of  those  great 
compcnsa liner  provisions  of  nature  which 
appear  to  render  further  argument  upon 
this  head  unnecessary.    Lastly,  Sir,  ob- 
jections are  raised  upon  eonscientioiui 
grounds,  and  those,  pcrhnps,  are  the  most 
difficult  to  reply  to.    Much,  however,  as  I 
have  thought  upon  this  subject,  I  cannot 
see  any  grounds  for  scruples  where  it  is 
the  right  to  present,  and  not  tho  thing  pre- 
sented, which  is  made  a  marketable  article, 
and  where  the  ancient  law  of  tho  laud, 
which  so  often  bears  sncli  a  mark  of  im- 
posing wisdom,  has  not  thought  fit  to  pro- 
hibit it.    T)ut  siip])osiiig  that  I  am  not  able 
to  answer  fully  all  tho  objections  that  may 
be  made,  is  the  case  less  strong  or  the  oc- 
casion less  ui^j^ent?   Are  we  to  pass  at 
onco  to  perfeetM»i,  and  escape  from  tho  lot 
of  our  common  condition,  which  too 
often  to  make  a  choice  of  evils.  Bring: 
whatoror  arguments  you  can  against  it, 
and  there  remain  but  a  choice  of  erils.  I 
Jiave  .'?ho\vu  tliat  want  of  cbureh  accommo- 
dation  exists,    and  spiritual  destitution, 
which  ore  evils  of  no  ordinary  magnitude, 
and  suflScicnt  to  endanger  the  wiHl-being 
of  a  State.  Year  after  year  thousands  are 
voted  for  tho  cdncntion  of  children;  ni-d  is 
nothijig  to  bo  done  for  parents,  who  arc 
often  as  iguoraut  as  their  childem  ?  Is 
this  mass  of  evil  to  remain  uneared-for,  and 
be  a  blot  upon  our  Christian  name;  or  are 
we  to  devise  some  measures  to  nrrc«t  its 
onward  progress  ?    And  if  so,  what  other 
measure  can  I — may  I  not  say,  daro  I  pro- 
pose ?    Weighty,  indeed,  is  the  obligation 
whicli  a  Cliurch  united  to  a  State  imposes 
upon  her  con.sort.    It  is  acknowledged  by 
the  Minister  in  every  appointment  in  tho 
Church  which  ho  makes  ;  and  I  therefore 
feel  that  when,  by  my  present  Metien,  I 
broadly  assert  that  the  spiritual  destitution 
of  a  people  is  one  of  the  most  fitting  ob- 
jects for  the  parental  solicitude  of  the  So- 
vereign, I  shall  secure  an  echo  in  the  heart 
of  every  reasonable  and  tliinkin:^  man. 
But,  Sir,  in  addition  to  all  this,  in  tiieyear 
1843,  when  Sir  Robert  Peel  introduced  iiis 
measure  for  church  extmston,  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  pro- 
posed this  very  thlncf.    Tie  said — 

"  It  occurred  to  him  that  there  was  a  means  bj 
which  lome  money  might  be  obtatoed  ibr  the  objeet 
they  h;i(l  in  view,  'riii  n'  were  about  600  livings 
in  tho  gift  of  the  Lord  Cbaoeellor.  Now,  tbeire 
were  QMSf  reaaona  ibr  patroaagv  beiog  vealod  in 
tho  Crswa,  but  be  knew  of  none  for  its  beinf 
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in  tho  gift  of  the  Lord  Chanoollw.  He  would, 
tlicrefore,  suggent  that  some  of  the  livings  over 
which  lUat  functionary  beld  cootrol  should  be 
sold,  and  the  proceeds  placed  »t  the  disposal  pf  tho 
Cbttrob  OommiMionen  " 

WelU  Sir»  tbe  time  has  now  ftrrived  not 

only  when  this  ndvlcc  mny  he  most  bene- 
ficially acted  upon,  but  when  the  noble 
Lord  is  ill  a  position  to  carry  out  his  sug- 
gestiooj  and  having  reminded  the  noble 
Lprd  of  his  opinions,  I  have  no  rii;ht  to  as- 
sume otherwise  than  that  he  ^vill  be  pre- 
pared to  give  cflect  to  a  proposition  which 
only  awaits  his  sanetloil  in  order  to  be  con- 
Terted  into  a  source  of  untold  blessings 
upon  many  thousands  of  our  fellow-coun- 
trvmeii.    Well  then,  bir,  concurrently  with 
this,  iu  Older  to  provide  endowments  for 
these  600  new  churches  of  1002.  each,  to- 
gether with  a  sum  of  50?.  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  fabric,  would  require  an  an- 
nual sum  of  150,000^    >'ow,  it  appears 
from  the  first  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
upon  Episcopal  and  Capitular  Revenues, 
that  the  yearly  value  of  the  tithe-rent 
charges  belonging  to  the  Church  is  esti- 
mated at  GjO.QOQi.    Of  this  about  two- 
sevenths,  or  180,0001.,  is  eiyojed  by  the 
Church  as  lessor,  the  remaining  five-se- 
venths by  the  lessees,  and  they  recommend 
that  these  leases  should  not  be  renewed; 
but  in  order  to  provide  for  the  sum  now 
accruing  to  the  Church,  a  similar  sum,  say 
200,0002.,  would  have  to  bo  borrowed  for 
a  period  of  twenty  years,  which  is  the 
time  computed  for  tliu  greater  part  of  the 
leases  tQ  fall  Uk.   This  might  he  done  at 
3)  per  cent  upon  the  security  of  a  like 
annuity  to  commence  from  the  close  of 
that  period,  and  to  continue  for  forty  years 
Again,  Sir,  we  find  that  the  interest  now 
cnjoye4  by  the  Chureh  as  lessor  in  lands 
and  houses,  «kc.,  amounts  to  300,0002.  a 
year;  but  by  a  more  eqiiitahle  administra- 
tion ctf  the  leases,  which  might  be  immc 
diateljr  adopted,  this  might  be  increased 
abqut  60  per  cent,  making  its  jearly  in* 
tercst  about  4S0.O0n|.    The  calculation 
would  theo  &taud  thus,  wore  these  ar- 
rangement* adopted  for  the  next  twenty 

'  Teurlf  rami  borrowed  to  meet  the  non- 

renewal  of  leases   J&SM,POO 

Int<jre«t  of  the  Church  as  lessor  ia 
houses,  Ae.  —  — :»  480,000 


Sno)  required  bjr  Act  of  Parliament  to 
proride  incomes  for  bitbope,  deans, 

and  cUhcdiaU.  4e   480,000. 


lo  be  applied  in  the  maaiier  now  suggested. 
This  surplus  would  sttU  he  subject  to  a 

charge  of  50.000?.  a  year,  which  i.s  paid 
to  the  Ecclesiastical  Comnussiouers  for 
vacated  cathedral  preferments,  leaving  in 
round  numbers  the  sum  vhieh  we  require. 
The  probable  reduction  of  the  septennial 
avcraircs  will  to  a  certain  extent  cause 
some  further  diminution  in  this  supi,  but 
sufficient  wUl  sjurely  be  left  to  make  what  I 
lavo  now  advanced  a  fair  and  feasible  pro- 
position.  It  is  necessary.  Sir,  that  I  sliuul  J 
now  in  a  few  words  proceed  t^j  the  third 
division  of  njy  subject,  as  it  involves  a 
principle  upon  which  Sir  Robert  P^el,  in 
the  iutroductipQ  pf  his  measure,  laid  con^ 
sidcrahh*  stress.    Sir,  it  is  th(»  manner  in 
which  w(!  may  expect  that  private  activity 
will  be  excited  by  a  largo  sum  placed  in  th0 
hands  of  Commissioners  to  meet  those  that 
are   locally  subscribed.    A  very  few  in- 
stances will  suffice  to  prove  how  admimbly 
such  a  plan  succeeds.    The  estimated  ^st 
of  the  various  works  promoted  by  the 
Chui«h  Building  Society  in  seven  years 
amounts  to  l,2iG.30S^    Of  this260,9O82. 
have  been  contributed  from  various  fiiuds, 
while  the  sum  raised  by  private  coatribu> 
tions  alone  has  been  905,400(-  In  Uk« 
manner,  the  sum  raised  to  meet  grants  for 
incomes  from  the  Curates'  Aid  Societj 
amounts  in  ten  years  to  50,3051. ;  sum  voted 
for  endowments  by  the  society,  10,1501.; 
sum  raised  locally  to  complete  thetn, 
33,3532.    Well  tlicn.  Sir,  it  is  worthy  of 
remark,  if  tor  cliurch-buil.liug  purpose* 
the  sum  of  200,9062.,  spread  over  seven 
years,    produoea    from  private  souroet 
985,4002.,  how  great  mi<:ht  he  the  result 
that  we  might  expect  would  flow  if  a  sum 
such  as  I  have  before  suggested,  and  suqh 
as  has  been  recommend  by  Her  ICajea- 
ty's  Commissioners,  could  he  devoted  to 
church-building  purposes.    And,  !^ir,  the 
operations  of  another  society,  which  pro- 
vides grants  to  incumbents — tho  Churcli 
Pastoral  Aid  Society— i  rove  hpw  lib«f. 
ality    is  excited    in    another  manaer 
equally  important  by  the  stimulus  given 
to  it  through  iuci-eased  religious  instrue-; 
tion.    1  will  quote  one  example  to  the 
House  :-rr 

"  A  remarkable  iasta&co  of  good  eSectdd  ie 
given  by  iinother  iBCumbcDt,  who,  upon  leaving 
his  pAn>h  foraqfwsnd  non  iaborioaa  qthen^ 

remarks — 


"  For  a  inoutent  just  look  .at  this  l  arish.  nn  it 
wns  bcforo  anj  gnat  (nine  f«ars  ago),  aud  tut  is 

Lcivin-  n  Mil  jilus  of  e  jUO.OOO  j  IS  now 

//(kj  Marqiicss  of  IHandforc\ 
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AS  R  IS  MOV. 

"  Twodran]iiM,««U 

i6ted  last  Wliitsuntitio 
at  least  4fi0  children 
and  teaohen). 

Two  parsonacfps. 
"  ijiJk  ho'^pitnh  iurulti 
women  a !  \  I  3  years, 
each  outlowcd  witli  4s. 
per  week  (about  03/. 
per  annum). 

**  Tbo  Mbool*  of  the 
diftriot,  matntainad  by 
voluntan.'  contributions, 
pot  coatiuj;  less  thau 
1901.  per  aniniai. 

"  A  good  libraiy  of 
2(10  volumes. 
,  **  A  clothing  club  for 

tho  poor,  in  which  tliey 
save  about  80/.  iu  the 
year  for  tho  clothing  of 
tliL'ir  oliildrcn." 

I  have  thus,  Sir.  fur  as  tlioir  oxtemlod 
nature  has  i>urmitlcd  inc,  endeavoured  to 


•*  About  300  pooplo 
OOt  of  i,lO0  in  chorsh. 

**  Hoi  a  fartlungpoB- 
IrilMted  by  them  for 
aoygood  pitrpoM  what- 


tho  great  body  of  the  poor  who  eaanot 

afford  to  contribute  to  a  Tolnntaiy  system 

ought  to  be  able  to  see  in  them  the  source  of 
some  of  their  most  precious  privileges:  and 
therefore.  Sir,  I  assert  that  the  Church  of 
England  is  essentially  a  poor  man's  Chtureh. 
I  do  nut  plead  her  cause  for  tho  purpose  of 
widening  the  foundations  or  enlarging  the 
fabric  of  a  merely  gaudy  edifice;  but,  Sir, 
I  do  desire  tbat  if  she  be  seen  in  her 
breadth,  it  may  be  that  her  nsefulnMS  may 
be  felt;  or  if  slic  ha  seen  in  her  wealth,  it 
may  bo  found  that  there  is  no  sum,  how. 
ever  small,  loft  uncalled  for,  and  not  tend* 
ing  to  promote  the  eternal  happiness  of 
the  people  and  raise  their  temporal  condi- 
tion by  giving  them  juster  viewg  of  tho 
aims  and  purposes  of  life.  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  arofr,  that  we  have  all  an  interest 
in  the  success  of  these  measures,  fbr  the 
security  of  property  dopoiuls  upon  the 
mniiitennncc  of  ])ublio  onlcr;  and  abun- 
dant tostiuiouy  iti  not  wanting  to  provp 


enlarge  upon  some  of  the  topics  alluded  to  i  hour  salutary  has  been  the  influence  which 

in  the  Acldrossto  ^0  Queen,  and  I  trust,  has  been  exerted  through  the  offipesof  the 
that  I  have  been  enabled  to  show  how  great  Establislied  Cliuich  in  calming  tho  people 


is  the  spiritual  destitution  that  exists,  and, 
also,  that  there  are  means  by  which  that 
destitution  may  ho  relieved.  Upon  us, 
Sir,  lies  that  weighty  rof:ponsibility — with 


in  periods  of  excited  feeling,  and  rendering 
them  contented  in  seasons  of  distress,  l 

do  not  expect  that  those  hon.  ^[embers 
who  dllTer  fioMj  tlie  (JluircU  of  England 


U8  rests  that  important  question — whether  j  will  come  furuard  to  su]ij»ort  measures 
ve  will  duly  acquit  ourselves  of  so  great  a  |  which  are  for  tho  beueBt  of  a  system  with 
charge,  by  rendering  available  for  the  use  |  which  they  are  at  variance;  but  I  may  at 
of  the  Established  Church  the  property  lea.st  make  this  appeal  to  them,  in  common 
which  belongs  to  it,  or  whether  we  will  I  with  every  other  hon.  Member  of  this 
permit  this  present  Session  to  pass  by,  not  j  Honso,  if  the  plea  has  been  so  often 
only  in  indinerence,  but  in  denial  of  so  fair  urged,  and  successfully  urged,  that  the 
and  just  a  claim.  I  have  not  asked  for  a  |  food  of  the  people  of  this  country  might 
grant  of  public  money.  Much  as  I  might  i  be  cheapened,  and  their  comforts  in- 
r<  irret  it,  1  t^ee  too  mtich  around  me  not  to  !  creased,  surely  I  may  now  plead  that  they 
cQuvinco  mo  of  the  inutility  of  such  a  de- 1  may  have  increased  means  of  religious  con- 
msad;  but,  Sir,  is  the  Church  of  Bngland  I  eolation,  free  of  charge,  by  sncn  an  ad- 
to languish  in  consequence?  for  lauguish  |  ministration  of  ecclesiastical  property  as 
Rhe  must,  if  ivhli  growing  statnre  and  in-  will  involve  no  detriment  to  any  class  of 
creasing  population  she  has  no  supply  of  i  lier  Majesty's  subjects.  I  advocate  no 
faward  strength.  Indeed,  Sir,  she  need  party  policy — it  is  broad  as  the  land  on 
not,  for  I  can  perceive,  with  providential  which  we  dwell,  and  reaches  to  every  class 
rcfereoco  to  these  contingencies,  that  she  of  the  inhabitants  of  this  country;  it  em- 
possesses  in  herself  a  source  from  whence  braces  alone  tliat  Conservative  feeling  which 
tbat  strength  may  he  derived.  Her  tern-  ]  patriotism  and  loyalty  must  ever  demand 
perslittes  hare  been  bequeathed  to  her  by  at  the  hand  of  subjects;  for,  in  the  har- 
the  piety  and  liberality  of  our  ancestor,  j  monious  union  of  our  Chureli  with  onr 
They  were  destined  to  the  s^piritual  uses  State,  to  enhance  tli-:  r  II lt'  us  efficacy  of 
of  the  people,  and  ought  surely  to  enjoy  the  one,  is  to  deej)en  tlie  atiection^  nf  the 
that  administration  which  may  reudor  <  peoulo  for  the  Throne;  and  i  may  con- 
them  serviceable  to  the  purposes  tor  |  cluae  by  saying  that  a  Qovemment,  by 
wliich  they  were  virtually  intended — they  i  adopting  it.  would  indeed  Strmgthen  their 
were  intended  to  promote  tho  interests  of !  hands  by  not  fearing  to  promote  a  righte- 
religion^  and  for  tho  united  benefit  of  j  ous  cause,  i^lvcnts  are  hastening  onwards, 
every  member  in  the  Established  Church,  and  to  ai^  renting  mind  Ac  presages  of 
•nd  all  who  desire  her  ministratioo;  iiq4  '  ^o  future  mus^  be  accompeniea  with  anx* 
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iety  and  doubt.  In  tlie  maturcst  councils 
tlicre  luay  be  a  raistaken  policy;  but  in 
this,  at  least,  vre  may  be  sure  that  there 
can  bene  nnstake:  for  a  period  which  has 
been  marked  by  any  considerable  progi'css 
ill  the  Roformod  religion,  like  tlint  crlorious 
epoch  which  ouco  sboue  aud  still  sheds  its 
light  upon  our  hincl»  with  all  the  deepened 
and  more  mellowed  colours  of  its  increas- 
ing age — I  sfiv.  Sir,  tliat  a  period  which 
has  been  so  marked  will,  in  hke  manner, 
impart  its  own  memorial  to  other  days — it 
will  be  a  glorious  page  in  history — an  in* 
estimable  gift  from  liim  who  is  the  source 
of  every  blessing — the  monument  of  a 
statesman's  highest  wisdom — and  its  voice 
will  long  be  heard  among  onr  deaeeodanta 
in  the  deep  and  hc:\rtf(<lt  recolteettoiis  of 
a  nation's  love  and  IVeudrim. 

The  noble  Marquess  then  concluded  In- 
submitting  the  following  Resolution  to  the 
House: — 

"  That  an  liumWe  Address  lio  prrsfntrd  (o  Ilor 
Migeatjr,  praying  that  Sbo  will  bo  graciouilj 
pleaaed  to  take  into  Her  consideratton  the  state 

of  spiritunl  dcstilntiun  existing  throughout  Erit;- 
laod  and  Wales,  with  a  view  that  Uer  M^estj 
nuiy  be  pleased  to  direct  the  adoption  of  such 
measures  as  She  may  ilei-ni  exj>"iiient  fnr  affording 
more  efficient  relict'  to  tko  sjiiiilual  waatii  of  tlie 
people,  and  for  an  extension  of  the  parochial  sys- 
tein  corresponding  to  the  growth  ol"  a  rapidly  in- 
ore«<intr  population,  by  the  help  which  may  be 
(Ii.iwii  trom  the  resources  of  Che  Eatabliehed 
Church  itstlf." 

Loiw  ROBERT  GRO^SVEXOIi  rose  to 
seeond  the  Hotion.  He  said  that  he  had 
listened  with  great  satisfaction  to  the 

speech  of  noble  Friend  who  had  just 
Rat  down;  and  he  was  f^ure  that  not  only 
those  who  agreed  with  the  noble  AlarquCaS, 
but  niaoT  who  in  same  degree  differed  from 
Ilim,  had  been  gratiSed  by  the  comprehen- 
sive spirit,  the  ability,  and  the  tone  which 
he  had  displayed  in  introducing  the  subject 
now  before  the  House.  He  would,  there- 
fore, not  detain  the  House  by  any  length- 
ened obsorvaiions ;  but  he  u  islicd  to  im- 
press on  them,  first,  that  this  wa  r  i  ab- 
stract resolution,  vaguely  proposed  in  ui  dcr 
to  attMu  some  remote  object  which  might 
at  aome  time  or  other  be  gained  by  it,  but 
it  was  a  practical  nieagure,  practically  pro- 
posed, and  which  sought  to  put  in  motion 
no  new  or  untried  experiment,  but  to  carry 
out  that  which  bod  been  originated  by 
the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel.  The  propo- 
sition had  been  vindicated  by  him,  in  the 
first  instance,  in  1834.  It  was  reite- 
rated hjhim  in  1843,  and  since  that  period 
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or  confirmed  the  statement  of  existing  evils 
adduced  by  the  noble  Marquess,  and  which 
never  had  been,  and  he  was  snre  eonld  not 
now  be,  denied  in  that  House.  But  all  he 
should  say  was  this,  that  making  every 
nllownnee  for  the  exertions  of  those  who 
ditfcrcd  from  the  Church's  communion,  it 
mast  jet  be  allowed  that  there  were  thou- 
sands and  tens  of  thousands — he  feared  ho 
might  say  liundreds  of  thousands — of  the 
people  at  the  present  moment  who  were  re- 
ceiving no  spiritual  instruction  whatever. 
If  any  one  doubted  that  statement,  he  could 
refer  them  to  that  very  important  authority 
the  London  Cltif  Mission  Magazine;  and 
also  to  tiie  reports  of  the  chaplains  of  our 
gaols  and  pratteotaries,  which  furnished 
only  too  abundant  testimony  coniirmatoEy 
of  the  lamentable  fact.  One  ehaplain  alnno 
had  stated  that  no  less  than  OUO  prisoncra 
who  had  passed  through  his  hands  had  never 
80  much  as  heard  the  name  of  the  Sarioor 
uf  tlie  world.  The  evils  being  admitted,  tho 
question  resolved  itself  into  this  : — Was  our 
parochial  system  the  best  means  of  com- 
bating them?  What  that  parochial  sys- 
tem was,  ia  p^haps  best  defined  by  a  gen. 
tleman  who  was  universally  re^peetcd  by 
all  who  knew  him — he  meant  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Dale,  vicar  of  St.  Pancras,  who  had  en- 
dcaroured  to  reduce  to  practice  the  syatem 
as  he  bad  defined  it.  Mr.  Dale  defined 
that  SYstem  to  be  thenotleavinc»  one  house 
in  the  parish  unvi&ited,  not  one  open  sinner 
nnadmonisbedy  not  one  necessitous  person 
unassisted,  or  a  aingle  child  nninstroeted. 
How  had  that  system  been  carried  out  ? 
Since  the  adoption  of  Sir  Robert  Tetd's 
Act  in  IS43,  the  multiplication  of  clutches, 
with  additional  ministers,  which  had  taken 
place,  had  not  only  promoted  the  rcligioua 
improvement  of  tho  people,  but  had  very 
considerably  advanced  their  moral  and  ma- 
terial well-being.  He  had  in  bis  handa 
vast  number  of  letters  from  various  parts 
of  tlie  country,  giving  him  infornuition  on 
tliis  point;  but  Ih'  would  not  trouble  tho 
House  with  any  more  than  one,  which  ho 
would  adduce  as  a  foir  sample  of  the  rest. 
[The  noble  Lord  then  read  the  document 
in  question,  which  referred  to  a  district  near 
Leeds,  where,  previous  to  the  consecration 
of  the  new  district  church,  there  bad  been 
no  school,  whereas  now  there  were  three — 
one  for  boys,  another  for  rrirls,  and  a  third 
for  adults.  There  was  also  a  parsonage  now 
built  close  to  the  church  and  the  schools; 
and  out  of  a  population  of  about  3,000 


it  had  been  productive  of  signal  advantage  souls,  there  were  now  500  children  rcceiv- 
to  this  country,  lie  held  in  his  hand  nu-  !  ing  instruetion  in  the  schools.]  Tho  noble 
morous  documpiits  which  cither  aggravated  >  Lord  continued  :  If  the  nobio  Lord  at  the 
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bend  of  iho  Gorernmcnt  were  profient,  he 

(Lord  n.  Gio?vciior)  slioultl  cnniPRtly  im- 
plore liim.  it  he  cnulil  nut  cnntrovert  tlic 
fitatenieiiis  made  by       nublc  Frieiitl  (the 
VarquesB  of  Blandfbnl),  to  giro  his  sup- 
port to  the  presimt  MetioD,  and  to  render 
Rtailablc  tho«p  resouroo??  of  the  Cliiiich 
which  ought  to  be  applied  to  aUvanco  the 
best  interests  of  the  people  at  IftrgO.  His 
noble  Friend  opposite  had  alluded  to  Tari- 
•ons  methods  of  making  the  proporfy  of  fhc 
Church  available  for  that  olijoet;  Inn  he 
should  only  advert  to  that  one  of  them 
ubich  isTolved  tlie  large  question  of  Cburch 
patr  •iia:|e.    The  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  ilip  Government  himself  had  twice  stated 
thsit  the  maintenance  uf  the  large  number 
of  Uvings  in  the  patronage  of  the  Lord 
Chaneellor  vos  not  necessary  ;  and  this 
very  Session  the  noble  Lord  had  proposed 
to  transfer  all  that  patrona[!:c  from  the 
Lord  Chaocellur  to  the  existing  Govern- 
nieiit.   True,  the  Bill  whieh  proposed  to 
do  thftt  bad  since  been  withdrawn.  But, 
at  all  events,  what  the  noble  Lord's  opin- 
ion was  had  been  clearly  shown.  The 
late  JSir  Robert  Peel  was  favourable  to  the 
nleof  these  livings;  and  lie  understood  that 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  tho  great 
j»arty  on  the  oth^r  side  of  tlio  House  (Lord 
Stoolcy)  entertained  a  similar  view.  The 
BoQse  was  wdl  aware  tlmt  these  livings 
vcro  originally  entrusted  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, l>ecau?o  formerly  he  was  tj^cnerally 
an  eci'li^^iiastic,  and  because   they  were 
Eouices  uf  direct  pecuniary  benefit.  That 
State  of  things  had,  howoTer,  now  passed 
sway,  and  the  patronage  which  was  not 
ecclesiastical  was  sufficient  to  engage  all 
the  attentiou  of  the  Lord  Chancel  lor,  and 
enable  him  to  administer  it  with  discrimi* 
nstbn.    He  did  not  aay  that  a  Lord  Chan- 
cellor would  ask  any  man  scekinj^  a  livincj 
I'.ow  he  gave  his  vote  at  an  clcctiuu;  but 
widi  his  multifarious  uther  occupaii>>n^  it 
was  impoasible  that  be  could  ezereise  a 
rigovooa  eonlrol  over  his  ecclesiastical  pai- 
mna^c,  and  he  must  be  guided  by  some 
other  person  who  was  not  responsible  to 
public.    Again,  a  great  nnaiber  of  the 
livings  in  tho  gift  of  tho  hmed  Cliaiu  <11ur 
were  so  small  that  there  was  great  dilii- 
culty  in  gettinjj;  ])ropcr  persons  to  take 
iitcoi  at  all;  and  if  this  class  of  livings 
were  sold  (bay  would  probably  fall  into  the 
hands  of  some  respectable  laymen  resident 
in  the  neighbourhood,  who  would  procure 
iacreased  stipends,  and  see  that  the  duties 
ef  the  incumbeuoy  were  properly  fulfilled. 
Then,  if  the  CbTemment  wonid  consent  to 


that  suggestion,  three  great  advantages 

woidd  accrue :  first,  thera  would  be  in- 
creased iiieaiis  of  spiritual  instruction  ]n-o. 
vided;  next,  the  poorer  <;las.s  of  stipends 
would  be  inereasod;  and,  thirdly,  there 
would  also  bo  a  better  cbaiice  of  the  patron< 
age  being  better  ndministrircd.  He  regretted 
that  they  were  not  nil  of  one  mind  with  re- 
gard  to  doctrine  and  church  guverniuent; 
yet  he  was  firmly  persuaded,  that  by  mu- 
tnnl  confessions^,  instead  of  thwarting  each 
others'  exertions,  they  niii:fht  all  comhinc  in 
doing  their  utmost  to  carry  on  tho  conflict 
with  that  common  enemy  of  all  denomina- 
tions of  Christians — ^infidelity.  If  he  had 
believed  that  tho  su\jces  of  this  Motion 
would  have  the  effect;  of  giving  a  triumph 
to  either  of  the  parties  who  unhappily  di- 
vided the  Church,  he  should  not  have  stood 
up  with  the  great  pleasure  which  he  now 
did  to  second  a  Motion  for  the  extension 
of  the  Established  Church.  But,  believ- 
ing, on  tho  contrary,  that  a  fow  who  were 
most  violent  made  the  greatest  noiae,  and, 
in  conscqncnco  of  that,  a  very  exncrgcrateil 
idea  was  entertained  of  their  numbers;  be- 
lieving that  the  great  body  of  the  laity  and 
clergy  were  sonnd,  and  that  they  were  wil- 
ling to  conciliate,  rather  than  farther  to 
alienate,  those  who  were  most  estranged 
from  them,  he  had  cordially  undcrtakou  to 
support  a  Motion  caleulatod  to  promote 
that  parochial  system  whicb  he  considered 
tho  best,  or,  at  all  events,  the  easiest, 
means  for  grappling  with  those  social  evils 
which  had  been  often  stated,  but  whose  oxist- 
enco  had  never  been  denied  in  that  Honse. 

Mb.  HUME  said,  he  had  given  notice 
of  an  Amendment,  not  in  opposition  to, 
but  with  the  view  of  forwarding  tho  impor- 
tant object  intended  to .  be  carried  out  by 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(tho  Marquess  of  lllandford  i.  lie  thanked 
the  noble  Marquess  fur  the  trouble  he  had 
taken  in  bringing  this  quoiitiuu  before  tho 
Honso;  and  he  thought  he  had  shown,  by 
the  manner  in  which  he  Had- delivered  his 
speech,  that  he  was  sincerely  anxious  to 
SCO  the  course  he  pointed  out  adopted, 
and  also  that  he  was  an  attentive  observer 
of  what  was  passiug  in  tho  Established 
Church.  He  concurred  v.lth  tho  noblo 
Marquess  as  to  the  cxietencc  of  the  evil; 
but  he  could  not  agree  with  htm  as  to  its 
eause.  The  noble  Marquess  took  tho 
whole  population  of  the  country,  and, 
takinsr  no  account  of  the  other  rolitrious 
eouuauiiities,  he  set  down  as  totally  desti- 
tute of  religious  instruction  all  thoso  who 
do  not  belong  to  the  Church  of  England. 
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Just  let  h\m  show  tlie  error  of  this  by 
puiutio^  out  two  casein.  Uc  (Mr.  Hume) 
woold  nutame  Laacashire  and  Wales  as 
an  eiamplOf  and  he  begged  the  nobla  Mar* 

quess's  attentiort  to  llio  facts  he  was  about 
to  adduoe.  His  authority  was  Mr.  Baines's 
tabl#B  for  1841,  which  gave  the  beit  infor- 
mation extant  n^specting  &e  tminbcr  of 
DIsseDting  chapols,  and  tlio  extent  of  ac- 
commodation t!u!V  atfiirdeil  i'or  roliLcious 
purposes,  in  id-ll  the  populaiiou  of  Lan- 
easniFO  was  pal  down  aooording  to  the 
census,  1,667,000.  The  nnmberof  epis- 
copal churches  vn\s  180,  having  sitting 
acoommodatioQ  for  214,436;  whilst  the 
number  of  dissenting  ebapels  was  544, 
with  sittings  for  290,547  persons.  In 
Wales  (he  population  In  1841  was  911,321. 
The  episcopal  ehurclius  in  North  Wales 
numbered  309;  whilst  the  number  of  dis- 
senting chapels  was  430)  and  sinee  the 
eensns  of  1S4I  the  amonBl  of  dissenting 
accommodation  had  been  increasiii?  in  it^ 
former  ratio.  Let  tho  Uousu  therefore 
not  suppose  because  tlie  people  did  not 
attend  the  Establisbed  Clmrcli  thcv  were 
necessarily  destitute  of  uU  relirrlous  in- 
struction. His  olject  in  moving  the 
Amendment  was  to  i^huw  to  the  noble 
Uarquess  tbat  be  might  carry  out  in- 
creased religious  instruction  under  the 
Church  of  Enijland  with  sninllcr  means 
than  the  Church  already  pos'-esscd,  if  they 
would  only  properly  employ  her  present 
amount  of  means  for  strictly  religious  pur- 
poses. His  (Mr.  Hume's)  complaint  was 
that  the  pro'torty  of  the  Church  had  been 
improperly  administered;  so  that  he  too 
migbt  weU  quote  tbe  passages  from  Biihop 
Latimer,  to  tbe  effect  tliat  their  bishops 
had  been  so  far  removed  from  th.5ir  flocks 
in  being  made  lords  and  peers  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  placed  so  much  above  tho  classes 
wbose  spiritual  instruction  they  ought  to 
superintend,  that  they  had  been  of  compa- 
ratively little  use  during  the  last  two  cen- 
turies of  tbe  Church.  Indeed,  it  might  bo 
said  tbat  if  tbere  bad  been  no  lusbops  at 
all,  the  Church  would  have  been  benefited, 
because  they  had  been  the  c^reatest  pro- 
tectors of  abuses  in  the  Church.  Wlicn 
the  noble  Marquesa  spoke  of  adUitiuual 
clergymen,  he  would  remmd  bim  bow  often 
he  (Mr.  Hume)  had  urged  the  putting 
down  of  pluralities,  and  the  abolition  of 
church  rates,  so  as  to  place  the  Church  in 
ft  ^ttton  in  wbicb  sbe  would  neither  be 
euricd  nor  regarded  witb  bitter  hostility 
by  the  Dissenters.  The  cfronud  wliich  lu; 
(Mr.  Hume)  as  a  supporter  of  th^  Church 
Mr.  Hurm 
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took  in  1837  was  exactly  what  the  noble 
Marquess  now  proposed  to  do  ;  but  in 
1837  bis  (ICr.  Hume's)  Motions  against 
pluralitieH  were  rejected,  and  only  received 
support  from  minorities  of  23  and  42  out 
of  6qS  protossod  friends  of  the  Establish- 
ment. On  tbe  14tii  of  July,  1836,  be 
proposed  a  resolution  to  the  effect  that, 
until  adequate  provision  ha<l  been  made 
for  the  payment  of  pnrocliial  eleri^y  to  sup- 
ply religious  instruction  to  those  parts  of* 
the  countrj  wbicb  were  stated  in  tbe  re- 
ports of  Commissioners  to  be  destitute,  tbe 
salary  of  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
should  be  8,000^.,  the  Archbishop  of  York 
7,000/.,  and  that  tbe  other  bishops  should 
have  4,000/.  each.  The  Bishop  of  Nor^ 
wicli  of  that  day — a  venerable  and  most 
excellent  man — found  fault  with  him  ])e- 
cuusc  he  allowed  the  bishops  too  much; 
and  as  a  friend  of  tho  Church,  tbat  wortbj 
prelate  (who  said  he  administered  his  own 
j  dir't-ene  in  a  most  praiseworthy  manner  for 
3,UU0^.  a  year)  wished  that  the  ailowaace 
should  be  fixed  at  no  more  than  3,000/. 
Well,  what  was  the  result  of  the  division 
on  his  Motion  on  that  occasion  ?  Why, 
only  44  voted  for  it,  and  82  against  it. 
So  tiiat  what  was  now  proposed  was  what 
he  bad  been  regarded  as  an  eueroy  to  tbe 
Church  for  proposing  long  ago,  althtuirrh 
he  had  only  been  anxious  to  see  tlie  funds 
of  the  Church  applied  iu  a  legitimate  man- 
ner for  promoting  that  religious  in^struc- 
tion  amongst  tbe  people  which  wss  neces- 
sary in  every  well-regulated  society.  He 
had  alu  n  «  been  convinced  that  an  irre- 
ligious people  mu5t  of  necessity  be  an 
ignorant  people,  and  tbat  an  ignorant 
people  became  a  criminal  people.  The 
fullowinc^  statement  was  taken  from  the 
report  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Cvnnmissioners, 
appointed  by  Sir  Robert  I'ecl's  iiovern- 
ment,  for  1835.  The  revenue  of  the 
archicpiscopal  and  episcopal  sees  was 
I81.r».il/. ;  that  of  the  cathedral  and  col- 
legiate churches,  284,000/. ;  that  of  digni* 
taries  of  cathedral  and  collegiate  ohurohes, 
75,000/.;  that  of  sixty-two  suiecurc  ree- 
loiic.s,  80,000/.;  that  of  the  parochial  be- 
nulices  (upwards  of  10,000  in  number), 
3,150,000/.;  making  a  total  of  3,770,631/. 
<rf  anntml  leTcnue  for  tbe  aupport  of  tbe 
Church.  The  returns  qooted  IQ  that  re- 
port showed,  also,  that  there  were  5,230 
curates  actively  employed  in  1831,  whose 
incomes  avera^Bd  onlj  791.  per  annum;  so 
that  tho  active  duties  in  ne&i '  v  u  lo-half  of 
tlio  lieiiofices  were  performed  for  less  than 
420,000/.  out  of  the  immouse  Church  re- 
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of  3.770,6dU.  By  a  return  on 
dio  Ublo  of  the  House  it  appeared  that 
tbe  sums  limited  by  ParHamciit  fur  pur- 
poses of  Church  extension  aniouutcd  to 
2,753,0002.,  iiiuludiiig  a  euoi  uf  l^o.UOO^. 
kt  drawbaehs  of  da^  on  the  building  ma- 
teriaU  of  the  churches.  Yet,  in  spite  of 
the  public  liltoralitj.  thi;  underpaid  curates 
had  Uea  retained,  the  plurahtics  had  been 
coDtinued,  and,  contrary  to  the  Aet  of 
ParKament,  the  bishops  bad  dt?ided  among 
themselves  a  large  portion  of  the  monies 
properly  belonging  to  the  Ohurcli.  It  ap- 
peared that  on  the  31st  of  Decembm*, 
1831 ,  the  net  ineome  of  the  tventy^fonr 
bishops  and  two  archbishops  amounted  in 
all  to  157,737?.,  the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury receiving  19,1822.,  the  Archbishop 
of  York  12,62^2.,  the  Bishop  of  Loudon 
13,9291.,  and  the  Bishop  of  Durham 
19,0662.  It  was  provided  by  the  Aet  the 
6lh  and  7th  of  William  TV.,  c.  77,  that 
thd  soma  to  be  paid  after  the  death  of  the 
iafividoals  tben  faoUbg  the  aeea  ahonld  be 
—to  the  ArchbiihopofCanterbniT 15,000/. ; 
to  the  Archbishop  of  York.  10,000?. ;  to  the 
Bishop  ot  iiondon,  10,0002.;  to  the  Bi.shop 
af  Durham,  8,0002.  ;  tp  the  Bishop  of 
WiodMater,  7.0001.;  to  the  Bishop  of  St 
Asaph,  5,0002.;  to  the  Bishop  of  Bath 
and  Wells,  5,0002. ;  to  the  Bishop  of  Wor- 
eeitac,  5,0002.;  to  tbe  Biabop  of  Ely, 

5.5001.  ;  and  to  the  remaining  bishops, 

4.5002.  a  jear  each;  the  whole  amount  of 
tk-  incomes  thus  settled  being  142,700?. 
i  year.  It  npiicared,  however,  froni  a  re- 
turu  which  hud  been  laid  un  tho  table  of 
tlut  Henee  within  forty-eight  honra,  that 
dw  aaoont  astnallj  received  by  the  bi- 
sbopn.  on  the  average  of  the  last  seven 
year»,  hud  been  194,0002.,  ioAtoad  of 
142,0002.,  in  conse<juence  of  the  oonUnn- 
ao^  of  the  system  of  fines.  He  (Mr. 
Uume)  submitted  to  the  Government  that 
tbe  lauds  for  whicli  those  payments  were 
to  bp  made,  should  be  placed  in  the  hands 
flf  bjmen,  fesponaible  to  that  Uouse,  and 
iCMnntable  for  their  (In  in?t  ad  of  be- 
ing left  in  the  bands  of  the  bisliop  of  the 
day.  But,  instead  of  regularly  paying 
erer  a  fixed  amount  from  this  fiind,  tho 
Vshops  bad  been  aUowed  to  put  their  own 
intci-pretation  on  the  matter,  and  they 
stated  the  amount  of  their  incomes  at  the 
luve^t  possible  rate,  without  allowing  for 


fnndi  intended  for  support  of  the  minor 
cteigy  bad  been  a]i])lied  contrary  tO  law; 

and  any  hon.  ilcmlier  who  had  been  pre- 
sent at  t!;f  (liscnssious  of  that  day  would 
bear  him  out  lu  i»ayiug  that  the  interpreta- 
tion whioh  the  bishops  had  given  to  the 
Act  was  not  the  interpretation  intended. 
Uo  contended  that  the  moment  Govcm- 
mcnt  found  that  that  interpretation  was 
given  to  the  law,  they  ought  to  have 
brought  in  a  Bill  to  correct  the  abuse.  He 
bad  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  many  of 
the  livings  belonging  to  the  Church  were 
inadequate  for  the  support  of  uny  man. 
In  1823  and  1824  he  bad  proposed  that 
all  holders  of  livings  in  Ireland  having 
above  fifty  of  a  congregation  should  receive 
300/.  a  year;  he  had  proposed  also  that 
every  clergyman  iu  England  who  bad  a 
living  should  receive  3001.  a  ye^r;  and 
thi.>  ho  thought  would  have  been  a  better 
plan  than  that  of  building  palaces,  which, 
in  tbe  words  of  Latimer,  raised  bishops 
fibove  their  duty. '  He  approved  of  the 
noble  Marqness't  Motion,  as  tho  first  and 
most  Important  step  tmvards  a  desirable 
object;  if  tlu!  noble  ilarqucss  wonld  only 
direct  his  uttentiou  to  the  part  of  the  sub- 
ject on  which  he  (Mr.  Hume)  had  touched, 
he  was  sure  it  would  bo  of  great  use.  So 
long  as  they  allowed  the  present  system 
of  education  in  tho  Universities  to  continue 
— a  system  fitted  only  for  the  middle  ages, 
and  made  for  monks — was  it  to  bo  wonder- 
ed at  that  the  clergy  should  he  goiii'r  "ver 
to  tho  Church  of  Kotne?  Did  they  liear 
of  any  Dissenters  going  over  to  thai 
Ohureh  ?  For  what  use  did  bishops  and 
regulations  of  discipline  exist?  If  there 
were  men  who  attempted  to  carry  out  tho 
Romish  ceremonies  under  pretence  that 
there  were  some  such  rubrics  in  tiie  Prayer- 
book,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  bishops  to 
prevent  them.  Tie  hoped  church  rates 
would  he  put  an  end  to.  ri«  tliey  were  so 
great  a  cause  of  discoutcni  and  heart- 
burning. He  wished  for  tbe  proRperity  of 
the  English  Ch'nreh,  as  a  mean.s  of  pro- 
moting education,  moral  and  religious,  and 
he  was  perfectly  satisfied  that  no  Dissenter 
in  this  country  would  grudge  the  applica- 
tion of  any  proper  means  to  ensure  that 
prosperity;  but  ho  had  been  unwilling  to 
snr  t;i  1  V  that  was  left  for  the  benefit  of 
ail  u|>|ihed  to  the  particular  advantage  of 


tbe  inersase  whieh  had  taken  place  in  the  I  individuals.   He  hoped  and  trusted  that 

CStn-se  of  circumstances;  and  they  paid  to  the  noble  Marquees  and  himself  had  both 

tli»;  Coimuisiiioners  only  tho  difference  he-  i  the  sanjo  ohject  in  view.    lie  thougbt  tlio 


tween  tiie  ealarien  of  1831  and  those 
iimitcd  by  *the  Act  ui  Parliament.  The 


course  taken  by  tlie  noble  Marquess  a  fit 
and  proper  ouc,  and  it  was  with  that  view 
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lie  was  anxious  to  niako  tlio  addition  to  it 
he  proposed,  poiiitiinj  out  t!io  mode  bv 
which  the  Legislature  might  attain  »  know- 
ledge of  the  means  belonging  to  tbe 
Charcb.  It  might  appear  surprising  that 
sectarian  extrcnjcs  meet — a  Radical  like 
himself,  and  a  Conservative  like  the  noble 
Marquess;  but  he  hoped  both  had  the  same 
object  in  view,  the  good  of  the  people. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Question,  to  add  the  words — 

"  And  also,  that  lier  Mnjesty  will  bo  graciously 
pteawd  to  direet  that  thcrt;  be  L-\td  before  ciii> 
Ili-n^o,  an  Acoount  of  all  lands,  hoii'f*!,  mines, 
titlie»,  and  ail  projjerly  of  every  sort  or  km  !  what- 
BOOVer,  belonging  to  the  Churcli  of  Eti-l m  i,  or  to 
any  r.i>hopric  or  any  Capitular  <.r  K<'i  l"-i;istical 
Body  or  Corporation,  sole  or  agj,'rf;;:Uc,  setting 
finih  tbe  nature  and  extent  of  the  property,  and 
wbcro  situated;  in  wlio«a  poBaeastOD.  or  to  whom 
leased,  and  tbe  date  of  lueb  lease  and  bywbora 
held  :  the  period  for  which  tbn  I.  nso  was  gi-anted  ; 
the  fine,  if  anj,  taken  at  the  time  of  granting  the 
l«Me;  tbe  names  of  tbe  partiea  by  whom  that 
fine  was  received,  antl  tlif  ammtit  paid  to  oacli 
party ;  also,  the  rent  reserved,  and  the  annuiU 
value  at  wbteb  ench  property  is  now  rated  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor  ;  and  if  tithes,  the  amount  of 
tbo  same :  or  if  commuted,  the  annual  rent  charge  : 
the  Return  for  each  Bishopric  and  Ecclesiastical 
and  Capitttlar  Bod^  to  bo  given  separately." 

Qite.-^tion  proposed,    That  those  words 
bo  there  added." 
Sir  benjamin  HALL  said,  he  was 

most  anxious  to  oti'or  liis  sinoerc  tli  r  l 
liis  noble  Fri .  inl  the  Marqncss  of  ]>laiid- 
ford  for  l)rini;-!iii^  forward  tin;  >M<jtiori. 
He  felt  confident  tuo  ilotioii  was  so  fram- 
ed that  it  woold  be  the  only  practicable 
method  of  cnn  vinj;  out  the  desirable  ob- 
ject  which  the  noblo  Lord  fnd  in  view.  He 
might  sny  that  he  had  himseif  lakca  a 
leading  part  in  reference  toOfaoreh  affain, 
with  the  view  of  ctTi  ■tiii<x  some  chancre  in 
the  .'v!)tiscs  tint  oxistid;  and  he  thi)ii;^lit 
that  if  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
carried,  that  it  would  Iiave  the  effect  of 
remedying  those  abuses.  He  could  also 
Agree  in  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Pri»Mi(l  the  Member  for  Montro^o,  feeling 
satisfied  that  the  funds  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Commissioners  would  befound  sufficient 
and  available  for  all  the  purposes  required. 
In  the  course  of  the  ohsnrvations  which 
his  noblo  Friend  hud  addressed  to  the 
Huusjc,  ho  referred,  aniu:ig  other  docu- 
ments,  to  Parliamentary  Paper  No.  241 
of  the  present  Session  :  "The  copy  of 
an  address  to  Tier  Majosty  of  Prelates, 
Lords  of  Her  Majesty's  lion.  Privy  C'oun- 
eil.  and  others,  members  of  tbe  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  on  Church 
Bxtension,  presented  to  Her  Uajesty  bj 

Mr,  ilwm» 
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the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury."  It  was 
there  su'r«Tf'<'*od  hv  trrn  arrlilsi«hnp?,  seven 
bishops,  and  ninoty-eiglit  laymen,  that 
with  the  view  of  subdividing  all  densely- 
peopled  parishes  in  England  and  Wales, 
and  providing  for  their  spiritual  instruc- 
tion, a  sum  of  about  one  million  ster- 
ling could  be  supplied  from  some  general 
fund.  Now*  he  certainly  should  oppose 
any  Parliamentary  grant  for  tlic  purposes 
of  churcli  r\tcn'?!on.  and  he  presumed  that 
his  noblo  Friend,  although  he  referred  to 
the  matter,  had  no  such  view.  The  next 
proposition  was,  that  the  patronage  of  a 
portion  of  tlie  1  benefices  in  the  gift  of  tho 
Lord  Chancellor  should  be  resigned  in 
favour  of  tbe  proposed  new  parishes,  and 
tbe  value  of  tbe  advowsons  applied  in  sue- 
cessive  years  to  tho  erection  of  churches. 
He  ohjected  to  such  an  arrangement,  as  he 
heard  no  souud  or  substantial  reason  as- 
signed for  it.  If,  at  any  future  time,  aueh 
a  proposition  were  made,  he  would  give 
it  careful  consideration  ;  b^it  at  present 
ho  could  not  consent  to  its  adoption.  He 
thought  tlmt  when  the  archbishops  and 
bishops  printed  this  address,  tb<^  might 
have  called  attention  to  tho  number  of 
livings  of  which  they  had  the  patronage: 
and  if  they  were  so  desirous  of  the  sale  of 
church  livings,  some  of  their  own  might 
have  been  sold  for  that  purpose.  lie  was 
not  aware  that  the  Lord  Chancellor's  pat- 
ronntrc  was  bestowed  on  less  de^'orvinir 
individuals  than  thoso  on  whom  tliu  pat- 
ronage of  the  bishops  was  bestowed.  On 
the  contrary,  he  believed  that  the  gentlo> 
men  appointed  by  tho  Lord  (  hancellor 
were  zealous  and  cificiont  iu  the  disobargo 
of  their  offices.  There  were  about  seven 
hundred  livings  in  the  gift  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  liy  rofercnco  to  a  small  book 
he  found  tliat  the  nunibor  in  the  gift  of 
only  four  bishops  was  as  follows  : — Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  174;  Bishop  of 
Durham,  61;  I'i-liop  of  London,  127; 
Bishop  of  "Winchester,  86 — making  a  total 
of  448  livings,  not  one  of  which  *•  they 
were  desirous  of  disposing  of."  The  pat- 
ron ago  in  the  gift  of  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  it  was  said,  amounted  to 
about  80,UUU/.  jior  annum,  the  sale  of 
which  would  produce  nearly  tho  million 
ashed  by  the  prelates  as  a  grant  for 
church  extension.  He  (Sir  B.  Hall)  saw 
no  reason  for  attacking  tho  honcfices  in 
the  gift  of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  The 
next  proposition  of  the  Commissioners  was 
the  adoption  of  a  better  system  of  man- 
aging  Cnurch  property,  wberdby  not  lees 
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than  lialf  a  million  per  nnntim  might  be 
obtained  in  the  course  of  a  few  years;  and 
the  address  went  on  to  say — "It  rests 
with  Your  Majesty's  Government  to  sot 
the  sche::ie  in  niotion;  it  will  remain  for  _ 
tbf  pcopk;  to  press  it  forward."  Now,  he  j 
did  not  think  Uiat  they  would  get  the 
people  of  Bnglend  to  press  forward,  tiii« 
less  thcY  put  the  whole  Establishment  on  a 
bettor  and  more  satisfactory  footings;  bet- 
ter as  regarded  the  interests  of  the  Church, 
»aA  more  satisfactory  as  regarded  those 
vfao  attendiMl  the  Cbtirch.  Whea  he 
spoke  of  the  Church,  ho  wished  it  to  be 
understood  that  he  did  not  speak  of  the 
dergy.  He  knew  that  when  an  attack 
was  mide  upon  the  emolunienta  of  the  su- 
perior aod  overpaid  dignitaries,  many  per- 
5on?  Kero  di.'^pu.scd  to  sny,  "  You  are  an 
enemy  of  tlic  Uhurch."  lie  (.liselaiincLl 
bdng  an  eueaiy  of  t)ic  (Jimrcii.  lie  could 
not  be  an  enemy  to  die  eonnnnnity  to 
whkh  he  belonged.  All  ho  desired  was 
to  mal.e  the  clergy,  who  were  the  servants 
of  tiie  Uburch  (the  laity  being  the  Church) 
good  and  efficient  mimsters  for  the  per- 
formance of  their  sacerdotal  duties.  His 
iM»Ue  Frigid  had  aaid  that  he  beliered 
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tiiora  were  ample  funJs  witlilii  the  Church 
for  the  purposes  of  tlie  required  extensions. 
Ho  (Sir  B.  Hnll)  had  a  document  beforo 
him,  the  contents  of  which  would  astoniah 
them.  Ho  had  long  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain from  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
this  return,  which  he  had  asked  for  mouth 
after  month*  until  ho  was  wearied  by  the 
frequency  of  his  applications.  That  re- 
turn was  ordered  on  the  2:icl  of  May  last 
year,  but  it  was  not  presented  until  the 
22nd  of  Juno  in  the  present  year.  l>y 
this  return  it  appeared  that  tlie  Church 
property  was  of  immense  volue,  and  yet 
tlic  whole  value  wos  not  given.  That 
abominable  system  of  taking  fines  upon 
leases  was  still  continued.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  ascertain  the  full  Talue  of 
the  property,  unh  ri?,  tlie  ifofion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Monlroso  was  car- 
ried. What  was  uioat  impoitauL  in  iho 
return  was  in  regard  to  the  real  Talue  of 
the  property.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
hear  with  him  wliile  ho  stated  what  tho 
archbishops  aud  bishops  of  tho  Established 
Church  hod  reeeired,  according  to  the 
document  so  tardily  ifumished  by  them- 
selves. 


Ktnaof  the  See. 


CntflrimiT.  

T.>rk  

Loodoo  ,..„. 

Durte  

Winchester  ...... 

St.  Anph. ......... 

Samgw  A. 

R-.tli  ;.r.d  Wolla  . 

Carlulo   

CbM*errt  

ChichMter   

St.  David';*  

Ely   

Hxiitcr..  .Hk...... 

GloaeMtar^Ao.  '. 

Hereford  

Liat|^  

I-bndaff  .......... 

Norwich   

Oxfeid  

P«l«rborough  

Ripon  

Rtivbester  ........ 

Saliibnry  

Voiee«ter  


Gross  InroiTif'  for 

Nat  Inaome. 

Income  from  Fines 

Seven  Years' 

(\.vcr 

Scveu  Years. 

for  Seven  Years. 

.ngft  of  the  See. 

£,     $.  d. 

£. 

8. 

d. 

£ 

i. 

(/. 

£ 

i. 

d. 

210,134    8  4 

100,984 

7 

8 

83,951 

12 

7 

22,907 

15 

100,408    5  4{ 

89,940 

i;; 

00,245 

0 

8 

12,849 

10 

123,085  10  11 

115,591 

10 

11 

31368 

13 

3 

10,513 

2 

10 

207,56«    1  6 

187.50T 

12 

0 

IftO.TlO 

18 

1 

20.786 

16 

0} 

101. mo  1  1 

85,511 

I 

0 

51.358 

2 

7 

12,215 

10 

H 

53,(JC7    0  6| 

40,808 

18 

H 

0,088 

13 

4 

5,838 

8 

3j 

44,0ff8  10  11 

32,085 

13 

4,008 

0 

0 

4,5T5 

I 

44,643  15  7| 

39,737 

17 

n 

21,970 

17 

0 

5,076 

IC 

27,092  12  10 

20,399 

1 

10 

12,758 

15 

1 

2,914 

3 

28,086    3  0 

25,407 

3 

3 

12,883 

14 

2 

3,629 

11 

lo; 

32,382  11  9 

30,030 

8 

10 

9,051 

14 

9 

4,375 

16 

43,939  13  9 

39.125 

14 

11 

9,073 

13 

5 

5,589 

7 

10 

GO,or,4    4  1 

54,839 

10 

3 

35,279 

13 

G 

7,834 

4 

13,C07    4  0 

10,501 

0 

3 

4.146 

14 

0 

\,rm 

15 

2 

33.603    2  10 

32,143 

6 

'f 

1H,089 

4 

4,591 

15 

1 

43,001  11  10 

40,41i;] 

\r, 

4 

2U,G'.>9 

7 

0 

5,784 

10 

dd,dd7  a  10 

;i0,6i  1 

0 

8,o:jo 

0,805 

6 

6 

4.401 

12 

n 

Sl,119  16  9 

38,405 

IT 

0 

T 

4 

4,057 

10 

6i 

11,404  9 

10,085 

15 

3.310 

0 

0 

l.'iSO 

10 

10 

42,893  12  11 

39.575 

18 

1 

27,5S1 

13 

3 

5,053 

14 

0 

30,001    4  11 

83.695 

13 

11 

11,049 

13 

0 

4,813 

13 

5 

1     37.075    7  2 

32,015 

0 

2 

15,401 

13 

4 

4,059 

6 

8| 

1    33,781  17  0 

31,037 

7 

8 

8,599 

0 

4 

4,433 

18 

24 

28,029    9  4 

27,493 

17 

4 

5,0G1 

1 

0 

5,927 

13 

io| 

\',">\\  \\  2 

-n.noi 

14 

3 

22,149 

19 

5 

5,094 

10 

1   .  05,^.33  IS  3| 

14 

o; 

'a 

38,238 

14 

10 

c,873 

10 

7J 

|M3i>»876  7  61 

1,344,170  18 

H 

636,387 

m 

0 

102.024 

7  Hi' 

*  In  many  instances  the  bishops  have,  in  addition  to  their  sees,  several  other  sources  of  Ecclosias- 
^  Prefermentfl  :  ibr  instftDce,  the  Bishop  of  Exetor  is  trousurer  and  canon  of  hi<i  Catlicdra),  value 
MW(.  per  annum.   BcetCHr  of  Shobrook,  2802.  per  annum ;  CSanon  of  Darhnni,  2,000/.  per  aunum ; 
net  income  beaidea  hie  aee. 
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Tiie  result  of  tlio  wliolo  wns,  as  thev 
hoard,  that  the  gross  income  for  the  last 
seveu  years  amounted  to  the  enormous 
mm  of  l,03^,976l.  The  net  inoome  wm 
lf344»170{.  The  avenge  income  of  the 
seven  years,  givinix  ft  not  inrnmo  to  thoso 
bishops,  was  uo  less  than  192,024.  This 
was  only  on  the  episcopal  property.  Would 
it  be  VdieTdd  that  the  fines  reeetred  from 
leases  granted  for  li?es  and  for  terms  of 
years,  amonnted  to  636,387/.?  Now 
when  they  took  fines  upon  such  lenses, 
they  robbed  the  Chtireh.  He  would  take 
one  case  as  shown  by  this  return.  The 
Bisliop  of  Winchestdr  had,  it  appearerl, 
actually  received  20,68H.  in  fines  within 
the  lost  year :  this  was  un  instance  of  only 
one  bishop  in  only  one  year.  The  House 
would  recollect  that  by  an  Act  of  the 
Legislature  in  1836  it  was  iiitcTided  tlmt 
the  archbishops  and  bishops  should  have 
fixed  rerenaes,  varyincr  from  4,2001.  to 
15,000Z.  ft  year;  and  i  order  to  effeet 
thi«5  obj<f>rt,  a  rptnrn  is  mado  c%*cry  soren 
yonrA  of  the  net  income  of  each  see;  and 
li  ihat  income  shall  be  larger  tbau  the 
sum  assigned  to  the  see,  the  snrplns  shall 
he  paid  over  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners; and  if,  oti  the  other  hand,  the 
average  shall  fall  sliort  of  the  sum  as- 
signed to  the  see,  the  deficiency  shall  he 
made  up  by  the  Commissioners;  and  at 
the  next  avoidance  of  tlu:  see  the  scheme 
was  to  take  eiiect;  and  the  public  had 
been  led  to  believe  that  the  incuuie  of  the 
bishop  would  he  eonfined  to  the  snm  set 
down  for  the  see.  Many  of  the  laity, 
however,  protested   again«<t   leaving  the 

Eroperty  of  the  see  in  the  hands  of  the 
ishops,  and  desired  that  the  whole  should 
be  placed  under  the  control  of  coromis- 
sioiier.^,  and  that  the  bishop  should  receive, 
as  annual  net  income,  the  exact  sum  as- 
signed to  the  see.  The  biishops,  on  the 
other  hand,  objected  to  any  sneh  proposi- 
tion, one  of  its  most  strenuous  opponents 
b(Mng  t!ie  Bishop  of  Lnndnn.  The  h.ishr<p<^ 
desired  the  entire  management  of  the  pro- 
perty; and  the  result  has  been  that  some 
of  the  bishops  on  the  new  foundation  had 
received  an  enormous  sum  beyond  the  in- 
come nspigned  to  tlie  see,  and  that  others 
have  not  only  taken  annual  sums  from  thv. 
Ecdesiastied  Commissioners  to  make 
a  eontemplated  deficiency  of  income,  but 
have  rcc(Mved  large  sums  bv  takiii"-  IIik^h 
upon  granting  leases  and  other  sources, 
makiug  on  the  whole  an  income  very  far 
greater  than  it  was  eTcr  intended  they 
should  enjoy ;  and  thoro  Were  other  bi- 


shops  who.  liaviiig  to  pay  over  to  the  Com- 
niissioners  a  contemplated  surplus,  had  re- 
fused to  pay  over  that  surplus,  because,  as 
they  alleged,  they  had  not  been  able  to 
make  it  out  of  the  see.  All  this  appears 
in  Parliamentary  P;^]trrs,  Xos.  153  and 
400.  Thus,  it  seems,  that  when  it  suited 
their  pecuniary  interests  they  adhered  to 
the  letter  of  the  statute,  but  whqn  they 
found  they  were  not  gainers  they  demurred 
to  its  provisions,  and  conscqtieiitiy  de- 
prived the  ecmmon  fund  of  the  sums  which 
were  to  have  gone  to  the  augmentAtiott  of 
small  livings.  He  would  now  proceed  to 
illustrate  the  several  en^r^.  TTe  would  fifsl  ' 
show  what  hod  occurred  iu  six  sees : — 


1 

Surplus 

Fixed 

lJt»hop 

beyond 

ITaineafSfew. 

Annual 

StMU 
Ymn. 

has 

the  Sti- 

nvilatid 

In.-.  I  !■ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

Cliichfstor   

4,200 

29,400 

30,630 

i.-jno 

4,500 

31,500 

3S,120 

6,020 

Norwich,  late^ 

•intl  present  > 

4,000 

3M0O 

80,075 

8»07a 

Oxford,  5  years . 

5,«)0 

95,000 

S«,018 

1^18 

Rocheitor,  4) 

10.000 

0,000 

Sff,000 

41.079 

8.979 

172,400 

199,500 

27,100 

In  the  seven  years  ciullng  Deeeniber  last 
the  Bishop  of  (Jhichester  had  received 
1,2302.  more  tlian  was  assigned  to  his 
see;  the  Bishop  of  St  David*8»  6,626^; 
the  Bishop  of  Norwich,  8,075?.;  the  Bi> 
shops  of  Oxford.  Rochester,  and  Salisbury, 
in  similar  proportions.  The  result  was, 
for  seven  years  these  bishops  had  received, 
as  net  income,  199,500i.  in  the  whole*  or 
27,1  nOZ.  TTiore  than  was  allotted  to  the 
sees,  and  the  aniniuit  fixed  as  their  annual 
incomes.  Now,  if  any  other  pecsons  were 
to  act  in  this  way,  he  should  be  dtspcraed 
to  call  it  a  robbery  of  a  fmid.  If  a  man 
a<»J?ented  to  a  certain  fixed  incnnie  beinsr 
paid  him  for  his  services,  and  he  took 
more  than  the  sum  assigned  to  him,  he 
took  what  he  knew  did  not  bdong  to  faint. 
But  this,  however,  these  and  other  bishops 
had  done.  There  were  also  bishops  who 
had  to  pay  certain  sums  of  money  to  the 
ecclesiastical  fund.  They  had  speenlated 
upon  their  sees,  and  had  not  made  a  good 
bargain.  They  have  refused  to  pay  the 
amount  they  were  ordered  to  dischari^e. 
These  were  hgures  taken  from  the  returns 
for  which  he  had  mored,  in  eonsequenoe 
of  the  Report  ol  the  Eceleiiaatieal  Con* 
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mission.  The  Arelibishop  of  TiM>k  owed  I  ttoAs.  Bat  il  hid  been  Mid  that  tbese 
totfao ComiDissioners 2,317^>t  the  Bishop} were  bishopa  of  the  old  foundation,  and 


otSt.  Asaph,  1,6G1?.,  notwitlistariding  cer- 
tain  deductions  allowcJ  tu  bis  Lordship, 
wbich  he  (Sir  B.  Uali j  couteaded  were  iU 
k^l :  the  Bishop  of  Bath  and  Welle, 
3,4051.  (but  this  sum  has  Ilou  lately  poid); 
the  V.hho-p  of  Ely,  L),L'4LV.— all  these 
EJftking  a  total  nosr  due  hy  three  bishops 


the  new  incomes  were  not  to  apply  until 
the  next  nvni  lFVDce.  He  would  take  a  case 
of  a  new  luuudution.  lu  1836  the  Bishop 
of  Durham  Was  appointed  to  his  see  at  an 
income  of  8,000{.  a  year,  assigned  to  it. 
Ill  fourteen  years  that  prelate  should  haye 
received  112,000?.,  instead  of  which  be 


akkoe  of  14,220^.  Ho  declared  that  if  any  ,  had  taken  191.658L  or  79,Go8/.  more 
Mssn  hioked  at  the  Paper  No.  153,  irfiieh  |  than  he  should  have  done.  These  threi 
W  latelj  been  laid  on  the  table  of  the  |  preluK  .s,  therefore,  deprived  the  Ohureh 

Hou??',  ther  -n-onld  bo  astonished  to  find  j  uf  2 10, US,;/,  within  fourteen  years.  But 
low  mis  gentlemen  could  suffer  themselves  |  there  was  another  point  connected  with 
U)  be  dunned  in  the  way  in  which  die  bi>  |  this  Motion  which  be  was  anxious  should 
ihops  bad  been  dnnned  by  the  Secretary  j  not  be  forgotten.  Iiet  them  look  at  the 
of  lue  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  What  j  inmicnse  siinis  of  money  which  several  of 
with  some  bishops  takinur  more  than  thoy  '  tho  clergy  annually  received,  and  the  com- 


cofht  to  have  taken,  and  others  not  pay 
wbal  they  naSHy  owed,  there  was  no 

leas  a  sum  than  42,500?.  dne  to  the  Eccle- 
BA«tiej!  Commissioners,  nhieh  should  have 
bct:i  available  for  incn  asinuf  the  incomes 
of  smaii  livings,  and  paying,  fur  instance, 

rr  Wdah  clergymeni  who  had  aearoe- 
Miffidety  to  support  their  existence. 
He  wonld  now  pnss  to  three  of  th»»  ^rcrit 
frees.  He  would  begin  with  two  that  were 
OR  the  old  foundation,  namely,  London  and 
Wiaehcater.    On  Saturday,  the  30th  of 


paratively  insignificant  services  they  ren- 
dered.   He  shonld  take  a  distriet  in  the 

diocese  of  Ely  for  an  illustration,  and  they 

wotild  sec  what  was  required  to  be  done  be- 
fore they  could  exj)eet  [H'o|i)e  to  come  for- 
ward with  large  buhbcriptiomi  iti  aid  uf 
Church  extension.  In  Wisbeaeh  the  Rev. 
n.  Fardell  was  the  vicar.  From  St.  Pet^'A 
ho  received  and  from  Sti 

Mary's  879?.,  raakin^r  a  total  of  2,190i. 
10*.  Besides,  he  was  prebend  of  Bly, 
with  an  income  of  70(fl.t  and  Ticar  of 


Xay,  1837,  it  was  decided  by  tho  Ecclesi-  Waterbeach  with  600/.,  amounting  in  tho 


astical  Commissioners,  that  the  incomes  of 


aggregate  to  .'',300^    This  gentleman  was 


tkise  meA  on  the  next  avoidance  shonld  be  |  absent  from  his  duties  for  six  monUia  in 
I0.00OI.  and  7,00(H.  a  year  respectively,  each  year.    He  was  sen-in^law  of  Bishop 


It  was  a  remarkable  faet  that  there  was  no 


Spailcos.    In  Wisbeaeh  St.  Mary,  with  a 


■  n-  -'nLrh^  instance  of  any  of  the  bi>liops,  ,  population  of  l.GOO,  there  wns  no  resdeiit 


eler^rvnian.  In  Wolj^oken  the  Kcv.  .1, 
IJlockey,  the  rector,  wus  iiua-resideut;  but 


dunnsf  their  lifetime,  liavini;  n:iv«Mi  nj»  any- 
tkiiig  for  the  benefit  ut  the  Church.  Theiie 

tvo  bishope  (London  and  Winchester)  de^  { the  value  of  the  livini^  was  estimated  at 

ttrtiiiiJLd  that  th«r  successors  should  have 

for  tli.-;r  incomes  lO.OOOf.  and  7,000/.  a. 
Tear  res{>ectively.    Now.  ii  these  incomes 


1.2931.  In  Leverington,  Mr.  Sparkes,  the 

rector, was  non-resident,  value  2,0n0.;  canon 
of  Ely,  700/.;  rector  uf  ijunthorpe  0^4/.; 
▼ere  good  for  their  successors,  why  were  I  total  3,333/.,  son  of  a  fonuer  bishop.  Tyd 
ibey  not  eqnally  good  foi*  themselves? ;  St.  Giles's,  Rev.  Mr.  Watson,  rector,  non- 
~  "   "  '  "    "       resident;  value,  1,200/.;  this  gentleman 

resides  in  Gncrnpoy,  and  pays  his  curato 
only  120/.  per  annum  ;  population  900, 
very  few  attend  the  church.  Tyd  St. 
Mary's,  Bev.  Mr.  Bouverie,  rector,  non- 
resident; value  l,2"(i?.  ;  prebend  of  Lin- 
coln. 1 .000/.;  rcctnr  of  Woolbi-ading,  227/.; 
total,  2,327/.  Here,  then,  they  had  four 
clergymen  receiving 8,1531.  lit.  4<l.,  and 


bishops  had  two  palaces  each,  irre 
•>ettire  of  their  inoome?^.    In  fourteen 

iears  the  Bi^bop  of  London  would  thus 
ave  received  140,000/.,  but  he  had  re- 
ceived 217,25W,,  or  77.259/.  more  than 
he  declared  was  sufiicient  for  lii?  suc- 
cessor! The  Bishop  of  Winrlicster,  for 
tliQ  same  uumber  of  years,  should  have  re- 
soved  98,00O#.,  mstead  of  whidi  he  had 


received  151, 16G/.,  or  53,166/*  rAmee  than  not  doing  i>ny  duty;  and  one  elergyman  re- 
thought  sufficient  for  hin  succes<!or  t   ceivlng  3,390/.,  aivl  i  iiiL'  dutv  onlv  when 


These  two  prelates  had,  therefore,  taken  ^  it  suited  his  couvcnicuce.  This  occurred 
iroiu  the  Church  in  these  fourteen  years  i  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Wisbeaeh.  Now, 


m  Isss  than  ldO,42Sl.  more  than  they 
themidtes  had  declared  was  sufficient  for 
tks  BauiteniDCo  of  their  res^tire  posi- 


he  asked  if  snch  a  state  of  things  as  this 

was  not  truly  scandalous  ?  And  let  bim 
ask— «nd  he  did  it  with  grief  and  with 
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shame — would  the  Roman  Catholics  do 
these  things  ?  And  yet,  askinq:  this  ques- 
tiou,  he  must  say  with  grief  and  with 
.  sfaame,  thiit  in  the  Chureb  of  England 
these  things  were  going  on  from  one  end 
of  the  kingdom  to  the  other.  There  ^•:a>, 
also,  the  see  of  Rochester,  which  iiad  of 
late  becotiie  rather  notorious.  The  present 
Bishop  of  Rochester  had  been  appointed  in 
the  year  1827.  This  prelate  had  held  the 
deanery  of  Worcester  and  some  other  br-ne- 
fioes,  which  he  resigned  in  1S4G,  upon  le- 
ceiving  the  5,0002.  a  year,  being  a  larger 
ineome  than  he  before  had.  But  having 
sho^vn  whnt  wn?  tlie  iiicomo  nf  tlie  Lislioj), 
he  had  now  to  show  how  liis  duties  were 
perioriufd.  One  ut"  tho»c  duties  waa  tlie 
triennial  visitation  of  the  cathedral.  By 
the  statutes  of  the  cathedral  he  was  hound 
to  make  that  visitntioM.  (He  (Sir  I'.  Hall) 
had  made  anxious  inquiries  iuto  the  sub- 
ject, and  he  fomid  that  the  bishop  had 
never  made  one  of  these  visitations  of  the 
cathedral;  and  not  only  ought  he  to  do 
this,  but  he  h;'.d  sworn  to  do  this.  He  un- 
derstood, too,  that  the  bishop  had  seldom 
preaehed  in  the  eathedrel,  except  upon 
Easter  Sunday  last.  It  might  be  said 
that  if  lio  were  a  friend  to  the  Church, 
he  would  not  labour  iu  collecting  these 
fiMte.  His  only  ansirer  was,  that  they 
lived  in  an  ago  when,  if  abuses  were  not 
put  prominently  forward,  there  would  not 
bo  any  chance  of  rcdre!"<in2'  them  ;  and 
therefore  it  was  tiiat  ho  would  persist  in 
exposinj;  them,  in  the  hope  that  some  day 
he  would  be  able  to  effect  their  correction. 
But  havinjT  now  shown  what  was  the  con- 
duct  of  thu  bishop,  he  had  ucst  to  look  to 
the  conduct  of  the  capitular  body.  The 
dean  preached  twelve  times  from  Decem- 
ber 1st,  ISwO,  tn  April  1st,  ISol,  and  at- 
tended service  four  times  on  week  days, 
and  received  1,42G^.  a  year.  One  cunon 
preached  twelve  times  tn  two  years  of  re- 
sidence* and  received  OSOl.  a  year.  An- 
other canon  received  G'"^^-'.  n  year,  and 
he  also  took  an  additional  stipend  ot  lOU/. 
a  year,  which  he  obtained  from  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners,  because  the 
duties  of  the  canons  were  declared  to  be 
so  onerous  that  it  was  impossible  to  per- 
form them  unless  there  was  another  100/. 
a  year  given.  Another  of  the  canons  had 
not  been  in  Rochester  f  tr  ihree  years,  and 
had  .'-old  off  his  goods  a;i  I  left  the  ]'lace. 
,Su<  li,  then,  was  the  state  of  the'ccciesiasti- 
cal  body  in  Rochester  ;  but,  in  order  to 
bring  tbeb  conduct  up  to  the  present  time, 
be  had  to  mrntiou  that.  Hp  to  the  end  of 

Sir  B,  hoU 


June,  which  closed  the  day  before,  no 
canon  had  preached  in  the  cathedra!,  not 
even  on  Whit  Sunday,  although  one  did 
on  Ascension-day.  This  was  the  manner 
in  which  the  canons  performed  their  work, 
are!  now  the  cathedral  w;is  to  ho  closed  in 
a  few  days,  so  the  bishop  and  the  chap- 
ter would  bo  entirely  free  to  enjoy  them- 
selves. They  bad  amongst  them  10,9001. 
a  year  for  doing  little  or  nothing,  and  they 
had  from  other  sources  of  preferment  an  ad- 
ditional income  of  7,740i.,  making  a  total 
of  17,640^.  per  annamp  while  the  miner 
canons  did  the  work,  for  which  two  of 
tliem  receive  loO?.  a  year,  and  the  others 
ouly  30/.  a  year  each  !  The  case  of  lio- 
chcster  was  curious  in  other  respects;  but 
that  portion  of  the  ease  to  which  be  would 
not  now  refer,  was  pending  in  the  courts 
of  law.  His  attention  had,  however,  been 
directed  to  one  fact  in  connexion  with  it, 
which  be  fonnd  in  a  pamplilet  pabliahed  by 
Mr.  Winston,  and  in  consequence  of  it  ho 
ha  1  moved  fur  a  return.  There  were  si.t 
ni  .  ii.  who  were  called  nhn?nieu  and  bedes- 
men, who  were  to  have  4U/.  a  year.  This 
grant  had  been  made  long  since;  the  pay- 
ments had  been  confided  to  this  ecclesias- 
tical body,  and  by  the  retnrn  there  ap- 
peared to  be  no  such  persons  iu  existence. 
He  was  anxious  to  know  wben  there  had 
been  an  almsman  appointed,  and  he  fonnd 
that  in  August,  V774.  there  had  been  a 
bedes'nnn  named  Icatncrstone  appointed, 
and  that  there  had  been  no  bedesmen  sinco 
1790,  so  that  2,400{.,  intended  for  the 
purposes  of  the  charity,  were  taken  and 
divided  by  the  chapter  amongst  themselves; 
and  yet,  would  they  believe  that  the  chap- 
ter clerk  went  through  the  farce  each 
quarter<day  of  crying  out,  **  Thomas  Fea^ 
thi  r?tnn?,  come  forth  and  receive  vour  an- 
uuity;"  "Cornelius  Ryan,  come  forth  and 
receive  your  annuity;"  and  this  abomi- 
nable imposture  was  actually  performed 
before  the  eyes  of  the  dean  and  chapter, 
who  woil  knew  that  both  Thomas  Feather- 
stone  and  Cornelius  Ryan,  who  were  thus 
called  upon,  had  been  in  their  coffins  for 
years.  But  the  consequence  of  tbo  ez> 
posure  by  the  return  had  done  something 
in  the  way  of  good.  Is'ew  appohitnifnts  of 
bedesmen  wore  made.  Six  poor  men  were 
appointed,  whose  ages  varied  from  sixty- 
five  to  eighty  years.  One  of  these  had 
served  with  Ijord  Howe,  and  another  had 
been  at  tbo  buttle  of  W  atcrioo — men  of 
excellent  character.  They  were  to  receive 
the  40^.,  and  yet»  wonld  the  House  belk»ve 
that,  ft  few  days  ago,  wben  1{.  10s»  lOdL 
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vM  piad  td  eadi  of  these  poor  men,  the  j 
chapter  clerk  of  that  body  Mhich  had  \ 
ir.TiX*?.  a  rear,  actually  deducted  a  10«.  | 

from  their  \  J.  10*'.  \Qd.  ?    This  corpo- 
riuuu,  iliougb  fur  a  space  of  forty  or  tifty 
yetn  it  had  engroBsed  this  large  reteotte, 
deducted  thirty  per  cent  in  this  way  from 
the  small  pittances  of  these  poor  men. 
Bot  that  was  not  all,  for  tho  Dean  of  Ro- 
chester had  appropriated  the  money  in- 
traded  originally  for  tho  maintenance  of 
tlie  hospital  called  the  Lepers'  Hospital, 
the  fands  of  which,  in  consequence  of  the 
jDorui  leprosy  that  had  provmlcd,  had  been 
teken  from  ehtrity  for  the  henefit  of  the 
dean.     lie  asked  tho  HouBe  how  they 
coald  expect  the  people  to  press  forward 
fcr  the  extension  of  tiie  Church,  when  they 
mm  these  abouiiuatiuus  going  on  day  after 
ityi  end  tbej  were  obliged  to  get  up  with 
ft^pist  to  point  to  those  acts  of  their  bi- 
shops, who  ought  to  be  the  ministers  of 
God,  and  to  do  good  to  their  fellow-sub- 
jects ?    Now  let  them  look  at  this  diocese 
•f  London,  *Dd  consider  for  a  moment  tho 
daties  of  certain  prebends  of  St.  Paul's. 
There  were  seven  of  tlicin,  and  their  duty 
was,  to  preach  twice  a  year.    There  is  a 
property  in  the  horongh  which  he  had  the 
lOQoor  to  represent,  which  was  rated  to 
the  relief  of  the  poor  at  about  208,000/.; 
Tet  all  that  the  Dean  and  Chapter  now- 
received  out  of  that  va^t  property  was 
•ely  3001.  a  year,  in  conse^ttence  of  their 
liiTing  disgracefully  consented  to  its  alien- 
ation for  a  heavy  flue.  It  is  now  called  the 
Soutliampton  eatalo.    That  was  the  way 
the  Church  had  been  robbed.   [Mr.  GouL- 
BOQi:  Hear,  hear!]   He  was  glad  to 
bear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  "  Hear, 
1.1  ir,"  to  that.    It  wa.*  a  gross  case  that 
be  had  stated,  and  the  right  hoo.  Gcnllc- 
■Mo  acknowledged  it  to  'be  so.    Yet  that 
vas  going  ott  CTcry  day;  nor  had  tho  right 
liun.  Gciitlcman,  ritlicr  in  othcc  or  out  of 
i>&;«.%  ever  attempted  to  check  the  eon- 
tuiDauce  and  repetition  of  these  groiis  pro- 
ceedings.   What  was  the  case  with  the 
Kihop  of  Winchester  last  year  ?   Did  he 
But  grant  a  lease  on  a  life,  or  for  years, 
and  tiike  a  heavy  fine  ?    Why,  that  in  it- 
adf  vas  a  robbery  of  tlic  Church.    If  he 
hsd  been  eontent  with  the  property  of  his 
■ee,  there  woohl  have  been  no  occasion  to 
tAke  a  fine,  and  alienate  the  property  of 
the  Church.    But  tho  right  hou.  Ucutlc- 
saa  (Mr.  Goulbtirn),  beiug  an  Ecclesias- 
ticst  Commissioner,  must  be  aware  that 
there  was  a  commission  appointed,  called 
tfef:    Ecclesiastical    Capitular  Revenues 
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Commission,  the  ohject  of  which  was  to 

get  rid  of  fines  on  leases;  and  the  Earl  of 
Carlisle  brought  in  a  Bill  in  another  place 
the  other  dav,  to  tlo  away  with  them.  The 
greatest  opposiltou  that  couiU  be  employed 
to  frustrate  this  measitre  was  resorted  to 
against  it — and  by  whom  ?  By  the  bi- 
shops who  received  llie  lines !  Nothing, 
consequently,  this  Session,  could  be  ex- 
pected to  be  done  with  reference  to  this 
subject,  which  so  much  demanded  reform. 
It  was  only  by  the  exposure  of  such  abuses 
that  any  useful  result  could  be  attained; 
and  it  was  only  on  an  occasion  like  this, 
when  liis  noUe  Friend  had  made  a  Motimt 
in  favour  of  Church  extension,  that  they 
were  able  to  ninvc  those  personages,  and 
to  make  them  reinenjber  that  tliey  were, 
not  the  masters,  hut  the  ministers  of  the 
Church,  of  which  they  (the  laity)  were  tho 
vast  community.  He  now  came  to  a  dio- 
cese with  which  he  was  well  acquainted — 
and  if  any  one  wanted  to  see  the  destitu- 
tion of  the  Church — the  neglect  of  the 
Church — or  the  disgrace  of  the  Church-^ 
let  him  go  into  the  diocese  of  St.  David's. 
Tho  Bishop  of  St.  David's  was  a  bishop  of 
the  now  foundation,  with  a  fixed  salary  of 
4,500^  per  annum,  and  in  order  (as  it  was 
asserted)  to  make  np  which  amount  he  re- 
eeived  1  ,*'>00?.  a  year  from  the  Eccie^ias- 
lical  toniuiissioners.  But  what  wns  the 
result  of  the  return  now  in  the  hands  of 
the  riffht  hon.  Qcntleman?  Why,  that 
instead  of  the  4,500/.,  that  prelate  had  re- 
ceived 5,500?.;  n»jd  in  order  to  make  as 
great  as  possible  every  deduction  which 
could  seem  to  diminish  the  amount  of  the 
gross  income,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  see  that  there  was  not  a  single  item 
of  expenditure  that  eould  enter  into  the 
mind  of  a  bishop,  that  liod  not  been  de- 
ducted, even  down  to  a  sum  of  \2l,  4«.  to 
poor  clergy  for  stipends,  and  one  of  2/.  4s. 
for  pension.  And  now  lei  (he  House  see 
what  were  the  offices  of  the  Jii.shdp  of  St. 
David's,  and  how  he  di^Kiharged  the  duties 
of  them.  He  was  dean  and  treasurer  of 
the  collegiate  church  of  Brecon.  Tho 
property  of  that  establishment  amounted 
to  7,2  i3i.  10».  per  annum.  They  had 
always  been  told  that  tho  duties  of  a  dean 
included  that  of  presiding  over  his  church, 
and  of  seeing  that  the  funds  were  properly 
applied  in  keeping  it  in  repair  and  general 
etiicieucy  for  divine  worship.  2^ow  he 
would  read  an  extract  from  the  desertptton 
given  of  this  place  by  a  recent  writer — a 
gentleman  who  had  held  an  offieial  situ- 
ation under  Governmout  for  fifty-one  years, 
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wbo  Tetirad  only  a  few  days  a|^»  and  wlio  |  often  bald  in  clnreheB.  He  (Sir  B.  Halt) 
had  been  held  in  such  high  ostimation  |  f«ad  eztraeta  from  the  Report,  because  the 

that  a  piece  of  plate  was  presented  to  him  House  might  require  tlic  corroboration  of 


aa  a  mark  of  respect.  Tlii&  gcutleuiau's 
name  was  Jesse,  and  he  made  his  visit  m 
1847.   He  said— 

*•  There  is  ono  place  at  Brecon,  to  which  the 
wandorin?  .•m;_'l"i's  attention  should  be  dirorted. 
It  is  tlio  interesting  old  cathedral,  now  fast 
BMuldcrlof  vnft  neglectod,  forsaken,  and  almost 
unknown.  Who  can  sec  it  without  feelings  of  the 
deepest  regret  ?  Ko  solemn  nnthcin  now  ascends 
to  heaven,  no  choral  praise  is  licnixl.  The  iti- 
■idioiu  ivy  oresp*  tbroogh  the  roof»  the  floor  is 
damp,  ind  the  old  oak  stalb  with  thebr  citriondy 
carved  miscrts  are  I'lSt  fulling  to  tl(icay.  And 
whj  is  this  ?  Aro  tUero  no  fuads  to  keep  it  in 
repair  f  No  estates  attached  to  Its  original  foun- 
dation ?  Whom  is  fJie  (lonn  't'.i  oocupted  the 
■tall  on  which  his  name  is  iiutcribud,  or  the  pre- 
centor or  prebendaries  wbo  sat  in  the  othm  ? 
I)id  they  resign  the  ecclcsiasticil  duties,  because 
decaying  incomes  kept  pace  with  the  decay  of  tho 
sacred  ciliticc  ?  Nothing  of  this  sort  is  tho  cas^iv 
The  Bishop  of  St.  David's  h  the  donn,  and  there 
are  no  leas  than  fifteen  prol.cndarict;,  all  of  them 
(the  Bishop  included),  deriving  considerablo  in- 
comes from  this  neglected  place.  Yet  tho  estates 
flourish,  the  rents  aro  paid,  and  the  dean  and 
prcb'-ndaries  poeket  tho  money.  Tho  livings 
which  pious  men  left  to  this  ehuroli  ore  still  held 
by  them,  and  yet  it  i»  «U  deear,  ruin,  aad  deso- 
lation." 

Kow,  this  was  tho  dc8cri])tion  of  the  col- 
legiate church  of  Cliri'^t  Brecon,  of  wliich 
the  Bishop  of  St.  Daviii  ^  was  dean.  And 
he  would  ask  tho  Houso  whether  tho  Ro- 
man Oalholicfl  would  sufier  this  9  Would 
tliej  not,  if  they  had  a  good  nnd  solid 
foundation,  employ  it  for  the  benefit  of 
their  oommuDity  in  tlio  district  ^  Who 
can  wonder,  when  the  Pope  of  Rome  saw 
all  these  things  going  on  in  the  diocese  of 
St.  David's,  timt  lie  .should  p.p|yriiiit  a  pro- 
late of  his  own  to  preside  ovei'  it  ?  Who 
coidd  wonder  that  in  front  of  tlte  still  re- 
maining, but  recently  unglased,  window  of 
that  church,  there  should  arise  a  Roman 
Catholic  place  of  worship  well  calculated 
to  meet  the  wants  of  the  Catholic  inha- 
bitants of  the  district  ?  Let  him  now 
show  the  House  what  was  the  state  of  the 
parish  churches  in  the  diocese  over  which 
the  Bishop  of  St.  Paviil's  oui^ht  to  exer- 
cise a  rigid  system  of  discipline.  Ho 
would,  therefore^  read  extracts  from  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  appointed 
about  si.x  years  ago,  by  tlie  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Menihcn*  for  Ripon,  who,  when 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, de«ned  it  advisable  to  ha?e  a  com- 
mission  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  educa- 
tion in  Wales,  and  this  commig^^iou  vi.sited 
many  churches,  because  the  schools  were 


a  Parliamentary  paper  to  enable  them  to 
believe  in  the  possibility  of  what  he  could 
afterwards  state  from  the  Report  of  his 

own  Commissioners  only  a  few  months  ago 
with  regard  to  tho  manner  in  which  the 
ministration  and  services  of  the  Established 
Ohureh  were  allowed  to  be  neglected,  and 
the  con.sequent  natural  and  general  aliena- 
tion of  the  people  from  the  Church.  Here 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  read  as  follows  : — 

•*  Keniys  Hundred. — In  tho  whole  country  be- 
tween Fish  Guard  on  the  N9rth,  and  the  Precelly 
Mountain  on  tho  South  :  there  is  no  day  school, 
'  tho  state  of  the  church  exemplifies  the  neglect  in 
which  tho  population  of  these  parishes  aro  left. 
Churohwardena  are  never  appointed.  Tiie  churohes 
of  Llandeilo  and  IfeeneUocbog  are  In  mhn.  I 
entered  that  of  Morfyl;  tlio  panes  of  the  chancel 
window  wero  all  out;  inside  of  the  church  wet  as 
if  just  rinsed  with  water,  as  faideed  it  had  been, 
for  the  afternoon  was  raininfr. 

"  Hasguard. — School  held  in  the  church,  where 
the  mase^r  and  four  little  ehfldren  were  enaeoBoed 
in  the  chancel,  amidst  lumber,  round  a  three- 
legged  grute  full  of  burning  f^tieks,  witliout  f'utiiicl 
tu-  chiiimey  for  tho  smoke-  to  escape.  How  they 
bore  it  I  caimot  lell.  There  had  l)een  no  cluireh- 
wardcn  in  liie  parisli  lor  the  la.st  ten  yeam,  nor,  it 
is  believed,  for  a  inui-h  lon^;(  r     t    ,i.  ' 

"  Llona&n  Fcchan. — Mr.  iiees,  fanner,  who 
livos  close  to  the  church,  informed  me  that  divine 
srrvicc  wa<*  very  Sfldrun  performed  here  unless 

there  are  hsMm  to  publish,  a  wedding,  or  a  fu- 
neral. 

"  Llandiilais. — Tliis  church  h  a  bam-like 
building  witli  lorso  holes  in  the  roof,  evinoiog 
ererj  ajrmptonA  of  negteot  and  discomfort. 

"  r.Innflhangcl,  Abergwessin. — No  serTicc  pep- 
ibrmcd  in  this  church  fivo  out  of  six  Sundays  for 
want  of  a  congregation. 

"  Llaiiflliauiri-l  Bryti  Palmaii. — iJivitie  s^-rvirc 
not  often  pcrtbrmcd  here,  except  a  wedding  or 
funeral  takes  pbuse.  The  vicar  rides  hj  on  a 
Sunday  afternoon,  but  seldom  has  occasion  to 
alight  and  do  duty  from  tho  want  of  a  congrcga. 
tion. 

"  Llan&ir  tref  Helygon.— The  parish  churoh 
was  in  ruins  many  yean  ago,  the  oldest  inhabitant 

does  nut  renieroljfr  it  ■itainliri;^'. 

"  Llandegly. — The  clergyman  is  forbidden  to 
have  bis  horses  in  the  ohurehyard,  but  he  puts  in 
two  calves  ;  the  school  isYeld  in  the  rhurcli,  into 
which  the  belfry  opens,  which  is  open  to  the 
churchyard.  Calves  ai*e  still  turned  i&to  the 
churehyanl,  and  I  was  told  still  steep  in  the  bel- 
fry." 

Ho  would  not  now  further  trespass  on 
the  attention  and  indnlgenoe  of  the  House 

hy  reading  tlie  remaining  papers  ho  held 
in  his  hand,  which  contained  extracts  from 
the  Reports  of  his  own  Commisaiouers,  who 
bad  also  vidted  the  localities  ahore  men* 
tioncd,  and  many  others  in  addition.  lie 
would  content  hitnself  witli  repenting,  that>r 
what  he  had  just  read  was  not  the  report 
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ti  ike  pertooi  he  had  hinMlf  employed 
ktelj  to  make  inquiries  into  the  real  state 
of  things,  but  merely  tint  of  tlie  persons 
appointed  bj  Government,  which  he  hoped 
iateoded  to  find  a  speedy  remedy  for  such 
melaDebolj  neglect  aa  exiated  with  lespect 
to  the  spiritual  ministrations  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church;  and  in  consequence  of  the 
official  rcj)ort  above  alluded  to,  be  (Sir  fi. 
HtH)  bad  hhnself  employed  persons  to  go 
tonad  the  dldcese  and  see  bow  far  it  was 
correct;  and  if  !io  was  to  publish  all  the 
facts  he  hari  received  from  his  own  sources 
of  information,  it  would  ftll  a  very  large 
pamphlet,  and  would  exhihitr  as  far  aa  the 
difoitaries  of  the  Church  were  concerned, 
a  more  disgraceful  state  of  things  than  he 
believed  had  ever  existed  before  in  the 
dheiplhie  of  anT  religions  tiodj,  whether 
beathoi  or  Cbmtian.  It  might  bo  said 
that  there  were  four  archdeacon am!  that 
they  ought  to  assist  the  bishop,  and  that 
these  abuses  were  not  to  be  laid  to  the 
charge  of  the  bishop  alone.  It  waa  very 
trne  there  wore  four  archdeaeona»  and  he 
(Sir  B.  Ifall)  liad  applied  to  one  of  them, 
and  asked  why  such  neglect  was  suifered 
ts  exiBt;  aod  be  had  been  assured  that  the 
arehdeaeona  were  prevented  or  forbidden 
to  act.  For  these  reasons  he  contended 
there  must  bo  an  inqniry;  and  if  bishops 
continued  to  be  scut  into  Wales  to  promote 
dia  mtereeta  of  the  BstaUhihed  Ohureb 
who  understood  and  eared  little  or  nothing 
aboat  the  language,  the  manner?,  or  the 
character  of  the  natives,  they  could  not 
be  surprised  that  dissent  was  most  popular, 
aad  Romanism  becoming  rampant;  and  the 
latter  was  decidedly  rapidly  increasing  in 
the  Principnlitr,  which  was  the  result  of 
the  systems  so  long  pursued  by  Anglo- 
Wdsh  bishops.  A  fair  qneation  might  be 
put,  which  was  that  he  was  very  ready  to 
state  abuses,  but  v:hnt  rcniedy  could  ho  pro- 
pose? He  (Sir  B.  ilall)  could  not  have  look- 
ed over  these  things  Session  after  Session 
vHbont  endearouring  to  apply  his  mind 
and  understanding  to  find  some  remedy 
for  th<*!se  ojne?«.  and  he  wonld  add  delibcr- 
*tely  foliowed-up,  abuses.  His  plan  was 
ttis^be  wonM  say :  Take  the  whole  of  the 
Prapetty  of  the  erohbishops  and  biahops, 
aeans  ar.'l  r^iaptcrs,  whether  sole  or  ng- 

Eegate,  and  let  the  real  working  clergy 
ve  a  good  and  proper  income.  The 


the  Orown.  Hia  noble  Friend  hod  very 
truly  observed,  that  the  secularities  of  tlie 

bishops  diminished  very  mtich  tlie  etlicney 
of   their  spiritual  functions.      He  quite 
concurred  in  that  opiuiua ;  his  reuiody, 
therefore*  -  would  be  to  send  them  out  of 
tho  House  of  Lords,  and  make  them  attend 
to  their  dioceses.    He  would  i/ive  bet  ween 
two  and  three  thousand  a  year  to  the  bi- 
shops, and  he  would  raise  the  position  of 
the  minor  clergy.    He  would  get  riil  of 
such  miserable  examples  of  ecclesiastical 
poverty  as  were  exhibited  by  clergymen  ia 
his  own  country,  who  were  obliged  to  live 
on  from  2SL  to  30Z.  a  year,  and  who  had 
to  walk  fivo  or  six,  seven  or  eight  miles  to 
perform  tho  scrvicos  of  the  Church,  whilst 
those  who  received  the  largo  incomes  were 
seldom  qualified  to  perform  them,  and  lived 
at  a  great  distance  frotu  what  ought  to  be 
tlie  scene  of  their  labours.    There  were 
3.").')  ciiurcbcs  in  tlie  diocese  of  St.  David's, 
and  only  454  services;  whilst  iu  sumu 
there  were  no  senriees  at  all.   Let  them, 
therefore,  pay  the  working.clergyman,  and 
get  rid  of  the  absentee  incumbent,  who 
did  nothing,  and  took  the  money.  lie 
would  have  no  clergyman  receive  less  than 
2001.  a  year,  and  none  receive  more  than 
500?.  or  GOO?,  a  year.    And  a.s  to  church 
extension,  he   believed  that  within  the 
Church  itself  there  were  ample  means  nut 
only  of  promoting  that  object,  but  of  en^ 
tirelj  getting  rid  of  church  rates,  which 
were  productive  of  so  much  dissension,  and 
were  so  objectionable  in  themselves.  His 
object  was,  in  fact,  to  make  the  Church 
efficient  and  useful  to  the  community,  so 
that  the  people  could  respect  it — to  malcQ 
the  Church  of  which  he  was  a  member  a 
blessing  to  the  country  at  largo;  but  if  them 
were  dignitaries  in  the  Church,  who  re- 
ceived enormous  incomes,  whilst  the  work- 
ing  clergy  wcro  kept  in  a  state  of  miser- 
able poverty — if  there  was  such  a  want  of 
discipline  and  consistency  that  a  bishop 
could  one  day  at  a  great  public  feaUval  not 
only  sanction  the  acts  but  pronounce  the 
most  exaggerated  laudation  upon  the  con- 
duct of  one  of  bis  clergy,  and  the  next 
desire  his  dismissal  from  the  l>enefioe  for 
the  same  conduct  which  lie  had  previously 
so  much  applauded — if  a  bishop  could  one 
day  consecrate  a  cross,  and  tho  next  day 
order  its  removal — if  a  bishop  could  one 


ArehbistioB  of  Caoterbnry  had  an  income  |  day  say  that  flowers  were  not  to  be  used 

of  15,000?.  a  year,  witii  two  pdaecs — an  |  at  the  altar,  and  the  ne.xt  say  they  might  if 
income  which  m  mv  sovereign  princes  did  they  wore  not  used  in  too  great  a  profusion 


not  possess,  lie  would  say,  let  him  havo 
^  nme  income  as  tho  Prime  Minister  of 


— if  a  bishop  said  ono  day  that  his  clergy 
should  preach  in  white  anrplioes,  aad  the 
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next  that  thcj  rnubt  muuut  the  pulpit  iu 
black  gowns — when  they  eaw  these  gross 
inconsistencies,  this  total  want  of  all  steady 
principle  of  action,  and  when  tlioy  had  also 
such  instances  of  extortion  and  neglect  as 
was  demonstrated  in  some  of  the  cases  he 
hod  brought  forward,  while  thero  was  sueh 
a  delermincd  system  of  peculation  re- 
garded Church  property,  how  could  it  be 
supposed  that  tlie  (Jiiurch  Establishmeot 
would  be  respected,  or  how  could  the  bi« 
shops  suppose  (as  set  forth  in  their  address 
to  the  Quoen),  tliat  whilst  such  abuses  were 
unrefonncd,  that  tlie  peojile  would  press 
forward  in  favour  of  Cliurch  Extension  ? 

Ma.  MORRIS  said,  with  respect  to 
ihe  remarks  of  the  last  speaker,  with  re- 
ference to  the  Bishop  of  v^^t.  Dnvid  ",  that 
the  manner  in  which  his  Lordship  dis- 
charged the  duties  of  his  high  office,  bis 
unbounded  charities,  his  attention  to  everj- 
thing  that  could  contribute  to  the  advan- 
tage of  Ills  diocese,  formed  a  striking  con- 
trast to  his  predecessors.  lie  had  per- 
formed a  tasic  in.wkieh  ▼erj  few  sncceeaed; 
that  of  obtaining  a  complete  mastery  over 
the  Welsh  language;  and  he  liad  observed 
him  several  times  extort  praise  even  from 
the  Dissenters.  He  wished  that  the  charges 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
B.  Hall)  had  been  made  in  the  presence 
of  the  Bishop  of  St,  David's,  so  that  he 
might  have  bad  an  opportunity  of  replying 
to  thorn.  The  collegiate  church  at  Bre- 
con was  in  a  dilapidated  state  long  before 
the  present  bishop  came  into  the  diocese; 
and  ho  believed  that  its  condition  was  at 
present  somewhat  better  than  it  had  been. 
But  the  bishop  had  no  more  to  do  with  it 
than  any  Gentleman  in  that  House,  for  if 
he  did  not  derive  his  income  from  that 
source,  it  was  paid  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.  Any  one  who  know  the 
high  character  of  that  eicellent  Prdate,  his 
private  worth,  his  learning,  and  his  high 
attninnicnts,  would  join  him  in  protesting 
against  the  attack  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Mr.  a.  B.  hope  said,  that,  in  rising 
to  make  a  few  observations  upon  the  Mo- 
tion before  the  House,  he  must  add  his 
sincere  ttibnte  to  the  admirable  tone  and 
temper  and  to  the  great  ability  with  which 
the.  noble  Marquess  brought  forward  tiiis 
most  interesting  question.  No  one  could 
bnve  beard  his  statement  without  feeling 
the  sincerity  with  which  he  had  brought 
forward  his  scheme,  and  without  desiring 
to  co-operate  with  him  as  far  as  possible. 
Ho  (Mr.  A.  B.  Hope)  did  not  think,  how- 
ever, that  that  scheme  was  aa  completo 
^ti*  B,  Mall 
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as  it  might  have  been  made;  there  wero 
variofis  fsataret  iu  oonneiion  with  it  which 

the  noble  Marquess  had  not  explained  so 
fully  as  he  micjbt  have  done;  and  there 
were  various  provisions,  various  measures 
of  Church  reform,  which  he  (Mr.  A.  B. 
tlope)  thought  that  tiie  noble  Marquees 
might  have  adopted  to  a  greater  extent 
and  with  greater  boldness  than  he  had 
done.  His  scheme  divided  itself  into  two 
parts — parochial  extension,  and  episcopal 
extension.  With  regard  to  parochial  e.x- 
tension,  all  must  feel  the  miserable  defi- 
ciency of  our  parochial  niinistrations,  and 
must  sympathise  with  the  poor  of  our 
Choreh;  but  he  very  much  doubted  if  any 
scheme  so  purely  technical  and  statisti- 
cal as  building  600  ndditional  churches 
throughout  England,  adding  nineteen  cler- 
gymen in  one  town,  and  fifty-two  m  an- 
other, could  ever  meet  the  evil.  There  was 
not  that  want  of  more  churches  or  more  par- 
ishes so  much  as  ther<*  was  roquircd  that 
more  opportunities  should  be  atiorded  to 
the  poor  man  of  going  to  church.  Th  cj 
wanted  more  elergy^they  wanted  m<>i  ( 
prrviccs — not  services  only  between  half- 
past  ten  o'clock  and  eleven  o'clock,  but 
services  at  all  hours  that  would  most  meet 
the  convenience  of  the  poor  man,  whose 
time  was  not  his  own,  but  was  taken  up 
by  administering  to  the  luxuries  and  com- 
forts of  others.  He  would  call  their  at- 
tention to  tho  effects  of  multiplying  in 
their  towns  a  body  of  men  who  were  aa 
hardworked  and  underpaid,  and  in  every 
respect  as  deserving  of  attention,  as  tlie 
curates  of  country  places — he  meant  tho 
overworked  perpetual  curatea  in  large 
towns— men  who  were  planted  in  a  neigh- 
bourhood where  the  ground  was  not  broken, 
to  sow  the  seed  with  a  miserable  income 
and  with  bad  arrangements,  perhaps  in 
alienation  from  the  Church  on  account  of 
the  too  lordly  bearing  of  the  incwnbmit  of 
tb^  undivided  parish.  If  thero  was  .any 
system  that  would  tend  to  weaken  tho 
Church,  it  was  the  system  of  indiscriminate 
parochial  diviM<m.  It  divided  their  strength, 
and  scattered  one  man  here  and  another 
there,  vrithout  the  means  of  doing  good — 
frittering  away  their  money  in  building 
churches,  when,  by  the  endowment  of 
two  or  three  more  clergymen  in  existing 
churcbr",  they  would  do  what  would 
prove  more  efficacious.  No  person  could  be- 
lieve that  he  was  opposed  to  the  multipli- 
cation of  ebnrdiea;  hut  the  idea  that  that 
great  work  would  be  done  when  they  built 
five  churches,  and  twice  as  much  would  be 
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done  when  ttiey  bnOt  ten,  was  a  fallaetott  | 
idta.   Let  thcni  increase  the  staff  of , 
earatcs,  let  them  liave  chapels  of  ease,  | 
depending  upon  the  mother  church,  tind  , 
Nearing  something  like  co-operation  and 
onitj;  let  there  he  something  liko  elas- 
ticity in  the  application  of  their  funds,  so 
that  they  might  bring  them  to  bear  where 
most  wanted — so  that  they  would  bring  to 
betr  the  exertions  of  the  elei^gy  in  every 
part  of  the  pariah  at  eertMn  times,  and 
they  wnuld  flo  somcthin«jf  moro  efficacious 
and  lasting,  because  more  centralised,  than 
rasld  be  done  by  this  system  of  a  district 
dhindi  hero,  and  a  district  church  there, 
which  were  inefficient,  because  the  one 
clergyman,  overworked  during  the  week, 
canBOt  give  bis  attention  early  and  late  on 
the  SniMaj,  at  those  hoars  when  religious 
Bitnietion  would  bo  thankfully  received 
and  acceptc<L     Ai^ain,  in  large  towns 
there  were  mceting-iiouses  and  Roman  Ca- 
tholic chapels  where  thero  were  services  at 
wriOQi  hoars,  aeeording  to  the  reqalre- 
ments  of  the  people.    Did  not  the  minis- 
ters of  religion  connected  with  those  cha- 
pels go  forth  to  meet  their  flocks  half-way, 
sad  lesd  them  into  the  fold,  and  not  merely 
<^  the  doors  of  the  fold  at  hoors  that 
haJ  Iccorac    traditionary,  because  they 
were  devised  for  the  advantage  of  certain 
classes  of  society  (the  rich),  who  seemed 
to  have  a  patent  of  heaven  f   But  instead 
of  going  to  the  root  of  this  evil,  and  see- 
ine:  how  the  rhurch  might  become  more  ' 
efficacious,  it  was  merely  proposed  to  dou- ; 
Me  the  number  of  existing  churches  with- 1 
wt  any  inquiry  or  arrangement.  Then, 
acrain,  he  woulu  call  attnitinp  to  the  plan  j 
of  buildin<r  and  cndowinrr    churchca  bv 
means  of  the  Lord  Oiiancellor's  livings.  , 
To  that  he  had  strong  objections.   It  was 
tnie  that  livings  were  now  saleable,  bntit 
a  different  thing  to  say  they  were 
saleable,  and  to  say  it  was  desirable,  bo- : 
emie  KHnin  were  saleable,  that  600  liv« 
i^s  ahodd  he  brongbt  at  once  into  the  j 
market.    The  evils  arising  from  the  sale 
of  hvings  might  be  great,  or  they  might  i 
be  little;  but  if  they  were  not  groat,  iti 
«ss  oeeasioned  by  the  state  of  the  market. 
Caaes  of  flagrant  corruption  had  arisen 
from  the  disposal  of  this  species  of  mer- 
ebandise;  and  if  tUey  brought  into  the 
iMlket  the  Lord  Chancellor's  livings,  they 
vvnU,  at  the  same  time,  bring  to  bear  the 
^dest  speculation  on  tlio  most  sacred 
thini!;?.    Let  them  create  speculation  with 
regard  to  those  livings,  and  it  would  be 
tte  ikb  ^peeolalion  in  ftshionahle  diapels 
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-^ne  of  the  greatest  blots  on  the  Ohureh. 

They  would  bring  the  oviJs  resulting  from 

that  system  at  once  to  bear  in  an  aggra- 
vated shape  on  the  Church,  by  bringing  all 
those  Lord  Chancellor's  livings  into  the 
market  at  once.  He  could  not  coneeive 
anything  more  objectionable,  or  that  would 
tend  more  to  alter  the  feelings  of  respect- 
able laity  than  this  sale  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor's  livings.  They  would  call  the 
people,  in  these  times  of  religious  division, 
to  iv!inm  they  looked  for  a  disinterested 
support  of  the  Church,  into  the  market  as 
competitors,  raising,  as  they  must  do,  the 
passions  of  roen-»making  them  in  self- 
defence  bid  against  each  other  for  those 
livings.  That  was  what  they  must  do,  if 
they  enabled  the  more  unscrupulous  mem- 
hers  of  the  different  parties  to  come  into 
the  market  to  bid  for  those  livings.  They 
must  swamp  the  Church  on  the  one  side 
or  on  the  other  by  the  sale  of  livings 
which  were  established  for  the  promotion 
of  the  gospel  of  peace  and  troth.  With 
respect  to  the  proposal  regarding  the  in- 
comes of  deans  and  bishops,  he  confessed 
he  did  not  very  clearly  understand  what 
that  wns  meant  to  do.  He  di4  not  know 
whether  it  was  meant  to  gather  the  fnnds 
from  the  present  deans  into  a  common 
stock,  and  tlien  divide  them  again  amongst 
the  bishops,  or  whether  the  deans  wero 
aetiially  to  he  convorted  into  bishops,  keep- 
ing the  present  hishofia  as  tbey  are,  so 
that  they  would  have  twenty-seven  master- 
bishops  and  twenty-seven  curate-bishops — 
the  former  with  the  present  ineomes,  the 
latter  with  the  mnoh  smaller  ones  of  the 
deans.  If  that  wore  the  proposal,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  a  very  clumsy  and  ill- 
advised  method  of  increasing  the  episco- 
pate. If  the  episcopate  waa  to  be  re- 
spected, it  must  be  brought  back,  as  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Marylebonc  (Sir  B.  Hall) 
had  stated,  to  the  condition  of  a  working 
e|nscopate— an  episcopate  of  which  each 
bishop  would  be  the  head  and  centre  of 
his  diocese,  and  all  equal  (tho  bishops  as 
distinguished  from  archbishops)  among 
themselves;  but  if  they  adopted  a  bad 
arrangement,  they  wonid  only  bring  the 
episcopate  into  contempt.  If  they  multi- 
plied their  bishops,  they  must  multiply 
their  cathedrals,  and  they  must  not  be 
cathedrals,  as  they  were  tfbw,  where  the 
canons  might  or  might  not  attend,  as  they 
thought  proper.  There  must  be  working 
bishops  at  the  hcnd  of  tlio  working  mother 
churches  of  the  district  aliuttcd  for  each 
diocese.  The  impiwrement  must  net  he 
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cfTccted  by  a  balf  measure,  which  would  '  speech  was  listened  to  with  attODtioD,  and 
only  defer  that  inovitaLle  d;iy  wlicu,  if  having  made  that  atatcraeiit,  he  trustod 
C}»!Sfopary  wna  retained  anion i;-^.t  them,  it   the  iioblo  Mavqucss  would  consider  h*^  h\v\ 

duae  all  tliat  was  right,  aud  would  nut 
press  his  Motion  to  a  aiviiMHi. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  that  having 
listened  attentively  to  the  speech  of  the 
nublo  Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Blandford) 
who  bad  proposed  the  Resolution  now  be- 
fore tho  House,  he  must  express  tho  gr^t 
satisfaction  with  which  he  had  heard  it;  and 
he  ooiictirrcd  in  the  ub«ervation  made  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  w  ho  had  just  sat  dowQt 
thai  no  donbt  would  be  entertained  of  tbe 
caroestnen  and  sincerity  of  tbe  noble  Mar- 
quess in  promotiiiG^  the  important  object 
ho  liad  in  view.  That  object,  as  described 
iti  his  Mutton,  was  to  addroiib  iier  Majesty 
to  direct  tbe  adoption  of  snob  measures  as 
She  might  deem  expedient  for  aflording 
more  efficient  relief  to  tho  spiritual  wants 
of  the  people,  and  for  an  extension  ot  tho 
parochial  systeui  corresponding  to  tho 
growth  of  a  rapidly  increasing  population^ 
by  the  Kelp  which  might  be  drawn  from 
the  resources  of  fli"  Established  Church 
itself.  Before,  however,  (he  House  could 
agree  to  tbis  address,  he  thought  it  ought 
to  be  made  fully  aware  of  the  nature  of 
tlic  step  which  it  was  now  called  upon  to 
take.  The  question  it  became  them  to 
&!ik  was,  what  was  the  specitic  measuro 
which  the  address  pledgee  the  House  to 
adopt.  It  certainly  had  occurred  to  him, 
on  reading  the  address  as  it  stood  on  tho 
paper,  beioro  the  t»poech  uf  tho  uoble  Mar> 
qucss  was  delivered,  that  in  its  terms  it 
was  indefinite  and  vague  t  and»  cea*. 
sidering  what  had  already  been  done 
upon  this  question,  he  thought  it  unde- 
sirable to  address  the  Crown  again  in 
such  terms,  unless  there  were  pointed  out 
spec! Bo  measures  that  conld  be  taken  by 
the  Crown,  or  by  Parliament  at  the  sug- 
gestitin  of  tho  Crown,  tending  to  |>nnnoto 
the  object  tiie  uoble  Marquess  had  in  view. 
In  tbe  oourse  of  bis  speech,  however,  tbe 
noble  Marquess  did  state  some  measures 
which  he  thnnght  it  would  be  proper  to 
adopt.  lie  began  by  alluding  to  the  spirit- 
ual destitution  existiog  among  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  people— «  destitution  whidi  he 
(Sir  G.  Grey)  \hougbt  could  not  be  denied, 
whatever  opinion  might  exist  as  to  its 
causes.  Ho  oould  not  eater  upon  tho 
question  whether,  as  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume),  tbe 
noble  Marquess  had  made  sufficiotit  aUow- 


luuat  bu  reiaiued  as  a  practical  aud  work- 
ing body.  Well  meaning  though  tho 
scheme  which  had  been  brought  before 
them  was — well  inteutioned  as  it  was — 
brought  forward  as  it  was  with  the  purest 
motives,  he  could  not  ^t  all  regard  its  two 
main  features  as  being  more  than  timid 
expedients  to  henl  over  a  wqund  that  had 
sunk  too  deep  for  such  remedies.  Tho  bi- 
shops, clergy,  aud  laity  combined — that 
corporation  of  the  Church  of  England  was 
ereiy  day  more  moved  by  the  deep  feeling 
that  they  ought  to  have  some  voice  in  its 
control;  and  they  had  seen  that  already 
the  Bishop  uf  Exeter  had  held  his  synod, 
while  the  Bword  bad  pronounced  the 
question  of  synodical  action  one  of  great 
and  ^rowi'ig  importance.  Ho  did  not 
think  that  the  House  of  Commons — com- 
posed of  Churchmen  who  were  unwilling 
to  interfere  in  the  concerns  of  tbis  denom- 
ination, and  of  members  of  other  denomi- 
nationf*.  wlio,  as  honourablo  men,  were 
unwilling  to  interfere  in  the  concerns  of 
tbe  Church  of  England — would  find  itself 
competent  to  form  a  scheme  for  the  reform 
of  tho  Church  of  I'-niiland;  and  he  Jid  not 
think  the  Ciiurch  of  ICntrlaiul  wouhl  thank- 
fully receive  such  a  scheme.  The  great 
cause  on  trial  now  was  one  on  which  the 
Church  had  a  right,  legally  and  morally, 
to  speak  for  herself.  The  cause  was  so 
great  that  they  had  seen  both  parties 
claiming  for  themselves  a  fair  hearing  as 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
deciding  what  that  Church  really  is.  In 
such  a  time  as  this,  when  men's  hearts 
were  stirred  to  their  very  bottom — when 
plausible  palliatives  and  all  the  devices  of 
a  less  earnest  generation  were  clearing 
away,  a  scheme  prepared  by  a  Comnds- 
sion,  however  ro-ipectahle,  and  carried  l>y 
a  Vote  of  tiiat  nuut>e  in  one  night,  cuuld 
not  meet  tbe  requirements  of  the  Cbureb 
of  England.  The  Church  would  have  her 
convocation  so  soon  as  the  Sovereign  cho?e 
to  give  effect  to  the  promise  that  it  should 
be  called  together  whenever  occasion  re- 
quired; and  causes  were  in  operatio9 — 
causes  on  which  the  existence  of  the 
Church  depended — that  would  lead  men  of 
both  parties  in  the  Church  to  claim  the 
right  to  meet  and  decide  for  themselves, 
and  by  themselves,  what  the  circumstances  | 
of  the  Ciiurch   demanded.     The  noble 


Marquess  hud  (l  uic  t^i-eat  justice  to  the   anee  in  iiis  caleidution^i  for  the  rC"liL''"''tJS  m- 
subject  in  tlie  speech  he  had  made.    Tiiat  i  siructiun  cummuuicuted  by  those  vviio  di&- 
Mr,  A.  B.  Hope 
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MnteJ  from  tho  Plmrch  of  Enfjlnnd;  but 
he  must  sav  that,  after  iiinkiiif;  Hberal  nl- 
kvancc  on  that  head,  they  must  come  to 
A*  csneliMioD  tint  %  large  naniber  of  the 
inhabitants  of  this  citv,  and  of  other  large 
and  <}enselv-j>€oplcd  dtstricts  of  tl^'  rmin- 
try,  were  most  inadequately  provided  with 
Ike  nieefM  of  religions  inetrnetion,  whether 
vithin  the  Eitebfiehed  Church,  or  among 
the  Dbsentinf^  codimunity.  But  the  ques- 
tion arose — was  there  any  legislative  prao- 
tieal  remedy  for  that  deatitution  ?  Was' 
ttere  any  partieukir  meesure  Perluunent 
eeeii  adopt  that  would  apply  a  remedy  to 
the  eril  ?  Ho  admitted  the  vast  import- 
ance of  the  mofiil  and  religious  iustrucfcion 
of  the  great  mass  of  the  people}  not  merely 
viA  referenoe  to  thoeo  higher  interests  that 
vers  involved*  but  also  with  regard  to 
«tbm  of  a  moTo  «ijborfVinate  character, 
such  as  the  maiuteuance  of  order  and 
peace  throaghont  the  country  through 
the  emtenee  of  a  wdl^oondoeted  mond 
sad  religious  population;  and  he  thought 
th^t  pvery  exertion  ought  to  bo  made  to 
|in>mote  that  great  objeot.  No  exertion 
fiir  the  attarameot  of  that  object  could  be 
toe  gKat  if  it  were  made  with  discretion. 
The  noble  Mnrnuo^s  had  rcf  rrnd  to  the 
existence  of  spiritual  destitution,  and  he 
Mxt  referred  to  the  means  available  for 
nfieving  that  deetitatton;  and  he  (Sir  6. 
Grey)  concurred  with  the  noble  Marquess 
in  thinking  that,  in  ao  far  ns  an  improved 
maoasf^meTit  of  Chnrch  property,  with  the 
view  of  making  it  more  valuable,  could  ac- 
tew|iliih  that  objeet,  it  was  one  wbieh  it 
was  la  the  highest  decree  desirable  to 
earry  oat.    They  must  all  admit  that  if  the 

Sperty  vested  in  the  Church  did  not  pro- 
le  flaflfeieot  ftmde,  or  If  they  were  not 
ifpKed  to  the  spiritual  wants  of  the  people, 
ilwss  desirable  that  a  remedy  should  be 
smlied:  but  how  wrs  Parliament  to  pro- 
vuis  for  the  accomplishment  of  that  object  ? 
Oa  i«lniehig  the  history  of  the  last  few 
vears,  it  was  obTions  that  this  was  a  sub- 
ject thit  had  occupied  much  of  the  ntten- 
tKta  of  rjiat  House.  When  tlio  Kcelcsias- 
tiesl  Commission  was  establisiied  lu  1835, 
Ifct  ffpasa  aimed  at  was  the  same  as 
that  ttow  halbre  the  House*  namely,  to 
m>dw  more  nvaHable  the  property  of  the 
Uharch  towards  providing  for  the  spiritual 
wnta  of  the  people— to  intrbdaoe  reforms 
is  eaiaa  wbete  persons  were  receiving  large 
istenues,  and  not  performing  duties,  and 
!•  restore  tho'**'  revenues  to  channels  in 
wbieh  they  might  be  made  useful  for  spirit- 
Ill  pnrposeB.  Bm  wmM  nol  tntar  into  « 
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discussion  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
business  of  that  CDniniission  hiul  hcon  con- 
ducted, but  would  simply  say  that  much 
had  been  done  to  aeeomplish  the  ob|eet 
which  the  Commissioners  had  in  view. 
Followin':''  up  that  step  came  what  was 
QfiMcd  Sir  Kobert  Peel's  Act — a  most 
valuable  measure — by  which  a  large  sum 
borrowed  from  the  Oommisstoners  of  Queen 
Anne's  Ponntj  was  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Coinmissionors  to 
provide  district  clergymen  in  various  parts 
of  the  eouatry.  From  a  reiurti  made 
to  the  House  it  appeared  that  the  aug- 
mentation of  small  livings  bj  tlio  Com- 
missioners amounted  to  an  nnnunl  sum 
of  44,000^,  drawn  from  capitular  and 
olher  property,  and  representing  a  capital 
equal  to  1,400,000;.  In  addition  to  this 
sum  about  31,000?,  a  year  Imd  been  pro- 
vided under  Sir  Robert  Peel  s  Act,  mak- 
ing an  annual  sum  of  75,000/.  towards 
the  relief  of  spiritual  destitation«  There 
were,  besides,  voluntary  grants  from  pri- 
vate funds  to  meet  ?rfuits  made  by  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  Indepen- 
dently of  these  two  measures  to  whien  he 
had  adverted,  two  Commissions  had  been 
recently  appointed — one  a  Commission  for 
inquiring  into  the  best  mode  of  subdividinr^ 
large  parishes,  and  the  other  to  inquire  into 
episcopal  and  eapitular  rerennes,  in  order 
to  render  them  more  available  for  Church 
purposes  than  at  present.  The  first  of 
these  Commissions  had  made  a  report,  and 
a  draught  of  a  Bill  had  been  prepared, 
based  Upon  their  reoommendations,  rela* 
tive  to  tho  subdivision  of  parishes.  That 
Bill  now  stood  for  tho  second  readinsr. 
Tho  Commission  on  Episcopal  and  Ca- 
pitular revennes  had  presented  two  reports, 
and  a  Bill  founded  upon  them  had  boon 
brought  before  the  otlier  House,  havinc^ 
for  its  object  to  reniedy  tlie  evil  so  much 
complained  of  by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  B. 
Hail),  namely,  the  taking  of  fines  on  the 
renewal  of  leases.  That  Bill  Imd  been 
sent  to  n  !^p1pct  Committee;  but  it  wiis  of 
course  doubtful  whether  it  could  be  carried 
through  Parliament  this  Session,  because 
he  mnst  rsmmd  the  Hoase  that  it  was 
not  merely  tho  dry  question  of  whether  ihe 
property  of  tlio  Church  might  be  inereased 
iu  value,  that  they  had  to  encounter,  but 
many  other  questions,  as  to  the  rights 
of  lessees  and  th«r  |iropertjr  —  rij^ts, 
not  strictly  legal,  but  equitable  in  their 
nature,  and  of  very  long  standing.  Look- 
ing to  the  terms  of  the  Commission  which 
bu  been  isaued,  it  would  seem  Uurt  od» 
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of  tlic  principal  mentis  to  ■wlilcli  tlic  noble  •  would  not  be  sufficient  for  tho  erection  of 


MarquesH  louked  for  ihc  attaiuoiciit  of  the 
end  he  had  in  yiow,  was  in  progress  of  ae^ 
fiomplishment ;  and  if  tho  Motion  was 


tho  COO  churches  they  contemplated;  and 
he  did  not  think  the  Houae  ought  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  in  favour  of  such  a  recora- 


agreed  to,  and  the  address  was  carried  mendation,  unless  the  question  were  dis- 
to  the  Throne,  he  was  not  aware  that  they  tiuctly  brought  before  them  iu  its  wbolo 
eontd  receive  any  other  answer,  than  thi^t  bearings,  and  fully  inveBtigated.  He  agreed 
the  Crown  bad  already  taken  tho  mea-  very  much  with  what  had  been  said  by  the 
sure  whieli  was  contemplated  by  the  ad-  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone  (Mr.  A.  B, 
dress.  There  would  then  bo  this  objection  |  Hope),  that  butlJino;  churches  was  not  tho 
to  the  Motion,  that  it  implied  those  mea-  most  important  object  to  bu  attaiued.  It 
aures  had  not  been  taken  which  in  effect  was  a  feature  in  the  Act  of  Sir  Robert 
were  in  progress;  nor  had  the  noble  Mar-  Peel,  that  it  did  not  contemplate  the 
quess  shown  any  short  method  by  which  |  building  of  churches  by  tho  fnnds  which 
they  miijjht  arrive  at  the  solution  of  the  •  it  provided.  The  whole  of  the  sum  bor- 
diffieukies  which  were  already  under  the  rowed  from  Queen  Anne's  Bounty  funds 
eonsideration  of  a  Committee  of  tiie  House  was  applied  to  the  maintenance  of  addi* 


of  Lords,  which,  if  it  did  not  report  in 
time  for  the  Bill  under  their  notico  to 
become  law  this  Session,  would  clear 
the  ground  for  its  consideration  next  Ses- 
sion. The  noble  Marquess  went  on  to 
state  that  tho  only  other  means  to  which 
he  looked  was  tho  adoption  of  the  re- 


tional  clergymenr  and  the  result  was,  that 

the  sums  being  so  applied,  churches  wore 
built  by  private  funds.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Maidstone  had  said,  the  increase  of 
clergy  was  more  desirable  than  the  in* 

crease  of  churches;  and  in  that  view  lie 
{SirG.  Grey)  concurred.   He  also  thonn-ht 


commendations  contained  in  the  Second  that  great  power  existed  in  tho  hands  of 
Report  of  tho  Committee  on  Subdividing  the  authorities  of  the  Chureh  for  providing 
Parishes,  that  there  should  be  a  sale  of  i  further  means  to  meet  spiritual  destitution. 


Church  living.s  in  the  gift  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  raise  a  fund  for  the  erection 
of  churches.  If  tin;  object  of  the  noble 
Marquess  was  to  pledge  the  House  to  the 
principle  of  that  recommendation,  and  to 
ask  them  to  take  measures  to  carry  it  into 
ctfcct,  the  proposition  should  not  be  made 
indirectly,  the  House  should  have  the  sub- 
ject brought  clearly  before  them,  and  it 
should  not  bo  implied  by  an  address  so 
\QYy  f^cneral  in  its  terms  as  that  which 
had  been  moved  by  the  noble  Marquess. 
With  respect  to  thb  euestion,  however,  he 
must  observe  that  while  ho  might  concur 
ill  the  recommendation  of  the  report,  if 
limited  to  the  sale  of  some  of  the  smaller 
livings,  with  a  view  to  induce  private  per- 
sons to  endow  them  on  aeeount  of  the  pat- 
ronage; he  strongly  objected  to  the  whole 
of  the  Chancellor's  livings  hcina;  sold  by 
what,  in  effect,  would  be  public  auction. 
First,  such  a  proposition  would  take  away 
the  patronage  which  the  Minister  exer- 
cised on  the  part  of  the  Crown;  and,  as 
liad  been  observed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Maidstone  (Mr.  A.  B.  Hope),  in  tho 

C resent  state  of  the  Church  there  would 
e  this  further  objectiont  thai  parties 
would  It^  ludding  ng^ainst  each  other  for 
tlios(^  Hviugs,  and  that  associations  would 
be  foi  ined  for  their  purcliase,  which  he 
thought  very  nndesirable.  The  sum, 
moreover,  stated  by  llio  CommiasiouerB, 
SirG,  Qrtiff 


by  sanctioning,  under  episcopal  control, 
the  agency  of  laymen  as  assistants  to 
the  parochial  clergy.  Having  shown  tho 
House  that  the  Crown  bad  taken  those 
measures  which  the  noble  Marquess  called 
on  them  to  take,  and  having  expressed  his 
opinion  that  they  ought  nut  to  pledge  them- 
selves to  an  approval  of  a  recommendatiou 
of  doubtful  policy,  he  was  disposed  to  meet 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Marquess  by  mov- 
ing tho  previous  qncstion;  not  because  he 
(Sir  G.  Grey)  did  not  concur  in  his  object* 
but  because  the  If  otiui  wolild  lead  to  ma 
erroneous  view  of  the  opinion  of  tho  House, 
and  they  might  be  snpposed  to  have  pledged 
themselves  to  a  course  they  were  not  pro- 
pared  to  take.  As  to  tho  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hume),  he  admitted 
it  would  bo  desirable  to  obtain  the  iuforma* 
tion,  but  it  would  be  years  before  they 
could  obtain  it.  Thc}^  would  have  to  applv 
to  every  individual  connected  with  Chiucii 
property,  to  lessees  and  others,  and  after 
all  they  oould  only  get  a  vary  imperfect  re- 
turn; while  th»>  Commission  had,  lic  be- 
lieved, obtaiucd  much  of  the  informatioa 
the  hon.  Member  desired,  though  they  had 
experienced  the  same  difficulties,  as  the 
House  would  find,  in  getting  it.  With  re- 
gard to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
B.  Hall),  he  must  confess  himself  unable 
to  tiSHom  him  through  the  minute  detaib  of 
particular  caaet  ho  had  thought  it  his  d«lj 
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to  la?  before  tho  House.    He  could  not  go  |  ing  forward  and  developing  themselves  for 


bto  the  particulars  of  tbe  reT«niies  or  of 
the  condnet  of  bkbops  nnd  deans,  which 
did  not  necessarily  relate  to  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Bland- 
ford),  but  woaM  rather  confine  his  remarks 
to  thai  Motion.  He  -w-onid  sny.  however, 
that  to  many  of  tlic  evils  al1ude<l  to,  a 
prospective  rrninly  had  already'  been  ap- 
plied by  i  ariiauiout.  Tbe  present  mo<le 
m  wbidi  tbe  income  of  tbe  Bishops  was 
regulated,  was,  no  donbt,  open  to  great 
objection;  but  tlie  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
tdrerted  to  tho  fact  that  in  the  Act  of 
last  year  provision  was  made,  as  far  as 
possible,  for  remedying  that  eril.  [The 
riclit  hon.  Baronet  then  read  the  17th 
clause  of  the  Act  of  1850.]  He  felt 
bouod  to  object  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hume);  and,  whether 
Ac  Howe  actopted  ii  or  not,  ho  would 
move  the  previous  question  &a  to  tho  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess. 

Ma.  SIDNEY  iiiiiiBEET  said,  ho 
very  mneb  regretted  tbe  det^ion  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  G.  Grey)  had 
come,  because,  ho  thou;:jiit,  if  the  nature 
of  tbe  Motion  before  tho  House  waa  such 
u  to  ulaiit  of  a  donbtfol  interpretation. 


tho  purpose  of  carrying  the  lights  and  tbe 
consolations  of  tho  gospel  into  parts  of 
this  country  wliicli  they  had  not  reached. 
But  the  noble  Marquess  said  the  Church 
of  England  was  one  persuasion  out  of 
many.  The  noble  Marquess  claimed  no 
other  consideration  for  the  Established 
Chnrch  from  that  House.  The  noble 
Mar(j[uess  did  not  say  to  the  Dissenters, 
"  We  are  tho  Church,  and  yaa  are  not  tbe 
Cbnreb ;  "  but  he  said,  Let  us  develop 
our  own  resources  to  the  utmost  extent  to 
which  they  will  go.  If  we  can  make  pro- 
selytes from  heathenism,  so  much  tho  bet- 
ter; if  wo  can  malce  proselytes  to  the 
Church,  tliat  is  our  right;  all  wo  ask  is 
a  fair  stage  and  no  favour,  and  the  right 
to  extend  our  own  influence  with  our  own 
resources,  so  far  as  they  will  go."  It  was 
perfectly  true  that  the  Commission  which 
was  appointed  on  tlio  Motion  of  his  noblo 
Friend  the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  had  mado 
a  report  which  was  to  a  certain  extent  em- 
bodied in  tho  Bill  which  tbe  GoTomroent 
had  laid  on  the  table  of  tho  House.  Thai 
Bill  had  a  most  imnortaut  ol>i<>(.'t  in  view, 
because  it  would  give  independence  to 
such  of  the  clergy  as  were  working  on 


Ast  doubt  most  have  been  removed  by  the  |  small  stipends  in  very  lari^e  and  populous 

temperate  manner  in  wliicli  the  Motion  Imd  districts,  and  who  were  obliged  to  pay  over 
been  introduced  by  the  noblo  Lord  (tiie  '  tlie  dues  which  they  received  to  tlie  in 


Marquess  of  Blandford),  and  by  the  very 
sbfs  sdroeaey  which  it  had  received  at  his 

kaads.    The  name  of  the  noble  Lord  was 

alreodv  uieTititied  in  an  illustrious  manner 
with  ihc  history  of  this  country,  and  he 
(Mr.  S.  Herbert)  was  certain,  if  the  noble 
Marquess,  applying  himself  to  the  subject 
wliich  he  had  that  nii^ht  brouglit  forward, 
should  succeed — and  by  perseverance  he 
vould  undoubtedly  succeed — he  would  earn 
Ibe  gratitnde  of  this  country  to  a  degree 
sot  less  than  that  which  had  been  ah  eady 
awarded  to  the  name  which  he  bore.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Montrose 
(Mr.  Home)  said,  in  estimating  the  amount 
cf  the  spiritnal  destitution  in  England, 
they  had  omitted  to  make  any  allowance 
for  those  persons  and  classes  who  had  the 
advantage  of  the  ministrations  of  the  dif- 
fBreni  distenting  persuasions.  Now  bo 
^  Herbert)  was  not  disposed  in  any 
d^ree  to  undervalue  the  zeal  by  ^vhich 
tliose  ministrations  had  been  con(iiicted. 
He  held,  politically,  all  nonconformity  had 
a  defaD  not  only  to  tbe  widest  tolwation, 
bot  to  the  most  extensive  and  uninter- 
rupted religions  liberty;  and  he  rejoiced 
to  see  those  different  denonunations  pusb- 


cumbents  of  the  mother  church,  the  prin- 
ciple being  that  each  should  be  paid  for 

the  work  ho  had  done,  and  that  no  one 

should  be  paid  for  the  work  done  by  an- 
other. But  the  Commission  made  a  fur- 
ther report,  of  which  tbe  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  G.  Grey)  disapproved.  In  that 
report  they  recommended  that  tho  livings 
now  in  tlie  gift  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
sliould  be  sold  for  tho  purpose  of  creating 
a  fund,  with  a  riew  to  Church  extension. 
The  right  lion.  Gentleman  said — and  he 
(Mr.  8.  Herbert)  agreed  with  him^that  it 
would  be  better  to  apply  the  proceeds  of 
that  sale  to  tbe  increase  of  the  clergy  and 
to  the  multiplication  of  congregations, 
ratlior  than  to  tlie  building  of  churches. 
He  (Mr.  S.  Herbert)  tliought,  of  the  two, 
tho  former  was  the  preferable  object.  To 
have  congregations  must  be  the  first  con* 
sidcration.  A  church  waa  rather  a  lux- 
ury to  religion  thnn  a  necessity,  and  they 
must  first  have  congregations.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  pardon  him  if  he 
differed  from  him  entirely  as  to  the  pro- 
priety or  the  impropriety  of  the  sale  of 
these  livings;  the  snle  of  them  would  not 
deprive  tho  Crown  ot  its  patronage.  The 
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llviogs  which  were  nominally  in  the  gift  of 
the  Prime  Minister  were  the  Grown  livings, 
but  these  were  not  Crown  livings |  it  was 

the  pntrona;2:c  of  the  Chancellor,  quasi  the 
Cliaiuollur.  If  the  House  thought  they 
ought  to  remain  with  the  Lord  Ohaneellor, 
then  he  (Mr.  S.  Herbert)  said,  the  propo- 
Bal  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  tho 
City  cf  London  was  an  answer  to  that; 
for,  in  bis  first  Chancery  Bill,  he  proposed 
to  take  them  away  from  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor.  If  they  were  to  remain  in  the  gift 
of  any  official  funcfionarv,  he  (Mr.  S. 
Herbert)  preferred  that  tlicy  should  ro- 
niaiu  in  the  hands  of  the  Lurd  Cliancellor 
rather  than  of  the  Prime  Minister.  He 
recollected  the  perfect  storm  of  indigna- 
tion which  wna  raised  in  the  House  of 
Lords  when  somebody  objected  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  giving  a  living  in  Wales 
to  a  man  who  cotdd  not  speak  Welsh}  bnt 
the  greatest  amount  of  malversation  that 
oould  be  broi!":1it  agftiri'^t  the  Lovt]  Chan- 
cellor in  disposing  of  his  Ciiuicu  patron- 
age was,  that  when  some  kwyer  deserved 
well  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  was  not 
of  sufficient  distinctioii  In  tlie  pr(jfessioii  to 
obtain  a  liigh  appointment,  he  had  sonic 
brother,  or  other  relation,  a  most  respect- 
able  and  eligible  person,  who  answered 
vorj  well  for  a  Ghaneery  living,  and  thus 
.  Church  patronage  was  administered  for 
the  benefit  of  tho  law.  [Mr.  B.  Os- 
BOR.SB  :  What  is  the  case  of  the  bishops  ?J 
We  are  not  proposing  to  increase  the 
patronage  of  the  bishops.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  necessarily  used  his  patronaijo 
for  tho  purpose  of  furthering  the  advance- 
ment of  the  nnrfSsision  over  which  he  was 
plabed;  and  he  thought  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor nii2;ht  conscientiously  administer 
Churcii  patronau^e  for  llie  henetit  of  the 
law.  But  if  tlie  House  turned  that  pat- 
ronage over  to  the  Prime  Minister,  he 
greatly  feared  that  it  would  become  virtu- 
ally the  patronage  of  tiie  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  and  they  could  do  nothing  which 
would  more  shake  tho  confidence  of  the 
pnblie  in  the  Ghurdi  than  to  place  the 
Prime  Minister  in  a  situation  which  would 
enable  people  to  say—he  (Mr.  S.  Herbert) 
did  not  say  justly  or  truly — ^that  any  ap- 
pointment whieh  he  made  in  the  Chnreh 
waft  made  for  .such  and  such  political  ser- 
vices. For  liis  part,  In;  should  greatly  re- 
joice to  sec  ihat  patronage  diffused  through- 
out tlie  country;  fur  he  thought  the  con- 
nection between  the  laity  and  the  Chnreh 
might  bo  strengthened  by  such  indirect 
means..  If  these  livings  were  sold,  he  should 


bo  glad  to  see  persons  who  in  their  localities 
were  most  aealons  in  these  matters,  and, 

in  looking  after  these  matters,  purchase 

them.    Ho  very  much  doubted  that  the 
oifect  would  be,  as  had  been  argued,  that 
in  the  present  excited  state  of  fbeling, 
parties  ii  extreme  opinions  would  purchase 
advowsons  to  advaneo  their  opinions.  That 
would  be  au  argument  against  Sir  Robert 
Peel's  Act,  and  against  any  Church  ex- 
tension; but  the  fact  was^  that  the  value 
of  advowsons  had  never  been  so  low  as 
during  tlio  lust  sir  or  cr-veTi  years,  since 
there  had  been  bo  inticii  e.xeitenjcnt  in  the 
Church.    He  put  his  vote  on  the  grouud 
that  there  was  a  great  and  lamentable 
deficiency  in  the  religious  instmetiott  of 
England;  and  he  said  every  denomination 
and  every  Church  had  a  right  to  fair  plaj 
in  pushing  their  opinions.    At  this  mo- 
ment they  bad  a  Chnreh  pressing  forward 
in  the  most  energetic  manner  to  propagatn 
opinion?;  which  a  great  portion  of  hon. 
Members  in  that  House,  of  whom  he  was 
one,  held  to  be  nnseriptoral  and  unsound, 
and  to  have  a  most  deleterious  effect  oa 
the  constitution  of  .society.    If  tlie  House 
was  going  to  moot  the  creation  of  bishopa 
of  a  hostile  Church  by  no  other  measuro 
than  by  saying  those  bishops  shonld  not 
call  themselves  by  certain  names,  the 
House  would  not  be  the  winr^rr  of  that 
game.    Thov  must  have  recuur.se  to  niea- 
surcs  something  more  energetic  and  sume- 
thing  more  likely  to  meet  the  diflknitj, 
than  that  to  whieh  he  had  alluded.  Of 
the  two  noble  Lords — tho  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  John  Kuasell)  and  tho  noblo 
Lord  behind  him  (the  Marqness  of  Bhind- 
ford)«  the  two  champions  against  Papal 
aggression — give  him   (Mr.  8.  Herbert) 
the  noblo  Lord  behind  h'vn  (the  Marquess 
of  Blandford).    Such  a  Motion  as  the  ono 
before  the  Hons*  was  the  proper  way  in 
which  that  agsrression  ought  to  be  m«fe. 
I'lveryhody  might  have  seen  in  that  mor- 
ning's papers  a  statement  that  was  made  of 
tlie  zeal  w^hich  animated  the  head  of  that 
ChnnA,  and  how  the  metbods  fomerly  in 
ase,  of  selling  indilgenoeo,  were  to  be 
carried  on  for  tlio  purpose  of  (Muirch  ex- 
tension for  tlie  Roman  CathoUe  Church  tti 
London.    Was  the  House  prepared  to  sit 
still,  and  make  no  connter  motenmtY 
The  noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Biand'^ 
ford),  in  the  Motion  he  had  submitted  to 
tho  House,  e.xpres9ed  their  willingness  to 
make  suefa  a  movement.    The  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  G.  Grcv)  said  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Marqoesa  ti  Blaadfoid),  and  tboM 
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vbo  acted  with  him,  bad  brought  forward 
BO  ipecifie  mooflure.  The  nghi  hoo.  Ba- 
ronet could  not  have  forgotten  that  the 

rijht  hoti.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Loiverftiiy  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone)  only 
last  jear  proposed  a  moasure  of  episcopal 
leibnB;  Uia»  light  hon.  Gonttenian  last 
year  proposed  a  great  extension  of  the 
Episcopate,  for  the  purpose  of  giviiic:  to 
the.  biaiiops  the  power  of  really  exercising 
epi^p«I  ftinetioDS,  instead  of  making  tbein 
iaolated  beings,  of  a  rank  so  high,  on  the 
Due  Laiul,  that  their  clergy  could  not  ap- 
prweh  laein.  or,  on  the  other,  of  giving 
tiiem  so  much  work  that  their  clergy  could 
BOt  lee  them.  He  did  not  say  that  was 
as  accurate  description  of  all  their  hi:shops. 
Eii  ntrht  hon.  Friend  the  Member  lor  tlic 
rniTcrsity  of  Oxford  made  a  proposal  on 
tie  purely  voluntary  principlo.  Ho  pro- 
po»ed  to  eoBtribute  fnnds  for  tho  propaga- 
lim  of  the  doctrines  of  tho  Church  of 
F.n^laiid,  and  to  create  bishops  without 
any  charge  whatevef  to  tlie  State.  Tho 
qietdoD  whether  they  should  iaerease  the 
SQBiber  of  bishops  in  the  House  of  Lords 
vas  iusiunlfieant  iu  comparison  with  the 
object  which  liis  right  hon.  Friend  had  in 
view.  He  (Mr.  S.  Uerbert)  did  not  think 
it  auY  edvmtege  eith«>  to  inoreeae  or  di- 
Miniui  the  number  of  bishops,  so  that  tho 
fti^n  of  epif'copacy  mi'^'ht  be  increased. 
Uf  kimself  likewise  Teulured  to  propose  to 
the  House  a  plan  for  the  testorstion  to  their 
lil^t  and  pi-t>per  duties  of  the  chapters  in 
Ssil^and.  lie  said  those  were  institutions 
e^pre«'^ly  created  for  this  very  purpose, 
but  which  were  allowed  to  slumber  iu  com- 
pacstiTe  inutility;  and  he  asked  the  House 
to  assist  him  in  endeavouring  to  infuse  the 
ancient  vigour  into  those  establishments, 
tn  I  ais.^m  to  apply  them  to  .the  purposes 
for  which  they  were  originally  created — 
DSBidy,  the  diffusion  of  religious  ond  seen- 
Ur  edmtion  throyghont  the  cotnury. 
But  lie  vfAB  not  successful  in  that  Motion, 
lie  contended,  therefore,  that  the  right 
hoa.  Baronet  (Sir  6.  Grer)  ought  not  to 
lay  that  hon.  Members  on  his  (Mr.  S. 
Herbert *8)  side  of  the  House  had  brought 
forward  no  specific  men  ur<  <^  on  this  suh- 
kct.  He,  and  those  with  w  Uuni  he  acted, 
■sd  distinct  end  elear  ideas  hour  the 
Church  of  England  ought  to  be  reformed, 
and  how  tier  ministrations  and  her  pnre 
scriptural  doctrines  ouglit  to  be*  carried  not 
iutu  every  cottage,  but  into  every 
•dhur,  eovrt,  and  alley  in  the  great  cities 
«f  .tUs  country.  They  made  the  proposal 
■sv  under  consideration  $  and  he  hoped 
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the  House  would  think  that  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Marquees  of  Blandford)  was  not  tra- 
velling beyond  tho  province  of  an  inde- 
pendent Mtinber  of  Parliament  in  making 
this  Motion,  which  ho  (Mr.  S.  Herbert) 
trusted  the  House  would,  on  •  division, 
affirm. 

Sir  FiORERT  II.  INGLIS  siid,  that 
he  should  not  bo  tlinuglit  presumptuous  in 
asking  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a 
few  moments  on  the  subject  of  Church  Bz- 
tcnsion;  for,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon> 
troso  had  reminded  the  House,  Church  ei» 
tension  was,  some  years  ago,  a  subject  which 
he  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  had  taken  the  liberty  to 
bring  before  it,  with  some  hope  of  suooess; 
and  though  be  was  defeated  on  that  occa- 
sion, it  was  by  a  majority  no  larcrer  than 
seventeen.  When  he  brought  that  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  he  asked  not  for 
Church  extension  founded onOhnrch  meaos, 
but  Church  extension  as  a  national  object; 
and  all  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  lute 
Govemmeut  voted  with  him  on  that  occa- 
sion. His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wilts  (Mr.  Sidney  Herbert),  had  stated 
in  his  admirable  speech,  that  in  the  present 
instance,  the  noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of 
Blandford)  asked  for  nothing  more  than 
tlie  development  of  the  Church  for  her  own 
special  purposes:  but  the  larger  part  of 
tho  debate  thus  far  had  proceeded  not  so 
much  on  the  importance  of  Church  exten- 
sion, nor  even  as  to  the  beat  mode  of 
effecting  it,  as  upon  certain  idleged  abuses 
wliich  had  ofcurrc'(l  in  ro.«pcot  to  the  nian- 
ogement  of  tlu;  capitular  and  episcopal  es- 
tates, and  in  respect  to  residence  in  Wales 
and  non-residence  in  Ely,  and  -In  the  dif- 
ferent districts  and  parishes  of  the  country 
— subji'cts  which  were  not  at  nil  introduced 
by  tlie  Motion  of  tlie  noble  Marquess.  But 
the  whole  matter  of  the  former  debate,  in 
which  the  hon.  Gentlemen  tlie  Members  for 
Marylcbone  and  MontroMw  took  so  promi* 
nent  a  part,  turned  upon  the  question  of 
property  or  no  property,  of  salary  or  no 
salary.  Salary  was  the  word  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  applied  to  the 
income  of  the  bishops.  The  hon.  Member 
might  as  well  say  the  income  of  all  the 
dukes  in  England  was  their  salary;  for 
whatcTor  might  be  said  as  to  the  hisher 
obligations  on  which  tho  bishops  or  indivi- 
dual clergymen  held  their  property,  this  at 
least  was  clear,  that  they  ho}<\  it  on  the 
same  tenure  as  the  dukes  in  this  country 
held  their  estates.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Marylebono  talked  first  of  "  robbery,"  and 
then  he  softened  tho  vr<nd  down  to  pecn* 
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lation."  Ue  alluded  to  the  vav  in  which 
tho  Bishop  of  London  dealt  Krith  the  pro* 
porty  of  which  he  became  possessed  when 

DO  vvas  consecratcJ  a  bishop.  Thnt  par- 
ticular property — at  least,  that  at  Fulham, 
ioUeedy  was  tho  very  oldest  property  of 
which  we  hod  any  record  in  thu  eovntry, 
and  the  income  was  as  legitimately  his  as 
that  of  nMv  noble  Lord  in  the  land.  The 
hon.  Member  iutroduced  au  element  into 
the  discuasion  calculated  to  mislead  parties. 
He  (Sir  R.  U.  Inglis)  heard  some  one  near 
him  say,  that  the  Bishop  of  London  had 


desired  other  hon.  Members  to  form  th«r 
own  opinions,  and  decide  for  themsdres. 
He  woold  pay  his  tribute  of  praise  to  the 

temper  and  talent  displayed  by  the  noble 
Marquess  in  his  speech;  )nxt  he  would  ask 
the  Uouso  to  read  carefuliy  the  last  lines  of 
the  noble  Marqnees*  iResolntions,  and  then 
to  say  wbethor  they  did  not  contain  such 
propositions  as  that  House  could  not  assent 
to  in  their  present  form.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers looked  to  the  last  lines  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, thoy  wonld  find  that  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  make  an  invidious  distinc- 


only  a  life-interest  in  his  property.    That  tion  between  the  livings  held  by  the  Crown, 


was  very  true;  but  what  were  the  interests 
of  the  Dukes  of  Devonshire,  Bedford,  and 
Kutland.  in  their  estates  but  life-intere.sts  ? 
Then  there  was  anodif^r  f;i!l)\cv  introduced 
into  the  discussion,  with  rctercnce  to  the 
year  1836,  when  the  agreements  were 
made  on  which  so  much  stress  had  been 


and  those  in  the  gift  of  tlic  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. The  lirings  which  were  in  the 
Libir  BtgU  abote  20L,  in  the  gift  of  the 

Crown,  were  given  away  by  the  Prim© 
Minister;  but  the  livings  under  201.  were 
in  the  gift  of  tho  Lord  Chancellor;  bat 
in  both  eases  they  were  alike  eonneeted 


laid.  But  he  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  would  ask  •  with  the  authority  and  prerogative  of  the 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Benjamin  ilnll  i  who-  Crown.  Ho  be^i^d  to  be  understood  to 
ihcr  it  ivas  not  true  that  the  two  individuals  say  that,  to  his  own  knowledge,  the  pr^ent 
on  whose  crimes  he  had  dilated  in  so  touch- 

a  manner,  with  a  view  to  excite  the  in- 

di'nialiou  of  tho  House,  held  at  tint  tinie, 


Lord  Chancellor  had  exercised  his  privi- 
lege with  an  anxious  desire  to  discharge 

his  own  responsible  dnty  to  the  real  wants 
and  irrespective  of  the  later  arrangements,  j  and  benefit  of  the  Church.    It  was  but 
the  very  3ees  which  they  now  held?  The  just  to  the  present  noblo  Lord  who  oecu- 
hon.  Gentleman  had  sUted  that  the  Bishops  pied  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor  to  say 
of  London  and  Winchester  had  each  re-  that  he  had  done  so.    An  hon.  Gentlenmn 
celved  by  a  large  anj<»nnt  a  greater  sum  had  referred  to  certain  statistics  which  had 
than  their  successors  would  ever  receive  been  funnshed  by  a  leading  Dissenter  in 
from  the  emolnments  of  thdr  sees;  bnt  j  respect  to  the  number  of  Dissentetn  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  kept  out  of  view  members  of  the  Chureh  of  England;  but 
the  fact,  that  those  receipts  were  not  taken  he  had  the  strongest  reasons  for  distrust- 
under  the  terms  of  the  aarecmcnts  made  in  ing  those  calculations.    Whatever  might 
liu  was  on  the  Commission  for  in- ,  \^  g|^d  of  the  proportion  of  Dissenters  to 
quiring  into  the  Episcopal  Estates;  hut  J  Ohurehmen  in  some  large  towns — a  proper- 
though  he  had  been  placed  on  that  Com-  tion  greatly  overrated — this  was  clear*  that 
mission  at  tho  request  of  a  dignitary  of  tho  in  8,0n0  parishes  dissent  had  made  no  pro- 
Chureii,  he  had  never  brought  himself  to  n-rcss  at  all.    Therefore,  supposing  church 
sign  tho  report,  for  he  considered  they  had  accommodation  were  needed  there,  Dissen- 
no  more  right  to  inquire  into  the  proi)erty  \  (ers  had  done  noihing  to  provide  it.  Ad- 
of  those  Prelates,  than  they  had  into  tho  niitting  that  church  extension  was  wanted, 
property  of  any  other  individnal.  Ho  would  there  wero  several  modes  suggested  by 
aj>k.  had  not  the  labour*  of  the  Ecclesias-  ^  himself  on  a  former  occasion,  by  which 
tieal  Commissioners  resulted  in  ascertatn-  j  that  want  could  be  supplied.    One  was  by 
inn^  an  amount  of  tabular  infonnaiion  on  the  multiplication  of  the  number  of  minis' 
w!iii  li  hon.  Genlletnen  might  dilate  and  ters.  an  thcr  by  that  of  cinirehos;  another 
found  their  complaints  ?  They  had  ^dono  by  the  multiplication  of  cluirch  services, 
more  than  that.  .  They  had  furnished  Qn  the  Statute-book  there  was  an  Act 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  and  the  j  whieb  conferred  a  discretion  on  the  Crown 
hon.  Member  for  Mnivlolione,  with  ma-  to  CNftte  twenty-foor  suffragaii  bishops, 
terials  for  heaping  the  greatest  pos.sihle  This  would,  no  doubt,  bo  a  valuable  power 
amount  of  obloi^uy  on  the  Bishops  of  ^o  exercise.    But  the  point  at  issue  was  as 
England.   Bearing  that  in  mind,  he  (Sir  to  the  best  plan  of  Chnrch  extmaion.  One 
R.  H.  Inglis)  could  be  no  party  to  any  pro-  plan  proposed  the  sale  of  a  large  portion 
ccedings  carried  nti  with  reference  to  the  ^f  the  patronage  of  tlie  Crown;  another  a 
Church  by  tin-    I  n.  Members.   But  he.foreed  mIo  of  the  patronage  of  capitular 
8W  n,  U.  Inglis  » 
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|i«fertii«iito,  which  patronage  wm  to  be| 

torn  from  t?ic  :iinnnfrfment  of       owners'.  ' 
Tltc  first  of  the.^o  mli:!it  be  advantageous, 
thougli.  iadiviiluailj,  he  was  himself  most  I 
itroDgly  opposed  to  it;  the  other  he  should 
C^laioljr  regard  as  an  aot  of  spoliation.  | 
He  trostcd  tho  House  wonld  not,  by  a 
udc-wind,  give  such  a  proposition  eitiicr 
ametioii  or  encooragetnent.    He  could  not 
npfKMi  the  Resolutions,  but  must  record 
lis  vDic  in  favour  of  the  AmendmMit  of 
bis  riglit  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  ALCOCK  said,  he  was  decidedly 
•fene  to  the  proposal  of  lelling  the  liviDgs 
m  the  gift  of  the  Chancellor  for  the  pur- 
pose of  building  chiircbcs  in  other  par- 
iibes.  Such  a  proceeding  was  contrary  to  i 
(foy  principle  of  justice  and  sound  policy. 
The  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the  adrow- 
sons  oui^lit  to  be  applied  to  tho  livings 
themselves.  To  take  the  case  of  Ludlow, 
where  the  living  vras  only  1602.  a  year, 
aafl  where  there  was  a  popoktion  of  5,000, 
ssfdy  it  would  be  most  unfair  to  apply  the 
money  which  might  be  obtained  by  the 
•ale  of  the  benefice  to  another  part  of  the 
country.  He  believed  that  the  country 
Teqaired  600  new  chiirehes;  hut  he  strong- 
ly objected  to  the  mode  proposed  by  the 
noble  Marquess  for  raising  the  funds  ne- 
cessary for  their  erection.  Ho  believed 
Ibstif  the  vohmtaiy  system  were  properly 
pat  in  force,  the  people  of  this  great  coun- 
try would  cheerfully  contribute  the  neces- 
sary funds.  With  regard  to  the  observa- 
tions which  had  been  made  respecting  the 
Lord  Chanedh»r't  liTings,  he  wmild  merely 
remark  thai  the  fact  was  notorious,  that 
tho«e  livings  were  amongst  the  least  im- 
porcd  livings  in  the  kingdom.  How  could 
■t  be  edierwise*  when  the  Lord  Chancdior 
tod^  BO  interest  in  them?  The  Coramis- 
jioners  set  the  annual  value  of  those  bene- 
fices at  upwards  of  200,000/.,  and  repre- 
sented that  thuy  would  sell  fur  ten  years' 
larehases'hnt  this  was  an  entire  faUacy. 
for  many  9i  the  smaUer  henefices  would 
not  realise  m<Hre  than  two  or  three  jfears' 
purchase. 

Vs.  OO0LBURN  said,  that  while  he 

feU  he  was  not  competent  to  enter  at  any 
length  into  the  subject,  he  could  not  help 
eiprcs.-in*':  hia  cordial  approbation  of  the 
tone  and  manner  in  whicli  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Marquees  of  Bhindford)  had  intro- 
dseed  the  question;  and  he  was  the  more 
rejoiced  at  that  tone  and  manner,  consider- 
log  the  high  personal  character  of  the 
sdUe  Marooess.  Ho  (Mr.  Goulbom)  felt 
mn  that  no  was  onlj  efpressmg  what 
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must  he  the  general  feeling  of  the  House, 
when  he  expressed  tin;  gratification  which 
he  had  derivefl  from  ivitncssing  ouo  tilling 
so  high  a  station,  and  possessing  so  com- 
manding an  influence,  as  did  the  nohle 
Marquess,  manifest  SO  deep  an  interest  in 
the  welfare  of  the  great  body  of  the  pcoplo 
of  this  country.  He  trusted  that  the 
noble  Marquess  would  emulate  the  conduct 
of  a  noble  Lord  who  had  now  been  called 
to  another  place — lie  meant  the  Earl  of 
Shafteslnirv — in  his  desire  to  ditfuse  reli- 
gious iubtruction  throughout  tho  country. 
The  object  of  the  Motion,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  was  to  promote  the  usefulness  of 
the  parochial  clergy  and  the  sphere  of 
operation  of  the  Church.  He  (Mr.  Goul- 
burn)  thought  that  if,  after  the  manner  in 
wliicii  tho  noble  Marquess  had  introduced 
this  subject,  the  House  showed  an  anxiety 
to  get  rid  of  it  by  dividing  upon  the  pre- 
vious question,  tho  country  would  naturaiiy 
impute  to  them  a  disposttion  to  entertain 
feelings  at  variance  with  those  wliich  had 
been  expressed  by  the  noble  Marquess. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  tlie  House  proceeded 
to  divide  upon  tho  Motion  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  he  should  succeed  in  carry- 
ing his  Motion,  feelings  of  bitterness  might 
bo  created  in  tho  breasts  of  the  o])poiient3 
of  tho  Motion.  He,  therefore,  thought 
that  the  course  likelj  to  be  productive  of 
most  good  would  be  that  of  adopting  the 
Motion  without  division.  As  he  had  not 
been  prepared  for  the  statement  of  tho 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Marylobooe 
(Sir  B.  Hall),  he  was  not  in  a  position  to 
enter  into  it  fully,  but  there  were  some 
portions  of  it  to  which  he  would  address 
himself.  He  did  not  doubt  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  actuated  hy  the  feding  of  not 
misrepresenting  or  mis-stating  facts,  hut 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had,  notwithstanding, 
erred;  and  us  the  error  might  have  a  prc- 
judiciai  uiicct,  he  (Mr.  Goulburn)  thought 
it  necessary  to  correct  him  in  some  par- 
ticulars. The  hon.  Member  for  Maryle- 
bonc  said,  and  no  doubt  truly,  that  in  tho 
statements  be  made  be  was  solely  actuated 
hy  a  desire  to  promoto  Ae  interests  of  the 
Established  Church;  hut  those  statenu  nts 
would  scarcely  np|iear  to  other  friends  of 
the  Church  calculated  to  ctfect  that  object. 
The  greater  portion  of  the  hon.  Baronet's 
Statements  applied  to  a  condition  of  things, 
to  a  state  of  the  law,  which  no  longer 
existed,  and  the  recurrence  to  which  as  a 
topic  could  only  lead  to  angry  feclinss, 
unproductive  of  any  practical  result.  The 
hon.  Qentleman  had  gone  into  detuls  with 
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respect  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission, 
and  the  conduct  of  tlioso  who  had  acted 
under  it.  and  he  stated  tbat  a  ecrtain  oam- 
bar  of  bishops  rcceivi»d  a  larger  income 
nnder  it  than  tlioy  Imd  rctnrnctl;  but  the 
discrepancies  in  the  returns  did  nnt  nriso 
from  the  acts  of  the  bishops,  but  fioni  the 
Huh  of  the  Aet  of  Parliament.  The  Aet 
which  constituted  t}ie  Comuiatton  did  not 
apply  tn  the  tlif^n  ^^'xistin!::  inenmhents,  but 
was  mndo  prospective,  and  vem  to  apply  to 
'  fntnre  inenmbents;  and  the  hon.  Baronet, 
as  a  Member  of  Parliament,  was  more  to 
blnmo  for  the  defects  of  the  Act,  than  the 
bishops  who  made  returns  under  it.  The 


now  which -be  did  before  the  passing  of 
the  Aet  of  Farhamcnt;  but  in  his  case 
also  the  appointment  had  taken  plae^  be« 
fore  the  passing  of  the  Act.  He  then 
came  to  the  Bishop  of  Dnrham.  In  the 
case  of  that  right  rcr.  Prelate  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  stated  the  important  fact 
that,  daring  eeren  years,  he  had  expended 
for  the  pnrpfl!?e>  of  the  Church  a  sura  not 
less  than  30,000^.  Under  these  circum- 
stanoes  be  thought  the  hon.  Gcntleiuaa 
was  not  justified  in  making  an  attack  on 
those  prelates.  The  eharge  against  the 
Bishop  of  r  ri:^«ter,  as  to  his  not  imving 
visited  the  Cathedral  of  Kochcstor,  might 


hon.  Baronet  had  particularly  complained  j  be  most  casiljr  disposed  of.  Although  the 
of  the  returns  made  bj  the  Arehbisbop  of  I  bishop  was  designated  at  the  visitor  df 
Canterbury,  aiul  thr  Bishops  of  T.oiidon,  the  Rochester  Cathedral,  yet  it  was  not 


Winplicster.  and  Durham,  and  of  the 
snmllnoss  of  their  contributions  to  the  fund 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Commission- 
ers ;  but  he  had  neglected  to  mention  that 
they  had  cxponded  a  sum  of  not  less  than 
64,000^  for  the  objects  of  the  Comnii-^- 
sion.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  made 
some  serere  remarks  with  respect  to  tithes 
in  the  bishopric  of  Ely,  and  <liref  ted  those 
romarlvs  n^!:ninst  the  present  holder  of  that 
see,  forgetting  that  the  presont  Bi<hnyi  of 
Ely  had  nothing  to  do  with  them,  and  that 
the  cause  of  complaint  bad  been  anterior 
to  his  holding  the  living,  and  he  was  there- 
fore entirely  innocent  with  respect  to  the 
complaints  made.  Again,  with  regard  to 
the  Bishop  of  London,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
eensnred  that  prelate  for  not  giving  a  pro- 
per return,  al'^n  foro-cttin-^'  that  the  Bisliop 
of  London  was  in  possession  of  the  .'?ee 
before  the  Act  of  Parliament  came  into 
operation,  and  that  the  Aet  was  to  have  a 
prospective  effect.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  test  the  ef?ieaeT  of  the  Bishop  of 
London's  proceedings  not  by  referring  to 
returns  alone,  bnt  by  looking  at  the  alter- 
ed  state  of  the  important  district  placed 
under  his  spiritual  superintendence — he  al- 
luded more  particularly  tn  Bethnnl  Green 
and  other  poor  districts,  and  bj  drawing  a 
comparison  between  the  time  when  the 
bishop  commenced  his  spiritual  control,  and 
thf^  present.    The  state  of  bis  dioce<?c  wa«? 


on  that  account  bis  duty  to  be  continually 
paying  visits  to  that  oditice.  Ail  that  was 
implied  by  the  expression  •*  visitor'*  was, 
that  the  bishop  was  the  I'arty  to  deal  with 
any  Complaints  that  uiij/lit  be  made  with 
regard  to  that  ecclesiastical  institution. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  also  said  that  there 
was  no  ittstanoe  of  any  bishop  giving  up 
any  of  his  income  for  the  public  good;  but 
from  what  he  (Mr.  Goulburn)  had  already 
said,  it  appeared  that  tho  hon.  Baronot 
had  bnt  little  foundation  for  making  that 
statement.  Tho  Bishop  of  Salisbury, 
said  the  hon.  Baronet,  had  never  given  np 
anything  in  his  own  person  for  the  pro- 
motion of  the  public  welfare;  but  that 
very  bishop  was  the  first  that  expressed 
his  approval  of  the  propoaol  to  reduce  the 
episcopal  iucomoj'.  Then,  again,  with 
respect  to  the  IVisliop  uf  St.  David's.  It 
was  stated  tliat  he  had  not  discharged  his 
duty,  Inasmnoh  as  he  had  not  provided  for 
the  repairs  of  the  Cathedral  of  his  diocese. 
Now  with  respect  to  that  ]>oint  f^rvat  legal 
didiculties  had  arisen,  which  the  Commis- 
sion of  which  he  (Mr,  Gonlbnm)  was  a 
member,  had  under  their  considereUon,  and 
witli  wliloli  the  hisliop  was  not  at  all 
charLjeahle.  The  Iji^hop  had  dorie  all  in 
his  power  to  remove  those  UitiicuUies,  but 
had»  like  the  Commissioners,  been  unsoe- 
cesirfnl  in  his  ende<lvoarB  to  place  matters 
in  a  Mtisfactory  state.    In  fact,  lie  (Mr. 


very  didorent  now  from  what  it  was  some  i  Goulbrtni)  contended  that  nearly  all  the 
years  ago;  and  although  he  had  received  j  abuses  which  had  been  pointed  out  would 
a  largo  income,  he  had  not  devoted  it  to  be  found  to  be  of  a  date  antecedent  to  the 

luxurious  expenditure,  hut  principally  for  accession  of  tho  present  holders.  Th© 
the  purpose  nf  ererttn!]:  churches  and  pro-  hon.  Baronet  said  that  he  would  have  no 
riding  means  for  the  spiritual  instniction  ,  bishops  and  no  clergymen  with  incomes 


of  the  poorer  classes.    Then,  again,  with 
respect  to  the  Bishop  of  'i\'inchester»  it 
was  said  that  ho  received  the  some  sum 
Mt,  QoiUbum 


above  5O01.  a  year*  Desiroua  as  he  wan, 
therefore,  for  an  extension  of  the  parochial 
system,  he  wm  not  prepared  to  aoeept  il 
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tt  the  expense  of  the  sacriiico  which  the 
boD.  0«iitImuui  eaUed  upon  hioi  to  malte. 

He  coold  not  agree  that  5001.  was  a  sum 
which  no  clergyman's  Income  should  ex- 
ceed; neither  could  he,  as  a  member  of 
Ika  Episcopal  Chnrch,  which  had  been  from 
tha  aarlieat  times  connected  with  tne  State, 
consent  to  the  abolition  of  that  order  in 
whose  efficiency,  lie  believed,  consisted  the 
main  instrument  for  the  civilisation  of  this 
conatij,  nor  to  refbse  ibem  an  income 
whiok  ahonld  occasion  them  to  be  respect- 
ed by  an  classes  of  the  people.  It  was 
because  wo  had  rescued  ourselves  from 
abuses  formerly  existing,  and  were  now 
emtribotlng  witH  one  Imirt  and  Toice  to 
•drance  the  interests  of  the  Church  and 
of  the  country,  that  ho  cotikl  not  consent 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
Ibr  Kontrose. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  that  all  that 
eonlJ  be  said  in  fiwour  of  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lonl  (the  Marquess  of  Bland- 
ford;  had  been  so  well  said  by  him,  and 
afl  that  conld  be  urged  in  favoar  of  the 
AoMndment  had  been  so  well  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  ITuine), 
that  he  would  not  have  ventured  to  pt  e- 
•Cnt  himself  to  the  Honae  but  for  the  ob- 
aemtions  of  the  last  speaker  (Mr.  Goul- 
bnm).  All  that  had  been  stiiil  divided 
h«elf  into  two  propositions :  first,  that 
tiiere  was  spiritual  destitution  in  the 
Chareh;  and,  aecondtj,  that  there  were 
means  in  tho  Church  itself  for  providini; 
for  that  destitution.  ITo  believed  that  it 
had  been  fully  and  satisfactorily  proved 
that  while  wo  had  a  Church  the  most 
richly  oidowed  of  any  in  the  worid*  we 
had  also  a  population  tho  most  neglected 
that  any  Christian  country  could  e.xhilnt. 
The  revenues  of  the  Established  Church 
eoeld  be  ahown,  by  Parliara^taij  rotumfl, 
to  be  very  nearly  5,ri00,000i.  a  year. 

!th  the  exception  of  the  five  rno^t  power 
fnl  States  in  Europe,  nnnuly,  I] upland, 
Prance,  Austria,  Prussia,  and  Russia,  he 
doubted  if  there  was  any  European  eoun- 
trj  vluMM  reveoues,  for  the  support  of  its 
trmy,  navy,  and  civil  cstabli^lnncnt  were 

E -eater  than  those  of  tho  Church  of  Eng- 
od.  We  had  afao  a  population  in  a  con- 
ation so  destitute  and  deplorable  that  all 
the  f'Torts  of  all  the  societies  wliieli  have 
litoly  in  i^o  laudable  a  manner  been  e^tab- 
Usijed  for  the  purpose  of  ameliorating  it, 
bid  hShd  to  oTCrtahe  the  evil.  That  was 
the  &et.  Then  how  did  the  case  stand  ? 
Tbere  were  rep<»u've»  in  the  Established 
Church.   Then  why  were  they  not  applied 


to  remedy  this  state  of  things  ?  His  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  B.  Hall)  bad  ahown  that  the 

cause  lay  in  the  maladministration  and  in 

tho  bad  di:^tribution  of  those  funds,  so  that 
they  were  rendered  inefficient.  What  did 
the  returns  show  ?  They  had  placed  be- 
fore them  jarioua  suggestions  by  which 
this  destitution  might  bo  relieved.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  \Mlf-^liire  (Mr.  S. 
Herbert)  would  excuse  him  for  saying  that 
he  would  only  embarrass  himself  and  the 
House  so  long  aa  he  passed  by  the  plain 
and  obvious  remedy  to  give  them  otiiers 
far  niore  far-fetched,  and  complicated,  and 
questionable,  in  place  of  those  immediately 
at  hand.  Whltt  waa  the  obTions  remedy  f 
They  had  these  revenues  administered  by 
certain  parties,  ecclesiastical  difrnitaries,  of 
whom  it  was  plain  that  they  had  too  much 
power,  and  too  little  responsibility,  and  of 
whom  the  iiolde  Marquess  who  brought 
forward  the  Motion  said  tiiat  tliey  had  too 
many  sccuhir  and  too  few  spiritual  func- 
tions to  which  they  could  attend.  Well, 
the  dignitaries  of  the  Church  were  the  ad* 
ministrators  of  those  revenues,  and  they 
administered  thetn  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
intercept  .them  on  their  way  to  the  poor. 
That  was  the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend 
behind  him  (Sir  B.  Hall),  and  he  (Mr.  Hors> 
man)  thought  that  he  had  proved  it  clearly. 
Let  thetn  take  the  case  of  the  hicfhe^t  dig- 
nitary of  the  Church,  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury.  15,000^  a  year  was  the 
Parliamentary  income  of  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  and  he  was  possessed  of  two 
palaces  so  magnificent  that  it  was  matter 
of  notoriety  that  it  had  coat  him  between 
20,000{.  and  30^0002.  to  take  possession 
of  fliein  when  he  was  appointed.  The 
value  (if  all  the  benefices  and  other  pre- 
ferments in  his  gift,  amounted  to  be- 
tween 60,000?.  and  70,0001.  per  annum. 
Well,  they  were  told  that  they  might  sell 
tin-  Lord  Clinn''ellor's  livini!;^;  that  tliey 
mii^lit  run  out  the  b^ist's  of  les-ces;  nav, 
more,  they  had  even  had  a  Bill  beloro 
them  which  proposed  to  tahe  away  the  Jree 
sittings  from  the  pOfHT,  and  pnt  them  up 
for  sale  ;  and  these  were  the  remedies  that 
were  suggested  for  the  removal  of  ex- 
isting evils.  But  the  plain  and  obrioua 
remedy  of  taking  off  that  superfluity,  re- 
sjiceting  which  every  ono  in  that  House 
was  pretty  well  ni;r(!ed,  was  passed  over. 
Ho  believed  that  every  man,  with  the  ex- 
ception, perhaps,  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  O.\ford  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis), 
had  made  up  his  mind  tliat  ]  5,0001.  a  year 
for  a  bishop  of  the  Church  was  more  than 
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any  oiher  eonntrj  in  the  world  would  allow  |  euch  great  abuse  existing  at  present,  ho 

for  such  a  purpose.  Tlicii  came  10,000/.  would  bo  more  justified  in  stating  them, 
per  annum,  7,000/.  per  annum,  and  so  on,  Well,  he  (Mr..Horsnian)  would  give  an  in- 
until  within  seven  years  wo  had  a  sum  uf  i  stance  of  very  great  and  Hagrant  abuse 


600,0002.  reeeWcd  by  tho  Episcopal  boDoh  I  existing  at  this  mpment;  and  ho  roallj 

in  fines  alone.  The  first  remedy  then,  he 
maintained,  was  to  take  away  that  super- 
fluity frou)  the  dignitaries  at  tho  liead  of  the 
Church,  and  distribute  it  among  the  poor 
who  were  in  want  of  it.  He  might  be  told 
that  he  was  not  a  friend  of  tiie  Church  for 
making  such  a  proposition;  but  he  would 
affirm  that  it  was  not  in  the  statement  of 
abuses,  bat  in  the  becoming  champions  of 
those  abuses,  that  the  real  danger  to 

the  Church  arose.  It  was  snid  !ty  the  I  question  to  the  noble  Lord  nt  tlic  Itead  of 
rin;ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  tho  ■  ll»o  Government,  respecting  the  estate  of 


thought  that  the  circumstances  of  the 
which  he  was  about  to  reveal  required  some 
explanation.  X^otwitbstanding  the  start- 
ling statement  that  had  been  mdte  by  hit 
hon.  Friend  newr  him,  he  would  venttire  to 
say  that  the  House  would  pronounce  the 
proceeding  he  was  nhont  to  mcntiou,  one 
of  the  most  oxtraoidiaary  ever  known  of 
any  biahopi,  or  ever  aanctioned  by  any 
public  assembly.    He  had  yesterday  put  a 


University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goulburn), 
that  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  B.  Hall)  had  at- 
tacked the  Bishop  of  London  and  the  other 
bishops  for  having  received  incomes  which 
were  given  to  them  by  Parliament;  while 
with  the  enacting  of  the  law  that  gave 
them  thoee  incomes,  they  had  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do,  yot  that  tliey  were  held  re- 
sponsible for  it.  But  that  was  a  statement 
Tery  different  from  what  his  hou.  Friend 
did  say.  What  he  asserted  was  that  the 
Bishop  of  London  had  been  one  of  tho 
Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  revenues  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  that  ho  was  one  of  tiiosc  who  signed 
tho  report  of  the  Commission,  recommend- 
ing what  the  income  t  f  the  bishops  should 
be;  that  in  that  Repor  t  it  was  recouitnend- 
ed  that  tho  future  income  of  tlio  Dishup  of 
London  should  be  10,000^.  ayesr,  and  that 
that  recommendation  had  been  adopted 
and  carried  into  effect;  but  that,  notwith- 
standing, the  Bishop  of  Loudon  retained 
for  himself  a  mnch  larger  income,  while  he 
approved  of  a  diminution  in  the  case  of  his 
successoi  ?.  Tiiat  was  what  his  hon.  Friend 
statetl,  lie  (Mr.  Ilorsman)  had  no  wish 
to  dii^pute  tho  juslieo  of  the  encomiums 
that  hsd  been  psased  upon  the  Bishop  of 
IiOndon;  but  when  they  were  about  to  test 
the  generosity  of  a  prelate,  they  must  con- 
sider, not  what  he  gave,  but  what  he  re- 
tained. If,  out  of  an  inoome  of  15,000/.  a 
year,  a  Bisltop  of  London  gave  10,000/., 
he  then  retained,  and  deserved  some  credit 
for  retaining,  ]>erhaps,  not  above  twice  as 
much  as  a  bishop  ought  to  be  contented 
with;  but  if  a  Bishop  of  London,  out  of  an 
aoDQsl  income  of  50,000/.,  gave  away 
10,000/.,  ho  would  not  give  him  credit 
for  as  much  generosity.  Then  it  was  said 
his  hon.  Friend  had  referred  to  bygone 
•bniflfts  but  that  if  he  conld  show  any 
Jfir«  Eonrnen 


Horficld,  a  matter  which  bo  bad  more  then 
once  brought  before  that  House,  but  with 

regard  to  wliich  he  had  never  been  able  to 
obtain  a  satisfactory  explanation;  and  with 
the  permission  of  the  House  he  would  now 
state  what  were  the  facts  of  tho  case.  The 
estate  of  Ilurtield  was  situated  near  the 
city  of  Bristol.  It  was  let  upon  a  lease  of 
three  lives  in  1817  by  the  then  Bishop  of 
Bristol.  Two  out  of  the  three  lives  dropped 
in  1831,  when  Bishop  Qray  was  Bishop  of 
Bristol.  Bishop  Gray  did  not  renew  the 
lives  when  they  first  dropped;  he  attempt- 
ed to  do  80  afterwards,  but  not  coming  to 
terms  with  the  lessee,  he  gave  up  the  idea 
of  renewal,  an  J  -^i  1  iliat  he  would  leave 
the  rcinalniug  life  to  fall  in  for  the  benefit 
of  the  sec,  instead  of  his  own  fainiiv.  Bi- 
shup  Alien  succeeded  Bishop  Gray  iu  lSct4. 
Biulop  Oner's  determination  bad  been  made 
known  to  Loni  Melbourne,  who  is  SMd  to 
have  repeated  it  to  Bishop  Allen,  on  his 
appointment,  and  to  have  stipulated  with 
him  that  he  should  not  renew  the  lease 
which  Bishop  Gray  had  anticipated  would 
fall  in  to  cnricli  the  see.  Bishop  Allen  is 
stated  to  have  nccoptcd  the  bis.hopric  r.n 
these  terms.  He  wna  translated  from  that 
see  to  £lr  in  1S36>  and  on  leaving  it 
he  wrote  a  letter  to  tiie  Ecclesiastical  Com* 
mission,  wlilcli  was  read  before  the  *  'vu\- 
mittce,  in  which  ho  stated  that  it  was  ins 
opinion  that  the  estate  should  be  allowed  to 
lapse  to  the  see.  Then  the  present  Bishop 
of  Gloucester  and  Bristol  was  made  bishop 
of  tho  united  sees,  and  he  took  pos^session 
of  his  diocese  in  1836.  Thus  there  was 
an  understanding  that  the  lease  was  not  to 
be  renewed,  and  tho  undeistaoding  Was  so 
clear  that  no  pledge  was  asked  of  the  new 
bishop,  and  nothing  was  said  to  him  on  tho 
subject.  Nothing  was  done  from  1S36 
until  1842,  when  die  one  vemaining  life. 
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Dr.  ShiAweill,  wm  t«ken  ill,  and  tbere  were  |  tnent  into  effect,  not  openlj  and  in  public. 


Ihm  nmionre  afloat  that  the  bishop  intend- 
ed to  renpw  tlip  lease.  Tlie  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  upon  hearing  the  rumours, 
told  their  secretary  to  communicate  with 
Ae  Imliop  on  tlie  rabjeek,  wbieb  he  did, 
narindbg  him  of  the  undoratanding  that 
hfwl  Wn  cotno  to,  and  hoping  that  he 
would  not  think  of  renewing  the  lease. 
The  bishop  replied  that  he  felt  insulted  by 
the  suspicion  —  that  if  he  renewed,  he 


but  by  a  private  transfer.    The  matter 

was  submitted  to  their  solicitor,  who,  how- 
ever, declined  to  sanction  that  trnns- 
uction;  be  refused  the  respousibiltty,  and 
told  them  that  they  must  prepare  a  scheme, 
and  proonre  an  Order  in  Council.  The 
scboTno  wfts  prepared,  and  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Attorney  General,  and  it  was 
supposed  to  be  within  twenty-four  hours  of 
being  ratified  when  the  matter  came  to  hia 


thought  he    should   be  doing  something  (Mr.  Horsman's)  knowledge,  and  he  qucs- 


unbeconiing  a  bishop,  and  that  would  leave 
a  lasting  reproach  to  his  family;  and  ho 
Mid  thai  he  was  eorrj  that  the  Oom- 
WMenera  could  suspect  him  of  acting 

10  rery  —  ?i  blank  is  then  left  for  a 
word  or  epithet — and  the  sentence  con- 
cludes "a  part."    The  Commissioners,  on 


tioned  the  Attorney  General  in  the  House  on 
the  subject.  He  did  not  get  a  satisfactory 
answer;  and  he  then  appealed  to  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Qovemment  not  to 

sanction  the  order  tmtil  he  had  read  the  evi- 
dence which  had  just  been  give  before  a 
Parliamentary  Committee.  The  noble  Lord 


dMveeecpt  of  the  bishop's  letter,  deeiredf  consented,  and  in  the  end  he  refosed  to  ratify 
tbeir  secretary  to  write  and  tell  him  that  j  the  scheme,  Butthe  worst  was  still  to  come, 
they  were  sorry  for  havinij  wounded  his  feel-  Last  year  Dr.  Shadwcll  died,  and  now  they 
mgif  and,  apologising  for  what  they  had  had  it  in  evidence,  by  Parliamentary  re« 
me,  eonelQaed  by  saying  they  were  mneh  tnra,  that  the  Bishop  of  Gloaoester  and 
eouforted  by  the  assurances  contained  in  Bristol,  by  his  own  act  and  deed,  had  re- 


Ms  epistle.  This  took  place  between  1842 
aud  1847.  In  1847  the  Ecclesiastial  Com- 
misuooers  bod  to  make  an  arrangement 
abent  Ibe  Ibtnre  income  of  the  Bishop  of 
GWueester  and  Bristol.  They  found  that 
the  see  would  be  able  to  produce  more  than 
5,000/.  a  year,  and  they  decided  timt  a 
coatribatioQ  shoold  be  made  by  the  fntnre 
bishop  of  700{.  a  year  to  the  Episcopal 
fund;  they  detcrminf>d  also  to  take  posses- 
sion af  Ilorfield,  and  ])a3sed  an  Order  in 
Council  for  that  purpose,  vesting  the  estate 
mihemselTea  after  the  next  vacancy.  Under 
these  circamstances,  the  Commissioners 
might  well  be  surprised,  at  the  commence- 


newod  (bnt  lease,  his  own  •'eetPtnrv  being 
the  lessee,  and  bis  own  children  being,  as  it 
was  reported,  the  lives  put  in  the  lease. 
Was  there  any  other  pttbiic  department  in 
which  such  a  transaction  would  be  permit- 
ted ?  Was  there  any  man,  except  a  digni- 
tary of  the  Church,  that  would  venture  to 
carry  ont  such  an  act  with  so  total  an  in- 
difference to  the  opinion  of  the  public? 
He  (Mr.  Horsman)  had  not  yet  been  able 
to  obtain  any  explanation  of  the  terms  on 
which  the  renewal  of  the  lease  had  taken 
plnce;  but  he  knew  that  Mr.  Finlayaon 
calculated  that  three  young  lives  put  into 
the  lease  depreciated  tho  vulne  of  the  pro- 


tamt  of  the  year  1848,  when  thdy  received  ;  perty  90  per  cent.  To  the  noble  Marquess 
s  esmnitniieation  from  the  Bishop  of  Glou- 
eester  and  Bristol,  telling  them  it  waa  his 

interlio'i  to  renew  the  lease,  and  givin;:^ 
tlicm  the  refusal  of  it,  provided  they  paid 
down  a  sum  of  1 1 ,5001.  They  were  as- 
Unished,  for  they  had  already  written  to 
the  bishop,  reminding  him  of  the  moral 
obligation  under  which  he  lay  not  to  re- 
sew.  The.  bishop's  reply  was  in  effect 
tins,  **  I  hnaw  nothing  of  this  moral  obli- 
gation; I  hsre  a  le^  right;  the  fine  is 
ll,500i.;  pay  it,  and  save  the  estate, 
refuse  it,  and  I  will  renew  the  lease  anj| 
alieoate  the  property  from  the  Church.' 
The  Conwisaimiers,  acting  no  donbt  from 


opposite  he  felt  grateful  for  the  Motion 
which  he  had  proposed.  These  questions 
demanded  avj]  \vould  obtain  serious  consid- 
eration. Public  opinion  out  of  doors  would 
soon  override  all  Parliamentary  majorities 
or  Ministerial  Amendments  on  this  impor- 
tant subject.  A  feeling  was  spreading  far 
and  wide  that  we  must  reform  our  Episco- 
pate, or  have  no  Episcopate  at  all— that  we 
most  reform  onr  Ohnreh  establishment,  or 
have  no  Church  establishment  at  all.  There 
were  manv  rhtirchmen  both  in  tb.at  House 
and  out  ot  it  who,  before  a  few  short  years 
elapsed,  unless  these  crying  abuses  were 
rectified,  would  make  up  th«r  minds  that 


good  motives,  frnt,  in  hie  (Mr.  Horsman's)  it  was  better  to  have  religion  independent 
opinion,  most  improperly,  agreed  to  deal  I  of  an  establishment,  than  to  have  an  estab 


with  the  bishop,  and  to  pay  the  11,500/.; 
bit  Aey  endeavoored  to  carry  the  arrange- 

VOL.  CXVIII.   [tried  BBBtSS.] 


lishment  administered  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  make  it  independent  of  religion. 
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Mr.  LOFTUS  WIGRAH  nil.  he  re- 
gretted that  the  present  occasion  ehould 
have  ^cen  used  for  imiulging  in  personal 
reproach  and  recricumatiuii.  Certain  sub- 
jeets  Bad  beao  introdneed  into  the  diaeiu- 
aion  unjustly,  beeause  it  w«t  most  inipro* 
per  to  brlnij  forwai  fl  charges  against  in- 
dividuals without  previously  giving  notice. 
Everjhody  knew  what  colour  might  be 
giv«n  to  an  «r  jMifit  atatamffit.  fie  ad- 
mitted the  existence  of  the  statements  in 
the  blue  book  to  which  he  observed  the 
hoo.  Baronet  (Sir  B.  Hall)  referred;  but 
if  notiee  had  baao  give*  that  cfaarfM  wwa 
to  be  founded  vpoD  thaae  staCeaMiita,  par- 
tics  in  that  IIouso  would  have  been  pre- 
pared to  meet  tbera.  The  Bishop  of  Win- 
chester had  beeu  selected  as  one  against 
whom  oartun  ohai^es  might  ba  madai  hut 
he  believed  it  would  be  found  upon  inquiry 
that  that  prelate  had  abstained  in  many 
cases  from  disposing  of  leases  or  patronage 
of  great  Talna.  iuid  with  rogaati  to  tha 
Bishop  of  Ely,  any  one  who  visited  the 
cathedral  there  would  bear  testimony  to 
the  propriety  which  distinguished  every- 
thiog  connected  with  it.  He  hoped,  tbere- 
fora,  that  tha  Honaa  would  not  allow  itaelf 
to  be  borne  aside  by  the  ooUateral  discus- 
sion which  bad  taken  place,  from  the  real 
aabjeet  uader  consideration.  The  noble 
Iionl  {tiM  Ifarqaaaa  ol  Bhadford)  dtowad 
that  a  strong  necessity  aiittad  for  atore 
relief  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  the  people, 
and  an  extension  of  tlie  iiarocliial  system. 
Upon  that  proposition,  the  hoa.  Member 
for  M oatroaa  (Mr.  Hona)  had  laorad  an 
Amendraant,  to  which  ha  <lCr.  L.  Wigran) 
could  not  fifive  his  support;  because  years 
must  elapse  before  the  inquiries  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  baoompleted, 
and  the  object  of  the  noble  Marquess  would 
be  entirely  defeated.  With  rcgnrd  to  the 
Motion,  he  must  leave  it  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess to  say,  after  the  suggestion  which 
had  haan  tnada  to  him,  wh^bar  lie  ahoiild 
press  his  Motion.  He  (Mr.  L.  Wigram) 
thought  his  object  niiirht  he  sufficiently  an- 
swered by  the  expression  of  opinion  which 
it  had  olioited;  but  if  he  went  to  a  division 
ha  tbonld  aapport  the  Motion;  at  the  same 
time  not  considering  that  he  should  be 
committing  himself  with  regard  to  any 
specific  vote  upon  the  dispositioti  of  the 
Grown  rerenuea.  If  tha  Motion  was  aar- 
liad«  it  would  give  a  practical  impulse  to 
the  object  at  which  it  w  as  nin-ed;  if  reject- 
ed, the  bcnetit  of  that  impulse  would  be 
lost,  and  a  damp  would  be  thrown  upon  the 
objoet  whiah  the  aohle  Merer  bed  in  new* 


Me.  booker  lotted  the  abfante 

of  his  hon.  Friend  tho  Member  for  Satt 
Somersetshire  (Mr.  W.  Miles)  on  this  oc- 
casion, beeause  he  thought  the  statemaata 
which  had  bean  nude  aa  to  the  oondoet  of 
the  Bishop  of  Glouoester  and  Bristol,  and 
the  charges  brought  flgainst  that  right 
rer.  Prelate,  were  enough,  if  unanswered, 
not  only  to  damn  the  character  of  any 
member  of  the  Batahliahad  Ghurah*  but  to 
damn  the  character  of  any  man.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  House  would 
pause  before  tbej  came  to  any  verdiot 
upon  the  ooodoat  of  the  right  rer.  Pralate; 
and  be  (Mr.  Booker)  might  be  aHowed  to 
remind  them  of  the  circumstances  to  which 
reference  had  been  made.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men would  remember  Uiat  some  years  ago 
there  oeaarred  in  the  city  of  Briatol  moot 
revolutionary  riots,  and  that  during  thwe 
riots  the  episcopal  palace  in  that  citv  wag 
destroyed  by  the  mob.  He  (Mr.  Booker) 
reooUaatad  diet  after  the  amalgamation  of 
the  leaa  ef  Gkmoaator  and  Bristol  diffienl- 
tics  occurred  in  providing  for  tlie  prelates 
of  those  sees  an  episcopitl  n -nience;  nnd 
he  believed  it  was  after  cumbatiog  those 
difliealtiea  ai  far  aa  heoonid,  that  we  pie> 
sent  right  ter.  Prelate— than  whom  a 
more  learned,  a  more  piou?,  a  more  exem- 
pUry,  or  a  mora  efficient  Prelate  did  not 
exiit  in  the  Eitobliabed  Ohorch  — wai 
thrown  back  upon  his  original  right  in  the 
estate  of  Ilorfinld.  He  was  satisfied  that 
that  liu'lit  It  V.  1 'relate  would  he  ah!c  to 
vindicate  his  character  most  tnumphantly; 
and  he  moat  expreaa  hh  regret  Oat  any 
elements  of  discord  had  been  tntrodaced 
into  this  debate,  which  rrn"?  commenced  in 
a  spirit,  of  tho  greatest  kindness  and  good 
feeling. 

Mr.  BBHNAIi  OSBORNB  agreed  with 

the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  after  so  g^ve  a 
charge  had  been  made  on  the  authority  of 
a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  no 
time  ongfat  to  be  allowed  to  alapoe  none- 
cessarily  without  some  answer  or  eonlra* 
diction  being  given  to  that  charge.  He 
believed  it  was  in  the  power  of  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  present  to  give  some  infor- 
mation to  the  House  <m  tlra  aafajeet;  and 
he  begged  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goul- 
burn;,  m  his  capacity  of  an  Eccleaiaatical 
Commtwionan  whether,  hmring  heard  dto 
■tatamant^  he  wenld  be  content  to  sit 
silent,  or  wna  prepared  tetallj  to  deny  the 
charge  i 

Mm.  60ULBURN  said,  that  as  an 
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more  cognisance  of  the  manner  in  v/K\c\\ 
the  Bt«hop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol  dis- 
po««4i  oi  iiDj  lease  he  might  have  to  renew, 
tlii  lie  bi4  of  ill*  mode  in  whioh  any 
fltfNf  Infthop  or  penon  might  dispose  of 
property.  Al!  hf*.  knew  was,  that  the  ar- 
rangement the  Kct  Ief?in?tical  Coniniission- 

iotenUed  to  mskka  with  t^e  Bi»hop  of 
QlNiMtw  lid  Brislfll  for  the  porpeM  of 
seenriDg  bv  a  lefal  enactment  the  aianor 
of  Horfipl(f  to  the  sec  in  perpetuity  was  put 
tn  end  to;  and  ot  what  had  sjnce  been  done 
he  (Hr.  Gonlbiire)  had  ad  idea. 

the  Marquess  of  BLANDFORD,  in  re- 
plv,  %nui  he  liaJ  :o  tliank  tlie  TTmise  for 
the  patienoe  with  whieli  tlicy  had  crtnsid- 
ored  the  subject,  and  the  nearly  unanimous 
Mng  whieh  had  been  ezpresaed  aa  to  the 
inpartuiee  of  the  question.  He  eoneurred 
in  the  greater  part  of  the  opinioTis  erpre?? 
ed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
Hme),  who,  he  belieTed,  was  aetuated  by 
a  ^Dcere  desire  to  see  efficient  refonns  ef- 
fertr'f^  in  the  Estahlished  Church.  He  on- 
tirtly  coucurred  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
Id  tbo  principle  of  his  Amendment,  that  it 
via  deairaUi,  at  far  as  possible,  to  obtain 
aa  iasighiinte  the  property>)f  the  OhoKh; 
Hot  he  thought,  after  the  opinion  which 
bad  been  eipressed  by  several  hon.  Mem- 
bers, it  might  be  better  if  the  \xon.  Gentle- 
Ma  would  consent  to  withdraw  hia  Atnend- 
Tnent.  at  least  for  the  present.  He  must 
•Ay,  in  reply  to  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary, 
that  there  waa  no  definite  proposal  before 
the  Hoose,  that  lie  theoght  io  the  course 
of  the  tli=:c!iss!on  a  numher  of  very  definite 
propositions  had  been  made,  lie  did  not 
visa  by  his  Motion  to  bind  hon.  Gentle- 
iiaa  te  any  paflleular  Tlew8»  hat  merely  to 
put  forward  a  broad  proposition  that  the 
spiritual  destitution  of  the  people  was  a 
most  fitUng  subject  for  the  consideration 
of  that  Hoose.  He  would,  thenfere,  take 
the  sen  •   f  the  House  on  the  Motion. 

Ha.  HUME  said,  that  as  he  was  most 
vixious  to  support  the  noble  Marquess,  he 
would  willingly  withdraw  his  Amendment, 
and  be  hoped  the  Hooie  weald'  asaeiit  to 
the  Motion  without  a  division. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdraton. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  eaid.  there  had 
Aan  a  tery  general  ooosent  on  the  part 
of  the  House  to  the  prin4rfp1e  involved  in 
the  Resolution,  that  it  was  desirable,  as 
f*r  as  possible,  to  promote  the  more  cffi- 
^ent  relief  of  the  spiritual  wants  ui  the 
and  to  eitead  the  parochial  ays- 
tin  If  netiit  dmm  fram  the  feaooreea 


of  the  Clinrch  itself.  He  had  beforo 
said,  that  if  this  Resolution  pledged  the 
House  to  adopt  the  reeonmiciidation  for 
the  sale  of  the  Grown  liTings,  lie  thought 
it  would  be  most  inexpedient  to  adopt  it. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Univcr- 
sity  of  CBmlnidgo  had  objected  to  that 
reooiumendutiun,  but  at  the  same  timo  ex- 
preasedan  opinion  that  the  principle  of  the 
Reaolotion  might  reodve  the  assent  of  the 
House.  On  tho  distinct  understanding, 
then,  that  no  opinion  was  expressed  favour- 
able to  that  recommendation,  and  regarding 
the  Resolution  as  merely  expressing  an 
opinion  in  which  he  believed  they  all  con- 
curred, that  every  practical  moans  should 
be  taken  to  effect  the  object  of  the  noble 
Mavqneaa,  though  he  did  not  thinlt  it  pea* 
sible  thai  Parliament  woald  at  preaent  take 
other  means  V  tyond  those  now  in  opera- 
tion, he  would  not  offer  any  opposition  to 
the  Motion. 
Main  Qneation  pat,  and  agmd  tQ. 

CAiiRIAGES. 
Sm  De  lacy  EVANS  moved  Ibr 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  alter  the  dntr 

on  earrlagea.  There  were  above  100,000 
nrtisnns  employed  in  the  manufacture  of 
carriages;  and  their  objection  to  the  pre- 
sent duty  was  that  it  not  only  diminiuied 
the  revenae,  hot  the  trade  in  earriagea. 
He  proposed  not  a  remission  of  the  tax, 
but  a  modification  of  it;  by  which  he  be- 
lieved  the  revenue  would  not  in  any  way 
suffer.  The  dnty  at  present  varied  from 
51  U.  5d.  to  11.  5s.;  and  the  right  hon. 
Chnncol'or  of  the  E.xchcquer  must  be 
aware  that  the  carriage  trade  was  in  a  de- 
clining state,  and  that  the  revenue  front  < 
that  sonree  waa  also  deolinin||f.  Ten  years 
ago  the  number  of  exemptions  was  re- 
turned as  25,000,  and  now  it  was  45,000. 
The  advertisements  of  carriages  for  sale 
"  trader  tax,  or  exempt  from  tax,'*  showed 
how  this  duty  was  evaded.  He  proposed 
that  in  future  there  should  only  be  three 
classes  of  vehicles  subject  to  tax — four- 
wheeled  carriages,  drawn  by  two  or  more 
horsee,  dionid  pay  32.;  Ibnr-wheel^  car* 
riages,  drawn  by  one  horse,  should  pay 
21. ;  and  vehicles  with  two  wheels  should 
pay  U.  annually.  He  also  proposed  that 
agricnltnnd  ▼ebiolaa  should  oe  altogether 
exempt  from  duty. 

Motimi  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  leave  be  iriven  tf>  bring  iu  a  Bill  tO 
reduce  tiie  iiuty  on  Carnages." 

The  OHANCBLLOR  o»  tbi  EXCHE- 
QUER hop«d  that  the  Hooae  iroald  not 

B  9 


Digitized  by  Coogle 


103  Ecclesiastieal  Betidmicu  {COMMONS} 


104 


agree  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member.  He  concurred  with  liim 
in  thinking  that  some  alteration  might  be 
made;  but  after  the  finaneial  reduetioas 
which  had  already  been  effected,  he  trusted 
tbnt  he  should  have  time  given  him  to 
pause,  and  that  he  should  not  be  fi«ked  to 
go  farther  during  the  present  year.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  said  Chat  no  lose 
would  be  sustained  bj  the  revenue  in  con- 
sequence of  the  proposed  alteration;  hut 
this  was  an  assertion  easily  made,  though 
not  so  easily  justiiied  by  proof.  He  did 
not  think  that  in  the  present  year  he  ought 
to  be  called  on  to  sacrifice  more  of  the 
public  revenue  than  htid  been  sacrificed 
already.  Even  if  the  House  thought  it 
necessary  that  this  branoh  of  taxation 
should  be  reviewed,  a  reasonable  time 
ought  to  be  allowed  for  that  purpose.  If 
the  income  tax  had  been  renewed  for  a 
series  of  years,  it  might  haye  been  possible 
to  have  carried  into  effect  the  remission 

Sroposcd  by  thn  hart,  find  r-allant  Member; 
ut  in  its  present  shape  it  was  impos- 
sible. 

Ma.  HUME  said,  that  the  tax  on  car- 

riages  was  now  not  more  than  it  was  ten 
years  ago,  and  thia  was  a  proof  that  iraods 
wcro  committed. 

Mb.  p.  H.  HOWARD  said,  he  con- 
curred that  the  exemptions  led  to  an  in 


obelisk,  hot  the  prooeetfings  were  put  a  slop 

to  by  the  admiral  on  the  station. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pmposcd — 

"  That  thi«  House  will,  To-morrow,  re«olve 
itself  into  s  Conunittee,  to  consider  of  praseotfaig 
to  Her  Majesty  an  humble  Address,  that  She  will 
be  plea«ed  to  give  directions,  that  the  Gnuxite 
Oboliitk,  giren  hj  the  late  Bfbhomet  Ali  to  the 
British  l^ation  (which  Obelisk  is  now  lyin?^  on  ths 
beseh  at  Alexandria),  majr  be  broaght  to  Lngiaad, 
and  t'l.it  'Ills  II  I  11  grant  such  funds  as  may 
bo  requisite  to  bring  it  to  and  erect  it  in  an  appr^ 
priata  sltiiation  hi  England." 

The  CHANCBLLOR  or  tee  EXCHE- 
QUER could  not  consent  to  the  MotaoB 

without  further  consideration.  The  report 
of  Sir  Gardiner  Wilson  nnd  other  tmvellerg 
was  to  the  effect  that  the  inscriptions  on 
the  column  itself  were  so  nneh  injarad 
that  it  would  be  scarely  worth  while  to  inevr 
the  expense  of  carrying  it  to  this  country 
at  all.  However,  the  question  of  expense 
was  not  quite  so  elear  as  tiba  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  think.  The  cost  of  conveyance 
would  prohnbly  be  much  larger  than  7,000?. 
[Mr.  HcTMC  :  i  will  undertake  to  bring  it 
to  this  country  myself  fur  that  sum.j  The 
offer  was  certunfy  a  tempting  one,  hot  he 
did  not  think  i% would  be  quite  fair  to  take 
the  hon.  Mcniher  nt  hi?  word.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion, and  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche* 
quer)  wonld  promise  that  the  question 
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finity  of  fraud;  but  in  tlie  present  state  of  j  should  engage  the  serious  consideration  of 


the  finances,  he  thought  the  hon.  and  gal 
lant  Member  would  not  advance  his  cause 
by  pressing  his  Motion  to  a  division. 

Sir  De  LACY  EVANS  said,  that  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  almost  given  him  a 
promise  that  ae  would  eonrider  the  sub- 
ject, he  wonld  beg  leave  to  withdiaw  his 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  vnthdraum* 

THE  EGTPmif  OBSLISE-CLEOPAp 
TRA'S  NEEDLE. 

Mr.  HUME  moved  for  nn  At^rlrcss  to 
Her  Majesty,  That  She  will  be  pleased 
to  give  directions  that  the  granite  Obelisk 
given  by  the  late  Mahomet  All  to  the 
British  nation  may  be  brought  to  Eng- 
land." The  obelisk  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Prench  nation  had  long  since 
been  conveyed  to  France;  and  it  was  a 
reproach  to  England  that  that  which  had 
been  presented  to  the  English  nation,  and 
which  might  be  couvejed  liere  for  G.OOO?. 
(Mr  7»000r,  was  permitted  to  remain  bu- 
ried in  the  sand.  The  Army  and  Navy 
sabscribed  in  1801  to  bring  homo  this 

lU  ChaneeUw  of  the  iadltjiwr 


the  Government.  He  certainly  did  think 
that  the  subject  was  one  which  required 
farther  deliberatiott. 

CoLoxEL  DUNNE  thought  it  was  a  bar^ 
baric  practice  to  remove  these  momuments 
of  antiquity  horn  their  appropriate  scenes. 
The  money  wonld  be  mnch  more  advan- 
tageously expended  if  allocated  to  th«  par- 
poses  of  the  Dublin  hospitals. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
One  o'doek. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
BWiMfday,       2, 1851. 

MnniTst.]  *  Frauo  BnM.--Oonve7»nce  of  Mails 

hj  RAilwaj-8. 
2°  Ecclesiastical  Residences  (Ireland);  Chwrehei 

and  CliajKls  (Ireland)  ;  Uailed  Ohareh  of  Eng- 

land  and  Irt- l.md  ;  Pharm.noy. 
R^porUd  —  Burgesses  and  Freemen's  Pariia. 

meotarj  Franchise. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  RESIDENCES 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
Mb.  NAPIER,  in  xiaiiig  to  move  the 
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Second  Reiidiog  of  this  Bill,  which  related  ' 
to  residences  for  the  Parochial  Clergy, 
said,  he  would  ob»er?e  that  there  were  two 
dUierBilb  of  Iub  on  the  paper  of  the  day, 
one  referring  to  the  erection  and  support  of 
Chorcbes  and  Chapels  by  private  endow* 
meot;  and  another,  entitled  the  United 
Olmdi  of  Eogltod  and  Ireland  Bill,  baT- 
mg  in  new  the  contoKdataon,  amendment, 
an  l  repeal  of  old  statutes,  save  so  far  as 
existing  rin^hts  were  concerned.  His  ob- 
ject was  to  introduce  guch  provisious  un 
nirtt  make  a  complete  and  satta&etoty 
eodo  on  the  subject.  In  attempting  to  do 
BO  be  bad  taken  care  that  tbc^e  should  bo 
no  interference  with  vested  rights.  The 
3td  George  II.,  e.  12,  and  the  Slit  George 
m.,  c.  19,  were  fair  specimens  of  the 
patrhwork  ?vstpm  of  Icc^i'^lation.  Ho  had 
gone  over  all  the  Acts  relating  to  the  sub- 
ject, and  bad  extracted  such  of  their  pro- 
linons  as  had  appeared  to  him  just.  Forty- 
see  statutes  had  been  consolidated  and 
amended,  and  selections  had  been  made 
from  fifteen  other  statutes,  some  of  which 
mM  only  to  England.  With  regard  to 
ne  Bill  respecting  the  residences  of  the 
chrgv,  he  had  to  observe,  that  by  a  recent 
Act  of  Parliament  residence  was  a  duty 
e&fon^  under  a  penalty;  and,  therefore, 
tkpronding  and  mdntaining  a  smtahle 
NMeaoe  was  properly  considered  as  a 
charge  on  the  profits  of  the  benefice.  One 
of  the  earliest  Acts,  lOtb  William  III., 
t.  6,  recited— 

"  That  the  uiansioa  houses  of  the  clergy  li&d 
toeo  ruined  and  destroyed  bjr  the  frequent  wars 
and  rck'llions  that  have  happened  in  thi'<  king- 
dom, whereby  residence  has  bocumo  very  difficult, 
and  U  like  to  continae  so,  unless  duo  encourage- 
wtai  be  given  to  rri>iiild  and  repair  ttM  formier 
%OQies,  and  to  erect  fi«w  lioases." 

Ibat  was  tbo  first  Act  on  tlie  subject. 
IToder  that  Act,  and  those  connected  with 
il»  the  person  who  first  took  the  benefice 
and  built  a  mansion  for  the  purpose  of  the 
benefice,  was  allowed  to  e.\pend  one  and  a 
half  jcar's  income,  and  was  at  liberty  to 
iiwrge  two-Hurds  agunst  the  successor 
vho  first  receired  a  year's  income.  That 
A'-t  was  s!ihseqnently  modified,  and  the 
at  present  was.  that  two  years'  income 
H^t  be  expended  when  the  building  was 
«a  a  new  site,  and  one  and  a  half  year's 
income  when  it  was  on  an  old  site.  There 
•eemed  to  be  no  reason  now  for  this  distinc- 
tion, and  be  proposed  in  the  new  Bill  to  mali.e 
teeysan'  net  income  the  limit  of  the  ex- 
imve  in  all  caaea.  With  legavd  to 


'  the  claim  of  the  original  builder  against 
his  successor,  h*"-  cmild  recover  from  liis 
successor  at  picicat  the  entire  sum  ex- 
pended. That  person  reeoTored  three- 
fourths  from  the  next,  i^o  recovered  one- 
half  from  the  next,  wlio  recovered  the  re- 
maining fourth  from  the  next.  That 
system  woi^ed  with  great  injostice,  and  it 
was  well  illostrated  by  a  ease  that  recently 
enme  to  his  notice.  The  caso  was  that  of 
an  (  lifriiial  l)uildcr,  who  had  built  in  1795, 
aud  who  hiid  a  charge  exceeding  QOOL  Ho 
lived  twenty-two  years,  and  his  snocessor 
thirty>fbnr  yeaia.  The  present  incumbent 
was  presented  lately  by  the  Bishop  of 
Limerick ;  but  the  living  is  not  worth  now 
more  Ann  a  year,  and  yet  he  had  to 
pay  thrse-fMirths  of  the  charge — that  was 
to  say,  moro  than  three  years'  income  for 
a  house  bttv-six  years  old.  Now,  in  such 
a  case,  the  liability  was  not  equally  dis- 
tribnted.  What  he  had  to  propose  was, 
that  the  first  party  going  to  build  shonld 
present  a  memorial,  statinir  the  necessity 
for  building,  and  that  the  report  made 
thereon  shonld  be  certified  by  the  bishop. 
It  was  then  proposed  to  give  the  first 
builder  a  certain  number  of  years'  enjoy- 
ment of  the  oharp^r,  which  he  proposed 
should  be  Uquidatcd  at  the  rate  of  2  per 
cent  annually,  so  that  each  person  would 
recover  against  his  successor  the  amount 
of  the  charc^e,  minus  the  reductions  for  the 
period  of  tuiie  which  he  had  enjoyed  it. 
The  churgi  would  thus  exhaust  itself,  and 
every  person  would  pay  a  proportion  of  the 
entire  building  in  reference  to  his  period  of 
enjoyment.  The  next  [joint  iie  proposed 
in  the  Bill  was  the  adoption  of  the  prin- 
ciple contained  in  what  are  celled  in  AOg^ 
land  the  Gilbert  Acts — viz.,  a  power  of 
rnisinei;  funds  by  mortgage  for  the  purpose 
of  building,  to  be  repaid  by  easy  instal- 
ments, payable  by  the  incumbent  for  the 
time  being.  The  present  mode  was  to 
compel  by  sequestration;  but  that  was  ex- 
pensive— It  was  only  available  when  an  in- 
cumbent had  been  two  years  in  possession, 
and  it  handed  over  the  proceeds  sequester- 
ed to  the  refractory  party  to  expend  them. 
Under  the  new  code  the  bishop  woidd  be 
bound  to  superintend  the  proper  expen- 
diture. The  next  point  related  to  per- 
petual enrames.  formerly,  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  tlio  power  of  charging  was 
limited  to  50/.,  because,  when  the  law  was 
made,  the  Board  of  First  Fruits  were  em- 
powered to  make  free  grants  in  aids  hot 
that  fond  waa  nowttaaafetred  to  the  Bode- 
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BiAstical  Commissioners,  and  vaB  now 
wholly  diverted  from  iU  original  purposMi 
so  thai  til*  riinilAtioa  wbieb,  wmb  auide* 
wM  a  boon,  was  noir  a  griavanoe.  He 

proposed  to  remove  that  gricvanco,  and  to 
put  perpetual  curates  on  the  same  footing 
as  uther  iueutnbent«  with  respect  to  it,  and 
to  give  all  olassss  of  the  rmdani  elergy 
equality  of  pririleges,  and  open  fiketlitieB  for 

{trivate  endowments.  The  no\t  point  re- 
ated  to  ft  registration  of  chnr<^es,  so  ihnt 
everpr  incuuibeiit  might  know  Uie  extent  of 
bis  habilitj.  He  noir  eane  to  tbat  pari  of 
the  Bill  relative  to  the  law  as  to  dilapida- 
tions,  than  which  Inw*  ia  its  present  state 
nothing  could  be  more  unjust.  It  too 
often  ha(»pene4  thai  olergymon  In  Irdaod 
died  in  a  elate  of  poverty,  and  Uial  tfaeir 
families  were  left  with  scnrcoly  nny  means 
of  Bubsistenoo,  and  yot,  according  to  the 
present  law,  a  hcuvy  charge  might  bo 
brought  against  Ihein  for  dilapidations.  It 
was  always  assumed  thai  the  vesidcnce  was 
to  be,  and  could  be,  kept  in  a  state  of  undi- 
minished repair.  He  hoped  tho  House 
would  allow  him  shurtly  to  refer  to  the 
opinions  of  several  eminenl  prslates  on  tlils 
point.  The  Bishop  of  Limerick  wrote,  "  It 
has  added  many  a  bitter  irtj^^rcdient  in  tho 
oup  of  the  fatberiess  and  the  widow."  The 
Bishop  of  Down  and  Oonnor,  The  law 
is  in  a  rerv  uncertain  and  unsatisfactory 
state."  The  Bisliop  of  Kilmorc,  "As  to 
the  building  clmrpjes  and  dilapidations,  tho 
law  requires  complete  revision  and  explana- 
.  torj  enaetmenls."  The  Arehdeaeoa  of 
Cork,  "  There  is  no  subject  requiring  legal 
j-pvl^ion  "omuch;  tho  results  sometimes  so 
distressing  to  the  families  of  deeea.Hcd  in- 
cumbents.'* The  return  made  to  tho  Bi- 
shop of  Tnam  by  the  arehdeneob  end  Twal 
deaiie  ataled— 

"  Tlie  nfccssity  of  jiroviditiij  for  h\iiM:i  ^ 
«hM-fes  upon  inttitutioa  to  a  bcnefio*  has  At  all 
tiDMS  beea  iaeoavetttettt  aaidl  cmbarmsitef:  bat 

the  difficulty  is  much  inrrcasod  by  the  rtHliietioii 
of  parochial  income,  and  the  subdiTiiion  of  bene- 
flam.  To  promote  a  poor  elergyman  to  a  bene- 
fice for  which  ho  may  be  in  every  other  rc5]wct 
peculiarly-  eligible,  would  be  in  many  tnauinoes  to 
consign  him  to  hopeless  ioBolvency.  Tlie  IMM* 
tio«  with  regard  to  dilapidations  is  grievous  nnd 
ineffective.  If  a  clergyman  dies  in  distress  (as 
many  do  now-a-days),  his  successor  must  either 
resort  to  le^^  proosediogs  sfsiiist  the  widow  and 

pairs." 

The  return  then  referred  to  tho  state  of 
the  present  incomes,  nhd  showed  tho  aver- 
ago  of  the  beneticed  clergy  to  be  aa  aver- 
age 1901.  net  |»er  niwiMn.  Thn  tuuan 
iff,  ik^fkr 


from  the  Bishop  of  Killaloe,  after  goibg 
over  similar  eompiamts  of  the  oppressioa 
and  injustiee  ef  Um  fMSeilt  law,  stated* 
'*  It  is  most  Muneady  deshned  that  the  law 
of  dilapidrttions  were  altered."  It  stated 
the  nvrtTLgo  ineonio  of  tho  beuofieed  clergy 
at  about  i'^Ol,  net  per  annum,  aikd  in. 
some  pUuMi  that  tte  inoumhebt  was 
actnallj  out  of  pesket*  and  eondtded 
thus " 

"  That  as  matteH  stand  at  plrntnt.  tho  ineomo 
of  th«  fllergy  is  loarBelf  more  than  the  iaterMt  of 
the  money  whlah  il  soUs  to  edaesia  than  iw  Ihw 

ministry." 

Now,  what  ho  pvoposod  to  do  on  this  part 
of  the  subject  was,  that  the  repairs  shoold 
be  classified  and  divided  into  branches; 
iirstt  ordinary  oonnal  repairs}  secondly, 
substantial  and  permanent  repairs,  ilo 
proposed  that  the  first  should  be  executed 
at  the  exclusive  charge  of  tho  occupier; 
and  that  the  soeoed  uonM  be  n  ebarge 
on  the  benefice  as  a  building  ebarge.  Ia 
estimating  dilapidations,  he  proposed  it 
shonld  bo  considered  :  first,  what  siiould 
have  been  done  by  the  uioutubent  at  his 
own  eost;  seeend,  wbal  hy  way  of  oharge; 
third,  whether  there  had  been  negfigenotf 
in  not  cxocuting  the  latter  nt  the  proper 
time;  and,  fourth*  whether  proper  dili- 
gence had  been  used  in  obtsiniDg  indem- 
nity for  dilapidations  which  eiislN  Isfoto 
his  incumbency.  Under  the  preseot  law 
the  incumbent  could  rebuild  and  charge; 
but  if  he  made  repairs  he  could  not  charge. 
He  thonghl  all  would  he  placed  oa  aa 
equitable  basis  if  permanent  repairs  were 
placed  on  th(»  footing  of  building;  charges. 
He  also  proposed  to  introduce  n  piovisioa 
to  enable  a  clergyman  to  ask.  fur  a  com- 
mission to  tnapeot  thd  hoiise«  and  to  see 
that  it  was  in  proper  repair,  and  te  obkau 
n  certificate  that  it  wng  so.  There  wore 
also  provisions  fur  insuring,  and  with  re- 
speet  to  nnsttilaUe  reaidenees.  The  re- 
sideneea  hnilt  in  fi»nner  tnnee  by  inenai* 
bents  were  in  many  cases  not  suitable  to 
the  present  timn,  nnd  yet  the  incnnibente 
were  obliged  to  keep  them  in  repair.  He 
shonld  propose  that  seek  large  er  nnaeit- 
able  baosea  night  be  sold,  and  more  anit- 
ablo  ones  purchased.  The  Bi!)  also  pre- 
sided a  power  of  leasing  tho  glebe,  ana  of 
securing  uniformity  both  as  to  eharees  and 
dilafidatiins.  There  were  snvtrafnleDr 
matters  ef  improvenwwrt  in  dietail,  whitdi 
were  more  fit  for  considentton  in  Com- 
mittee. Such  were  the  leading  proviaious 
of  the  Bill  regarding  eoofesiMtteal  nai* 
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iMeii.  n»  Meond  Bill  nUtod  to  ^6 
endowaMnt  9i  GlnmlMt  and  Chftpds.  It 

had  become  neeessarj  in  consequence  of 
the  public  aid  formerly  given  for  the  build- 
ing of  Churche*  and  GhapeU  having  been 
wi^drmwn.    Rates  and  ceMes  had  been 
aibolished,  first  fruits  had  been  transferred, 
an<i  public  grants  had  been  refused.  It 
wa«  import&nt  that  religious  earnestnesa 
rfMMiId  w  ehalleiiged  ud  tolontary  aid 
•timplated  for  the  building  tad  tndowment 
of  Churches  and  (Chapels.    Of  these  there 
were  throe  classes,  namely,  Proprietary, 
Farocbini,  and  District  chapels;  and  en- 
iuWfU  wen  —ctewry  m  Mgwds  the 
•ite,  the  fabrie,  Md  the  nliibter.  The 
object  of  the  present  Bill  was  not  to  give 
•Dj  new  powers,  bat  to  combine  the  pro- 
▼iaioM  ef  the  aevend  atfttutes,  commenoing 
ia  the  reign  ef  George  11.,  and  to  eoneen- 
trate  in  any  case  in  anj  class  the  separate 
proTisions  for  a  peculiar  class.     In  the 
Bargin  of  each  section  the  previous  Acts 
aai  lattioM  wefe  gifen.  Tlia  grounds 
§mr  tke  Amendments  were  two  important 
&Ota:  first,  the  largo  and  increasing  de- 
mand for  Church  extension;  and,  second, 
the  inadequacy  of  the  funds  of  the  Eccle- 
itetSed  CoBmiinonen  to  ne«t  thoao  de- 
■Mods.    In  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
on  Ministers'  Money  in  1848,  it  was  stated 
that  upwards  of  ninety-nine  school-honses 
and  other  places  were  licensed  for  public 
wonUp,  and  that  in  evorj  one  there  was  a 
safBcient  congregation,  but  no  ebnreh.  In 
the  dioeese  of  Cork  alone  there  were  from 
ferty  to  fifty  such  places.    In  many  of 
Iheoa  esses  a  e—ttwition  from  private 
funds  was  ready.    It  also  appeared  that 
of  249  applications  for  rebuilding,  116  had 
been  granted,  and  133  postponed  for  want 
of  funds;  that  of  294  applications  for  eu- 
largem€«l»  Bl  had  bseo  granled,  343  post- 
poMd  fir  vaat  of  fiinds;  that  17,458^ 
had  been  contributed  by  private  subscrip- 
tions to  the  first,  and  14,8062.  to  the  last. 
He  might  raentioa  that  in  two  counties — 
Dwm  and  Antriai—thiityHlifee  ehnrelies 
had  been  bnilt  within  tlic  last  twenty 
Tears,  and  that  eight  had  been  rebuilt. 
In  1845  the  Lord  Primate  stated  that 
100,0001.  af  fififato  aabseriptions  and  up- 
«aidi  bad  been  aoatiftuted  within  tirrive 
years  for  the  purpose  of  church  ftccomnio- 
dation.     By  the  abolition  of  church  cess 
in  Ireland,  the  cost  of  building,  rebuilding, 
iwairinc.  and 

*^n*'^i^o  <*f  ebarebes  was 
ddiajmi  ont  of  Charch  property,  and  by 
'ifimmrjtSarU   In  tha  Report  of  tba  £o- 
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deaiastieal  Conunissionars  last  jaar  it  was 
slated— 


"  In  noticirj'  ihc  .lid  .iffordcd  by  private  sub- 
scriptions, we  liave  to  add  that  in  many  oases  the 
ooBuaisrioMn  have  been  unable  to  avaU  them- 
selves  of  similar  aseiMtaiicc,  as  the  state  of  their 
funds  did  not  admit  of  the  necessary  contribu- 
tions, on  their  part,  for  the  completion  of  the 
work'?  proposed.  It  i><  with  jjretit  regret  that  w© 
feel  o&iled  upon  to  state  tur  your  Excellency's  ia- 
finmatiOD,  that  the  revenues  of  the  commissioneis 
are  quite  inadequate  to  meet  the  demands  upon 
them.  And  in  order  the  more  accurately  to  in- 
flirni  tlicinsLlvts  on  Uiis  subject,  the  oomrnission- 
crs  directed  an  inauiiy  to  be  made,  and  an  ab- 
stract prepared,  of  the  natsie  and  eiteni  of  tp- 
plications  receivod  for  the  rebuilding,  enlarge- 
ment, aiul  iateroal  paiotiog  of  churches,  and  the 
enclosure  of  churchyards,  nie  result  of  which  has 
been  that  the  estimated  cost  of  these  and  other 
necessary  ehuroh  works  amount*  to  Uie  snm  of 
260,000^. :  anfl  tl  is  to  be  otoerred,  that  evm 
this  snm  docs  not  represent  the  entire  wants  of 
the  churches,  for  the  commissioners  are  assured 
bf  the  tnisoopel  msmbers  of  the  board,  that 
many  appfieations  are  withheld  by  the  clergy  from 
their  kaowledfe  of  the  total  iiwfflcieacy  of  th 
finds  at  thshrlilfoSBL'' 

That  showed  that  there  were  waata  to  be 

supplied,  and  demands  to  be  met.  With 
regard  to  the  number  of  chapels  built  and 
not  Tet  endowed,  it  appeared  that  their 
nnmbar  from  1884  to  1847  was  serenty- 
OBO,  sad  that  several  were  in  progress,  and 
many  not  spocified.  His  object  was  not 
to  jjive  new  powers,  but  to  combine  the 
provisions  of  former  Acts  together,  so  that 
parties  might  mora  readily  avail  tiiem- 
selres  of  the  Acts  in  existence  relating  to 
churches  and  chapels.  Trustees,  where  the 
present  endowment  was  inadequate,  might 
co-operate  with  persons  who  ware  wilUng 
to  endow  or  to  augment  present  endow- 
ments, of  course  crinng  them  correspond- 
ing rights  of  presentation.  It  would  be  a 
very  great  advantage  to  combine  public 
saoetioB  with  priyate  eflbrt;  bat,  anless 
private  aid  were  large  and  liberal,  the 
public  sanction  could  not  affoi-d  a  perma- 
nent and  adequate  supply.  His  object  was 
to  put  the  Church  in  good  working  order, 
and  to  enable  it  IsithMly  to  ffuMt  its  mia- 
sion.  He  had  never  wished  to  sanction 
any  of  its  abuses,  and  had  ever  been  wil- 
ling to  remove  every  obstacle  which  pre- 
vented it,  becoming  really  useful  to  ^0 
peopla.  Bat  as  every  prndeat  and  solid 
improvement  should  be  eaoonraged  and 
promoted  by  Parliament,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  now  give  its  assent  to  the 
Seeond  Reading  of  these  Bills.  » 
Bni  read  2**;  as  was  also — 
Obnrehea  and  Chapels  (Ireland)  Bill,  and 
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United  Churoli  of  Engkmd  and  IrelMid 
BUI. 

PHARMACY  BILL. 

Order  for  Saeond  Beading  read. 

Mii,  J.  BELL,  after  presenting  several 
petitions  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  moved, 
that  it  be  now  read  a  Second  Time.  The 
hoD.  Member  said,  that  the  object  of  the 
xneaanre  waa,  to  improve  the  qnalifieatione 
of  pharmaceutical  chemists,  and  to  esta- 
blish the  principle,  that  nil  tliosc  who  were 
to  compound  the  prescriptions  of  physicians 
and  surgeons  ought  to  receive  a  certain 
amount  of  ednoation,  and  pass  an  exami- 
nation, as  a  test  of  ibeir  fitness  for  the 
performance  of  their  important  and  respon- 
sible duties.  If  it  were  necessary  for  sur- 
geons and  physicians  to  pass  a  preliminary 
examination,  sorely  it  was  eqwslly  impor- 
tant that  the  persons  who  prepared  their 
prescriptions  should  be  also  competent  to 
discharge  such  an  onerous,  duty.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  not  a  neir  one. 
It  vas  reoognised  more  than  200  years 
ago,  ond  laws  had  been  since  enacted  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  for  the  establish- 
ment of  that  principle,  and  of  protecting 
the  pablio  against  the  mistakes  of  ignorant 
practitioners.  In  the  year  1617,  the  first 
incorporation  of  apotliccaries  took  place. 
The  apothecaries  at  that  time  occupied 
the  place  now  filled  \ij  the  pharmaceu- 
tical chemists,  and  114  of  them  were 
incorporated  tog^ether,  whose  numbers 
afterwards  increasf^'l.  In  1099,  apothe- 
caries were  exempted  from  serving  on 
juries,  and  from  other  parochial  engagc- 
nents.  In  1748,  the  body  obtained  a 
nevT  charter  of  incorporation,  by  which 
they  were  invested  with  new  powers.  In 
1794,  an  association  of  apothecaries  was 
formed,  which  was  called  "The  Pharma- 
ceutical Association,"  and  from  that  year 
down  to  IS  15,  no  further  important  change 
took  place.  For  three  years  previous 
to  1815,  considerable  agitation  prsTailed 
among  the  apothecaries  in  consequence  of 
an  attempt  tliat  was  made  to  insist  npon  a 
certain  (jualitication  for  the  sale  of  medi- 
cines; and  ill  thut  year  an  Act  was  poised, 
called  "  The  Apothecaries'  Act,"  which, 
to  a  certain  extent,  answered  its  purpose, 
and  made  provision  for  establishing  a  test 
of  qualification;  but  it  was  accompanied 
with  particular  exemptions,  which  contri- 
buted to  defeat  its  object.  Amongst  these 
exemptions  was  one  for  chemists  and  drug- 
gists, who  were  at  that  time  so  powerful  a 
body,  that  it  woe  found  impossible  to  carry 
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the  Bill  in  face  of  their  opposition,  and  so 
a  compromise  was  made,  and  they  were 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  Act. 
The  exarainadon  of  the  Apothecariea* 

Company  was  a  general  one,  and  comfnw- 

hended  medical  practice  in  all  its  branches. 
From  1815  up  to  the  present  time,  apo- 
thecaries, who  have  now  assumed  tho 
name  of  general  praetltionen,  had  heeii 
gradually  receding  from  ^arroacy.  and 
identifying  themselves  with  medicine  and 
surgery,  and,  at  the  same  time,  chemists 
and  druggists  had  taken  the  place  which 
had  been  left  vacant  by  the  apothecaries. 
If,  therefore,  it  was  found  necessary  in 
1748,  and  at  other  periods,  to  introduce 
laws  for  the  regulation  of  apothecaries, 
because  they  were  dispensers  of  medicine, 
was  it  not  necessary  now,  when  the  system 
they  administered  had  come  into  other 
hands,  that  similar  i-egulationf>  sbould  be 
made  in  the  case  of  chemists  and  drug- 
gists? In  1834,  a  Parliamoitary  Com- 
mittee was  appointed,  for  the  purpose  of 
taking;  into  consideration  tho  laws  relnting 
to  the  medical  profession.  The  proceed- 
ings of  the  Committee  were  going  on  for 
several  years,  and  since  the  date  of  its 
appointment  no  less  than  nine  Bills  were 
introduced  for  tho  regulation  of  the  medi- 
cal profession.  Amongst  these,  four,  at 
least,  professed  to  apply  to  chcnnists  and 
druggists,  the  object  being  to  provide  an 
examination  for  the  dispensers  of  medicine 
as  a  test  of  qualification.  To  these  mea- 
sures the  most  determined  opposition  was 
brought  to  hear  by  the  chemists  and  drug- 
gists themselves,  and  it  was  founded  upon 
this  reoson  — in  nil  tho  Bills  that  wore  in- 
troduced it  was  proposed  to  put  the  che- 
mists and  druggists  under  the  Apotheca- 
ries' Company,  for  the  purpose  or  exami- 
nation ;  and  it  could  not  be  supposed  that 
the  clicmists  and  druggists  sliould  submit 
to  sucli  a  provision.  Accordingly,  they 
strongly  opposed  those  Bills  which  would 
have  referred  them  for  their  diplomas  to 
the  Apothecaries'  Ilall.  They  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  improvement  of  tho  edm  a- 
tion  of  the  body,  but  they  opposed  the 
Bills  that  referred  them  to  the  Apothe- 
caries' Hall  for  their  diplomas.  In  the 
case  of  one  of  the  Bills,  which  wn?  intro- 
duced by  tho  hou.  Member  for  Kinsaio 
(Mr.  Hawes),  the  remonstrances  of  the 
chemists  and  druggists  were  so  far  at- 
tended to,  that  their  name  was  withdrawn 
from  the  Bill.  But  they  considered  that 
this  course  was  the  worst  of  all,  and  tliat 
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it  added  iasiilt  to  injury,  as  it  depriTed 

ibem  of  an  advantage  %vhich  was  being 
conferred  on  others.  After  a  time  the 
leading  nieml>or«?  of  the  body  assembled 
together,  and  agreed  upon  a  plan  for  the 
MgaaiMtion  of  ihemidvM  into  a  •oetetj, 
U  a  stepping-stone  towards  the  regulation 
of  the  entire  body  of  chemists  and  drug- 
gists. In  1843  they  obtained  ft  Royal 
Ghntor  of  inoorpontioii,  and  had  »bce 
keen  in  aetiTe  operation,  carrying  out  the 
best  menns  of  improvement  that  sn^rrested 
tberaselvcs.  It  would  be  aflinittod  by  tho 
vhole  medical  prufessiou,  that  great  itn- 
meaNoto  had  taken  plaee  in  this  body 
during  the  laat  «ght  jean.  The  phairma> 
ceotic&l  bodies  in  France  and  Germany 
bad  jbeen  aUo  improving,  and  they  had 
been  lookiDg  to  England  with  some  degree 
of  eoriosity  to  see  the  results  of  this  muve- 
incnt.  He  knew  that  it  must  be  admitted 
that  the  chemist^;  and  drngcrists  in  this 
eouDtry  were  far  behind  the  pharmaceuti- 
cal boma  in  other  conntrieai  bnt  if  the 
Bill  which  be  had  now  the  honour  of  sub- 
mitting to  t!io  Ilouse  should  pass  into  a 
law,  there  was  no  reason  to  doubt  that,  in 
the  course  of  ten  or  twenty  years  from  the 
present  time,  the  pharmacen^al  body  in 
England  would  be  equal,  If  not  superior, 
to  that  of  any  country  in  Europe.  Ac- 
cording to  the  present  arrangements,  the 
mmination  of  candidates  by  the  Society 
ws^  a  Tolnntary  matter;  and  acoor^ngly, 
if  a  person  presented  himself  for  exnmina- 
tion,  and  he  was  found  to  be  incompetent, 
and  unfit  to  receive  a  certificate,  he  might 
oommeneo  bonoess  without  one,  ignorant 
th  .  -.gh  he  were,  and  could  snap  his  fingers 
at  the  examiners.  In  iS46,  the  late  Sir 
Ajitley  Cooper,  when  examined  before  the 
Petfiuieatarjr  Comimttee,  said  it  was  ne- 
ceuary  to  enforce  examinations,  and  that, 
if  they  were  not  enforced,  the  profession 
»ould  never  be  one  of  mtich  usefulness  to 
tiie  public.  It  was  the  object  of  the  Phar- 
L  ctttieal  Society,  in  introducing  the 
Bill,  to  make  the  examination  obligatory, 
to  avoid  the  error  into  which  the  Apo- 
thecaries'  Company  had  iallon,  namely, 
that  of  giving  a  medical  character  to 
tiieir  examinatioDO,  and  to  make  the  body 
itrictlj  pharmaceutical.  He  had  not  heard 
of  any  serious  objections  to  this  Bill,  for, 
though  medical  men  did  not  pledge  them- 
idves  to  an  tto  details,  thej  were  gene- 
fal'y  favourable  to  its  principle;  and  all 
the  su?.?e«tIon8  that  they  had  made  would 
be  carefuUy  considered.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber fat  Oxfordahixv  (Mr.  Eenley)  objected 


to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  it  woidd  be 

injurious  to  individuals  who  had  a  vested 
interest  in  the  trade  of  (]rn:;:s;  but  tlic  Bill 
was  not  ^0  strict  as  any  jiliariiiaceutical 
Bill  hiclieito  introduced,  it  did  not  im- 
pose a  penalty  upon  persons  for  menHj 
selling  Epsom  salts;  it  simply  imposed  a 
penalty  upon  persons  who  assumed  a  name 
to  which  tbey  were  nut  entitled.  It 
would,  indeed,  be  an  injustice,  if,  after  a 
man  had  commenced  business  ia  any  par- 
ticular department,  the  law  were  to  stop 
ill,  and  prevent  him  from  obtaining  his 
daily  bread  by  it;  cousequeutiy,  any  im- 
provement whieh  muat  take  place  amongst 
the  chemists  and  druggists  in  this  respect 
must  be  of  a  very  gradual  nature.  All 
that  they  could  do  was  to  prevent  the  evil 
spreading  any  fbrther  than  it  had  done; 
and  as  each  individual  who  was  now  em- 
ployed in  the  trade  went  off  the  stage,  his 
place  must  he  supplied  by  a  person  who 
had  received  a  competout  education.  Ho 
believed  that  in  the  course  of  ten  or  twenty 
years — for  it  was  not  for  1851.  but  for 
1870  that  they  were  now  to  legislate  —  the 
advantages  of  the  proposed  system  would 
become  apparent.  The  entire  subject  be- 
fore them  was  one  of  great  diiHciuty  and 
coinj)le\ilj;  and  it  was  only  by  a  union 
hetwceti  that  House  and  the  parties  con- 
cerned, that  they  could  meo^  the  emer- 
geneiea  of  the  case,  and  effect  the  desired 
object.  It  bad  been  said  that  there  was 
no  chance  of  carrying  the  Bill,  because  it 
was  connected  with  the  intricate  and  various 
interests  of  the  medical  profession,  and 
because  the  condition  of  that  entire  pro- 
fession onHit  to  be  legislated  for  iu  one 
measure.  But  great  caro  had  been  taken 
to  keep  it  separate  from  medical  interests, 
and  not  to  intorfere  with  them  in  tlie  least. 
Upon  this  account  he  saw  no  reason  why 
the  Bill  should  not  be  passed  without  diffi- 
culty, and  that,  too,  in  the  course  of  this 
Session;  for  if  there  were  no  serious  ob- 
jections to  it,  there  would  be  no  benefit 
from  keeping  tlic  question  open  and  unde- 
cided for  six  or  eight  months  longer,  while 
infinite  mischief  might  arise  from  the 
adoption  of  that  course.  It  might  be  said 
that  a  Bill  of  this  nature  should  have  ema- 
nated from  the  Home  Office,  and  ought 
not  to  be  brought  forward  by  a  private 
Member  of  that  House.  On  this  point  ho 
would  only  say,  that  he  would  not  have 
introduced  the  measure  if  he  could  possi- 
bly havo  induced  the  Miriistry  to  under- 
take iL;  and  even  now  he  should  bo  very 
happy,  if  the  right  hon,  Geatleman  tfao 
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Home  Secretary  so  desired,  to  hand  orer 
the  Bill  to  him,  and  he  (Mr.  Bell)  ;voul(l 
lend  hia  best  assistance  tri\vnril3  tine  pass- 
ing of  ft  measure  which  waa,  lu  his  opiuiun, 
Oftloiitat«d  Co  Confer  «o  great  %  Mrvioe  upon 
tilt  public. 

Mrt,  Hr\fF  «aid,  that  when  the  House 
had  liad  betore  it  for  the  last  twenty  vears 
one  Bill  after  auother  legislating  fur  the 
iiMMltMt  profflMMNii  lie  hM  not  maah  fidth 
ia  f^uocess  of  any  measure  professing 
to  regulnto  that  profession.  This  and  pre- 
ceding Governments  liad  found  difficulty 
enough  in  dealing  with  thft  thret  mtdioal 
bodiet  ahready  in  existence — the  Colli|pa  of 
Physicians,  the  College  of  Surgeons,  and 
the  ApothccaricB*  Company — and  now  it 
was  proposed  to  add  another  incorporated 
My  to  the  iivnbor.  Tfao  ohomisCt  and 
drugghts  were  exempted  by  their  own  rc- 
qnost  frnm  the  provisions  of  the  Apothe- 
caries' /\ctnf!815.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Bell)  said  that  the  Apothecaiies'  Com- 
puy  had  gono  to  MotW  rahoro,  aod  that 
they  had  become  medical  praetttionors. 
But  in  his  npininn  the  duty  proposed  to 
be  devolved  upon  this  pharmaceutical 
body  ought  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Apo- 
theoarier  Conipaiiy.  He  friahod  to  know 
whether  any  inquiry  had  been  made  by 
the  Government  of  the  three  established 
bodies  to  know  whether  the  duties  pro- 
|NMed  to  be  given  to  the  newMyoonld 
or  ought  to  bo  performed  by  any  of 
them  ?  It  appeared  to  h\m  tliat  thn  ad- 
dition of  a  fourth  l':\r  liunn  titnry  t  udy  of 
medical  men,  invested  with  a  monopoly 
itt  its  partieiilar  buskioit,  would  only 
complioato  the  difficulties  of  the  aabject, 
and  interfere  with  that  gencrn!  mon-'uro 
which  it  was  so  essential  to  have  enact* 
ed  for  the  regulation  of  the  medical  and 
aargieal  pTofeaakm  at  lorgo.  Tho  ohemists 
and  druggists  were  doubtless  a  very  valu- 
able set  of  men;  but  it  was  quite  undesir- 
able to  i^move  them  from  the  sphere  to 
wMeh  Uley  properly  appertainod,  and  in 
which  their  U!»ofulness  developed  itself. 

Mr.  BKRNAL  thoufrht  that  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Hume)  had  been  inattentive 
to  the  progress  which  had  taken  place  in 
ptUio  opinhm  on  this  anbjeet  during  the 
laat  twenty  years.  Was  he  prepared  to 
o«?ort  that  all  the  different  districts  of 
Great  Britain  were  in  such  a  state  of  im- 

{)rovemcnt  with  respect  to  chemical  know- 
odgo  that  oay  roan  might  tnt«t  hia  own 
life  and  the  lives  of  his  family  to  the  care 
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it  was  wall  known  that  iho  groatett  igmK 

ranee  prevailed  amongst  this  class  of  men, 
nnd  that  some  of  them  did  not  know  the 
ditference  between  oxalio  acid  and  Epsom 
salts,  or  botweoA  iodino  and  *ooiiito»  At 
the  lamo  timo,  he  was  happy  to  lay  thftt 
there  were  p'»rsoti<?  wim  folliiwerl  the  pro- 
fpsRion  of  ( lu'tiiistry,  who  v.  ei  e  so  well  ac- 
quainted with  their  business  that  they  were 
ablo  to  eiereieo  a  wfadeeomo  tigtlaaw 
over  the  proscriptions  that  were  sent  to 
thera.    Wn«  lit*  hf>n.  Friend  (Mr.  Hume) 
aware  of  the  benedcial  proceedings  of  the 
Pharmaceutical  Society,  and  that  some  of 
the  beat  ehemiats  in  London  wore  mem- 
bers of  that  society  ?  All  that  tho  Bill 
proposed  was,  that  a  certain  society,  whioh 
wa3  already  inoorporatedi  shonld  have  the 
powbr  of  etauining  partioa  and  giving 
eortificates,  and  without  these  oortiieatea 
persons  should  not  he  allowed  to  enter  tho 
profession.    The  chemist  belonged  to  ono 
of  tho  most  important  professions  for  the 
bottofit  nnd  weal  of  the  hunan  moot  and  a 
man  to  whom  so  much  was  entrusted  ought 
to  be  educated  and  Tr(>U  informed  in  his 
business.    Up  to  the  present  momeot  the 
Bill  had  not  received  the  slightest  sctntilU 
of  oppoaltton  from  tho  mediea!  profbtaioo; 
and  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bell)  had  pro- 
mised to  take  into  cnnsideration  in  Com- 
mittee any  suggestions  that  might  be  of- 
fered. Believing  that  the  Bill  wonid  prove* 
highly  beneficial  to  -the  public  at  largOt  ho 
should  be  happy  to  give  it  hia'beat  top- 

port. 

Mu.  HENLEY  thought  that  tlie  Bill 
was  rather  miriontly  drawn  np.  The  mover 

of  the  Bill  disclaimed  any  wish  to  turn  che- 
mists into  npothecf^rie-^ ;  hiit  that  oTamlnS- 
tion  to  which  he  proposed  to  subject  them 
was  so  large  and  comprehensive,  that  it  was 
not  easy  to  instmot  them  how  the  distioc- 
tion  was  to  be  drawn  aftor  they  had  passed 
that  examination.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Bell)  had  aaid  he  would  be  willing  to  make 
certain  alterations  in  Oomniittes;  bni  he 
had  not  intimated  to  the  Hoose  what  tliosc 
alterations  wrrr.  or  liow  he  would  define 
the  parties  he  m-  ant  to  deal  with.  There 
were  four  distinct  classes  of  persons  mcu- 
tioned—namely,  the  pharmaeentieal  efaO' 
mist,  the  chemist  at  large,  the  druggist  at 
large,  and  the  dispensing  chemist.  Now, 
he  should  be  puzzled  to  describe,  if  askec 
to  do  80,  precisely  what  tho  term  **  Phar- 
msoeiitioal  Cheoiiat*'  meant.  [Mr.  J.  Beu 
said  they  were  all  the  same  class  undci 


of  every  person  who  stuck  up  the  insi^ia^  different  names  ]  In  that  case  the  four 
of  a  druggisi's  trade  over  bis  door  {    Why,  i  fold  deftigoation  in  the  Bill  only  eoenm 
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bered  it,  and  at  all  o vents  ihere  must  be  an 
klirynitotioli  «l«aie.  It  would  b»  moA 
difficult  to  exelade  from  the  penaltm  of 
the  mea^ore  a  useful  clas*  of  gODeral 
dealen  in  small  towns,  who  sold  BolU,  tur» 
fmlin%,  Mdtpetre,  4«.  The  red  itote  of 
the  MM  W48,  IhtM  a  society  set  up  about 
■even  years  ag^o  by  Roynl  Charter,  in- 
daced  many  chenuata  to  pay  two  ijuinens 
a  year  for  a  fine  label,  which  they  put  in 
their  vindoir,  witli  the  htri  worda  IW- 
naeMtical  Chemist**'  vpoa  it{  hut  he  W 
licvcd  the  bubble  hnd  burst,  and  that  the 
•ame  ioiportaiice  was  not  attached  to  the 
nchly-framed  label  as  the  poor  and  igno> 
nut  wwe  at  first  inclined  to  bestow.  Peo* 
pie  DOW  went  for  their  dru;^B  to  some  honest 
refpoetable  tradesman  whom  they  were  ac- 
customed to  trust,  and  had  lost  ail  faith 
ia  these  gaudy  labels,  wbieh  were  nothing 
IrtUr  than  show  advertiseaieBts.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Rochester  (Mr,  B{»rnn!) 
said  that  no  petitions  bad  been  presented 
agunst  tbo  Bill.  That  was  the  natural 
eoaasqaenee  of  its  previiions.  Every 
party  now  in  trade  was  protected  by  it. 
h  did  not  pretend  to  ititerfere  with  patent 
Of  proprietary  Biedicioee,  however  injurious 
they  might  be.  Thelw  Wis  Be  evidenee 
before  the  publio  with  respect  to  the  exa- 
mination which  parties  claiming  to  be 
pbaniiaccutical  chenji  ts,  would  have  to 
nsdergo.  Ue  saw  a  great  many  di£Bcul- 
tisi  fai  tba  way  «f  lliat  mmanan'miA  its  ob« 
jects,  and  fur  the  proseat  IM  ehovld  oppose 
the  second  reading. 

Sir  GEORGE  GE£Y  said,  he  thought 
abet  liai  tabeti  plaee  witb  regard  to  tUs 
Bill  would  convinee  the  boa.  Oeatlemnn 
(Mr.  Bell)  that  lie  wns  rntber  too  snnj^tiine 
in  suppot^ing  that  the  Bill  would  give  ge- 
neral^satisfactiun.  Ue  had  intimated  to 
bisi  fiftfttiely  thai  thel«  wAs  no  ehaaee 
of  its  passing  at  advaMod  period  of 
th*  8p'i«Mon,  Tt  was  a  Bill  that  ought  to 
be  before  the  public  a  eoosiderahie  time 
before  he  could  ask  them  la  afree  la  it. 
Be  theaighl  abo  thb  branch  ef  the  sabjeel 
oaght  not  to  be  cotT^iHored  except  in  con- 
Bexion  with  the  medical  question  gene- 
rally {  and  be  ft^i  verv  strong  objections 
Is  srselieg  ia  this  body  a  menopoly,  giv- 
bg  then  an  exclusive  right  to  determine 
who  &hauW»  and  wbo  s!)»>'ild  not,  be  dispen- 
sing chemists.  To  the  tirst  pari  of  the  Bill 
be  did  Ml  see  any  material  oUmtion.  So 
&r  ss  pnwer  asigbl  be  required  for  the  pur- 
fv^"  of  rippninting  examiners,  and  grnnt- 
iug  ecuilicuti.'S,  lie  not  nwnrc*  (Isat 

there  was  any  oiijcctioo,  if  that  were  not 


followed  by  a  monopoly.  If,  as  he  had 
learned,  the  hen.  Gendeinan  propeeed  lo 
make  some  elcteasive  alterations  in  the  Bill, 
he  should  have  no  objection  to  its  being 
read  a  second  time  pro  Jorfnd^  provided  it 
was  nnderstood  ihtA  il  should  not  be  pm- 
cecdcd  with  any  further  Ibis  Session. 

.Mk.  GARDWELL  approved  of  til c  Bill, 
but  iccommeuded  tho  hon.  Gentleman  to 
usseut  to  this  arrangement,  or  to  move  for 
a  Select  Commiltoe  to  iaveetigate  the  etb- 
ject. 

Mr.  EWART  understood  the  term 
"Pharmaceutical  Chemist/'  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Henley) 
affected  not  to  understand*  le  mean  one 
who  applietl  remedial  measures  for  tlio 
cure  of  disease;  and  he  begged  to  refer 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  his  Gr-eck  Lexicon 
if  he  were  desirous  of  inresci^ting  the 
etymology  of  the  word.  There  bad  late 
Years  been  a  genernl  resort  lo  the  exnuinm- 
tion  of  candidates  on  the  part  of  the  learn- 
ed professions,  and  he  considered  the  Bill 
before  Ibem  lo  be  a  slop  in  therigbl  dtree- 
tion. 

Mr,  J.  BELL  had  great  pleasure  in  ac- 
cepting the  proposition  of  tiio  right  hon. 
GMtleosaa  the  Seeretary  for  t^  Heese 
Department,  thai  the  Bill  should  be  read 
h  *»fcond  time  IM'O  formd,  in  order  tliat  it 
should  be  iMnnted  with  ameudmente,  and 
circulated  throughout  the  country. 

BiU  reed  3». 

PUBLIC  HOUSKS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  iiiecond  Reading  read. 

Mb.  FORBBS  MACKSKZIB  said,  that 
at  this  late  purled  of  tlie  Session  he  did 
not  intend  to  proceed  further  witli  tho 
measure  than  its  Beeond  rending.  Ho  was 
sui*e,  however,  that  the  House  would  bo 
aniieM  lo  diminish  drnnkMness,  and  to 
prevent  temptations  from  being  oast  in  tho 
wfiy  of  the  young  and  inexperienced ;  nnd 
he  should,  therefore,  bring  in  a  similar  Bill 
next  Session.  He  might  dso  state,  that 
in  adopting  this  course,  he  bad  the  perfect 
concurrence  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
carried  tiie  Bill  through  the  other  House. 

Motion  made,  and  t^uestion  propositi, 
"  That  the  BUI  be  new  read  a  BMond 
Time." 

Mr.  ELLIOT  wns  m  nnxious  ns  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  check  as  much  as  pos- 
sible the  prevalence  of  dninkennees  in 
Scotland,  but  he  considered  that  t'u  o 
were  such  serious  objections  to  tlic  ilill, 
that  ho  iiopwl  it  '\vnul{I  be  vn  >  !_^t  (iatly 
modified  ere  it  camu  heiuiiu  them  again, 
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With  the  understanding  that  hit  rote 
would  not  prejudice  his  further  opposition 
to  the  Bill,  which  he  thought  was  faulty, 
he  should  not  oppose  the  seeond  reading. 

Mr.  HUME  could  not  think  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  lost  spoken  meant. 
He  was  entirely  opposed  to  the  Bill,  and 
yet  he  was  ready,  by  supporting  the  second 
resding,  to  affirm  its  pnneiple.  The  Bill 
was  objected  to  by  almost  eveiy  man  in 
Scotland,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  did  not 
know  the  annoyance  he  had  experienced 
in  cuiiunualiy  having  to  receive  deputa- 
tions reqnestiojr  him  to  oppoee  it.  If  the 
Motion  before  them  were  carried,  he  should 
have  to  under  fro  the  same  trouble  next 
year;  and  he  siiould  therefore  move*  with 
the  tiew  of  getting  rid  of  it  altogether, 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  MC<md  time  that 
day  three  months. 

Amendment  yiroposcd,  to  leave  ont  the 
word  **  now,  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  **  npon  this  day 
Three  Months." 

Mr.  EWART  seconded  the  Motion. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
*  now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Visoouin  IHJNCAN  objected  to  com- 
mitting  the  Bill  even  pro  formdt  as  it 
would  only  lead  to  useless  discussion. 

Ma.  FERGUS  said,  he  must  protest 
against  fte  principle  of  the  Bill  altogether. 
He  hclteved  that  the  consumption  of  ardent 
spirits  in  Scotland  had  been  much  exag- 
gerated. Drunkenness  was  common  now 
chieiiy  amongst  the  lower  classes,  and  if 
they  were  only  raised  by  edneation,  they 
wonld  soon  cease  to  be  guilty  of  the  vice 
complained  of.  He  thought,  too,  thnt  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  exert  themselves  to 
promote  the  domestic  comforts  of  their  de- 
pendants, they  wonld  mneh  more  effeetively 
arrest  the  progress  of  intemperance  than 
by  passing  the  Bill  now  before  them. 

Mr.  FORBES  MACKENZIE  said,  he 
would  withdraw  the  Bill. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leaTe«  mth- 
drarm. 

Bill  toUhdravm* 

MEDIOAL  CHARITIES  (laELAHD)  BILL. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
House  in  Committee;  Mr.  Bemal  in  (he 

Chair. 

CUuses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Appointment  of  Inspectors). 

Lord  NAAS  moved  that  the  medical 
inspectors  should  be  practitioners  of  at 
least  tea  years'  standing,  instead  of  seTeu 
years',  as  proposed. 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
35,  after  the  word  l>eing,"  to  insert  die 
word  practising.*' 

Sib  WILLIAM  SOMBRVILLB  did 
not  think  the  Amendment  would  be  an  im< 
provenient,  or,  indeed,  that  it  was  so  well 
calculated  to  secure  elficient  inspectors. 

Question  put,  "  That  tho  word  *  prac- 
tising '  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  Ayes  51; 
Noes  44  :  Majority  7. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to;  as  were 
Clause  ^  to  Claube  5  inclusive. 

Clause  6,  which  empowers  the  Commis- 
sioners to  divide  a  union  into  medical  dis- 
tricts. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS  moved  the  omission 
of  the  words  which  empowmvd  the  Poor 
Law  Commisnoners,  as  they  saw  ooeasion 

from  time  to  time,  to  regulate  the  amount 
of  salaries  or  allowances  payable  to  the 
medical  officers,  and  the  time  and  mode  of 
payment  thereof. 

After  some  couTersation,  this  Amend* 
ment  was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  H.  HERBERT  moved  an  Amend- 
ment giving  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  in 
certain  cases,  a  powsr  of  appeal  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council  against  the 
division  of  districts  effected  by  the  Poor 
Law  Commis&ioncrs. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
18,  after  the  word  *' neeessary,'  to  insert 
the  wurds  "  subject  to  an  appeal  in  Coun- 
cil as  hereinafter  provided." 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  there  were  so 
many  Amendments  on  this  Clause  thai  per* 
haps  the  best  way  would  be  to  more  that 
it  bo  expunged  altogether. 

Sir  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE  said, 
ho  had  endeavoured  so  to  frame  the  Clause 
as  to  meet  the  Tiows  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  He  thought  it  desirable  that 
the  Commissioners  should  have  the  same 
power  under  this  Bill  as  they  had  with  re- 
ference to  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law  generallv. 

Mr.  HATCHELL  defended  tlic  Clause 
as  it  stood,  on  the  fjronnd  thrit  it  would 
work  in  the  most  satisfactory  manner.  1  lie 
Amendment  now  proposed  would  look  like 
a  distrust  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 

Mr.  GRATTAN  thought  thegrhadhad 
too  much  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  said,  if 
the  hon.  Qentlemen  who  represented  Ire- 
land considered  this  appeal  to  tho  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  Council  necessary,  the  Com- 
mittee would  doubtless  accede  to  the  pro- 
position; but  for  his  own  part  he  could 
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Bot  see  that  the  result  of  such  would  be 

^loTS/i.  HAMILTON  supportad  iiM 

propositton  of  appeal,  because  the  experi- 
eaee  ot  the  p&st  showed  that  the  appeals 
te  tlie  Coramisuonera  were  treated  with 
perfect  indifference. 

Mr.  FRENCH  said,  that  the  appeal 
wouJd  not  be  resorted  (o  except  in  coses 
where  the  great  maioritj  wished  it. 

Ma.  WmLBY  boped  tlie  Goromiiient 
wmM  jrieU  on  this  point.  It  was  not 
svrdj  reasonable  that  the  Conimissionors 
flKmId  have  the  power  of  making  electoral  i 
«ii»tricts  without  any  appeal  whatever. 
Tkb  GMwdiuia  ««ri  ua  Meeted  and  r»> 
ipoDsiKle  body,  tod  the  Commissioners  were 
cot.  Tie  had  seen  the  condition  of  Ireland 
last  year,  and  he  considered  that  such  a 
wammte  as  this  was  a  complete  farce.  He 
eoold  state,  from  his  own  obseraatioo,  that 
iB<£stncts  through  which  he  passed  the 
people  were  dying  for  want  of  food,  or  from 
diseases  product  bj  starvation.  The 
■ediial  cffieers  of  distriotawere  nol  om- 
povered  to  order  relief  for  ibo  poopla  in 
tbe  shape  of  food;  but  here  wnsa  measiiro 
rr\we  them  as  much  jalap  and  Epsom 
ixits  as  they  wauted !  lie  entertained  dif- 
faaat  noHoBS  of  IrtlaBd  imtU  he  viaited 
the  caortij;  and  ho  should  say  a  more 
noble,  p;enerotio-hf>artod,  nnd  industrious 
people  did  not  exist;  but  they  were  badly 
ici^slated  for.  The  fact  was,  that  the  Bill 
dM  Mi  give  medical  nien  any  power  to 
order  such  food  as  might  be  requisite  for 
tW  sick  poor;  and  he  did  not  think,  there- 
fore, that  it  would  be  attended  with  any 
fcartiaal  hmmiL  Ha  liad  baeii  told  laat 
jmr,  by*  aGnanliaa  of  liw  pooritt  Ireland, 
that  in  the  prcvioiis  summer,  between  the 
ISth  of  June  and  the  3rd  of  October,  1,100 
persons  perished  in  the  workhouse  at  Lis- 
taweP,  mad  tbai  dioy  wore  nearly  all  taken 
iilo  the  bouse  in  a  dying  stata  from  star- 
TatTon.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  medi- 
cal o&eers  sfaoold  have  the  power  of  order- 
H»  food  and  nonrishment  for  the  people 
vben  tbey  thought  it  neeessarr. 

Ma.  TORRENS  M'CULLAGH  said, 
tiat  what  the  people  of  Ireland  wanted 
was  efficieat  control  over  an  arbitrary  board 
wiA  uiaayonriMo  powers.  In  eases  of 
akasoor  wnat e  of  power,  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  there  should  be  an  ultimate 
appeal  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
IIITBR  wiahed  to  know  what  wodd  be  the 
expense  of  thoie  appeala,  and  wbo  were  to 
pij  the  eoata. 


Mr.  WHITESIDE  apprehended  that 
the  Ooardians  wonid  have  to  pay  the  oosts, 
whidi  woold  not  be  as  great  as  bon.  Gen- 
tlemen seemed  to  think. 

Mr.  HATCHELL  said,  that  as  tlie  law 
at  present  atood,  the  Guardians  could  no^ 
pay  the  coats  out  of  the  ratea* 

Question  put,  **That  thoie  wofda  be 
there  inserted,  ** 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  58; 
Noes  70 :  Majority  13. 

Mr.  H.  HERBERT  thought  this  Bill 
would  !rtvo?t  the  Commi^pinnnrs  with  (re- 
iiiciidnii=i  powers,  giviriL':  tlicm  authority  to 
appoait  local  officeni  in  each  district.  It 
was  a  perfect  fare^  to  pretend  that  the 
Bill  would  be  carried  ont  by  local  goven^ 
mrnt,  for  it  took  away  all  control  from  the 
ratepayers.  He  moved  to  strike  out  the 
word  "  number  "  from  the  30th  line  of  the 
Clause,  which,  as  it  stood,  ^av^  the  Oom* 
missionors  unlinrited  discretion  aa  tO  the 
number  of  local  otiiccrs. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Uno  30  to 
leave  out  the  words  *'  Number  and.'* 

^Ir.  6RATTAN  did  not  pity  the  Irish 
Getitlnmori.  It  ^vns  nil  their  own  fault. 
Tlu  V  liai]  parted  witii  the  power  to  legis- 
late for  their  own  country  aud  afiairji  ;  and 
it  was  foretold  them  what  would  be  the 
consequence.  The  Government  were  aboal 
to  take  all  control  in  local  affairs  from  the 
country  gentlemen.  The  condition  of  Ire- 
land was  daily  becoming  so  degraded  that 
no  genUeman  wenid  be  found  resident  there 
in  a  few  years.  Its  revenues  were  ex- 
pended by  absentees  in  this  country;  and 
its  Crown  rents  applied  in  beaulifyiug  Lon- 
don. Had  tbey  Legislature  of  their  own« 
no  inch  prooeedings  would  be  aanetioned. 
Whilst  he  lived  he  would  never  cense  to 
denounce  these  things;  and  doubtless  tlio 
day  would  come — he  hoped  uot  in  hia 
time— when  those  millions  of  the  bone  and 
sinew  that  were  being  expatriated  to 
America  would  lift  their  arms  against  this 
country,  whose  legislation  impoverished 
and  disinherited  them. 

Sm  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLB  said, 
that  in  promoting  this  Bill,  their  object  waa 
to  jrivp  relief  to  the  poor  of  Ireland.  He 
was  surprised  at  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kerry  {if  r.  H.  Herbert)  oomphnnbg  of 
the  powers  whi^  this  clause  gave.  No 
new  powers  were  given  by  the  clause. 

CoLOiNFi.  DUNNE  said,  that  the  dispen- 
sanes  in  Ireland  were  conducted  under 
local  administration;  bnt  thia  clause  pro- 
noted  to  give  the  Commissioners  of  Poor 
Laws  the  whole  control  over  thorn,  both  as 
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There 

irenld  be  bo  end  of  extmTeganoe  and  mis- 

manngctnent  under  such  a  syatem. 

Mk.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  hoped  the  right 


power  theold  ml  iriih  the  Oiiat>diaBt,  m 

the  principle  that  (ention  and  repreicntA* 
tion  should  go  togethpr.  He  thougln  t!if> 
persons  who  were  best  qualified  to  f  riu  a 


hon.  Gentleinau  tlie  Secretary  for  Ireland  i  correct  opinioa  as  to  the  luedioai  uecef< 
w»ald  reooniider  the  daute.   He  trmted  ntiee  of  the  diatriet,  were  thete  who  hid  to 

the  word    number  "  would  he  Idt  eat  of  i  pay  the  rates. 


the  clause.  At  present  dispensaries  were 
geucrallj  superintended  by  one  medical 
gentlenan. 

Mr.  CHISnOLM  ANSTBY  thought 
that  local  authorities  should  not  he  de- 
stroyed where  they  existed,  and  should 
even  be  created  where  they  did  not  exist. 
Above  all,  he  did  not  think  that  the  eantral 
authority  should  have  the  powor  of  regu- 
lating salaries  and  allovpances. 

Mb.  VESEY  said,  he  did  not  object  to 
the  Poor  Law  Commissionora  being  em- 
powered to  decide  upon  the  qualifloatloni  of 
the  medical  officers;  but  they  were  not  wil- 
ling to  entrust  tho  ComtMi«''ioncr8  with  the 
power  to  decide  what  should  be  the  number 
of  medioa]  offoert  Hi  eaeh  Union. 

Mk.  SCULLY  said,  the  operations  of 
tlie  rornnil-^inners  of  Health  in  Dublin 
were  a  feauijiie  of  the  evils  which  might  be 
expected  to  flow  from  giving  the  (Jommis- 
iionera  the  power  to  deeide  upon  the  nmn* 
her  of  medical  officers  necessary  for  the 
poor-law  districts  throughout  Ireland.  Ho 
believed  that  if  they  were  entrusted  with 
such  a  power,  a  door  would  bo  opened  to 
groas  jobbing. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LBWIS  thought 
this  Ciauae  had  been  much  misundrretood. 
Ha  could  not  account  for  the  jealousy 
which  seemed  to  be  entertained  against  the 
mpointment  of  medical  officers  by  the 
Pool  l.aw  Commissioners.  He  thought 
that  it  thoy  empowered  the  Commissioners 
to  appoint  these  oiBoers,  it  would  be  wise  to 
ieare  the  Oommiasioners  to  saj  what  ahonld 
be  the  precise  number  in  particular  dis- 
tricts, iftn^^much  as  in  times  of  disease  it 
might  be  found  necessary  lo  increase  their 
number,  and  at  others  it  might  be  do" 
sirable  to  assign  at  least  two  dittriete  to 
one  medical  officer. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  thought  that  the 
word  "  number should  be  retained  in  the 
Obtne,  and  the  power  of  appointment 
vested  in  the  Commissioners,  who  were  re- 
spon.sihle  fur  their  conduct  to  that  House. 
He  found  the  poor  of  Ballinasioe,  of  Kil- 
rush,  Enuistymon,  and  Konis,  so  batily 
treated,  that  he  thongbt  it  best  for  the 
poor  to  have  the  power  vested  in  the  Oom- 
inissioncrs. 

Mb.  H.  H£EB£liT  thought  that  tho 


Mr.  CLFNJEXTS  said,  his  opinion  was 
that  the  whole  power  should  rest  with 
Goardians;  but  the  Gommittee  having  al* 
ready  decided  that  the  Oonimlssioners 
should  have  tho  arraogement  of  the  medi- 
cal districts,  ho  considered  it  would  be 
wrong  to  limit  them  as  to  the  number  of 
medial  offioert. 

OabtaH  JONES  supported  the  OlaiiC 
because  the  Commissioners  had  tho  power 
of  naming  the  districts,  otherwise  lu-  ?hould 
have  preferred  to  vost  the  power  lu  the 
guardians. 

Sir  JOHN  YOUNG  said,  that  his  expe- 
rience led  him  to  believe  that  it  would 
be  more  economical,  and  would  be  safer  to 
vest  this  power  in  tho  haadl  of  the  Com- 
missioners. If  it  were  left  in  llie  hands  of 
the  local  hoards,  the  chances  were  that  they 
would  not  make  n  provision  which  would 
be  sufficient  for  an  emergency,  although 
it  might  be  for  ordinaty  eaaee. 

CoLONBL  DUNKS  taid,  that  there  woe 
evil^  in  th(»  present  system;  but  those  evils 
would  be  aggravated  fourfold  by  this  Bill. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  wurds  pro- 
posed to  be  left  oat  atand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided  t  f— Ayea  67 ; 
Noes  i4 :  M^ority  13. 

House  reaumed. 

Committee  report  progress. 

The  House  adjottmed  el  aix  mimttee  he- 
fore  Six  o'clock* 
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ROBERT  OWEN,  £S(^— PBTITIOlff. 

Lord  BROUGHAM,  in  presenting 
poUtiou  from  Kobert  Owen,  aauj 
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M  Mr.  Own  was  well  Iomvb  to  sanj 

4  Anr  Lordships  M  a  Tery  benevolent 
Derton,  who  ha  l  passed  a  long  life  and 
s^i  ft  krgt)  fortune  iu  tbo  prooiotiou  of 
pUaathropio  designs.  They  might  differ 
lift  liiii  io  ha  opiaioo  on  religious  sub- 
jttU,  sod  might  not  agree  in  the  views  ho 
tack  of  Mcietj  and  the  means  of  improv- 
ing it;  IhiI  ail  must  allow  that  he  watt  uae 
At  gwamt  bnatfiMton  to  tociety  as 
litt  foonder  of  infant  schools,  which  be 
Loni  Brougham),  with  his  noble  Friend 
;be  M«rqni--<!?  of  liansflownc,  Mr.  J. 
dailk,  Lord  l^ucie.  and  uihum,  had  only 

mfnid  Io  Londni  Inwi  Nov  liMork, 
mtm  ihej  bad  aliO  Wougbt  the  original 
iMffcer.  J.  Buchannan,  by  Mr.  Owem's 
iiad  psmission.  Tbe  inostiniabie  servico 
tkek  he  had  thus  rendered,  entitled  bis 
ifmm  wptm  tho  ooodition  of  tbe  pwtr, 
ui  the  means  of  relieving  it,  to  respect- 
y  iltention.  Some  of  his  adherents 
Ufiptcd  the  appellation  of  Socialists;  but 
b  (M  Bnmgham)  ooaeoited  that  Mr. 
Oves  did  not  in  any  way  support  tbe  wild 
cp'oions  iDConsiatent  with  the  institution 
01  property,  which  often  went  under  this 
vm.  Some  years  ago  liis  iioyal  High- 
m  the  Mo  of  Kent  (lather  of  Her  pre- 
Kst  ifsjesty)  had  warmly  recommended 
tb  plsnt  of  Mr.  Owen  to  the  attention  of 
m  eommanity.  declaring  that  at  least 
Aijr  were  worthy  of  the  most  respectful 
^«»:(]efeiioe«  Hie  Boyol  HighoMa  pre- 
^d'-^  at  n  publie  meeting  on  the  subject 
«  idly,  two  years  after  thr-  proceeding  of 
Hr.  Owen  by  which  be  had  declared  bis 
FMiliir  ofuiiono  on  rriigiono  itibjoota; 
^  it  «M  voll  known  that  there  never 
n  rrorc  firm  and  docitlcd  meinber  of 
•As  lUarch  of  EnglanJ  tlmn  His  Roynl 
But  Mr.  Owen's  present  |>etL- 
whinJ  iotiiely  to  his  viewa  of  looiety, 
tbe  means  of  im^Ofing  it.  He 

W'i  Broui/ham)  hnd  nev^^r  Ictmwn  a 
ma  otofe  amiable  iu  his  feelmga  and  more 
^Ordj  tolerant  of  all  who  differed  with 
^  hi  Might  odd,  that  ho  never  had 
*«a  tny  inventor  or  projector  more  en- 
free  from  the  failings  to  vhieh  anub 
Da  are  generally  subject. 

IhspeiitiQo  woe  then  read  by  the  Oloik 

TheMiRQrtMs  of  LANSDOVVNE  hare 
^Wuj  to  Mr.  Owen's  nierits  anJ  mr- 
b  tlie  great  cause  ut  education. 
Widi  respeet  to  bio  freient  petition^  it  ap- 
k  Cotiitnittee  to  laToattfato  bis 
5n(}  plaui  for  the  ijenerftl  improvc- 
jma  ot  ftoeiety.   Hia  nobio  and  learned 
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Friwd  hid  HOI  moved  Ibr  ioeh  a  Cemmii. 

tee,  and  he  (tbe  Marqoooe  of  Lansdowne) 

did  not  conceive  that  any  pmcticnl  benefit 
could  result  from  undcnaiiing  buuh  an 
inquiry  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session 
as  tho  month  of  July. 

ADULTERATION  OF  COFFEE. 
Loud  WUAKNCLIF^E  presented  a 
petition  from  planters  and  merohanta  and 
otbero,  of  Ifondon,  oomplaining  of  lAt% 

i  adulteration  nf  coffee,  nnd  prnying  for 
I  rx'li«'f.  Hij  ptatt'd  that  the  law  ptohibitiug 
tiiu  adulterutiuu  of  coffee  was  passed  at 
the  beginnhig  of  the  preoent  eentory ,  and 
continued  in  force  antil  1832,  at  which 
time  it  was  illegal  for  a  coffee  dealer  to 
have  on  his  premises  chicory,  or  any  . arti- 
cles which  were  known  to  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  adulterating  eoflbo.  Bbee  the 
passing  of  the  Order  in  Council  in  1840, 
which  suspended  the  operation  of  that  law, 
the  adulteration  of  coffee  with  chicory  and 
other  artiolet  had  boon  oontiamdlj  on  tho 
increase,  seriously  affecting  the  oonsump* 
tion  of  the  crenntnc  article,  and  rlrdticting 
from  the  reveiim  of  tlic  country;  for, 
since  it  had  heen  found  tliat  chicory  oould 
be  grown  ao  well  in- England  as  in  Qer- 
many,  it  was  produced  without  any  taia- 
tion  whatever.  Tho  effect  of  that  course 
of  policy  upon  the  cottuc  trade  would  be 
apparent  upon  a  comparison  of  tbe  imports, 
during  the  last  five  or  ten  yean,  witn  the 
imports  of  tea,  sugar,  and  other  articles. 
The  population  had  hoen  steadily  increas- 
ing, and  tbe  consumption  of  articles  of 
Ibod  of  eoorse  likewise  ineroaeodt  bat  In 
the  case  of  ooffee,  there  had  been  a  sonsU 
ble  decrease.  In  18-46  the  nccnnnt  of 
cocoft  imported  for  home  consumption  was 
2,35i,UUU  ibs.;  in  1850,  3,103,000  lbs.; 
eorrants.  m  1846,  358,000  ewt.|  1800, 
40^,000  cwt.;  unrefined  sugar,  1846, 
5,220,000  cwt  ;  1H50.  6,130,000  cwt.j 
.tea,  1846.  4().740,000  lbs.;  1850, 
51,178,000lhs.:  tobacco.  1846.26,596.000 
lbs.;  1850,  27,538,000  lbs.  This  showed 
an  increase  during  the  five  years  of  from 
3^  to  12  per  cent.  But  what  was  the 
case  with  respect  to  eoffee  9  Why,  in 
1846.  tbe  quantity  imported  waa36,754.000 
lbs.;  and  in  1850  it  was  rodnood  to 
31,226,000  lbs.  Notwithstanding  the  <hity 
on  ten  vi  a<?  200  per  cent,  the  cousumptiou 
of  tiiat  article,  during  those  five  years, 
had  ineieased  5^  per  sent.  If  eoiloe  had 
increased  only  in  the  same  proportion,- 
tho  amount  consnrrtpd  would  have  been 
44,245,000  lbs.  instead  of  31,256,000  lbs.. 
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iMing  ftaifferaiMof  no  less  Hiftn  9.000.000 
lbs.,  and  a  loss  of  duty  of  at  least  200.0002. 
Independently  of  all  other  considerattoiis. 
for  tlie  sake  of  the  revenuo  alone,  it  was 
worth  while  for  the  Goverament  to  inter- 
fere. The  cnmpleinta  on  this  subject 
wcro  mot  by  the  statement  that  chicory 
was  wholesome,  and  thnt  the  public  could 

trotect  thetusolves  by  purchaaitig  cotfee  in 
erty.  But  be  (Lord  WhamelSe)  denied 
that  diicwy  was  wholeeome,  and  it  was 
well  known  t!,at  what  was  sold  for  coffee 
in  berry  was  often  adulterated.  If  the 
Cbmedlor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made  a 
general  answer  that  the  GoTemniont  could 
not  iuterfcrc  effectually,  becauso  tlierc 
were  no  means  of  knowin<r  wb<  ti  tr  iud 


was  committed,  the  mouths  of  pctiiiuacrii 
would  be  atopped;  but  the  fact  was,  Uiat 
coffee  was  made  an  exception  to  the  regu- 
lations in  force  with  respect  to  the  adul- 
teration of  other  articles.  In  conclusion, 
the  noble  Lord  said  the  petitionen  were 
justified  in  their  complaint,  aa  without  the 
interference  of  the  Government  it  was  im- 
pos'^ible  to  put  an  end  to  the  adulteration, 
aud  by  not  doing  so  the  Govermucut  sanc- 
tioned and  eneonraged  it. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  should 
certainly  not  complain  of  the  noble  Earl 
having  brought  tiiis  subject  before  the  at> 
tention  of  their  Lordships.  It  was  desir- 
able that  all  grievances,  whether  fancied 
or  real,  should  be  discussed  in  that  House; 
and  although  the  Treasury  Minute  of  which 
complaint  was  made  had  been  the  ground 
of  debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  it  had  not,  until 
now,  been  submiMed  to  the  consideration 
of  their  Lordships.  The  petition  which 
had  been  presented  was  the  petition  of 
only  one  class  of  the  community — the 
coffee  producers;  but  it  was  alleged  tliat 
the  course  adopted  by  Government  was 
not  only  injurious  to  the  revenue,  but  aiso 
to  the  public.  With  r^rd  to  the  revenue 
itself  M  need  not  trouble  their  Lordships 
■with  aiiv  great  details  to  sliow  that  it  was 
inexpedient  to  make  any  chango,  because 
three  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  follow> 
ing  one  another,  baring  had  the  advantage 
of  the  best  advice,  had  continued  the  Trea- 
Bury  Minute  in  force,  and  if  not  authorities 
on  fiscal  subjects,  they  were  certainly  not 
authorities  on  any  other.  He  bdieved 
that  the  absence  of  chicory  in  the  coffee 
xi%p{]  in  Franco  was  not  t!:t>  cnnsy  of  its 
exccUence,  but  that  the  mode  ot  making 
coffee  was  better  understood  in  that  coun- 
tty,  and  that  chicory  waa  mixed  quite  as 

Lord  WhameUf* 
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mneb,  if  not  more,  with  the  Freneb  eoffw. 

It  was  said  that  good  coffee  was  better 
than  coffee  mixed  with  chicory.  That 
might  be  so,  but  good  coffee  mixed  with 
chicory  made  a  better  beverage  than  the 
lower  class  of  coffees  free  from  that  mix- 
ture.   The  evil  to  which  the  community 
was  exposed  was,  to  be  obliged  to  use  the 
mixture  without  being  aware  of  it;  bnt, 
without  comparing  £e  price  with  the 
amount  of  duty  on  coffee,  and  the  value 
of  coffee  before  paying  duty,  there  was 
hardly  a  person  who  was  not  aware  that 
such  a  mixture  was  made;  indeed,  if  any 
doubts  had  hitherto  existed,  these  debates 
would  afford  such  publicity  that  it  would 
be  impo^nihlc  for  tiie  public  to  be  unaware 
of  the  mi.vmg  of  chicury  with  coffee.  As 
to  the  diflfoulty  of  taking  home  coffee  and 
grinding  it,  it  was  greaUy  over-estimated; 
for  in  almost  every  house  in  France,  how- 
ever small,  there  was  a  coffee  mill,  and  it 
was  now  one  of  the  cheapest  of  domestic 
implements,  by  using  which  every  person 
could  be  sure  of  being  supplied  ^^  it]l  coffee 
itself.     Snme  of  the  most  respeclahle  gro- 
cers had,  from  a  deficiency  of  chicory,  sup- 
plied their  customers  with  real  coffM,  and 
the  coffee  was  returned,  because  they  pre- 
ferred the  mixture.    Then  as  to  the  sta- 
tistics of  the  noble  Lord,  they  proved  that 
the  diminution  of  coffee  waa  not  attribnt* 
able  to  this  Minute,  but  to  tlie  increased 
consimiption  of  cocoa  and  tea,  the  prices 
of  wliicli  bad  been  greatly  dhiiinished  dur- 
ing the  last  few  years,    if  it  was  possible 
to  ensure  that  no  diieory  should  be  sold  as 
coffee,  it  might  be  dewrable  for  the  Gorem- 
ment  to  do  so.    To  onouro  chicory  being 
sold  as  chicory,  and  cotiec  as  coffee,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  order  that  those 
who  dealt  in  coffee  should  not  sell  chicory. 
There  must  obviously  be  a  prohibition 
against  selling  both;  ami  if  the  sale  of  chi- 
cury was  checked,  it  wuuid  be  most  disad- 
vantageous not  only  to  the  consumer,  but 
to  the  agricultural  interest.  The  Treasury 
Minute  complained  of  was  passed  some 
years  ago  upon  the  representations  of  the 
retail  dealers  in  the  country,  that  as  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Excise  to  prerrat  the 
admixture  of  chicory  with  coffee,  those 
who  sold  coffee  alono  were  subjected  to 
most  unfair  competition  with  those  who 
mixed  chieory  with  coflee;  and  if  it  waa 
diiHcult   thou  to  prevent  the  admixture, 
the  difficulty  would  be  increased  tenfold 
now  that  the  practice  had  been  established. 
The  interference  of  the  Government  would 
inrdfo  Bxeise  proeeeationa  of  thn  nest 
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Texatjo'js  lind — the  intermedcHinfr  with 
every  grocer  8  &bop  ia  the  country,  and  au 
•flMmtof  ineonvenieBce  quite  insuperable. 
He  (Bftil  Granville)  bad  stuted  shortly  tvhy 
it  was  impossible  for  the  rrorernment  to 
do  that,  which,  if  it  could  be  done,  would 
certainly  bo  a  desirable  thing,  namely,  to 
prerent  the  esle  of  chicory  as  coffee.  If 
the  disadvantages  of  a  change  appeared  to 
the  Government  to  be  greater  than  th(^  ad- 
Taatages.  the  Government  were  not  justi- 
M  in  making  that  change.  Nerertfaeless 
they  vere  oUlged  tp  the  noble  Lord  for 
haring  brouirht  the  sabject  before  the 
Hcn'c.  and  given  it  thereby  greater  pub- 
licity, fur  Le  believed  it  was  in  the  power 
rf  Uie  eommanity  to  reinoYe  some  of  the 
Cfils  of  which  complaint  was  made. 
Pedtioa  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

COURT  OP  BANKRUFTCT— THE  CHIEF 
REGISTRAR  —  THE*  CHANCELLOR'S 

SECRETARIES. 

Lord  BROUGHA^I  rcmindod  their 
Lffdships  that  in  the  spring  of  last  year 
Ui  late  lamented  Friend,  Lord  Gotten- 
km,  bad  presented  a  Bill  to  them,  in 
whifh  thev  had  concurred  nnanimouslr, 
tT.<l  had  afterwards  sent  to  the  House  of 
C&ianiuQs.  It  was  a  BiU  abolishing  pat- 
leeage  prodneing  great  emolnnient,  and 
among  other  offices  it  ahollslied  the  office 
of  Chief  Registrar  of  the  Court  of  Bank- 
rnptqr,  which  produced  to  its  holder 
1  jOw.  a  year,  and  transferred  the  dalles 
fill  to  the  Lord  Chancellor's  rhief  Socrc- 
tarr,  and  on  his  accepting  the  office  the 
rni  .luments  wore  to  cease  and  determine. 
He  had  been  much  surprised  to  hear  that 
lUs  Bin  bad  been  denounced  in  the  other 
Heaie  as  something  very  like  a  corrupt 
proceeding — in  a  word,  as  a  job — and  had 
Wen  lost  accordingly.  It  would  be  greatly 
Idt  the  advantage  of  the  country  if  many 
■ste  soeh  *' jobs*'  were  perpetrated;  he 
aj«nt  the  abandonment  of  great  patron- 
age by  persons  holding  high  office,  for 
was  the  "job"  with  which  his  late 
mUe  and  leaned  Friend  was  most  unjns- 
tilsUj,  in  his  opinion,  eharged.  The  Bill 
▼as,  upon  that  representation,  thrown  otit 
elsewhere.  He  was  aware  the  cxc't=(!  wag 
that  the  office  of  Secretary  of  Bankrupts 
vtsld  be  made  an  office  for  life;  but  the 
^•tiea  of  Chief  Registrar  would  hare  been 
attached  t'  't  without  a  farthing  remimc- 
ratioQ.  However,  right  or  wrong,  tlie 
B3  was  lost.  Mr.  Serjeant  Lawes,  tlie 
fanner  Registrar,  had  died  a  few  weeks 
Wiore  the  introduction  of  the  BiU;  the 
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consequence  of  which  was,  that  the  whole 
of  tho  duties  of  the  Cliief  Registrar  iiad  to 
be  performed  provisionally  and  tempora- 
rily by  another  Registrar.  Lord  Gotten* 
ham  had  consequently  introduced  into  the 
Bill  a  clause  giving  validity  to  all  proceed- 
ings since  the  dMth  of  the  last  Registrar, 
Mr.  Serjeant  Lawes,  bot  for  which  every 
commission  of  bankruptcy,  and  all  pro- 
ccedinn;s  under  them,  wcro  liable  to  be  set 
aside  tor  want  of  that  necessary  officer, 
the  Chief  Registrar,  irho  held  the  seal, 
and  whose  duty  it  was  to  append  the  seal 
to  the  official  documents.  But  the  Bill 
was  thrown  out,  and  with  the  Bill  was 
thrown  out  also  tho  clause  invalidating  all 
the  proceedings  in  bankruptcy  whieh  had 
taken  place  sinco  the  death  of  Mr.  Ser- 
jeant Lawes.  His  late  noblo  and  learned 
Friend,  displeased  at  the  ti'eatment  which 
his  measnre  had  rec^red,  did  not  bring  in 
another  Bill,  containing  that  clause,  to 
whioli  there  could  have  been  no  objection; 
and  he  (Lord  Brougham)  regretted  that, 
consequently,  a  little  wore  than  doubt  ex- 
isted with  respect  to  the  viJiditj  of  those 
proceedings.  Mr.  Serjeant  Lawes  had 
now  been  dead  a  year  and  a  half;  and  the 
result  of  the  course  taken  elsewhere,  to 
which  he  had  referred,  all  proceedings  in 
bankruptcy  since  were  exposed  to  very, 
very  great  doubts;  and  he  therefore  felt 
it  his  duty  to  ask  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  tho  woolsack  whether  or  not  the 
Government  was  prepared  to  brinff  iu  a 
Bill  at  aU  events  to  give  validity  and  effect 
to  those  proceedings  ? 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  observed, 
that  when  he  succeeded  to  the  ofHco  he 
now  held,  he  found  that  an  office  estab- 
lished and  considered  necessary  ftt  the 
time  of  the  constitution  of  tho  new  Courts 
of  Bankruptcy  had  been  abolished.  Ho 
took  it  for  grautcd  due  caro  had  been 
taken  that  no  public  inconvenience  should 
arise,  and  that  provision  had  been  made 
lor  whatever  was  necessary.  Lately  his 
attention  had  been  called  to  the  subuict, 
and  he  eertainlj  now  found  that  the  Uhief 
Registrar  was  an  essential  officer  to  givo 
validity  to  most  important  proceedinL^s  in 
banki'uptcv,  ntid  to  p«talili?h  titles  acquired 
under  bani;ru|)tcy.  lie  hud  heard  some 
such  explanation  as  bad  been  just  given 
by  his  noblo  and  learned  Friend;  and  un> 
douhtetlly,  for  wnnt  of  care  on  the  part  of 
those  who  took  the  rcspousihility  of  throw- 
ing out  tho  Bill  last  year,  it  would  bo  ne- 
cessary that  a  Bill  should  bo  brought  in 
for  the  purpose  of  rendering  valid  those  pro- 
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eeedinprs.   Fortmiaielj  the  bloi  had  not 

been  cliscovere<I ;  but  tne  iDstance  was  proof 
of  the  riocf'?<*ity  of  great  caution  on  the  part 
of  those  who  undertook  to  alter  the  existing 
lair.  His  Lordahip  proceeded  to  saj  that  he 
found  some  eomplaiat  had  been  made  that 
he  had  not  done  more  towards  carrying 
into  effect  the  rcconimcnd;itions  contained 
in  certaiu  reports  for  the  abolition  of  cer- 
tiun  offices,  as  those  of  Seeretarv  of  Bank- 
rupts, and  Chaffwax  and  Sealer.  The 
matter  was  broached  on  the  faith  of  two 
Reports;  bat  he  could  find  no  such  Re- 
ports at  all,  and  he  believed  there  were 
none  such.    There  had  been  an  inquiry, 
and  a  report  of  the  result  of  that  inquiry, 
but  he  was  not  aware  of  any  report  ex- 
pressing the  opinion  of  any  Committee  of 
the  Bouse  of  Commoos  in  favoar  of  abo* 
lishing  those  offices.    He  had  taken  some 
pains  to  obtain  accurate  information,  and 
he  found  that  some  of  the  offices  to  which 
aUtision  had  been  made  had  been  abolished 
for  yean,  and  were  no  longer  in  existence, 
amongsl  which  he  nuglit  mention  the  office 
of  Secretary  of  Briefs,  and  Uhatfwax  and 
Sealer.    It  iiad  been  alleged  against  him 
that  th6  Lord  Chancellor  lad  seven  sscre* 
taries.  It  might  as  well  be  alleged  against 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  that  he  had 
a  multijplicitj  of  secretaries,  bccau:ie  the 
seeretartCB  in  each  department  were  under 
hhn  ai  Chief  Secretary.    To  the  office  of 
Chancellor  were  attached  two  offices,  Gen- 
tleman of  tlio  rhaniher,  and  Gentleman-at- 
arms.    Their  duties  were  not  defined,  and 
might  therefore  be  considered  in  the  nature 
of  sinecures.    They  were  State  officers, 
but  performed  duties  not  at  all  of  n  nature 
to  entitle  their  offices  to  be  considered 
substantial  offices.    Lord  Cottcnham  re- 
duced the  salaries  of  those  officers  con- 
siderably; and  since  he  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) had  received  the  seals,  he  had  dis- 
continued one,  and  put  the  other  on  a  re- 
dneed  salarj.   The  salary  was  formerly 
1,000^  a  year,  but  was  ndnced  by  Lord 
Cottcidiam  to  758Z.  a  year;  and  he  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  had  reduced  the  one  offi- 
cer to  5001.  a  year,  which  one,  though 
called  Gentleman  of  the  chamber,  any  one 
who  called  at  his  (the  Lord  Chancellor's) 
residence  at  twelve  oVlncV,  vrould  fina 
there  every  night;  he  seldom  left  before 
midnight,  and  performed  as  ardaens  duties 
as  any  man  could  perform.    The  next  was 
Secretary  of  Bankrupts.    That  was  a  very 
ancient  office;  but  in  consequence  of  tiie 


sad  the  salary,  1,200L  a  year*  waa  mdi 

beyond  the  duties.   But  that  officer  had 

performed  all  the  onerous  duties  of  Chief 
Registrar  during  the  last  year  and  a  half, 
and  would  continue  to  do  SO  until  some  aU 
teration  was  made.    The  salary  i  f  the 
Principal  Secretary  was  also  1,200Z.  That 
officer  8  services  were  not  personal  to  the 
Chancellor;  his  duty  was  to  make  certain 
reports,  which  were  submitted  to  the  head 
of  the  Court.    The  next  was  Secretaiy  «l 
Presentations,  with  a  salary  of  2uOL  ayear. 
He  received  all  letters  on  the  subject  of 
Church  patronage;  it  wasimposriUe  te  att* 
swer  all;  bat  those  which  required  aa  an* 
swer  he  answered;  he  then  made  inquiries 
as  to  the  qualifications  of  parties  proper  to 
be  preferred,  and  received  those  ^ualiSca- 
tions.  That  place  was  held  by  the  aepliew 
of  the  late  Lord  Chancellor,  and  he  con- 
tintir-d  in  the  office.    At  the  present  mo- 
ment the  duties  were  rery  responsible,  and 
he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  was  confident  the 
office,  whoever  held  the  Church  patronage, 
could  not  be  dispensed  with.    The  v,v\t 
was  the  Secretary  of  the  Commissiun  of 
the  Peace.    That  otHcer  received  applica- 
tions from  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  resom- 
mending  persons  to  be  placed  in  the  Cons- 
mission  of  the  Pence,  and  who  ajijilicntions 
forjustiecH  iu  boroughs.    Ihe  recomiuen- 
dations  from  Lord  Lieutenants  required 
very  brief  examinattoa,  aa  great  credit  waa 
given  to  them,  but  occasionally  certain 
cases  led  to  a  correspondence.    As  to  bo- 
rough magistrates,  in  all  cases  inquiries 
were  made,  and  a  oonrespondmiee  took 
place,  for  all  which  duties  Uie  salanr  waa 
400?.  a  year.    There  was  then  the  Secre- 
tary of  Decrees  and  Injunctions.  The 
duty  of  that  person  was  to  see  that  no  de- 
crees wwe  enrolled  against  which  eoetols 
were  entered,  or  objections  made  before 
enrolment.    The  salary  was  30/.,  and  the 
duties  were  about  equal  to  the  salarj. 
That  office  was  associated  with  the  Seor»> 
tary  of  the  Commission  of  the  Peace.  The 
next  was  the  Secretary  of  Lunatics,  a 
mo^t  important  office.     The  salary  was 
800/.  a  year.    It  was  his  duty  to  read  all 
the  petitions;  and  be  (the  Lord  Chaneellor) 
could  answer  for  it  that  he  did  read  them, 
lie  (the  Lord  Chancellor")  hud  communi- 
cation with  him  ou  all  peutious  in  Iuomij 
which  came  before  him*   These  were  lil 
the  secretaries,  and  alter  ^sniissing  oae 
gentleman  of  the  chamber,  and  reducing 
the  laiarv  of  the  other,  he  found  ho  had 


alterations  in  the  proceedings  in  bankrupt- 1  not  sufficient  assislauco,  and  he  engaged 
ey,  the  dntlea  had  been  greatly  redaoedt  I  anothertMnlaty  at  hit  awn  cost,  wl^  wm 
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Ahb  to  be  foutid  at  his  house  everj  night 
until  t#elre  o'clock.  It  had  been  said 
fbeft  hail  bMm  liiiieh  inquirr  Md  bat  Uttte 
done.  Those  who  cotnplaincd,  ktiew  not 
ithkt  liad  been  effected,  and  although  n 
deal  remained  to  be  do&e»  he  Ten- 
Mied  to  say  tlilit  *  tEst  deal  liad  b«efi  kl. 
feady  aecorafiHahkd.  Ftvttl  the  year  1824, 
♦hen  tbe  first  refbrm  took  plncc  in  Chan- 
cerr,  Ynrious  orders  had  been  made,  uhich 
had  been  extrcmelj  befteficial  in  the  Way 
ng  an  AWefldtflteiit  ill  ihB  fottsk 
snd  |)raetiee  of  the  court i  and  during  the 
last  fear  a  body  of  ordrr"  had  been  issued 
tbi<*h  materially  accomplished  the  same 
«b|«et.  In  consequence  of  the  reguUrtltffil 
aclnpttd  by  arrangement  with  Yfeo-Ohaii* 
Ct>!lor  Turner,  liun  lrr  l^  of  cnfGS  were  now 
in  the  can«r«  It-^t  i  r  ridy  to  be,  if  nut  dis- 
posed of  already,  ail  which,  were  it  not  for 

tiiMe  rogulationa,  irould  hate  tak«h  arenr 

eoasiderable  time  h€!otB  tbey  reached  auch 
s  *tr>»f>  nf  inntTirify.  Thosc  only  ^hv,  nrp 
acquaiuted  with  \vhat  is  required,  know 
«Ut  his  be^  done,  abd  it  ia  only  those 
«bo  do  not  ktiow  th«  diflettlttM  of  lUttkilig 
<ltrration«;,  that  Hli£fht  arid  ii^noro  the  re- 
forms which  hare  been  effected.  It  wns 
only  those  who  knew  not  the  evils  which 
ntt  gMiMtetfed  by  altefatfona  made  by 
nsh  bands,  who  dtidertalued  what  had  been 
done.  A  ^^reat  itiany  chfingos  hiifl  of  late 
yiars  been  made  in  the  bankruptcy  law — 
iUfced  it  had  been  altered  fire  er  aixtimda. 
Tha  colneqaenee  Iff  fhow  ebangba  M  tbat 
hrt  lar^e  bankruptcy  was  worked  otit  now 
in  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy.  [Lord 
BiouoBAM  :  Hear!]  How  it  happened 
halh%w  ool*  but  the  parties  who  fo^liierly 
came  to  tlie  Court  of  Chancery,  with  all 
its  cvil^  imrcdrcssed,  with  bankruptcy 
eases,  would  not  go  into  the  Bankruptcy 
CMrt,  but  pfeferred  hating  recourse  to  h 
irfMte  tribunal  of  fhetr  vwt.  The  tery 
Wj  wluch  had  been  passed  were  the  ^nb- 
jeet  of  considerable  doubt.  With  all  their 
llbotu'9 — with  all  their  boasted  care — the 
treditofa  of  a  batiMp^  Maorted  to  a  private 
ttflranal  of  their  own.  nnvlng  been  in 
WtnTnttTi!''fi*ion  with  ?otnc  of  tbe  prinf^ipal 
toKdtors  of  London,  he  was  able  to  speak 
VfOQ  this  poitit.  It  was  eitremely  difficult 
tn  pdlat  mt  olj^etiona  io  the  law;  hot  this 
nni^h  wa^  cettain,  tliat  it  did  not  work 
•ell.  It  did  not  work  in  such  a  maimer  as 
te  induce  tbe  raercbaats  to  resort  to  the 
sowt.  Tfom  eoine  teaton  of  another,  out 
of  twenty  lafge  failures,  only  one  of  them 
was  brought  heforc  the  court.  What  did 
be  tttean  to  aaj  bj  this  ?    Not  that  they 


were  not  to  amend  the  law,  but  that  they 
should  not  with  rash  and  inconsiderate 
hands  atteni)rt  to  meddle  with  It.  With 
reapeet  to  tne  charge  made  against  him, 
of  nnt  having  done  anvtbinc'  to  aid  the 
cause  of  law  reform,  he  would  only  take 
the  liberty  of  atatiog  tliat,  aino^  lie  had 
cotne  into  effiee,  he  had  difected  hta  etten- 
tion  most  earnestly  to  the  aniendment  of 
tlic  law.  As  fast  as  he  acquired  a  know- 
ledge of  any  defect  in  its  administration^ 
he  eoitituitiiieated  with  the  Gotofnlaaionera, 
and  he  endeavoured  immediately  to  re- 
medy the  evil  suggested.  lie  bad  been  a 
law  reformer  long  before  it  was  the  fashion. 
He  only  Wiahed  that  they  had  waited  for 
the  general  recommendations  of  the  bodj 
of  Commissioners  who  bad  undertaken 
their  onerous  duties  without  payor  without 
reward,  before  they  legishited  in  any  bit- 
byoblt  ftnhtont  bet  ethere  irlaer  than  him- 
self had  thought  othcr^ise^  In  eonclusion, 
bo  could  only  say  that  bis  earncpt  desire 
since  he  had  accepted  office  was  to  make 
the  Court  of  ChaneerT  a  eooH  where 
eqttlty  and  jmtiae  would  be  eheaply  and 
expeditiously  rendered  f  i  nil  parties.  He 
bad  now  to  thank  their  Lordships  for  the 
kind  attention  with  which  they  had  heard 
him,  and  to  bei;  pardon  for  apologising  at 
such  a  leni^tb. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  cmisidered  that 
there  was  no  OcCasioti  for  the  noble  Lord 
to  apologise  te  i^e  Hetiae;  faia  statement 
had  been  eohSiderably  interesting.  But 
wlicn  he  put  tbe  rjuCstioi!  tn  bis  noble 
Friend,  with  a  view  of  enabling  him  to 
enter  upon  his  defence  against  a  gene- 
ral charge,  part  ef  whteh  Was  tbat  he 
bad  not  abolished  an  office  which  he  (Lord 
BroTfgbatn)  had  prevented  his  doing  bj 
having  abolished  it  17  years  ago — when  he 
pnt  that  question,  having  deferred  It  at  the 
special  request  ttt  hh  noble  Friend,  to 
enable  him  to  enter  upon  his  defence, 
while  he  expected  an  intelligible  and  a 
satisfactory  answer,  he  was  not  prepared 
to  flfid  that  the  ifoble  Lord  sbonld  Hot 
only  make  an  attack  on  those  who  pre- 
ceded hijn  in  office;  hut,  not  content  with 
attacking  those  who  attacked  him,  not 
content  wHb  Tfaidleatiftg  and  defelldilif 
himself,  he  should  carry  the  war  into 
tbe  territories  of  bis  ally.  He  it  was  who 
bad  ^rivcn  tbe  noble  Lord  an  opportu- 
nity ot  defending  himself — he  was  his  ally; 
bttt»  as  the  hoble  Lotd  bad  ctftaimeneed 
the  attack,  let  him  take  the  conse- 
quences; his  assatllt  was  npon  his  nllv; 
tbe  penalty  of  it  fell  upon  himself;  tor 
F  2 
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hid  own  part,  he  was  uiepared  for  self- 
defeoce.  It  wms  hit  (Lora  Bnmgh«m*t) 
ruh  hand,  then,  tiiftt  had  mterferad  with 

tlio  ancient  ami  venerable  system  of  the 
bankrupt  laws  lu  this  countrj.  It  was  he 
who  had  established  the  new  aod  bad  sys- 
tem which  had  superseded  and  abolbhed 
the  former  admirable  and  successful  juris- 
diction.  Did  the  noble  Lord  wiah  to  sec  the 
re-establishment  of  the  seventy  Commis- 
sioners sometimes  ealled  the  Septoagint  ? 
Did  he  wish  to  see  official  assignees  abolish- 
ed ?  Did  he  wish  to  see  tlif  re-establish- 
ment of  that  Ticious  system  which  Lord 
Eldon,  the  first  day  he  assumed  office,  had 
termed  one  of  coiruption  and  abase  from 
begiuning  to  ctid,  and  on  which,  as  is  re- 
corded in  G  Vesey,  ne  pronounced  un  un- 
LUiLigated  censure  ?  Thai  wa^  the  system 
agmnst  which  he  was  charged  with  having 
raised  a  rash  hand.  "  But  oh,"  says  the 
noble  Lord,  "  go  into  the  court,  ami  you 
will  find  that  everybody  19  against  this  new 
sjirtem.*'  Not  everybody.  Certainlj  smne 
few.    Solicitors,  no  donbt.  Under  the  old 


who  had  a  right  to  complain  that  this  was 
the  esse?  There  most  be  two  partiea  to 

such  a  composition.  The  debtor  cannot 
wind  u[>  by  himself.  No,  it  nmet  be  by 
the  debtor  and  creditor  Joining;  and  if  the 
debtor  and  creditor  are  satisfied,  who  has  a 
right  to  complain  ?  Is  it  not  the  greatest 
benefit  to  the  creditors  ?  A  larger  dividend 
will  accrue  to  him,  as  law  expenses  are  not 
incurred.  It  was  the  creditor  he  mainly 
looked  to.  He  wished  to  extend  fitvonr 
and  justice  to  the  creditor,  bat  bare  jus- 
tice to  the  debtor,  who  always  is  primd 
facU  in  the  wrong — the  creditor  never. 
He  should  presently  show  how  the  other 
improvements  in  the  system  had  all  tended 
to  produce  the  same  diminution  in  bank- 
rnptcics.  But  the  noble  Lord  objected 
that  the  law  had  been  changed  from  time 
to  time.  So  it  was,  and  so  it  ovght  to 
be,  according  as  they  found  one  or  other 
of  its  prfuirions  required  amendment.  All 
the  changes  since  the  new  system  had 
been  estabfiihed  had  been  the  legilintia 
result  of  the  experience  of  .the  Commiamon- 


system  a  bankruptcy  was  an  annuity  to  a  ers  and  practitioners  in  the  Court.  The 


solicitor,  a  regular  annuity — it  was  an  in- 
come to  him  for  life.  "  Oh,"  savs  the 
noble  Lord,  **  ont  of  twenty  different  in* 
solvencies,  only  one  is  brought  before  the 
Court  of  Bankruptcy.  I  do  not  know  why 
it  is,  but  so  it  is."  Now,  what  were  the 
facts  ?  By  the  amendment  ef  the  kw,  by 
the  great  and  constant  improvements  in- 
troducetl,  they  had  &o  far  remedied  the 
evils  ot  the  old  system  as  to  give  every 
possible  encouragement  to  tho  insolvent 
to  do  that  the  effecting  of  which  had  aU 
ways  been  regarded  as  the  perfection  of 
a  bankrupt  and  insolvent  law — to  make 
the  insolvent  come  lorward  at  an  early 
period  with  the  remains  of  his  property, 
and  have  it  divided  among  his  creditors, 
and  not  make  away  witli  it  ;   partly  by 


uoble  Lord  said  that  he  was  an  enemy  to 
law  reform— he  meant  to  say  a  friend;  but 
it  was  curious  how  the  truth  wonid  slip  out 
in  spite  of  himself.  But  the  noble  Lord 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  was  a 
friend  to  law  retorm.  Yes;  but  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  seen  manj  soch  IHends  in 
bis  days,  lie  had  seen  many  profeanng 
friends  of  law  reform  and  law  amendment. 
They  were  friends  in  general  tbeor}*  — 
friends  in  prof(^ion — friends  in  the  ab- 
stract—hot  when  yon  come  to  praotioal 
matters,  you  found  them  object  to  every 
particular  reform,  and  when  you  come  from 
their  professions  to  their  acts,  you  found 
that  tbeb  acts  were  in  an  exact  contrary 
direction  to  their  prabssion.  and  ^eir  op- 
position  to  all  improvement  bore  a  pretty 


creditors  getting  an  undue  preference —  exact  proportion  to  their  declared  wish  to 
partly  by  collusion  between  the  debtor  and  improve.  Now  to  that  class  of  law  re- 
credltor — partly  throogh  the  medium  of  the  { formers  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  con< 

respectable  solicitor,  to  whom  the  bank- 
ruptcy, befor  -  the  lute  alteration  of  the 


sidcring  his  attainments  and  his  position, 

was  a  diatinsruishcd  ornament.    Nav,  if 


law,  was  an  annuity — not  seldom  by  the  1  tho  respect  and  friendship  which  ho  bore 
insolvent  concealing  his  property,  or  vest- 1  him,  did  make  him  blindly  partnil,  he  was 


ing  it  in  friends,  to  be  enjoyed  by  him 

after  his  certificate  was  granted.  But 
now  the  creditor  was  induced  to  come 
forward  while  he  had  some  remnant  of 


inclined  to  place  him  at  their  very  head. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  referred  to 
the  small  number  of  bankruptcies  which 
came  before  the  Court.    Did  he  object  to 


property  left;  and  this  was  the  phenome- 1  the  establishment  of  offimal  as^gnees  f  If 

non  which  so  much  astonished  his  noble 
Friend,  that  nineteen  out  of  twcntr  ca'^r:^ 
should  accordingly  be  decided  witiiuut  iliu 
intervention  ef  a  court  of  bankruptcy.  But 

Lord  Brougham 


Me  did,  he  was  the  only  person  in  or  out  of 
the  city  of  London  who  did  so — always  ex- 
cepting the  respectable  solicitors  to  whom 
be  bad  before  referred ;  but  he  doubted 
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tery  much  whether  ho  woultl  find  even 
aoiODg  the  solicitors  anv  one — certainly 
among  the  traders  he  wenld  find  no  one 
—who  objected  to  the  official  assignees. 
He  beliered  their  ef:tnhlishmerit  was  one 
d  the  greatest  iinprovements  that  bad  ever 
bets  made  in  the  bankmpt  law — an  iiO' 
pnyrement  whieh  not  only  benefited  the 
creditor,  but  even  the  debtor.    When  the 
measure  was  the  subject  of  very  considera- 
ble opposition  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
Iris  lamented  friend,  Mr.  John  Smitii,  of 
the  great  banking  firm  Smith,  Payne,  and 
Smith,  in  defending  it,  observed — "  T  am 
rare  I  have  no  interest  in  this  measure 
paniiif ;  the  eonaeqiieBee  of  H  to  onr  benk 
vill     that  we  shall  loae  the  use  of  from 
6,000i.  to  7,000/.  per  annum,  arising  from 
the  funds  which  will  be  drawn  out  of  the 
bank,  and  distributed  amone  the  creditors. 
The  appointment  of  offieku  eaaigneee  will 
do  away  with  the  creditor  aasignees,  whose 
snpinencss  and  negligence  caused  this  the 
greatest  of  evils. ' '    This  statement  caused 
nI  efmeoitaoii  to  eeaae,  and  the  Bill  was 
ptssel    A  rery  fow  yean  after  the  es- 
tablishment nf  the  system  which  he  was 
accused  of  rashness  for  erecting,  the  ut- 
iDust  bencfil  was  experienced  from  it  ex- 
actly as  might  he  expected,  espeeiellj  nfter 
Mr.  Smith's  remai¥ahle  statement.  In 
the  course  of  a  year,  or  little  more,  after 
it  was  in  operation,  upwards  of  one  million 
nd  a  qnarter  was  collected  through  the 
Motions  of  the  official  assignees;  in  the 
next  few  years  the  sum  had  been  increased 
to  nearly  2.000,000i.,  all  of  which  had 
hitherto  lain  idle  for  twenty  or  thirty  years 
m  the  different  benhs,  in  eooseqnence  of 
the  idleness  of  the  creditors'  assignees, 
aod  by  the  supineness  of  respectable  soli- 
citors, those  disinterested  and  trustworthy 
satborities  wbom  the  nohh»  Lord  had  eon- 
nked,  and  the  equal  supineness  of  credi- 
tors, assignees,  hankers  pcradventure.  in 
vbose  houses  the  money  was  lying;  all  of 
whom,  lawyers  and  laymen,  had  more  or 
less  interest  in  letting  things  sleep,  in  Icav- 
inj  the  creditor  unpaid,  and  leaving  the 
bankrnptcy  iinsupersedefJ .  ^fnnysucli  cases 
u  uc  ailudcd  to  were  wound  up  and  brought 
tesdose  tfaroogh  the  exertions  of  the  official 
SM^nees—  through  the  medinm  of  that  sys- 
tem now  for  the  first  time  openly  and  bold- 
ly coodcmucd.    Many  bankruptcies  were 
n^rseded  after  the  lapse  of  twenty-five, 
coisinly  of  twenty  years.   Hnnj  estates 
returned  20i.   in  the  pound  ;   nnl  the 
bankrupt  and  the  creditor  alike  received 
justice.    This  bad  happened  in  the  case 


of  his  lamented  friend  Mr.  Roscoe's  bank- 
ruptcy, though  unfortunately  not  till  after 
his  decease,  &e  old  systrai  having  surrired 
that  excellent  and  distinguished  person. 
But  this  was  a  frightful  state  of  things 
wiiich  he  depicted;  it  was  the  state  of 
things  to  which  the  noble  Lord  would 
wish  to  revert.    The  activity  of  the  offi- 
cial assignee  brouf^lit  into  bold  relief  the 
indolence  and  supineness  of  the  creditor 
assignee.    What  its  enemies  harped  upon 
is,  that  in  conaeeuence  of  the  Iste  changes 
the  number  of  bankruptcies  brought  be- 
fore the  court  had  diminished,  while  the 
number  of  those  which  were  settled  by 
composition  had  augmented.  Undonbt- 
edly  great  faciliti  s  had  been  given  to 
composition,   of  which  tlio   noble  Lord 
seemed  to  have  such  an  ultra-professional 
horror.    That  had  been  admitted  to  be  an 
improvtment-^n  hnprorement  which  had 
been  introduced  by  the  same  rash  hand 
which  violated  the  sanctity  of  the  old 
system.     But  what  did  the  noble  Lord 
think  of  the  three  classes  of  certtficntcs, 
acknowledged  as  it  was  to  he  one  of  the 
greatest  improvements  in   a  moral,  as 
well  as  a  commercial  and  a  legal  point 
of  view.    The  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  had  already 
borne  testimony  to  its  great  value  in  evwj 
respect,  but  especially  for  its  moral  ten- 
dencies.   He  would  not  now  repeat  that 
eulogy.    The  flrst-clsss  certillMte  was 
given  to  persons  pure  in  all  respects^^ 
whose  dealings  had  been  without  a  slur 
or  shadow  of  imputation,  whether  of  in- 
discretion or  of  fraud,  and  whose  failure 
arose  from  no  extravagance,  and  from  no 
undue  speculation.  He  grieved  to  say  that 
was  a  kind  of  certificate  which  was  given 
in  only  very  rare  instances.     But  the 
second  was  giren  to  persons  not  guilty 
of  any  fraod,  but  who  jt/t  were  not  so 
pure  and  free  from  all  reproach  as  the 
(irst  class  he  had  described.    Then  came 
the  third  class,  which  was  given  to  per- 
sons whose  conduct  had  been  more  or 
less   e-vceptionable    in    their  commercial 
transactions  for  incorrect  dealing  with  their 
creditors'   property,  and  improper  mode 
of  keeping  their  accounts.   As  he  said 
before,  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  ad- 
mired the  moral  causidei'ation;  but  it  cer- 
tainly had  the  etlect  of  lessening  the  num- 
ber of  hankrnptcies.   Ifany  men  did  not 
like  to  go  and  be  refused  the  second  class, 
and  be   reduced  to  take  the  third-class 
certificnte;   others,  more  refined,  disliked 
to  bo  retused  the  first.    The  couaequeucu 
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M'a4,  when  their  atiuir^  bccAiua  cmbarraas- 
«d,  tbej  Cfmie  fcrw^nl  in  timai  they  divided 
Wliai  they  hod  Ufti  crcditurs  did  not  refuse 
ft  rcasunable  offer,  and  uf  f  urse  a  eomposi- 
tipu  waa  aofi^itted*  Wa»  thtif-e  any  barm 
49119  the^  to  the  ereditor  qr  mtor  by 
hiivjog  the  parties  eonie  before  the  oovrt, 
and  having  the  banliriiptcj  wound  tip  ? 
Was  it  not  llie  ercat  olijcct  to  lo  airued 
at  iu  ovory  baukrupl  and  iu«ulveui  law  io 
indttee  persons  to  eove  in  early,  before 
they  made  away  with  their  fhnda  ? 
The  diminution  of  the  number  of  bank- 
rupts, n^oreovcr,  must  Le  attributed  in 
•one  depee  to  the  prosperity  of  the  eoiui' 
Uji  Tbia  beppj  circumstance  aeeoanted 
in  part  for  the  nunihcr  being  so  much 
smaller  nun-  than  three  years  a^fo;  but 
the  petuiuuuat  ditutiiu^tuu  wa^  owiug  to 

the  other  eauiee  he  had  stated,  and  it  ww 

a  great  benefit  to  all  whose  iu  threat  we 
ought  to  consult.  Novcrtlioless,  if  his 
noble  Fri^fid  cQuld  be  persuaded  by  his 
Citj  iofamiaptSt  those  disinterested  sq- 

thoiitioa,  that  the  present  system  vas  as 
bad  as  he  declared  it  to  be — if  he  was 

in  favour  of  the  sev<'!!ty  Cummi'sioners, 
and  (lie   system  which  iiurd  MKlou  dc- 

elared  to  be  t  mesa  ef  eorruption— it 
oould  not  be  the  change  of  the  law  ef- 
fected ill  1849  to  which  he  objected, 
for  ali  |be  gr«at  changes  had  taken 
plaeo  before  1849,  wbea  no  bhnself  was 
eotiiieeted  with  those  changes;  and  in  the 
year  of  distress,  1848,  there  had  been 
luorc  bankruptcies  than  there  had  been 
since  the  year  ISul.  It  uaw  happened, 
for  the  fiiat  time  siiMo  the  fiolenee  ef 
party  spirit  in  1831  and  1S32  opposed  the 
Amendments  he  intruduced,  that  he  lieard 
thavR  condemned,  lie  had  always  heard 
iiroqi  traders  and  honest  disinterested  au- 
thorities opinions  entitled  to  consideration, 
either  from  the  good  sen?e  or  the  kno\vledi;e 
of  the  persons  who  gave  tiicni — opinions  de- 
cidedly  and  strongly  iu  favour  U'  thiti  s^yit- 
tem.  which  tho  noble  Ijord.  not  eonteni  with 
vindicating  himself,  or  answering  the  ques- 
tion put  to  him,  had  so  vehemently  at- 

ta^k^»  au4  wbieh  be  (Lord  Brougbam)  i  great  aa  had  been  the  iabonr  and  pai 
tools  to  biuself  ikn  distinotlM  of  haTing  I  whi«h  his  noble  and  leaioed  Fiismf  ImmI 


II 0  therefore  did  regret  having  used  ibe 
expression,  and  ha  had  nut  A  sligbtett 
intention  of  applying  the  expression  of 
**  rash  hands  "  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  ajtbough  he  had  referred  to  the 
baokroptcy  Uws.  Bis  noble  aid  leatnod 
Friend  had  spoken  of  his  partialis  iQwavda 
him.  He  knew,  and  he  had  known,  that 
he  did  feel  most  kindly  to  him,  but  he  did 
not  think  thai  this  ptiriiality  had  bliad^ 
the  noble  Lord  to  bis  defsots.  Th^  weisi 
all  aware  that  when  one  word  was  said 
which  reflected  upon  the  vanity  of  the  noble 
i<ar4,  that  bis  tricndshiu  and  partiality 
wonld  net  ofeierve  tbeni  mm  n  vindieiiie 
attack .  The  noblt  a«d  leamted  ]io»d  ba«« 

vrell  that  he  was  as  sincere  a  lavr  reformer 

as  himself;  but  he  would  hnye  v,4id,  did  he 
not  know  that  it  would  lead  to  auuiherhalf 

honr*a  ootnfMtlonsf  their  Iiordibipa*  tini, 

not  so  rash  a  one.  The  noble  Lord  asked 
him  did  ho  wish  the  revival  of  the  seven ty 
t'omiuiiibioners  ?  Who  were  the  lusiru- 
nenta  need  ta  pnt  an  end  to  Hint  syaten  t 
It  was  not  fair  of  the  noUe  Loi4  ti|  ask 
sueh  a  ((uestion,  for  he  must  haiie  remem- 
bered that  ho  (the  Lord  Chaiu;«lhir\  and 
the  Uuu.  jdr.  Ertikine  had  liie  iiuuuur  of 
working  under  hisft  ill  abolishing  the  wbek 
system.  He  did  not  know  whether  hia 
noble  and  learned  Friend  was  a  party  ta 
the  anaibiktioo  pf  the  Court  of  KeTtewi 
bnt  that  bad  pasted  nway,  as  had  sobm 
other  thing.i,  and  aiothsr  syttem  was  ea% 
tablished  in  its  room.  Thia  Seasiou  they 
had  seen  another  syatera  by  way  of  refonn 
iuirudueed,  and  such  ehan|;ei  they  worn 
likely  to  have  fren  ti«e  te  tusa  aa  Isn^  aa 
they  Hied  —  [Lord  BaoroBAV :  Hear, 
hear!] — and  very  prnporlv  so,  no  doubt. 
But  he  nevertheless  feit  bound  te  aay  that 
a  Utile  eave  at  the  beginning  wmild  readaa 
snsh  trouble  imnecessary.  What  he  had 
said  was,  that  those  individuaU  who  did  not 
know  the  course  of  the  Uw,  or  its  praeticQ, 
were  ra«h  iu  attempuug  to  make  iiit«ir&- 
tieaa  in  tba  law.  fie  did  imI^  bawoMiv 
apply  those  words  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend;   on  the  contrary,  he  said,  that 


witb  raib  and  inoansiderata  hands  eslab- 
lishod. 

The  LORD  CHANCKLLOR  thought 
he  OHgbt  to  apolt^iso  for  having  used  au 
insd^crtcnt  expression,  espeeiaUj  when  ha 


taken  in  auii;n<rm:^^  the  baiikrupto^  law, 
unfortunately  th;  ^[nendment  did  sot  suo- 
eted.  Beyond  that  he  had  sai<l  uothinc:  to 
wartant  the  diiohai'go  (h«ur  Lordahiij^  had 

jnst  beard.  His  nMle  and  ksmed  nioMi 

considered  what  it  bad  brought  upon  the  :  said  the  new  system  had  redneed 
11 


ou>e  111 


ti 


npe  of  a  spoet'h  from  the  '  had  f:iveu  eertificates,  and  had  th>ne  a  great 
no^  Wd,  a^d  in  (ho«hape  of  a  Y«ry  oun- ,  many  utber  ihiogss  hul  ha  must  t<^  tUtsur 
sidiimble  personsl  ottMk  tqiOA  bnoself.  1  |ioidships»  thai  ill«r  oK  that  bad  baea 
Lord  Brougham  ' 
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mid,  thfti  creditors  would  nofe  go  iulo  the 
Ofvi  of  BftBkruptcj;  tbej  did  not  iad  U 
to  their  interest  to  go  into  that  court. 
Whatever  advafttn'-'t^'^  Ins  noMo  mid  learned 
Friend  might  see  in  his  new  eystem  of 
baakniptcj,  he  begged  to  say  that  both 
Iht  Mwiton  Mid  merobaBti  ti  Loodoa 
Mrs  extent  to  forego  all  those  advantages; 
a'v*!  >.A  wnulA  nAi\  further,  that  out  of  very 
numerous  bankrupteics,  the  largest,  the 
Bosi  important,  and  ihote  nott  requiHng 
At  AdvaiitagiM  of  »  fMd  ■TStera  of  bonk- 
reptcv,  were  just  the  cases  that  >rero  man- 
aged eUe whore.  If  would  not  do  to  say 
tkU  was  the  fault  of  the  sollcitora;  for 
Ikcir  dieiitt  were  men  of  iiitenu|eiice  and 
bosiness  habita,  and  if  they  foond  tbat 
tleir  solicitors  were  following  a  course  con- 
trary to  their  interests,  they  would  soon 
ekeek  it.  I}is  noble  and  learned  Friend 
bad  been  a  poiiy  to  paariag  laws  tbafc 
mated  not  a  few  difficulties,  and  involved 
people  m  espen^e.  The  public  were  no 
ieabt  indebted  to  hiiu  for  his  eiforts  in  the 
mmt  of  refonn;  but  be  (tbe  Lord  ObaneeU 
kr)  would,  nevertbeless,  not  forbear  mak- 
kg  suggestions  occasionallv  to  his  nohle 
and  learned  Friend,  even  tiiough  he  should 
^eak  of  his  '*  partiaiiiy  "  fur  hiiu,  and 
Mu  bni  an  ooomy  of  refonn,  and  oven 
IbNgb  be  should  forget  that  he  was  an 
instmnient  in  his  hands  in  bringing  about 
his  f^nn  in  the  bankruptcy  laws.  Wliy, 
nobodv  could  say  a  word  to  his  noble  and 
hiiBoil  Friend  abont  Ma  Billa  but  It  put 
biM  fai  bad  temper;  but  that  would  not 
prevent  him  doing  so  whenever  the  occa- 
sion  m^ht  artae.  Be  ha4  passed  not  a 
ibert  All  ^  Iffe  bad  been  in  the 
profession  of  Ae  law,  and  be  bed  seen  not 
onlj  the  advantages  of  reforms,  cautioiislj 
n-*'  pted,  but  also  the  mischiefs  that  had 
&rueA  from  eoaatant  alterations  in  the  law, 
aad  hum  as  faiereaae  of  expenio  to  tboae 
wbo  had  ooetaion  to  have  recoano  to  it. 
Then^ff^re  he  did  not  consider  evorv  one 
tbat  brought  in  measure  to  amend  the 
lnw  a  reformer.  He  certainly  should 
ipoWgiie  if  ho  bad  applied  tbotonD  "rasb 
bands  *'  to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend; 
bat  he  had  not  done  so.  He  used  the 
words  with  reference  to  those  who  were 
wbslly  onfitled  to  nabe  alteratiopa  in  tbe 
low,  Mn^  fully  IropresMd  witb  the  con- 
vection that  whatever  changes  were  made 
should  be  done  ^vith  the  he«t  care  and  cau- 
tion, aod  should  proceed  from  the  best  in- 
hmui  ndnda.  In  eoneloaioo,  bo  begged 
pardon  of  their  Lordships  for  liafing  called 
biiMbld  and  leaned  Friend  upon  Ua  legs. 


and  having  thereby  been  the  means  of  de* 
tabling  tbem  so  long. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  was  not  aware  that 
the  offenop  of  !ii<^  noble  and  learned  Friend 
was  in  the  nature  of  suicide ;  ho  had 
thotigbt  it  was  in  the  nature  of  manslaugh* 
ter;  but  it  now  appeared  tbM  the  ebiin^es 
which  he  repudiated  so  much,  and  which 
w»Mo  embodied  in  tlio  Bill  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  bankruptcy  syitem,  were  his 
own  sbanges.  His  i|oble  and  '  learned 
Friend  was  a  party  to  It,  for  he  said  bo 
was  one  of  tbos^  wbe  prepared  mea- 
sure. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  :  Not  this, 
bitt  tbat. 

Loiu)  BROUGHAM:  Well,  tbat.  His 

noble  and  learned  Friend  was  employed  in 
preparing  that  measure,  and  it  was  ot  great 
advantage  to  the  system.  That  system 
worked  so  well,  and  tbe  Oommissioners  did 
their  duty  so  admirably,  that  any  appeal 
from  their  judgment  was  found  to  be  su- 
perfluous, and  the  Court  of  Eeview  unnor 
oessary;  and  ibst,  he  begged  to  say,  was 
the  only  change  that  Imd  tabon  pleoo. 
House  fidjomnod  UU  To4nonN>w. 


nmd(nf»  M$  3, 1851. 

MiNimjH.]  Public  liiLLa. — Turnpike  Xru|U 

.\  rrangeinents. 
3"  AiaosMd  TaxM  GosBBOsitiea ;  Pablia  Works 

rirelaad)  ;    Publio  Works,   Fisheries.  i 

Veterinary  Surgoons  ExcinptioD. 
Reported. — School  Sites  Act«  Amcudtnent. 
8'  Oatb  of  Abjuration  ;  Highway  Rates ;  Eg- 

olsftiaaticnl  f  ur  i^  Hction  ;  BurgoMsa  aad  Free 

weu's  ^^ariiameutary  jfraadusa. 

OATft  OF  AKTmunON  (JTBWS)  VSUL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  moved  that 
this  Bill  be  now  read  a  Third  Time. 

Sir  E.  H.  INGLIS  said,  that  from  iho 
first  di^  when  this  Bill  had  been  brought 
forward,  bo  had  regarded  It  as  one  of  tbe 
most  unhappy  measures  that  had  ever  been 
introduced  into  Parliament.  For  more 
than  twenty  years  he  bad  eoQtinued  to 
▼lew  It  wfth  deepest  and  most  abhor- 
rent oljeeti<ni{  and  no  had  endeavoured  to 
take  every  opportunity  which  the  forms  of 
the  House  allowed  to  prevent  its  pn«'siiig 
into  a  law.  They  were  now  about  to  pass 
a  measure  wbieh  be  would  say  was  not 
merely  undesired  by  the  great  mass  of  tbe 
people,  but  was  alien  to  ttieir  principles  as 
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well  as  feelinga.   It  involved  a  sacrifice 

of  principle  so  great,  indeed,  tliat  no  ex- 
ternal advantage  whatever — no,  not  even 
the  satisfaction  of  the  people — could  jus- 
tify its  adoption;  and  there  was  no  duty 
whicli  impelled  tliem  to  this  sacrifice.  Tt 
was  one  that  could  not  be  paid  to  be  de- 
manded on  tiie  ground  of  any  constitu- 
tional rights;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  pause  before  it  <>:ave  its  sanc- 
tion to  the  measure.   Tlio  Church  of  Eng- 


dcclared  that  an  avowal  of  belief  is  d»t 
which  is  required  in  order  to  qualify  a  per- 
son to  be  a  Member  of  this  Ilousc.  Now 
I  must  say  that  I  thhik  we  ought  not,  and, 
as  I  believe,  according  to  the  right  inters 
pretatiuu  of  the  law,  we  do  not  intend  to 
exact  a  declaration  of  belief  from  Members 
of  this  House,  but  rather  a  declaration  re- 
lating to  conduct  and  action.  That  is,  I 
believe,  the  trae  prin  ipl  >  with  regard  to 
these  oaths,  and  such  1  believe  to  be  the 


land  and  the  majority  of  the  people  of ,  intention,  though  not,  I  own,  the  letter  of 


Scotland  were  opposed  to  it,  and  bad  ex- 
pressed their  eenvietbn  that  it  was  incon- 
sistent with  the  Christian  character  of  this 

country,  implying,  a?  it  did,  the  princi])!e. 


the  law.  Now  we  know  perfectly  well, 
that  to  all  that  is  required  dj  the  Oath  of 

Allegiance  and  the  Oath  of  Supreniacj, 
the  Jew  is  ready  to  swear.    And  with  re- 


that  a  beliof  in  our  blessed  Lord  and  Sa-  gard  to  the  Oath  of  Abjuration,  let  ua  coa> 
viour  was  not  a  necessary  qualification  of  sider,  for  «  moment,  why  that  declaration 
those  who  had  to  connder  the  highest  in-  "  Upon  the  true  fiuth  of  a  Christian,"  was 

terests  of  n  Christian  people.  If  the  last  j  recjuired  to  be  taken.  Was  it  required  rii 
words  tiiat  he  should  utter  in  that  House  '  order  that  Members  of  this  Hou«e  should 


were  to  be  ia  opposition  to  this  Bill  of  the 
Qovomment,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  not 
to  shrink  from  protesting  against  it;  but 

ho  did  not  feel  it  neeessary  to  rocni-d  by 
more  than  such  a  protest  his  objections  to 
the  further  progress  of  the  measure.  In 
that  protest  he  knew  he  should  he  sup- 
ported by  the  hearts  and  the  voices  of  some 
of  the  influential  Members  of  that  ITou«c, 
and  of  the  large  majority  of  the  people  of 
this  country;  by  all,  in  short,  who  stilt  re- 
garded the  Christian  character  of  England 
as  one  of  the  dearest  objects  of  inheritance 
which  they  had  received  from  their  fore- 
fathers, and  whtcli  they  desired  to  transmit 
to  their  posterity.  If  he  were  told  that 
the  introduction  of  three  or  four  Jews  into 
Parliament  would  not  alter  the  character 
of  that  assembly,  he  replied  that  that 
might  he  so  if  tiiey  came  in  without  any 
act  of  legislation;  but  the  moment  that 
they  altered  the  oath  by  which  all  who 
came  into  that  House  declared  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  they  were  admitted,  they 
had  made  a  sacrifice  which  no  earthly  cou- 
fiideration  could  compensate.  With  the 
strongest  rchictnnce  to  give  any  encourage- 
ment to  legislation  founded  on  such  an  ab- 
sence of  principle  as  was  displayed  iu  the 
present  Bill,  he  should  content  himself  with 
thus  solen  uly  l  ecordbg  Ms  objections  to 
it;  but  under  all  the  circumstances  of  tlie 
case  he  did  not  feel  himself  called  upon  to 


declare  themselves  to  be  persons  protcs&iu^ 
the  Christian  bdief  f  I  believe  that  nei- 
ther the  persons  who  framed  that  oath» 
nor  those  who  supported  it  when  it  was 
first  introduced,  had  ever  put  it  on  that 
ground.  The  Oath  of  Abjuration  was  in- 
troduced for  the  purpose  of  getting  persons 
to  declare  that  they  would  pay  allegiance 
to  the  family  now  upon  the  Throne,  and 
that  they  abjured  all  allegiance  to  the 
House  of  Stuart,  andto  tiiedeseendanta  of 
James  II.  Now  I  have  to  say  that,  with, 
roi^ard  to  all  the  conditions — the  condition 
of  the  Oath  of  Allegiance,  thi^  cfiudition  of 
the  Oatli  of  Supremacy,  and  uitli  rogaid 
to  the  substance  of  the  Oath  of  Abjuration* 
namely,  the  abjuring  any  allegiance  what^ 
ever  to  any  family  but  tliat  upon  the 
Throne — ^with  regard  to  them  all,  the  Jew 
is  quite  ready  to  take  and  to  subscribe  to 
them.  But  no  doubt  there  are  words  at 
the  end  of  the  Oath  of  Abjuration  whick 
the  Jew,  not  having  the  same  facility  that 
Mr.  Gibbon  had  when  he  was  a  Member  of 
this  House,  feels  himself  oonsclentioualjr 
precluded  from  taking.  But  with  regard 
to  these  words,  I  think  it  has  been  quite 
clearly  proved  by  argument  that  those 
wordd  were  not  introduced  to  prevent  Jews 
sitting  in  that  Hotise,  hut,  it  being  pre- 
sumed that  Members  of  this  House  wore 
Christians,  it  was  a  declaration  that  they 
were  ready  to  abide  by  the  conditions  im- 


divide  the  House  on  the  present  oCca-  posed  on  them.   I  cannot  but  think,  that 

upon  this  question  the  feelings  of  the  peo- 

Sir,  I  can-  pie  at  large  ought  to  bo  consulted;  and  if 
not  but  say  a  few  words  after  tlie  observa-  .  you  do  you  are  bound  to  consult  in  an 
tions  of  niy  hon.  Friend  liie  Member  for !  especial  degree  the  feelings  of  those  who 


sion. 

Loud  JOHN  RUSSELL 


the  University  of  Oxford,  who  has  formally  |  are  electors  of  Mcmben  of  FarUanent, 
Sir     n,  IfiglU 


DiCJIiiZuU  by  ^i^J^.i-j^i'^ 
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Xow  withia  the  last  few  dajft  a  second  1  to  the  Hoiise  ofc  Commons."  Thiis  my 
ease  has  oeenned,  in  which  a  member  of !  Hon.  Frieud,  diongh  I  am  sure,  most  un- 

the  Jewish  persuasion  has  been  elected  by  fleslgiiedly,  is  giving  an  advantage  to  tbo 
upwardsof  2,000  votes  as  a  reprosentativo  I  Jewish  candidates;  and  I  am  persuaded, 
of  a  borough,  i  am  glad  to  see  that  the  i  that  if  this  Bill  were  passed,  two  or  three 
hoD.  AUennan  who  has  been  thus  elected  Jews  might  find  their  way  into  this  House. 


Jt^os  not  intend  to  come  down  to  this 
House  and  offer  to  talce  the  Oath,  until 
the  othrr  House  of  Parliament  has  had  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  the  Bill  now  before 
as.  And  when  that  other  House  of  Par- 
Bainent  comes  to  take  the  Bill  into  consi- 
deration. I  hope  they  will  remember  tliat 
there  has  been  uf  late  a  great  deal  oi  sou- 
silireness  shown  Mrith  respect  to  the  prtvi- 
kgsi  of  die  House  of  Lords.    I  do  not 
ttjthat  it  is  an  undue  sensitiveness;  hut, 
»ith  regard  to  the  particular  Bill  now  be- 
fore them  (the  Court  of  Chancery  Bill),  it 
is  known  that  ohjectioaa  hare  been  taken 
to  it,  not  on  account  of  its  object  or  on 
tccoant  of  its  8ul<str,TU'(\  the  one  lirin^ 
allowed  to  be  rir^it  and  the  other  laudable, 
but  because  it  relates  to  something  that 
i1m  House  of  Lonls  deemed  it  right  to  do 
IhsBsdves.    Now  I  shall  cease  to  insist 
upon  that  Clau«c  in  the  Bill,  and  I  shall 
propose  to  leave  them  to  considcc  whether 
bj  this  Clause  or  by  what  other  Act  of 
Psiiisment,  they  can  obtain  the  object 
which  the  Legislature  lias  in  view.  My 
lion.  Friend  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  says  that  ho  is 
BMMt  UDwiliiog  to  divide  the  House  upon 
dus  qoesUon*   Now,  when  a  body  of  the 
people  for  the  thii^  time  has  declared  its 
opinion  that  a  Jew  ouo^ht  to  sit  in  this 
House,  when  two  bodies  of  the  constituen- 
cies of  this  country  have  elected  Jews  for 
Osir  represeatatiTes,  I  do  really  tiiink, 
vith  erery  respect  for  the  prifileges  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  that  they  ought  to  con- 
uder  whether  this  is  not  a  matter  in  which 
the  people  may  be  fireety  left  to  their  own 
ckiee^  and  whether,  after  the  passing  of 
such  a  Bill  three  times,  it  is  not  due  to  the 
great  body  of  tho  people  and  to  their  re- 
presentatives, that  their  wishes  should  be 
souulted  upon  this  sobjeet.   With  regard 
to  the  actosl  result  cS  popular  elections, 
Bjv  belief  is,  that,  while  rav  hon.  Friend 
is  making  these  objections  to  the  Jews, 
whenever  there  comes  a  popular  election 
hf  anj  great  body  of  electors,  jon  do  ac- 
tually give  a  premium  as  against  the 
Christian  in  that  general  election;  because, 
while  the  Christian  has  to  stand  upon  his 
aeritt,  the  Jew  is  able  to  say,  "In  roe 
behold  a  persecuted  man;  I  represent 
the  principle  of  religious  liberty;   and  if 
jwi  Tshie  tliat  prinoiplo,  you  will  send  me 


but  that  in  his  contest  with  them,  the 
Christian  candidate  would  have  an  advan- 
tage which  he  does  not  now  possess. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  with  re. 
spect  to  thL>  assertion  that  the  general 
opinion  of  the  country  was  in  favour  of 
thnt  Bill,  ho  would  call  the  noble  Lord's 
attuutiou  to  the  fact,  that  the  question 
had  never  been  fahrly  submitted  to  the 
people  of  this  country.  On  the  subject  of 
the  Gt  ecnvvich  election  ho  would  observe 
that  there  were  persons  who  felt  so  strougly, 
that  they  would  have  been  ready  to  vote 
for  the  Christian  candidate  in  opposition 
to  the  Jew;  and  it  was  only  particular  cir- 
cumstances which  had  prevented  their 
voting  for  Mr.  Wire  instead  of  Air.  Salo- 
mons. One  of  these  euncumstanees  was, 
that  Mr.  Wire  had  been  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal supporters  of  Baron  Rothschild,  and 
the  voters  thought  it  was  only  a  choice 
between  a  Jewish  barrister  or  an  attorney. 
The  noble  Lord  bad  said  the  law  did  not 
contemplate  any  pledge  in  relation  to  faith; 
hut  he  would  remind  him  that  for  a  con- 
siderable time  up  to  and  during  tho  reigu 
of  William  III.  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  were  i  cquired  to  make  a  declar- 
ation of  their  belief  in  the  Trinity.  Was 
not  that  requiring  a  test  of  their  Chris- 
tiauity  ?  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
in  not  dividing  the  House;  and  under  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  it  would  be 
utterly  supererogatory  to  express  any  fur- 
ther opinion  upon  it. 

Ma.  HODGSON  would  have  had  no  ob- 
jection to  a  division  if  it  could  be  only  to 
express  an  opinion  the  conduct  of  the 

Government  lately  with  respect  to  two  im- 
portant religious  questions-— namely,  the 
Jew  Bill,  and  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill. 
Ho  would  have  liked  to  hear  the  noblo 
Lord's  explanation  of  the  contrast  on  his 
conduct  with  respect  lu  tlie::c  two  mea- 
sures. 

Mr.  PLUMPTRE  said,  it  should  be 
rfHTcmbered  that  177  Members  had  voted 
against  the  second  reading  of  that  Bill, 
while  only  202  were  in  its  favour.  When 
they  expected  a  Uxg9  majority,  Govenir 
ment  had  only  twenty-five  in  their  favour. 
Having  made  tho  protest  which  they  had 
on  a  former  occasioui  it  was  not  necessary 
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He  felt  as 
atponglj  aa  ever  against  the  Bill.  He  be- 
livfod  all  thA  real  Cbristiaii  feeliog  of  the 
OOttBtrjr  was  equally  opposed  to  it,  and  if 
the  House  divided,  ho  would  vote  agaiasi 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mil.  J.  A.  SMITH  said,  that  the  cause 
ef  tha  small  majority  upon  tiia  leooad 
reading  of  the  Bill  must  be  known  to  every 
Member  of  that  Housp.  TTo  had  no  fear 
that  hoQ.  Gentlemen  would  fail  in  under- 
ataadiiw  the  notivaa  whioh  iDflqeooed 
ihoaa  wha  wera  oppoaad  to  this  Bill.  Tliey 
were  quite  prepared  to  divide  on  tkat  (the 
Miiiiateiial)  pi<^e  of  the  House.  • 

Mb,  HKNLKY  suid,  ihat  it  might  seem, 
from  wliat  had  fRlleii  from  the  boa.  Mem* 
bar  who  had  just  resumed  his  seat,  that 
Members  who  sat  on  tlip  Oppo-itinn  side 
ware  unwilling  to  divide  on  tliia  (question. 
It  thould  be  reeoUeeted,  however,  that  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
brought  on  this  Bill  when  he  pleased.  It 
stood  for  discussion  a  few  days  since  in 
the  middle  of  the  evening;  but  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  obooao  torttk  a  dlvlaloii  then, 
whioh  might  perliaps  have  been  less  to  his 
satisfaction  than  even  the  division  on  the 
second  readiufif.  The  noble  Lord  watched  his 
time,  and  would  not  go  to  a  division  unless 
hia  own  beaahea  ware  fall.  Under  ibeoo 
airanmstances,  and  having  openly  protested 
agaiBSt  the  third  reading,  hon.  Members 
en  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  did 
net  think  it  neeeeiary  to  tranUa  the  Heuse 
with  a  division  upon  it. 
BiU  read  3%  and  jhmmcI. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY  AND  JUDICUL 
OOMMITTEB  BILL. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
11  use  in  Committee)  Mr.  Bemal  in  the 

Chair. 
Clause  1. 

Mr.  JOHK  ST0ABT  aaid,  fhts  alaoae 
aoggatted  aome  vary  Important  eontidera- 

tions.  It  was  one  to  create  a  new  court 
of  appeal  in  the  Court  of  Chauoery;  and 
it  would,  no  doubt,  materially  alter  the 
ooaetitotion  of  that  Oonrt.  At  present  a 
suitor  might  appeal  at  once  from  the  Viec- 


tothe  House  of  Lords.    All  previous  plana 
for  reform  had  been,  that  two  permaoent 
Jttdgoa  ahonld  be  appointed  to  ataiat  tiie 
Houte  of  Lords,  so  that  the  appeal  hnd^ 
nets  might  be  conducted  in  the  Rl>flPfi<<e  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery; and  it  was  a  question  whether  it 
would  net  be  better  that  aneh  a  eoane 
should  be  adopted  than  the  one  prop<»ed. 
Such  a  proceeding  would  ho  in  harmony 
with  a  plan  which  was  rooommended  by 
Sir  Bdward  Sngdan  Mmae  years  ago.  At 
all  events,  the  two  Judgea  to  whom  he 
ferred,  would  cost  no  more  than  the  two 
propo.sed  to  he  appointed  hy  the  Bill.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Joim  iiussell)  had  re- 
ferred to  the  prif  ileget  of  Che  Henae  ef 
Lords,  and  had  declared  that  ha  would  not 
insist  on  the  clnn^e  which  referred  to  the 
judicial  business  ot  tho  House  of  Lords. 
It  was  not  necessary  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
eollor  ibonld  ait  in  the  Hoase  of  Leida 
when  it  was  a  Court  of  Appeal,  beeanae 
the  Court  of  Appeal  oould  sit  with  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  presiding  as  deputj> 
speaker.    The  two  new  Judges  might  alt 
sometimes  in  the  House  of  Lords,  aemw* 
times  in  the  Privy  Council,  although  ho 
considered  that  somewhat  anomalous,  ami 
sometimes  in  the  Court.  As  the  Bill  would 
manifeotly  interfere  with  the  appellate  Ju- 
risdiction of  tho  House  of  Lords,  it  would 
surely  havo  been  desirable  that  It  should 
have  heen  originated  in  another  place | 
althuugU  he  admitted  there  was  a  great 
eoDvenienee  in  ita  origination  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  for  the  noblo  Lord  who  had 
brought  it  forward  felt  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  make  some  provision  for  the  Judgea 
to  be  appointed,  and  their  Lordships  eeuld 
not  have  done  that  without  interfering 
with  the  privileges  of  this  llmi'^c.  All. 
therefore,  that  he  (Mr.  J.  Stuart)  wanted 
was,  that  tiiere  should  be  a  fair  time  al- 
lowed lor  thent  to  oonalder  whether  er  net 
the  primaij  Ainctions  of  the  new  Judges 
should  not  bo  in  the  House  of  Lords  In- 
stead of  as  proposed.    He  oonsidered  the 
Bill  alto  defeetife  in  that  It  did  net  make 
any  provision  for  new  registrars.    It  wis 
agreed  on  all  hands  that  the  amount  of 


Chancellors*  courts  to  tho  irou-e  of  Lords,  I  labour  at  present  imposed  on  tho  registrars 


without  any  intermediate  appeal  to  tho 
Loffd  Ohatteellmr's  eonrt;  andf  as  the  Lord 
Ohaneellor  was  the  Jndge  in  either  oase,  it 

would  not  matter  much  to  the  suitor  which 
course  he  took.  Nor  did  he  see  what  would 
be  tiie  benetic  to  the  suitor  to  appeal  from  the 
Yiee-ChaDeeller  to  the  two  new  Ohaneery 
Judges,  when  there  might  he  a  third  apjpeal 


was  more  than  they  were  able  to  dia- 
ebarge;  and  he  had  hoped  ihat  the  neUe 

Lord  would  have  made  arrangements  for 
tho  appointment,  not  merely  of  such  offi- 
cers n3  ushers,  train-bearers,  seorctaries, 
and  the  like,  but  of  the  more  important 
officers,  of  vbom  he  was  speaking.  As  H 
was  anly  his  (Mr.  J.  SUiait'a)  wish  «e 
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■aka  the  Bill  as  perflMt  M  posiibiA*  U 

would  Hts  (hitv  to  propose  a  clause  on 
thi  ftubjet-i;  but  he  well  kuew  that  uo  pri- 
Tate  Member  could  hope  for  sucoesa  on 
ndi  •  qvtition  vnleiui  btt  had  the  aanotioa 
•f  the  Government;  and,  therefore,  ho 
prcfcrr^  calliDi;  the  attention  of  tli<>  noble 
lord  to  the  aubject.    The  Qumber  ui  ro- 

ram  WM  fii«d  hy  5th  Viotoriai  c. 
There  were  five  courts,  namelj*  the 
three  Yico-Cliancellors',  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls',  and  the  Lord  ChatireUur's,  which 
f«qt4ireci  the  atteiiUance  tliesti  othcers; 
IM  at  proawl,  Mflh  w«9  «|teniit«lj  one 
daj  m  mvH,  «ttd  «!•  cUy  i«  hit  own  oiBee. 
Tlin  aTcmiro  number  of  eouvt^  sWtin!:' 
every  day  wa*  four;  hut  tho  appouuiutut 
oi  tk«  additiuaai  Judges  wuuld  raitte  titat 
migt  to  live,  tad  tUe  vtgittrar  wpuld 
onljF  hfi  able  to  atlead  in  hit  office  two 
days  a  week.  In  the  present  atato  of 
tkbg*  no  order  of  the  Court  oould  be 
drawi  up  and  patted  the  ragittrar  in  a 
shorter  tioae  than  three  weekt;  and  it  was 
obTioQi  that  tho  delay  caused  by  tho  sit- 
ting: of  tho  extra  court  would  be  much 
grvater  than  tho  ratio  of  three  to  tvo»  be* 
amt  the  registmr  vke  was  ena  daj  m  the 
MiHb  iiMl  eoe  daj  in  his  office,  would  have 
mueh  greater  facilities  fnr  tlio  discharge  of 
bt^  duties  than  ooe  who  could  ouly  devoto 
tna  days  a  week  ta  his  office  attendauce. 
Tha  spfMiatauot  «l  a  mw  r«giaU«r  vanld 
oidy  he  1,2502.  per  annan,  a  sum  not 
worthy  of  consideration  compared  with  the 
sdraotages  that  would  bo  derived  by  the 

9ka  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  it 
was  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the  busi- 
ncM  before  tbo  Court  of  Chancery  was  too 
dach  torikke  Lcord  Cbauuoilor  to  disoharge, 
in  MjMftani  witk  tlw  other  Kbhlj  in. 
mMh*  ftiMtiaM  nDpetaci  «m  Un  by 
fii?'  officf^  The  question  then  was,  iu 
viuii  vay  the  Legtslaturo  could  give  the 
Lwd  OkaaeeUor  the  assistance  which  he 
la^aiied  m  giappKiig  that  ameunt  of 
basineatl  Hit  bon.  and  learned  Friend 
'^Mr.  \  Sttiart)  seemed  to  ^nv  that  as  an 
a{ipeai  Uv  direct  tot  the  ilouite  ^  iiordt 
fnm  the  Viae-OlnDaallofe.  it  waa  4eemUa 
to  foUow  that  course,  and  to  force  the  ap> 
peal  bu»inct«  from  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
the  House  of  Lords.  did  not  under- 

staad,  h«kwever,  whether,  by  Hxia  luruposal, 
hia  Wa.  aid  learned  Ftieod  Aeant  to  get 
rid  of  the  appellate  jiuiiilietiiw  ef  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  Chancery.  It  was 
^oite  clear  that,  as  lualtera  stood  at  pre- 
tiat»  the  aiiitw  pfe£erred  apfeaUag  to  the 


Lord  OhaneeUer  in  the  first  instaiiie,  and 

if  this  ]irf'ffr<^noe  continued,  the  court  of 
appeal  would  still  he  choked  up  with  busi* 
ness.  Nothing  therefore  would  be  j^ained 
by  adopting  his  hon.  and  learaed  Friend'a 
proposal.  Under  the  plan  contained  ia 
the  Bill,  howovor,  it  was  to  be  expected 
that  the  appcaU  iu  Chancery  would  be  so 
mueb  redttoed  that  the  two  Judges  of  Ap< 
peal  would  have  llm**  t  i  pretiido  in  the 
Judicial  Coniniittee  of  tho  Privy  Council. 
At  pri'sciit  an  appeal  lay  in  Chancery  from 
a  Mingle  Judge  to  unuther,  and  aa,  when  a 
differenoe  opinion  eilated,  it  waa  eiilj^ 
one  man's  apioion  against  another's.  th« 
suitor  wnn  consequently  frequently  dosirout 
to  try  tiie  ohauues  at  another  appeal  to 
tho  House  of  Lords.  Cut  when  the  ap- 
peal li9  no  loiiger  IhMii  a  tingle  Judge  to 
another,  and  the  const  of  appeal  coniiated 
of  at  least  two  Judges,  the  probability 
would  be,  that»  except  in  cai^os  of  very 
great  magaitudeaod  importanoe,  the  suitor 
would  be  coatanl  with  the  dteitioii  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  would  not  try  hit 
chances  elsewhere.  It  must  be  rciuom- 
bered  alio  that  an  appeal  to  the  appellate 
juriadiotioii  of  the  Court  of  Ohaaeery  waa 
less  expensive  than  an  appeal  to  the  House 
of  Lords.  It  W!\H  nooogsary,  therefore,  to 
niakei  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  of  Cbaneery  as  efficient  aa  it  poa< 
sibly  eould  he  made,  withont  diiving  the 
suitor  to  the  House  of  Lords.  With  rOc 
gard  to  an  increase  in  thn  mimber  of  the 
registrars,  that  was  uut  involved  iu  the 
oWnte  before  the  Geoonittee,  whith  Merdjy 
related  to  the  number  of  additional  Jedgea 
to  bo  ap})tunted;  but  if  it  should  turn  out 
that  the  nuiubcr  of  registrars  was  not  suf- 
ticieiit,  that  was  a  matter  to  which  he 

bad  no  deuht  dne  conaideratiott  would  he 

given. 

M».  FRESHFIELD  said,  H  was  a 
matter  of  so  muoh  importance  that  the 
duty  of  the  registmr  ahould  be  well  per- 
formed iu  court,  as  well  aa  afterwaMt* 
that  he  hoped  no  niggardly  consideratioat 
would  stand  iu  the  wi^  of  a  proper  staff 
being  kept  on  foet. 

liOKp  JOHN  RUSSELL  aoid.  «hot,  iP 
it  waa  found  that  a  d^leieney  ezitted, 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  supplv  it. 

Sir  De  LACY  EVANS  wished  to  draw 
tho  atteutioa  of  the  Co  mm  U  toe  to  a  case 
whtih  tended  to  thow  the  exeetatvo  annaaa 
whieh  now  existed  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery. To  his  own  knowledi^e,  a  lady  of 
uuMiaidorikbio  wealth  (Miss  ii#ward)  invest- 
ed the  sum  of  4^,000^.  in  the  handa  e| 
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trustees,  one  of  whom  was  Mr.  ^faekinnon, 
the  Hon.  Member  for  Lymington,  in  order 
to  endow  an  asylum  for  twenty  widows  of 
officers  in  the  Army  and  Navy*  who  wore 
to  receive  50^  per  aunuin*  in  addition  to  a 
comfortable  dwellinQf.  The  trustees  im- 
mediately interested  themselves  to  carry 
out  her  views,  and  just  as  they  were  about 
to  settle  upon  a  site  for  tbe  asylum,  a  bill 
in  Chancery  was  filed  against  Miss  How- 
ard by  a  pauper  who  had  no  earthly  claim 


Military  men  and  Clergymen — the  former 
to  have  the  preference — -were  to  be  erected 
for  their  occupation,  rent  and  tax  free, 
with  an  income  of  about  SOL  a  year.  The 
trustees  were  preparing  to  make  a  seleo- 
tion  for  this  bounty  as  directed,  when  n  bill 
in  Chancery  was  tiled  by  a  person,  as  a 
pauper,  of  the  name  of  Goldsmid,  who 
had  not  the  remotest  interest  in  the  mat- 
ter. On  inquiring  into  the  cause  of  this 
oxtraordiiiarv  proceeding,  he  was  informed 


to  the  fund,  or  to  any  other.  The  con-  that  it  was  a  common  practice  for  an  at- 
seqaence  was,  that  the  tmstees  were  pre>  |  torney  who  wanted  business  to  get  apanp«r 
vented  from  carrying  out  the  cliaritable  in-  to  lend  his  name,  file  a  bill  against  the 

tentions  of  this  lady,  and  the  whole  matter  i  parties  connected  with  tho  chnn'ty,  in  which 


stood  in  abeyance  until  the  Court  of  Chan-  | 
eery  was  enabled  to  interfere  further. 
Miss  Howard  bad  written  to  die  Lord 
Chancellor  on  the  subject.  b«t  had 


re- 


case,  whether  right  or  wrong,  tiie  party 
filing  the  bill  was  entitled  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery  to  have  lus  eipenses  paid  out  of 
the  fund.  He  (Mr.  Mackinnon)  had,  from 
ccived  no  answer,  and  the  poor  widows,  good  authority,  been  informed  that  this 
who  were  next  door  to  paupers,  were  uu-  was  a  common  practice;  he  had  the  name 
able  to  become  the  redpients  of  her  before  him  of  a  solicitiKr  who  scoured  the 
bounty.  This  was  one  of  those  glaring  country  in  search  of  charitable  bequests, 
cases  of  legalised  imposture  and  robbery  filed  a  bill  which  came  to  nothing,  but  the 
which  loudly  called  for  redress,  j  party  filing  the  bill,  or  rather  the  solicitor. 


Mb.  JOHN  STUART  said,  he  must 
remind  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  opposite 
that  no  sach  stdt  as  diat  which  he  had 
stated  could  ever  have  been  instituted 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Attorney  Gene 


had  the  costs  paid  out  of  the  fund;  by 
these  means  the  party  alluded  to,  had  for 
soTeral  years  in  this  manner  made  an  in- 
come of  800/.  n  year  and  upwards.  Now 
in  the  eharitv  to  which  he  was  trustee. 


ral;  so  that  if  it  was  one  that  ought  never  ,  was  it  not  a  perversion  of  common  sense 
to  have  been  allowed  to  have  commenced, }  and  justice  that  the  widows  of  twenty  poor 

it  was  the  Attorney  General  and  not  th^j  officers  should  be  kept  for  years  from  the 
Lord  Chancellor  who  was  blanieable  in  |  bounty  intended,  their  funds  diminished, 
the  matter.  He  would  further  inform  the  !  and  part  ot  the  bounty  squandered  between 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  that  if  the  suit  |  the  attomies  and  lawyers  on  both  sides? 
was  manifestly  a  vexatious  and  improper  |  It  was  a  disgrace  that  such  a  proceeding 
one,  it  M-as  the  party  by  whom  it  had  been  Fl-nuM  be  tolerated  V  v  the  Court  of  Chan- 
brought,  nnd  not  the  funds  of  the  charity,  '  eery  m  this  country  attlti*'  period, 
that  would  have  to  bear  the  expenses  i  the  ATTORNEY  GEMEiiAL  was  ob- 
of  it.  liged  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 


Me.  MACKINNON  said,  he  bad  heard 
what  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 


Newark  (Mr.  J.  Stuart)  for  harag  referred 

to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 


lant  Officer  who  had  preceded  him,  and  by  Member  for  Westminster  (Sir  Do  L. 
the  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  Evans),  with  regard  to  this  benevolent 
down.   He  could  not  agree  with  the  latter  '  lady.    He  was  not  Attorney  General  when 


in  blaming  either  the  Lord  Chancellor  or 
the  Attorney  General  :  it  was  the  practice 
of  tbe  Court  of  Chancery  that  was  to  be 
corrected,  not  the  parties  who  acted  under 
it.  His  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Westminster  had  correctly  stated,  as  fiir 
as  he  went,  the  circumstances  of  the  case; 
the  other  particulars  were  these  :  a  lady, 
Miss  Howard,  had  placed  a  eonsiderabie 
amount  of  property  in  trustees,  of  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  be  one  in  conjunction 
with  a  gallant  Naval  Officer,  a  noble  Lord 
in  the  other  House.  Twenty  houses  for 
the  same  snmber  of  widows  of  Naval  i» 
Sir  Dt  Lacy  Evam 


the  suit  in  question  was  Intituted.  lie 
knew  nothing  of  the  circumstances  of 
the  case;  but  there  seemed  to  be  some 
misconception  with  respect  to  the  course 
of  proceedings  in  tbose  cases  which  were 
conducted  in  the  name  of  the  Attorney 
General,  though  in  reality  prosecuted  at 
the  iustance  of  some  private  individual. 
The  usual  coarse  was,  to  insist  upon  se- 
curity for  costs  being  given,  in  case  it 
should  be  determined  that  the  suit  wns  one 
which  ought  not  to  have  been  instituted. 
It  eonld  not  be  doubted  that  great  good 
had  been  done  by  means  of  anita  institnt- 
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agabst  the  tnuteM  of  diaritable 

estates,  in  some  cases  bj  parties  seeking 
only  tbeir  own  individual  gain.  On  the 
other  hnnd,  lie  wnf?  quite  ready  to  admit 
iwxi  a  great  deal  of  abuse  had  been  occa- 
•ioned  bj  the  instittttion  of  Bwto  by  parties 
whose  object  was  to  get  the  costs  paid  out 
of  the  charity  brought  by  them  under  the 
eoDtideratton  of  the  court.  He  had  en- 
ibsroured,  as  far  as  he  could,  to  prevent 
ths  eontiniiAnce  of  say  such  sbuses;  and 
in  every  case  that  bad  come  before  him, 
he  Itad  insisted  on  havinj^  a  statement  of 
tbe  facu  laid  before  him,  in  order  that  be 
nighl  exercise  bis  diseretioii  as  to  whether 
the  suit  was  one  which  ought  in  fairness 
to  bo  instituted.  ^liss  I! o v  ari!,  he  under- 
stood, hud  written  n  idler  to  the  Lord 
Cb&ocellor — a  very  irregular  proceeding; 
kit  if,  iutoMl  of  adopting  that  eoorse,  a 
communication  had  been  made  to  him  (the 
Attorney  General),  and  he  had  tliought 
tbe  proceedings  oppressive,  he  should  cer- 
tiiuj  ha?e  taken  caro  to  see  that  they 
viie  amsCed.  The  present  diseoAioD, 
however,  was  somewhat  informal,  and 
should  have  been  raised  when"  they  were 
msidering  the  principle  of.  the  Bill. 

Mb.  BLLICE  trusted  that  the  right 
boo.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  (Sir 
J.  Graliam),  and  the  hon.  Member  for  0.\- 
fordsbire  (Mr.  Henley),  who  had  been  ap- 
pointed on  tlie  Commission  respecting  tite 
Cowt  of  Cbaneery,  woald  not  fail  to  take 
their  foU  share  in  thoddiberations  of  that 
Commission.  He  wf\s  satisfied  that  the 
pablic  would  place  more  confidence  in  the 
wrasljgatioaa  of  those  two  Commissioners, 
iba  thsy  would  in  any  inc^airy  before  Com- 
missioners simply  bclongmg  to  the  legal 
profession.  It  might  have  been  desirable 
that  one  of  the  Masters  in  Chancery  should 
liave  ut  o&  the  Commission,  because  they 
vere  necessarily  fully  conrersant  with  the 
dclaj.s  in  that  court,  and  the  causes  of  iheni  ; 
howttrer,  he  was  satisfied  to  see  that  the 
t*o  distinguished  Members  whom  he  had 
Baaed  bad  been  appointed  by  the  GoTcrn- 
ment,  and  he  earnestly  trusted  that  they 
▼ou!d  generously  imtlertake  the  discharge 
of  sQch  important  duties  for  the  public 

Sn GEORGE  STRICKLAND  thought 
that  the  Court  of  Chancery,  as  at  present 
constituted,  was  the  greatest  evil  that  ever 
etiftted  in  any  civilised  country.  The  ap- 
pohttmeot  of  these  two  additional  Judges 
voold,  no  doubt,  aid  the  Lord  ChaneeUor 
astcrially  in  getting"  ri  l  of  the  appeals 
Thich  came  before  him;  but  tho  gio^ 


grievances  of  which  the  people  complained 
were  the  excessive  dehiy,  expense,  and 
total  denial  of  justice  in  eases  whicli  never 
reached  appeal.    To  attempt  to  persuade 
the  people  tliat  these  two  additional  Judges 
would  remore  any  of  the  grievances  with 
respect  to  cases  not  brought  by  way  of 
appeal  before  the  Lord  Cliancellor,  was 
throwing  dust  irt  the  peuplo'ii  eyes.  There 
had  been  an  attempt  by  the  Chancery  law- 
yers, who  had  taken  part  in  this  discos* 
sion,  to  make  the  Masters  in  Chancery  tho 
scapegoats  of  the  grievances  which  were 
complained  of.    He  was  not  going  to  de- 
fendT  the  Masters;  nobody  did  that;  but 
was  it  unjust  to  load  them  with  a  greater 
quantity  of  odium  than  they  merited  ?  It 
had  been  the  fnshion  to  talk  of  making  a 
thorough  refonu  m  Chancery,  by  sweeping 
away  ttie  Mestora*  Offices,  and  appointing 
a  Judge,  who  should  dispose  in  open  coart 
of  the  work  confided  to  them.    But  it  was 
not  in  the  Masters'  Offices  that  the  greatest 
delay  took  place,  for  it  was  well  known 
that  may  suits  were  from  ten  to  twenty^ 
years  before  they  reached  those  Offices. 
One  of  the  great  grievances  of  which  the 
public  had  to  complain  was,  that  in  cases 
in  which  the  ddm  did  not  ezeeed  5002., 
it  was  ruinous  to  commence  a  suit  in  Oban* 
eery  for  its  recovery.    There  were  many 
instances  in  which  tlic  results  of  procecd- 
ii|gs  for  such  amounts  were  nothing  but 
delays,  costs,  and  hMrtbreaking,  and  nlti- 
mnti'ly  the  union  workhouse.    Ho  firmly 
believed  that  these  two  additional  Judges 
were  not  wanted  ;  and  in  support  of  that 
opinion  he  would  refer  to  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed bj  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Master  of  the  Rolls   and  the  Solicitor 
General,  in  the  debates  which  had  taken 
place  some  time  ago  on  the  subject  of 
Chancery  reform.  In  those  debates  the 
House  was  expressly  told  that  there  were 
several  instances  in  wliich  all  tl)o  arrears 
of  appeal  cases  had  been  worked  off  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor.    It  was  quite  noto- 
rious that  Lord  Brougham  worked  off  all 
tho  arrears,  and  that  he  did  in  addition  to 
performing  all  the  ordinary  duties  attached 
to  the  Lord   Chancellor's  office.  The 
House  was  also  told  that  Lord  Cottenham 
worked  off  the  arrears  of  appeal  cases; 
and,  but  for  his  illness,  there  would  now 
bo  no  arrears  in  the  Lord  Cbancellor'n 
Court.    If,  iustead  of  saddling  the  pubiic 
with  the  expense  of  these  two  additional 
Judges,  some  measure  had  been  introduced 
•vfiic-h  M()uld  compel  the  Lord  Cliancellor 
to  retire  when  his  health  became  too  feeble 
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to  fMtffiii  httii  to  diMliarge  bit  daties,  tti« 

public  good  #ould  have  been  better  pro- 
moted. Fort  J  yeftis  ni^o,  Michael  Angelo 
Tajlor  brought  repeatedly  bofore  the 
House  the  delays  ana  abuses  of  the  Goort 
of  Chancery,  and  all  the  answer  which  he 
could  obtain  was,  "  Nobody  but  Chancory 
lawyers  ci\n  reform  the  Oourt  of  Chancery; 
if  you  put  any  laymen  on  a  Ooramission 
spooiniod  lo  inqtiire  tato  the  sabjeet,  they 
win  flht  have  to  learn  their  lessons  on 
Clirinocrv  prorrpflings,  niui  after  all  a  re- 
form of  tli(!  Court  of  L'hanccTj  Tiitist  be 
left  to  the  lawyers,"  "  Leave  the  matter 
to  US,**  said  the  lairyors  of  that  daj,  <*and 
we  will  remedy  these  abuses."  Well,  the 
matter  hr\<\  ^onn  loft  to  the  lfiwTcr«,  and 


second  Bin  apon  the  iobjeet,  whioh  ho 

gnrded  as  a  great  improvement  upon  the 
first  which  had  been  introdurcd.  At  the 
same  time,  however,  he  must  say  that  his 
feeling  was  very  strong  that  they  were  be- 
ginning their  amettdmeDti  at  the  top  of 
the  buiUling  instead  of  lit  the  bottom.  His 
belief  was,  that  it  was  iinprirtant  they 
should  commence  at  the  very  foundation  of 
the  sytlem.  Thoj  had  gla&oOd  the  othof 
night  at  tlie  Masters'  Offices^  and  iio  one, 
so  far  as  h*;  wn«i  aware,  was  prepared  to 
defend  them  as  at  present  constituted;  bnt 
they  had  not  turned  attention  to  the  El- 
aminer'a  Oiico,  irhteh  Wquired  a  great 
amotinl  of  improvement,  in  fact,  in  the 
present  as^e,  he  did  ftot  believe  there  wai 
not  one  single  step  had  they  taken  to  re-  1  any  other  example  of  a  civilised  country  tak 

ptiWic  ing  evidence  in  sue 


dress  the  grievances  of  whiefa  the 
ootnplained.  Up  to  this  mottiont  the  course 

of  proceedings  in  Chancery  was  such,  that 
cases  were  often  before  the  court  twenty 
years  before  they  readied  the  Master's 
OiBeo,  trbere  they  might  linger  another 
five  Of  ten  year?.   It  was  a  delusion  to 

represent  that  tiie  Masters  were  orer\York- 
cd.  He  believed  that  one  of  tlieir  chief 
duties  %Ta8  to  sign  hour-warranta,  for 
the  purpose  of  potting  eosts  into  the 
pockets  of  the  London  solicitors.  Hour 
after  lionr,  and  year  after  year,  were  the 
suits  postponed  until  at  length  the  Onfor- 
tonate  suitors  were  ruined  by  costs.  That 
was  what  was  ealled  "  British  justice." 

Sm  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  woidd 
not  have  risen  to  trouble  the  f'ommittec, 
but  for  the  complimentary  remarks  which 
the  hoo.  OehHeman  opposite  (Mr.  Elliee) 
had  made  in  uiluaion  to  atiy  trilling  seffice 
that  he  nii-l.t  he  able  to  render  on  the 
Commission  which  liad  been  referred  to. 
Certainly  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Oovemment  had  done  htm  the  honour 
of  naming  him  to  be  added  to  that  Com- 
mission. Tie  had  stated  to  the  noble  Lord 
that  any  service  which  ho  could  render 
should  cheerfully  be  given;  but  that  his  at- 
tendanoe  could  not  be  constant,  and  he 
feared  his  knowledge  of  the  subject  was 
▼ery  inadequate.  If  the  noble  Lord,  not- 
withstanding, thoufflit  he  could  render  any 
service  to  the  public  by  being  placed  on 
that  Commission,  his  services  shoold  be 
freely  at  his  disposal,  and  the  s>inic  tiling 
he  wn?  sure  lie  misjht  say  equally  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  O-tfordshire. 
[Mr.  HmST!  Hear,  hear!]  As  they 
were  about  to  inquire.  It  would  be  highly 
improper  to  pa?»s  an  immature  jnd^jment; 
but  ho  must  thank  tlio  noble  Lord  for  this 

Sir  Q,  StrickkmU 


such  a  manner  as  it  was 
taleo  in  Chancery.  He  had  fears  With  re- 
spect to  this  Bill,  identical  with  those  which, 

after  an  experience  -^f  twenty  years,  would, 
he  thought,  be  rightly  expressed  in  the  lan- 
guage used  hj  Sir  Sanra*!  Romilly,  ro- 
?peeting  the  appointment  of  Tice^Clianoel- 
lors,  when  he  f^aid  that  the  appointment  of 
subordinate  as'^i'itnnt'*  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor would  be  attended  with  this  fatal 
conseqneneo— thai  the  character  of  the 
office  would  be  degraded,  and  never  again 
wotdd  T^ngland  see  such  a  man  holding 
the  Great  Seal  as  a  Somers,  a  Camden, 
and  a  Hardwicke.  The  Bill  was  attended 
also  with  this  lerions  danger  and  iricott- 
venicnce,  that  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor 
would  heiicefofth  he  primarily  political,  and 
secondarily,  judicial;  whereas  in  his  opin- 
ion it  outfht  to  he.  pHmariiy  jndicial,  and 
gecondarfly  political.  He  was  qnlte  aware 
that  there  was  a  choice  of  diftievilties  in  this 
matter.  The  office  wan;  overloaded  at  the 
present  moment  from  accidental  circum- 
staoces,  which  had  created  a  large 
but  he  was  of  opinion  that  a  man  really 
pre-eminent  in  his  profe? «inn,  enjoying  the 
liealth  necessary  for  the  full  and  vigorous 
discijurge  of  his  duty,  was  still  competent 
to  perform  the  whole  doty  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  England.  It  had  been  done, 
even  in  recent  time^:  and  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  it  would  be  the  greatest 
misfortune  to  the  law  of  England  if  they 
were  to  provide,  either  on  aceonnt  of  the 
arrears,  the  competency  of  the  Vice  Chan- 
cellnr",  or  from  any  other  eau^e,  that  if 
fehtiuld  be  possible  for  any  Government  at 
any  time  to  choose  as  their  Lord  Chan, 
ceflor  a  man  of  second-rate  ability.  That 
would  be  the  greate^st  misfortune  which 
could  befall^  the  law  of  this  country.  At 
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tise  same  time,  he  was  airare  of  the 
Aflralti'  In  itettiing  ft  middle  doiiree. 
Mm  eMd^iiei  uy  tiet  he  was  oppoted 

to  this  meesore ;  but,  entertnining  np- 
preheasions  with  respect  to  it,  such  as 
be  did,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  state 
ikem  to  the  CovimUtee.   He  certeinlj  did 
mmmUimt  tbet  Aie  appellftte  tribona1»  Tiewed 
•bstreetcdlji  weald  be  an  efficient  tribunal, 
And  woiiM  exercise  its  functions  of  a  varied 
kind  with  advantage  to  the  public.  It 
tro^  ereete  a  Teryereai  aid  to  the  Jttdl- 
«ial  GoHBiltee  ef  Privy  Cottnoil*^  tnosl 
lifirrtr-*  Mbunal,  considering  the  extent 
and  arrowing  impnrtance  of  our  colonios. 
Arrears,  bj  this  tribunal  sitting  constantly, 
vooid  aooa  be  reduced.    The  efieet  of  ft 
fiipi  eiypeel  weeld  he  to  dfantniili  the 
samher  of  app^s;  but  his  fear  was  that 
when  tbp  nrrerir  pnppr  plioTild  hp  roduced, 
tiiere  would  not  be  suliicient  work  both  for 
this  tnbtmal  and  for  the  Lord  Chancellor 
KwMwIf*   Thea,  iftbetwere  aoi  the  dan* 
ger  was  ineTitable  of  a  degradation  of  the 
stAiidard  of  the  men  who  wnuld  hp  really 
competent  to  be  the  Chancellors  of  Enir- 
x&iid;  and  they  knew  well  that  reducing 
tke  etaodftrd  dimittbhed  the  exertions  by 
which  mea  arete  to  tint  etaudard;  and  they 
C'inM  not  dpgrade  the  capocitr  for  the 
otfice  of  Lord  Chancollor  without  diminish- 
iBg  the  etl'orts  of  the  youug  men  of  the 
Bar  ef  Bofleiid.   It  woeld  be  the  greatest 
ealamity  for  this  country  if  the  present 
Bill  should  unhappilv  iininti^Titumri!!v  pro- 
dace  that  effect,    lie  was  not  prepared, 
en  the  whole*  to  take  upon  himself  the 
itepeMibllitj  of  oiiirlDg  any  objection 
to  the  farther  progress  of  the  measure; 
lut  he   did  honestly  entcrlnin  doubts, 
and,  entertainini^  them,  ho  could  not  con- 
ceal tbem  from  the  Cotiiniittee.  lie  begged 
agMi  to  tbaak  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Roaaeli)  for  the  mark  of  ooaildence  wliicli 
le  h:i»\  placed  in  him  by  rcrommending 
him  to  the  Crown  to  servo  upon  the  Com- 
nusaioo,  and  to  assure  the  Committee  that 
be  veaidf  to  the  beat  of  bis  ability,  give 
say  Uttle  assistance  in  his  power  to  farther 
refurnii  in  thn  Court       (''linncery.  At 
the  «ametirue,  unihiuii'  "onlil  lifive  induced 
mm  to  serve  upon  that  Commission,  but 
Ms  aaleinided  eenfideiMe  ia  the  tnembers 
■f  it — the  right  hoa.  and  learned  Master 
f^f  ihe  iloUs,  thchon.  and  Vnrncd  Solicitor 
txeneral,  the  hon.  and  h  ai  ik  1  Member  for 
Ajlesbury  (Mr.  fietheli),  and,  indeed,  all 
sCtben^wbo  were  neo  of  stich  learning, 
aad  of  reputation  so  honestly  gained  by 
eaafeiiiBaii  im  their  pralNaioiiy  t^  be  con* 


sidered  that  circumstance  alone,  indepen- 
dently of  having  been  yeeommended  bv  the 
aeble  Lord,  made  it  a  great  bottoer  to  ait 

upon  that  CommisBion. 

Mr.  ArTrJf»NBY  said,  though  the  dis- 
cussion was  a  divergence  from  the  matter 
before  the  Coniiiiittee«  he  thoogbt  It  would 
bo  of  great  public  utility.  The  country 
was  much  indebted  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  for  proposing  the 
Commission,  and  for  adding  to  it  the 
names  of  Sir  Jamea  Orahatn  and  Mr. 
Henley,  than  whom  no  two  men  in  that 
House  would  bo  more  useful.  He  believed 
that  within  recent  tears  the  proceedings 
in  the  Masters'  Oflices  had  been  vei^ 
much  improted.  The  great  ohjeeiion  waa 
that  their  proceedings  were  not  open  to 
the  public,  and  that  their  hours  of  atten- 
dance wct  e  few.  But  abuses  did  not  exist 
in  the  Masters'  OfiBces  alone.  It  some- 
times occurred  that  the  lessee  bad  a  dii* 

Sate  with  the  reeeiver,  and  not  wlBblo|^  to 
epend  on  his  own  judgment,  he  tnight 
wish  to  take  his  case  before  the  Master. 
Nfuv,  he  could  not  do  that  without  first 
g.-iijg  into  the  Court  of  Chancery  and  oh- 
taidiug  a  copy  of  all  the  pvoeeedtngs  in 
that  court,  as  also  serving  notlee  on  all 
the  solicitors  engan:ed  in  the  ease.  That 
was  an  instance  ot  a  serious  grievance; 
and  many  others  might  be  cited.  He  be- 
liered  that  the  only  way  of  eleabing  out 
thia  Atfgean  stable  would  be  by  transfer- 
ring a  good  deal  of  the  business  from  the 
Courts  of  Chancery  to  the  County  Courts. 

Mh.  HENLEY  said,  he  felt  deeply  the 
hottonr  conferred  on  hint  by  the  appoint- 
ment to  this  Commission,  and  could  assure 
the  Cnmnitttoc  fliat,  as  far  as  his  limited 
time  would  porrnit.  ho  would  ho  glad  to 
devote  it  to  the  carry  ing  out  of  the  object 
in  ¥iew.  He  fully  agreed  in  the  olMerva- 
tions  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Meni- 
Imt  for  Ripon  (Sir  James  Graham);  and 
he  then  would  tnko  the  liberty  of  askirii^ 
the  hon.  and  iuurned  Solicitor  General 
whether  or  not  It  was  intended  by  this  Bill 
to  confer  on  the  new  Judges  any  original 
jiiri'dir-tir  ii  Tlio  first  clause  referred  to 
liie  Court  as  merely  one  of  appeal;  but 
subsequent  clauses  left  the  suspicion  open 
thai  an  original  juriadietlon  was  Intended 
to  be  given,  beoansc,  if  it  trere  intended 
to  '^ivc  these  m^r  Judges  an  original  as 
well  as  an  appellate  jurisdiction,  and  so  to 
make  them  a  kind  of  second  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, it  would  bate  a  very  great  ten- 
dency to  enable  jpolitical  Lord  Chancellors 
to  be  appointed  Who  had  not  those  high 
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judicial  abilities  which  it  was  so  desirable  1  thority  wliicli  lie  lumscif  Ims  quoted.  It 
for  a  Lord  Chancellor  to  possess.  1  is  well  known  that  when  the  proposal  to 

The   SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  appoint  a  Vice-Chancellor  was  brought 


that  the  fourth  CUtuae  of  tha  Bill,  which 
traDsferred  the  whole  junBdiction  of  the 

Lord  Chancellor  to  these  new  Judges, 


berora  Parliament  in  1811,  it  waa  stated 
by  Sir  Samuel  Romilly  that,  if  that  ap- 
pointment were  made,  you  could  not  ex- 


would  undoubtedly  give  tlicm  original  ju-  pect  men  of  great  legal  eminence  to  be 


risdiction.  It  was  thought  that  there 
eould  bo  no  objection  to  th^  having  that 
power,  shoold  a  case  of  neceaaity  arise;  or 
should  all  the  appeala  be  disposed  of — a 
case  which  waa  not  likely  to  occur.  The 
Clause  enabled  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
direct  them  to  sit  during  the  temporary 
ahsenoe  from  illness  or  uoavoidable  causes, 
of  one  of  the  Vice-Chaucellors;  and  spe- 
cial provision  was  made  for  heariog  ap- 
peals in  such  cases. 

Ma.  HUMB  believed  that  the  abolition 
of  hour-warrants  in  the  Maaters*  Offices 
would  remove  a  great  deal  of  the  evils  of 
the  Chancery  system.  Why  should  it  not 
be  the  duty  of  the  Masters  to  sit  from,  say 
nine  o'clock  in  the  morning,  till  at  least 
the  time  that  tiia  Courts  rose,  and  proceed 
(rova  day  to  day  with  one  cause  until  it 
was  finished  ?  He  was  informed  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  full  power  already  to 
effect  a  reform  of  that  nature  in  the  Mas- 
ters' Offices;  why,  then,  waa  it  not  effected 
at  once  ? 

LoiU)  JOHN  RUSSELL:  There  has 
been  this  great  change  made  in  the  Mas- 
ters' Offices,  instead  of  the  hour-warrant 
ajstem,  the  phin  has  been  adopted 'of  per- 
mitting the  causes  to  proceed  one  after 


appointed  Lord  Chancellors.  That  office, 
he  add,  would  beeome  one  which  would  be 
given  to  followers  of  the  Government,  and 
not  to  men  distinguished  for  their  legal 
acquirements.  I  think  the  prediction  of 
Sir  Samuel  Romilly  in  that  respect  has 
been  entirely  falsified.  But  another  thin^ 
which  Sir  Samuel  Roraillj  aaid-^ameljr, 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  would  not  hear 
original  causes,  but  would  have  his  time 
entirely  occupied  by  appeals,  has  been, 
fully  justified  by  the  event.  But  I  think 
no  one  that  considers  who  has  held  the 
Great  Seal  since  the  days  in  which  Lord 
Eldon  received  it,  will  deny  that  the  very 
ablest  men  in  the  profession  of  the  law 
have  been  oppointed  to  that  office.  I  do 
not  think  that  this  Bill  will  make  any  al- 
teration in  that  respect.  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor vriil  still  have  to  sit  in  the  Cnnrt  of 
Chancery;  he  will  still  have  to  decide  some 
of  the  most  ditScult  and  important  cases 
which  can  eome  before  aoj  Judge;  he  will 
still  have  to  preude  in  the  Honaeof  Lords; 
and  he  will  still  remain  a  person  to  whose 
authority  his  colleagues  will  bow  on  occa- 
sions in  which  mixed  questions  of  law  and 
politics  may  ctune  under  the  decision  of  the 
Government.    I  thmk,  therefore,  on  the 


the  other.    [Mr.  Hcme  :   In  all  cases?]  one  hand,  that  it  will  be  to  the  interest  of 


My  hon.  Friend  will  sec  that  the  order  in 
which  the  causes  are  taken  in  the  Masters' 
Offices  is  now  published  in  the  newspapers. 
The  causes  are  now  taken  regularly  in 
their  order.  That  plan  has  heen  adopted 
with,  I  will  not  say  entire  satibfaetion,  hc- 
cauae  I  believe  there  still  exist  difficulties 
with  regard  to  the  hearing  of  some  of 
those  causes.  The  matter  is  difficult  and 
very  complicated,  and  I  do  not  tliink  that 
we  ought  to  expect  the  first  plan  to  suc- 
ceed, without  the  uccc-sity  of  making  fur- 
ther amendment.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
pays  mucli  attention  to  these  subjects  and 
I  feel  confident  he  will  be  quite  ready  to 
adopt  any  improvement  that  may  be  made. 
I  will  say  one  word,  arid  one  word  only,  as 
to  what  has  been  said  by  piy  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  llipon  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  with  respect  to  the  otfiec  of  Lord 
Chancellor.  I  certainly  should  hav^  given 
very  great  weight  to  the  objection  which 
he  has  made,  if  it  were  not  tho  rerj  au- 


any  Government  to  procure  the  abilities  of 
tho  ablest,  of  the  very  first  man  at  the 
Bar,  to  fin  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor; 
and  I  think,  on  the  other,  that  we  do  re<> 
tnin  so  much  dignity  in  this  high  position 
that  it  will  continue  to  l)e  such  an  office  as 
a  man  of  the  highest  abilities  at  the  Dat- 
may  very  well  accept.  I  do  not  think  the 
present  plan  open  to  the  objections  which 
were  urged  against  the  Bill  brDn!iht  into 
tho  liutrHe  of  Lords  by  the  Master  of 
the  liolls.  Lord  Langdale;  and  i  think  it 
is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  should  have  more  tune  to  devote 
to  the  great  question  of  law  reform,  for 
such  questions  reqnire  c^reat  attention,  n(jt 
only  to  their  principle,  their  scope  and  ob- 
ject, but  also  in  matters  of  detail;  and  I 
have  found  that  the  Lord  Chancellor,  from 
tlie  press  of  his  business  in  his  own  court, 
and  fiotn  a  conscientious  feelinc^  to  dis- 
charge Inn  duty  in  the  causes  which  cauie 
before  him,  could  not  find  time,  whatOTer 
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nigfti  be  his  seal,  abilitj  and  learning,  to 
aeeompUsh  all  the  duties  which  properly 
belong  to  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
also  to  atter^r!  to  those  matters  of  legal 
reform.  I  think  tliis  Bill  will  givo  great 
beHHies  in  that  reepeet.  The  hoo,  Mem- 
ler  far  Pieaton  (Sir  G.  StricUand)  said 
tbe  Bill  only  tonched  &  part  of  the  evils 
ittaclied  to  the  present  system;  nnd  my 
right  hoD.  Friend  (Sir  J.  Graham)  said 
mi  we  eogbi  to  besio  refbm  not  at  the 
top  Init  at  the  fonn&tion  of  the  building. 
Bnt  I  will  remind  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  in  laying  fouadationA  it  is  desirable  to 
hafe  an  architect  able  to  derote  bit  time 
to  lee  that  thej  are  properly  laid.  By 
means  of  this  Bill  we  shall  have  an  archi- 
tect vith  time  at  his  disposal.  The  mis- 
fortune is,  that  at  present  there  is  no  pcr- 
len  who  it  at  once  competent  and  willmg, 
with  tine  at  his  command,  to  lay  those 
fonndations.  T  trust,  therefore,  that  great 
adrantage  will  follow  from  the  working  of 
this  Bill. 

Mft..  J.  EYASrS  thooght  ft  woold  be 

de&irable  to  have  an  architect  who  would 
lay  the  foundation  for  legal  reform;  and  to 
vhoflc  hands  could  that  important  task  be 
confided  with  moro  safety  than  to  the  Iiwd 
Ghtneeltor?  Everybody  who  knew  the 
energy  and  perseverance  of  the  present 
CliaMcellor  felt  that  he  would  be  able  to 
cope  with  the  task.  One  seeming  objec- 
tion to  tfie  preoent  Bill  was,  that  the  dooi- 
sion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  might  be  over- 
ruled hy  his  two  assistant  Judges  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
Uiese  two  Judges  were  sitting  alone,  there 
night  be  a  division  of  opinion  between 
them,  and  in  that  case  no  decision  would 
be  come  to.  These  objections  might  pos- 
»Wy  be  rectified,  and,  if  not,  they  might  be 
wegarded  in  consideration  of  the  great 
sdrantagcs  which  would  be  attained  by  the 
Bill.  lie  did  not  see  why  business  could 
iioi  be  tal;cn  directly  to  the  Masters'  Of- 
fices, without  its  being  necessary  previ- 
sulj  te  make  a  merely  formal  application 
to  the  Oovrt  of  Chancery. 

Clause  agreed  to;  as  were  also  the 
Clauses  2  to  (>  inclusive. 

Clause  7. 

Ma.  HBKLBT  iaid»  ihat  provision  had 

Wen  made  for  the  case  of  the  two  Judges 
'>f  Appeal  hcin<^  divided  in  opinion  when 
exercising  an  appellate  jurisdiction;  but  he 
net  see  that  any  provision  bad  been 
vsde  m  the  event  of  a  similar  case  arising 
vben  they  were  ezeroising  an  otiginid 
jorisdietion. 

VOL.  CXYIII.  [third  seruss.] 
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I  Mn.  BETHELL  said,  that  he  thought 
1  these  Judges  would  sit  separately  while 

exercising  an  original  jurisdiction;  for  if 
they  sat  together  it  would  be  a  singular 
contrast  to  the  other  Courts  of  Chancery. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
they  had  only  power  to  sit  separatdy  in 
case  of  the  illness  or  accidental  nb-^oncp  of 
'  one  of  the  Vice-Chancellors.  Should  they 
dispose  of  all  the  appeals,  they  would  then 
have  an  original  jurisdiction,  which  thej 
would  exercise  together,  and  if  they  should 
llien  unfortunately  be  divided  in  opinion, 
there  roust  be  a  rehearing  of  the  cause. 
Should  they  be  divided  while  sitting  on 
appeal  without  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the 
decision  of  the  court  below  would  remain 
undisturbed,  unless  the  Lord  Chancellor 
chose  to  exercise  the  power  given  by  the 
Bill,  and  to  order  the  cause  to  be  reheard 
before  the  full  court. 

Mr.  JOHN  STUART  feared  that  as 

freat  inconvenience  would  arise  from  two 
udges  sitting  together  to  hear  original 
Motions  as  from  two  Judges  sitting  toge« 
ther  at  Nisi  Prius. 

Mr.  BETHELL  said,  that  he  thought 
great  mischief  would  ariee  from  giving  the 
Lord  Chancellor  power  to  order  the  rehear- 
ing of  an  appeal  upon  which  the  two  Judges 
sitting  alone  had  been  divided  in  opinion, 
inasmuch  as  it  would  give  rise  to  endless 
proceedings.  First,  there  would  be  the 
nearing  before  the  two  Judges  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal;  next,  the  application  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  order  tlm  rehearing, 
which  would  involve  the  l  kisI  Juration  of 
the  merits  of  the  case;  and  theu,  if  that 
was  successful,  there  would  be  the  rehear- 
ing before  the  full  court.  He  thought  it 
would  be  much  better  to  give  the  full  court 
the  power  of  rehearing  only  such  cases  as 
the  two  Judges  who  had  heard  them  should 
order  to  be  brought  before  it. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  the 
two  Judges  who  had  differed  with  respect 
to  the  merits  of  a  cause,  might  also  diifer 
with  respect  to  the  propriety  of  having  it 
reheard  before  the  full  court;  and  upon  the 
whole  ho  thought  it  bettw  to  let  the  Bill 
st-and  as  it  was. 

Clause  agreed  to  ;   as  were  also  the 
three  following  Clauses. 
Clause  1 1 . 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  proposed 
to  add  at  the  end  of  the  clause  tbe  follow* 
ing  words  : — 

"That  111  all  cases  whore  the  conourranoe,  ad- 
vice,  or  consent  of  llw  Ifottcr  of  ths  EoU«,and  of 
the  Yicc-CbanseUom,  or  eitluv  of  them,  shall  be 
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requisite  for  tho  making  of  rules  or  orders,  the  ! 
4K>acurreDC«,  advice,  or  consent  of  the  Judges  ap- 
peteited  bf  thk  Act  max      substituted  for  the 
eoncarrenoe,  adTice.  or  consent      tho  JilMtar  of 
tke  Rolls  or  Vioe-Cbaocellors." 

Mr.  BETHELL  snid,  that  mnch  mis- 
chief had  arisen  from  the  necessity  of  re- 
sorting to  BO  waujr  sources  of  junisdiction. 
By  this  praetiM  sntU  w«re  mii]tipU«d»  snd 
it  became  necessary  to  do  twict  or  thrice 
that  which  might  he  more  conveniently 
done  once  if  the  courts  had  not  been  divid- 
ed under  bo  many  different  heads.  He 
proposed  therefore  to  omit  that  part  of  the 
clause  which  prohibited,  not  only  the  Court 
of  Appeal,  but  the  Vice-Chancellors,  from 
exercising  the  ordinary  jurisdiction  of  the 
Lord  Gbancellor  in  ltin«eT.  He  slioiitd, 
t>y  making  the  alteration  ne  proposed,  en- 
able the  Lord  Chuncellor  during  the  Par- 
lianientary  year  to  nttetif!  tn  the  House  of 
Lords  and  the  Judicial  tuuucil  —  arenas 
amply  sdBelent  for  all  hia  poweraj  for  if 
the  Lord  Chaneellor  had  to  hear,  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  ordiDary  eases  in 
lunacy,  he  would  be  taken  away  from  his 
more  important  datiea  at  this  period  of  the 
year.  It  would  also  )>e  Terr  inconvenient 
to  hare  a  hearing  suspended  while  the 
Lord  Chancellor  was  engaged  elsewhere, 
and  therefore  it  was  desirable  that  those 
lunai^  eaaee  abotdd  be  heard  by  the  Judges 
to  whom  he  had  referred. 

The  SOLICITOU  G km: HAL  said, 
the  Bill  was  origin  ally  (i  lined  with  tlie 
view  of  trausferriug  the  jurisdiction  iu 
Ittnaer  to  the  Court  of  Appeal;  bat  it  waa 
found  that  tndi  a  proceeding  wonld  inili> 
tale  against  the  authority  of  the  Crown, 
because  the  Crown  could  by  Sign  Mauual 
4iommit  such  jurisdiction  to  whomsoever  it 
<those.  This  Clause,  therefore,  provided 
that  no  interference  should  tnl;  place 
with  the  powers  nnd  duties  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  as  having  the  custody  of  the 
persons  and  estates  of  persons  found  idiot, 
lunatic,  or  of  unsound  mind.  The  ordinary 
jurisdiction  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
frnnsferred  by  Clause  4;  but  as  to  juris- 
diction given  bj^  the  Sign  Mauual,  it  would 
be  improper  to  deal  with  that  by  Billj  the 
transference,  an  tbat  eaaa»  most  be  made 
by  the  Crown. 

Mr.  BETHELL  would  suggest  the  in- 
sertion of  the  following  words **  That  it 
shall  not  affect  the  powers,  authorities, 
aud  duties  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by  vir- 
tue of  any  appointment  by  Sis^n  Manual 
from  the  Crown."  If  his  hon.  and  learned 
agraed  to  th«  proposition  bt  made. 


the  ordinary  jurisdiction  would  no  longer 
be  confined  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but 
would  be  imparted  to  all  the  Judges,  and 
they  would  oe  able  at  all  timet  to  moet 
the  convenliM  r  of  suitors. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  hnd  not 
the  least  ohjection  to  the  alteration  pro- 
posed by  his  bou.  and  learned  Friend.  By 
the  4th  8eeti(Hi»  all  jurisdiction  waa  oon- 
ferred  on  the  appellant  courtj  but  it  was  a 
sweeping  propo'^ition  to  ask  them  to  con- 
fer that  jurisdiction  upon  all  tlie  Vice- 
Chancdlora  and  Vaster  of  the  Rolk,  and 
it  required  time  for  consideration. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrud  to;  aa  were 
Clauses  12  and  13. 

Clause  14,  by  which  it  is  proposed  that 
three  members  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Pjivj  Cotmeil  shall  form  a 

quorum. 

Mr.  BETHELL  objected  to  the  clause, 
on  the  ground  that  the  Lord  Frcsideut  of 
the  Council  mi^ht  be  one  ef  the  three. 
The  Lord  President  waa  not  usnallj  • 
lawyer,  and,  considering  what  vory  im- 
portant appeals  came  before  the  Judietal 
Committee,  it  woidd  bardly  seem  cerreci 
that  th^  should  be  decided  by  leaa  tbu 
tlir^'"'  lawyers. 

Mu.  JOHN  STUART  did  not  think  a 
plurality  of  Judges  was  always  necessary 
for  the  formation  of  an  efficient  and  good 
tribunal.  It  would  be  recollected,  that 
when  Sir  William  Grant  was  sitting  alone, 
he  transacted  the  bu&incss  in  tiie  most 
etheieut  manner.  He  believed  that  any 
person  attending  before  the  Privy  Cenneil 
when  Sir  William  Grant  sat  there  alone^ 
and  compared  the  mode  of  '1  n'n^;  business 
with  the  way  in  which  it  had  been  done  by 
the  Judicial  Committee,  would  admit  that 
the  increase  of  the  number  of  Jndgee  bad 
created  in  no  degree  an  SmproTement  in 
the  mode  of  conduetin":  the  business  there. 
It  might  be  well,  perhaps,  to  have  more 
than  one;  but  why  they  should  have  four 
ho  could  not  see,  and  he  hoped  the  Go* 
vemment  would  not  eoaaent  to  withdraw 

the  clause. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  if  there  was  any  court  which,  mom 

than  another,  had  given  satisfaction,  it  waa 

the  new  Couit  of  Judicial  Committee  of 
Privy  Council.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  Bethell)  ob- 
jected to  the  clause,  because  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council  might  be  one  of 
the  quorum;  hut  he  (the  Solicitor  General)* 
did  not  think  it  wuii  the  practice  of  the 
liord  President  generally  to  attend.  H« 
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ftiMiagbl  Umi  ffeuBdj  proposed  by  his  hon. 
a»d  learntd  Friend 


«M  woTM  than  the 

Mr.  ROUNDELL  PALMER  thought. 
thmU  if  <^iiej  agreed  to  the  clause,  it  woufd 
9mtt4  90.  mtnj  MtMiont  tbftt  Ihe  «ourt 
1>e  constituted  with  diffienltj,  atid» 
wben  constituted,  Would  not  consist  of  ju- 
dicial members,  Tlio  eolotncs  looked  very 
nswch  to  that  (Jourt,  as  did  also  the  people 
«i  Indifti  And  if  *  judgment  at  Caloutta 
v«re  rtreraedi  perhaps  bj  one  or  two 
Jad^tNi  who  might  not  possiblj  stand  ns 
high  io  public  estimation  as  other  Judi^es, 
H  weuld  create  dissatisfaction^  and  such  hu 
oaght  te  be  avoided.  Thej 
gnaidi  tbarefbre^  against  the  quo- 
rum being  composed  of  anj  Other  hnl  pro- 
fessional members. 

Lk>kd  JOHN  KUHSELL  said,  that 
^reat  d^^cultj  had  been  found  in  making 
m  ^plttrnoi,  and  the  eonseqaenee  was,  it 
Wten  occurred  that  the  Judicial  Committee 
eoald  not  meet  when  it  was  desirable  thoy 
ahonld  meet.  They  proposed  by  this  Bill 
to*  do  two  thinga  to  remedy  the  iuconve- 
■ssnen  BPe  was,  that  thl«e  shonld  be  a 
^•sttHB  instead  of  four,  and  the  other  was, 
tc  provi(!r>  thnt  two  Judges,  not  heretofore 
members  ot  the  Judicial  Committee,  should 
b«  members  of  it«  He  liad  uo  objection 
to  any  proriso  hf  wbieh  eare  would  be 
teken  that  tliose  three  members  should  be 
■timbers  of  the  le^nl  profession.  The 
l,r>r»1  Vrf^'uleut  nAtf'x-.Anl  very  seldom. 

^K.  i>i:<  i  iii::LL  proposed  to  introduce 
tfiaee  words — ^"Ecelnsivo  of  the  Lord 
fiwaident,*'  thereby  ensuring  the  attend- 
aere  of  thrr-e  professional  Momben. 

A menddi'  u t  adopted. 
Clause,  &6  amended,  agreed  to.  Clause 
15  wiMrmm*   Olanse  16  mgreed  to. 
Olanae  17. 

The  SOLICITOR  GKNETIAL  said, 
the  objt?ct  of  the  clause  was  to  make  the 
saimry  of  the  Lord  CitanccUor  10,000/.  a 
year,  indoifaie  his  salary  as  Speaber  of 
fte  Hsuie  of  Lords,  and  that  tlie  mm  he 
was  to  dmw  from  the  suitors'  fund,  in- 
eludini^  the  sum  paid  to  liini  as  Speaker  of 
the  Uuuee  of  Lords,  should  not  in  the 
wMn  oigeeed  tbtf  10,0001. 

8tt  HSNRT  WILL0U6HBT  thought 
it  was  not  right  tlmt  any  portion  of  the 
salarv  of  m  high  a  functionary  as  the 
Wd  Cbaoeellor  should  be  paid  out  of  the 
.sellers'  fond,  and  ho  thought  the  more 
simple  they  made  th«  pejneill  ol  SMh 
fenetionaries  the  bctltr* 

Chutto  ti§rud  le. 


3«  18dl} 
Clause  16. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  pro- 

posed  an  addition  to  the  daose  providing 
for  the  appointment  and  the  payment  of  the 
sal  a  ries  ot  the  secrc^tary,  trainhearcr,  and 
usher  of  each  uf  the  new  Judgea.  The 
secretary  was  generally  a  member  of  the 
Bar,  who  was  to  assist  the  Judge  in  refer- 
ring to  cases  as  to  the  points  at  issue  in 
the  cause  before  him.  The  usher  was  nn 
officer  whoso  principal  duty  was  to  act  as 
clerk  to  the  Jodgoi  and  do  all  the  writing 
'  fur  him.  The  trainbeaier's  duties  were 
;  tiMv  c  in  tl)e  nature  of  a  servant  In  West- 
uanster  Hall,  and  a  messenger  in  carrying 
public  papers  and  messages.  It  had  been 
found  that  all  those  officers  wercf  neeessaiy. 
The  salary  of  the  secretary  of  the  lata 
Master  of  the  Rolls  was  l,000i.  a  rear; 
but  the  secretary  of  the  present  Master 
of  the  Rolls  had  only  clUOi.  a  year.  Pre- 
viously the  secretary  of  the  Viee-Cbanoel- 
lor  of  England  received  5001.  a  year;  but 
the  Secretaries  of  the  present  Vi c  r'mn- 
eeliors  received  only  300?.  a  year.  Now, 
although  each  of  the  persons  to  be  ap- 
pointed Under  the  Bill  would  have  higher 
and  more  important  duties,  still  it  was 
proposed  that  their  secretaries  should  not 
reeeive  500?.  a  year,  as  liad  been  «;iven  to 
the  secretury  of  the  Vioe-Chaucellor  of 
Bnglandi  or  so  little  as  was  given  to  the 
secretaries  of  the  pieeeot  Yice-Chanoellora, 
but  that  a  medium  cour.^o  sliould  he  pur- 
sued, and  that  the  sum  should  be  li.xed  at 
4u0/.  a  year.  It  was  proposed  to  give  the 
usher  2o0t»  a  year,  and  to  give  to  each  df 
the  trainbearers  100?.  a  year.  When  Vice- 
chancellor  Turner's  Act  was  passed,  it 
was  found  that  the  salary  of  the  court- 
keepers  of  the  other  V  ice-Chancellors  was 
only  40L  a  year,  but  that  of  the  eourt- 
keeper  of  Yice-Ofaancettor  Tttiuer  woe  fixed 
at  So?.,  and  it  was  proposed  to  raise  the 
salaries  of  the  other  eourtkeepers  of  tho 
Vice- Chancellors  to  the  same  amount. 

Mr.  AGLIONBT  was  prepared  to  ao- 
cept  the  statement  of  the  bon.  and  learned 
(Jentleman,  that  a  secretary,  uslier,  and 
train!  ' nrer  were  necessary  for  each  of  the 
ucvv  J  udgoa  ;  and  if  these  officers  were 
deceasary  fbr  the  performance  of  the  dor* 
tieSt  tho  salaries  were  by  no  means  exofw 
bitant.  He  (Mr.  Aglionby),  however, 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  UiUuner  in  which  the  Judges 
were  to  be  paid,  and  the  fbnd  whence  their 
salaries  were  to  be  derived.  He  begged 
to  ask  whether  the  suitors'  fund  waa  the 
best  fund  OA  whieh  to  plaeo  the  new 
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Judges  ?  He  said  nothing  of  the  old  ;  but  |  MtionB  i  80  that  the  suitors  wottld  be  m- 
if  poblic  policy  required  the  appointment  i  liered  from  a  charge  to  wbieh  othenrtae 

of  new  Judges,  those  Judges  ought  to  be  i  they  would  be  liable  for  years  to  come, 
paid  by  the  countrv,  and  not  by  the  suitors  !  He  wished  to  ask  whether  it  was  propor  to 


in  court.  He  undur&tood  that  there  were 
two  funds,  one  derived  from  the  accumu- 
lation ef  interest  of  moneys  plaeed  out  in 
tbo  name  of  the  Aceoontant  Genernl  fur 
the  benefit  and  better  seeurity  of  suitors. 
That  was  the  suitors'  fund.  The  suitors' 
fec-fund»  on  the  other  hand»  was  raised 
expressly  under  the  rule  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  He  was  told  those  funds 
amounted  to  200,000?.  a  year.  Out  of 
the  suitors'  fund  were  paid  the  Judges  ; 
out  of  the  suitors'  fee  fund,  the  expenses 
of  offieers  of  oourt,  and  eertain  compensa^ 
tions.  Parliament  had  delegated  to  cer- 
tain persons  connected  with  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  instead  of  the  Treasury,  as 
usual,  the  power  of  fixing  certain  compen- 
sations. The  consequence  had  been,  that 
an  enormous  amount  of  the  property  of 
the  suitors  had  been  wasted.  The  Com- 
mittee would  be  surprised  to  honr  wliat 
'«as  the  expenditure,  as  shown  by  a  return 
of  wbieh  printed  eopies  had  just  been  deli- 
Tcrcd.  What  would  bo  thought  when  he 
stated  that,  since  1842,  up  to  the  25th  of 
November,  1850,  the  salaries  paid  to  some 
of  the  officers  who  were  continued  in  em- 
ptoyment,  for  salaries  and  eompensation, 
amounted  to  no  loss  than  589,000?.  From 
another  return  it  appeared  that  during  the 
same  period  tlie  total  sum  paid  to  the  late 
Bwom  clerks  appointed  taxing  masters 
was,  for.salary  £(8,1081.  13«.  8d.,  for  eom- 
pensation  152,978?.  Os.  ?>d.,  making  a  total 
of  211,086?.  13*.  lid.  To  pay  the  sala- 
ries and  compensations  74,000?.  a  year 
was  taken  out  of  the  buiturs'  fee  fund.  It 
had  been  ealeulated  by  an  actuary  that 
one  of  the  clerks  would  reoeiyOi  including 
the  amount  to  ho  paid  for  seven  years  after 
death,  174,UUOL  Ho  did  not  mention 
names,  for  his  statement  was  made  without 
any  wish  to  reflect  on  individuals ;  and  so 


charge  an  additional  sum  on  the  suitors' 
fund,  instead  of  seeking  the  relief  of  the 

suitors'  fee  fund  to  that  extent  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
thought  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gontlo- 
man  would  be  anything  but  a  relief  to  the 
suitors,  and  wonid  flx  a  heavy  charge  upon 
them.  The  suitors'  fund  might  be  called 
the  bankers'  profit  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, as  the  money  arose  from  the  loose 
cash  of  the  court,  and  on  which  there  was 
no  interest  paid  to  the  parties.  The  inter* 
est  of  the  investments  made  by  the  Conrt 
of  Chancery  formed  the  fund.  This  seem- 
ed a  very  lecrit!"ifito  fund,  and  was  that 
which  the  Committee  had  recommended  in 
preference  to  the  fee  fund.  It  was  a  very 
different  question  whether  the  salarlea 
should  not  be  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  But  he  did  not  .seo  how  nnytbinjf 
could  be  better  than  to  take  this  fund,  on 
which  no  one  had  any  claim.  He  would 
not  enter  into  the  eompensation  to  the  aiz 
clerks,  but  with  reference  to  the  fee  fund, 
the  Committee  ought  to  know  that  the 
charges  upon  that  fund  continued  to  di- 
minish. By  a  recent  order  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  the  charges  bad  been  dimtnish^ 
cd  by  about  20,000?.  a  year.  Lord  Cot- 
tenham  and  Lord  Lyndhurst  had  also  made 
orders  reducing  the  fees.  When  the  Com- 
misiiion  had  given  its  attention  to  this  sub- 
ject, he  did  not  doubt  there  woold  be  « 
farther  reduction,  particularly  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Ox- 
fordiihire  (Mr.  Henley)  were  added  to  it. 
When  he  formerly  opposed  making  an  In- 
crease in  the  member  of  the  Commission, 
ho  was  not  aware  that  these  two  hon. 
Members  were  proposed  to  be  added 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBT  said,  the 


little  had  he  any  desire  of  the  kind*  that  he  I  suitors  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  derived  no 


had  moved  for  returns  in  some  cases  under 
which  the  statements  woro  to  be  made, 
with  reference  not  to  tiiu  uanies  of  the 
parties,  bnt  to  letters  of  the  alphabet.  It 
was  true  that  these  compensations  were 
paid  out  of  the  suitors' fee  fund  :  and  it 
might  be  semI  iIkU  paying  the  Judge  from 
the  suitors'  luiul  would  be  a  relief  ;  but  if 
the  Judges  were  paid  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  there  would  be  an  enormous 
amount  of  the  suitors'  fund  which  would 


benefit  from  tlio  diminution  alluded  to  bj 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solieitor  General.  In 
1846  the  funds  was  207,U00i.,  in  1847  it 
was  106»000?.,  in  1848  it  was  204,0001., 
and  last  year  it  was  270,0002.  How  stood 
the  sui-plus  at  that  moment  he  should  like 
to  know,  and  what  was  the  amount  of  the 
principal  %  The  public,  he  maintained,  de- 
rived no  benefit  from  it.  He  believed  they 
derived  no  benefit  from  it,  and  he  wonld 
believe  tbo  information  which  he  had  re- 


be  fairly  applicable  to  payment  of  compen- 1  ceivcd  ou  the  subject  before  that  of  all  tho 
ifr.  Agliwhy 
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Judges,  for  he  did  not  beliere  that  anj 
Judge  bad  ever  paid  costs. 

The  SOLICITOR  GBNBRAL  said,  the 
boD.  Gentleman  ilid  not  undentead  tvhat 
the  suitor?'  fr^nd  refilly  wn^^.  TTo  npp'^ared 
to  think  that  it  was  in  tin;  nature  of  un- 
daim^  dividends,  but  that  was  not  so.  It 
vu  ft  food  of  the  snrpliis  oash  paid  into 
eoart,  and  the  interest  of  whioh  was  applied 
to  the  public  service.  With  reward  to  tlic 
amount  of  the  fund,  he  could  not  speak 
preeiselj;  but  he  believed  that  last  year 
UNre  was  n  aaqtlos  arising  from  it  of 
45,00OL  after  payment  of  all  charges.  ITo 
DOW  proposed  to  place  on  that  fond  14,0002. 
to  which  this  Bill  related. 

Hk.  HUHB  laid,  his  objection  to  the 
msking  of  these  payments  out  of  the  Boitors' 
fund  instead  of  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  was,  that  it  served  as  n  clonk  to  cover 
a  variety  of  charges  which  tiie  House  and 
the  eooQtry  knew  nothing  about.  It  was 
«f  Ihe  Qtmosi  importance  that  that  HofUse 
6h<^^]]^  Is  now  the  particulars  of  all  moneys 
that  were  paid  for  the  support  of  the  public 
Mtablishmenta.  But  by  chargiiig  nearly 
100,0001.  a  year  on  the  suitors'  fond  and 
Ae  suitors'  fee  fund  for  the  payment  of 
claries  to  Judges  and  other  officers,  the 
poblic  were  kept  in  ignorance  of  what 
luiDy  were  those  charges.  They  were 
leting inconsistently,  because,  with  regard 
to  unclaimed  dividends  at  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
Itnd,  they  were  ordered  to  be  paid  into  the 
Exchequer,  and  if  ever  the  money  should 
la  sailed  for,  the  Biohequer  held  Itself 
fiidj  to  paj  that  money  back.  Bat  quite 
sdiftrent  course  was  pursued  with  regard 
to  the  suitors'  fund.  That  fund  consist- 
ed of  stock  amounting  to  not  less  than 
3.525.000{.,  vhich  produced  *  dividend  of 
103,3982.  a  year.  Kow,  out  of  this  sum 
the  salaries  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the 
Vice-Chancellors,  the  Masters  in  Chancery, 
As  Aeeoinitani  General,  and  others, 
SHSuntbg  to  40,000^;  and  the  salaries 
of  the  clerks  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
the  Vice-Chanccllors,  und  other  officers 
bdoBgiog  to  the  Court  ot  Chancery,  form- 
ed in  additional  charge,  making  a  netpay- 
aisat  of  67,500^  out  of  this  fund,  leaving 
s  snrplus,  not  of  4.",000i.,  but  of  between 
3a,000il.  and  3G.UUU^.  a  year  remaining 
•tin  invested  for  the  benefit  of  the  suitors. 
Be  eonplaioed  of  these  partial  payments 
of  oar  judicial  establishment  out  of  this 
funr),  and  regarded  such  payments  as  a 
fraud  on  the  public.  It  was  a  groat  neg- 
Isct  of  datj  on  the  part  of  the  Chanedlor 
«f  the  Bidieqiier  aoi  to  take  this  nenej 


into  account.  But  as  regarded  the  fee 
fond,  there  was  a  question  connected  with 
it  of  a  stni  more  serious  nature.  The 
Committee  had  recommended  that  all  fees 
in  Chancery  .should  be  abolished  as  soon 
as  the  charges  upon  tlie  fee  fund  should 
have  been  done  away  with.  With  that 
view  he  would  hare  an  account  taken  of 
those  fees,  and  the  amount  should  be 
hroiiglit  into  the  public  accounts,  which 
should,  liowcver,  be  kept  separate,  toge- 
ther with  an  account  of  whatever  might 
form  a  charge  upon  those  fees.  Bad  as 
was  the  Bill  of  Lord  Lyndhurst  in  impos- 
ing those  charges,  still,  as  the  thing  was 
done  by  Act  of  Parliament,  he  could  not 
recommend  a  breach  of  fiaith  by  the  aboli- 
tion of  such  charges;  he  hoped,  however, 
that  Bill  would  act  as  a  waniing  to  the 
House  ncrcr  a^aln  to  leave  to  a  lawyer  to 
etfect  a  settlement  of  any  pensions  (of  which 
the  ohai|;es  in  question  mainlj  consisted), 
hut  to  require  the  Treasury  to  do  that 
business.  The  fees  received  last  year 
amounted  to  150,146^.,  and  the  whole 
amount  of  charge  on  that  sum  was 
39.9271.  The  House  wouhl  be  fuUy  war- 
ranted in  reducing  the  fees  to  such  a  sum 
OS  would  be  only  sufficient  to  pay  the 
charges  upon  the  fund.  He  trusted  no 
new  charge  would  be  imposed  on  the  fee 
fund;  and,  since  the  Government  would 
not  bring  the  particulars  of  the  charges  on 
tlio  suitors'  fund  ^^ofnrp  the  House,  ho 
should  object  to  any  furtiicr  charge  being 
imposed  upon  tiial  ftmd.  He  would  sub- 
mit to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John'Russell) 
that  he  should  at  once  make  a  beginning 
by  payiuff  the  salaries  of  these  new  Chan- 
eery  Judges  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund. 

Mr*  VERNON  SMITH  was  not  alto- 
gether convinced  of  the  necessity  of  the 
appointments  of  secretary,  usher,  and 
trainbearer.  The  veiy  fact  of  a  train- 
bearer  at  this  time  of  day  was  fraught 
with  ridicule.  Again,  he  wished  to  have 
it  e.x plained  why  those  two  new  Judges 
were  to  have  salaries  of  6,000^.  a  year 
each,  while  the  Puisne  Judges,  who  hod 
to  go  the  circuits,  had  only  5,000{.  a 
year.  They  had  been  told  to  look  for- 
ward to  a  Chancery  Commission.  They 
had  had  Chancery  Commissions  already, 
but  tie  was  not  aware  that  any  very  bene- 
ficial results  had  arisen  from  them.  It  was, 
however,  in  the  nature  of  nan  to  hope;  be 
therefore  woidd  sUll  hope  that  good  mijght 
come  even  from  a  Cbaneerj  Gommlosion. 
But  he  sbonld  have  been  better  pleased  if 
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there  had  been  a  majority  instead  of  a  mi- 
nority of  lavmen  on  that  Oonimission. 

Lord  JOliN  RUSSELL:  With  regard 
to  the  appoiotment  of  a  trainbearer,  I  be- 
liaro  tliat  person  is  employed  as  a  messen- 
ger, and  to  (lischriige  the  ordinary  duties 
of  a  person  attending  on  the  Judges.  Witli 
respect  to  the  salaries,  it  appeared  to  the 
Governmont  thai  if  they  appointed  two 
Judgas  vbo  were  to  sit  as  a  court  ef  ap- 
p<»nl,  nnd  whose  decision  was  to  ovemilo 
tliat  of  the  othi  r  Judcres  of  the  C«nirt  of 
Chuiiuery,  it  would  be  desirable  that  a 
aoraawhat  larger  satarj  should  be  given  to 
them  than  to  the  Puisne  Judges.  The  Go- 
Tomnient  hfi?e  ^iven  a  salary  which  would 
he  insnffii-ieiit  tor  a  (.'liief  .lustieo  of  the 
Court  ot  Cunnnon  Pleas,  or  a  Chief  Bnroii, 
hut  which  is  considered  suffieient  for  Judges 
who  are  tu  form  a  Court  of  Appeal  in  the 
Court  of  Chnncorv.  With  r<'t;'nrd  to  the 
observation  of  ihc  hoi>  Moiuber  for  Mon- 
trose (Mr.  lluuio),  i  am  not  disposed  to 
contest  that  which  he  laid  down,  that  !t 
would  he  desirahle  that  the  satnrics  of  the 
Judges  of  the  (lifFerent  courts  slmuld  he 
paid  out  of  tlio  ('ousolidated  Fuinl,  tluit 
ilie  puhlic  might  see  the  whole  particulars 
ef  those  pa^fmentsi  and  I  ooofess  I  do  not 
see  any  aulSeient  reason  why  that  should 
not  he  done.  Btit  I  do  not  tliink  there  is 
any  use  in  applyitic;  that  principle  to  this 
particular  case.  1  think  it  is  a  measure  of 
a  more  general  nature  than  to  be  adopted 
m  reference  to  these  two  appointments 
onlv. 

Sm  JAMKS  (JHAIIAM  ?ai(l.  that  what 
had  just  falliMi  from  his  noble  Friend  had 

BVen  him  most  unqualified  salisfaction. 
e  did  not  believe  any  arrangement,  upon 

the  wh(tlc,  would  ho  more  conducive  to  the 
puhlic  gooil,  or  more  satisfactory  to  that 
iiuuse,  than  that  which  bis  noble  Friend 
had  just  advanced.  Because,  although 
there  was  a  distinction  between  the  suitors' 
fi>G  fund  and  the  suitors'  fund,  yot  it  had 
always  appeared  to  him  that  the  hettcr  ap- 
plication of  the  suitors'  fund  would  be  to 
aid  the  suitors'  fee  ftiad  in  the  diminution 
of  the  costs  of  the  establishment.  But, 
while  they  kept  a  perpetual  charge  on  the 
suitors'  fund,  any  reduction  of  the  suitors' 
fee  fund  was  practically  impossible.  If 
thai  wmre  the  ultimate  object,  it  would  be 
li^ndioions  to  impose  any  ftirther  charge 
on  the  suitors'  fund.  He  was  as  ris:id  an 
economist  as  his  ri^rlit  hon.  Friend  (.Mr.  V. 
Smith);  still,  he  did  think,  if  thi'v  had 
these  two  judicial  officers,  whose  Chancery 
*   Itnowledge  ought  to  be  equal  to  that  of  the 
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Lord  ChaneoMor  himself,  and  M-hf><»o  y>r»w<»r!* 
would  very  nearly  approach  tiiuse  ut  that 
high  judicial  functionary — if  this  new  tri- 
bunal invested  them  with  those  high  powen  • 
~h  e  thought  that  the  offloe  ef  these  Jud^aa 
shonld  ho  looked  up  to  as  the  object  of 
j>ronioti(in  by  members  of  high  professional 
attainments.  Having  to  exercise  a  tho- 
rough jurisdietion  over  all  the  other  tribu- 
nals of  the  Court  of  Ohaneery,  and  some- 
times Tin^sihly  having  to  reverse  tho  deci- 
sions of  tlie  Master  of  the  Rolls  himself,  it 
was  obvious  that  these  persons  roust  be 
taken  from  the  very  feremoat  ranks  of  th« 
profiisaion.  They  could  not  ezeroiae  a 
wnr.«o  economy  than  to  insufficiently  pay 
ofricers  of  high  judicial  rank.  Upon  the 
whole,  he  did  not  think  6,000/.  too  high  » 
sum  for  the  discharge  of  ftiaotieoa  ot  so 
delicate  and  important  a  nature.  With 
regard  to  tho  charge  upon  the  f^nitnrs' 
fund,  he  thought  this  measure  wouiii  im- 
pose a  very  considerable  increase  of  charge. 
As  there  was  nothing  like  a  heglnnhig  la 
these  matters,  it  was  worth  eonsideratioB* 
while  appointinn^  the<<e  two  Judges,  whe- 
ther their  salaries  ought  not  to  be  placed 
on  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Somethiug 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  foF 
Montrose  of  the  mystery  hanging  over  th^ 
suitors*  fund.  Unfortunately  there  was 
the  same  ohjectimi  to  the  ('onsolidated 
Fund.  But  he  thought  that  public  discus- 
sion ought  not  to  be  applied  to  the  paymeat 
of  judicial  offices,  as  it  would  make  them 
too  dependent  upon  the  caprice  and  will  of 
an  assembly,  lie.  however,  thought  they 
ought  to  be  paid  out  of  the  Coiiaolidated 
Fund.  He  must  ask  the  right  hon.  Chaa- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  had  beooma 
of  the  Bill  with  respect  to  tho  payment  of 
the  officers  of  tho  Court  of  Clmnoory  who 
were  now  paid  out  of  the  suitors'  iuiid  ? 
Ho  (8ir  J.  Graham)  was  of  opinion  that 
the  reeoDNuendatione.  of  tho  Committee  on 
that  subject  ought  forthwith  to  be  attended 
to;  and  that,  if  the  Oovcrnnipnt.  were  to 
bring  the  measure  forward  this  Session,  it 
would  not  only  pass,  but  it  would  greatly 
redound  to  their  honour. 

Lobs  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  he  had 
conversed  more  than  once  with  his  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  on  the  subject 
of  the  Bill  to  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  alluded,  and  that  noble  and  leanod 
Lord  was  himself  of  opinion  that  great 
ehanijcs  otiirht  to  take  place  with  regard  to 
the  £alarie:>  of  the  othcers  connected  with 
tho  Court  of  Chancery;  but  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  expreesed  a  deabi  whethar  it 
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juns'liction  an  J  practice  of  the  court,  that 
he  (Lord  J.  Paissel!)  should  meddle  with 
ti  e  salaries  of  these  officers  until  it  was 
aeeertaioed  what  duties  were  to  be  attached 
to  eaelu  It  was  therefore  a  question  of 
time,  whether  it  was  desirable  to  remodel 


adTisable,  when  a  Commission  was '  to  appoint  finy  other  officers  except  a  see- 
ilniog     eianine  into  the  nature  of  the  { retarj,  an  wsher,  and  trainbearer. 

It  was  then  arrangM  that  the  salaries 

ehoitld  he  as  follows  : — Secretary,  4001.  | 
usher,  200?.  ;  trainbearer,  1001. 
Clause  agreed  to. 
Oiause  ]9. 

Sib  JAMES   GRAHAM  said,  that 


the  offices,  and  then  effect  new  arrange- !  there  appeared  to  ho  no  provision  in  the 
uents  with  regard  to  their  duties,  or  whe-  Bill  n^^ninst  the  Appellate  Judges  being 
th^  the  whole  system  of  the  Court  of  >  Members  of  the  House  of  Coninions  {  but 


Chancery  should  hs  ewiiped  tnd  tir 
iias«d»  and  the  question  of  salaries  taken 

at  uiG  same  time, 

Mr  HENLEY  was  glad  to  hear  that 
the  Doble  Lord  did  not  object  to  shifting 
all  theee  payments  to  tha  Consolidated 
Tnnd*  which  wontd  be  a  much  more  ad- 
^ftnt-i-^'^nos  arrangement  for  the  public. 

Mr,  HUME  said,  the  Committee  la»t 
rear  recommended  that  the  Vice-Chancel- 
Jecs  alioold  teeeive  only  d,000{.  a  joar, 


he  presQDied  that  It  was  not  the  intention 

of  the  Government  that  thej  flJiOQid  be 

eligible  to  seat^  in  that  House. 

Lord  JOHN  IJUSSKLL  said,  under 
the  Act  of  Anna,  this  being  a  new  offioOi 
the  Judge  eouM  not  be  entitled  to  a  seat 
in  Parliament, 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  tlien 
proposed  an  additional  clause,  which  had 
been  suggested  hj  the  lion,  and  learned 
Member  for  Newark  (Mr.  J.  Bluavt),  and 


and  be  thought  that  snm  was  snffloientfbr  of  which  he  entirely  approved,  being  in 
the^'G  officers.  I  effect  that  the  Lord  Chaiieellor  should  nave 

LoHB  JOHN  RUSSELL  8aid»  that  the  ;  power  to  appoint  another  registrar,  if  i^ 
proposal  to  give  the  Yice-Chancelloirs  only  i  should  be  found  necessary  to  do  so. 

Olanie  agreed  to. 
Preambte  agreed  to. 
TTouse  resnmed  ;  OemmittQa  fepert  pro* 
gress. 

WOODS,  FOREST 8»  ^  BILI^ 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
ViscoiTNT  DUNCAN  said,  he  had  ghraa 

notice  that  he  would  move  that  it  be  an 


9,0001.  a  year  bad  been  adopted.  Bat 
this  was  an  ottoe  of  greater  importance; 
and  if  there  wore  a  Vice-Chancellor  whom 
the  Government  and  the  pnhlic  thought  it 
would  be  desirable  to  have  as  a  Judge  of  a 
eonrt  of  appeal,  there  should  be  some  pre- 
irinm  to  omr  as  an  indoeement  to  aeeept 
that  office. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  know  if  any  ar- 
rangement ha4  been  made  with  regard  to  instruction  to  the  Committee  on  the  Woods, 
the  salary  of  the  Poisoe  Judges  hereafter  I  Forests,  &c.  Bill,  to  make  provision  therein, 
I*  be  appointed.  He  amed  with  the  right  |  in  eonformity  with  the  terms  of  the  Ileso> 
bon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  (Sir  lution  to  which  this  House  agreed  on  the 
J.  Graham),  that  it  would  not  he  (le^-irahle  11th  dny  of  MTrrh  last,  relating  to  the 
!■>  make  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  a  sub-  payment  of  the  gross  income  of  the  pos- 
jeH  of  discussion  in  this  House  from  year  '  sessiqns  and  land  revenues  of  the  Crown 
te  jear.  But  we  ooght  to  know  what  into  the  Exchequer,  and  the  expenses  no- 
was  in  fotore  to  he  the  sahries  of  puisne  { oessary  ftr  collecting  and  managing  the 
Judges. 

Lord  JOHN  RtSSELL:  My  hon. 
Priend  is  not,  perhaps,  aware  that  the 
silarisa  of  tha  Fnisne  Judges  are  5,0001., 
aad  tha  Committee  last  year  did  not  pro- 
pose any  rednction  in  that  salary. 


same  being 


placed  binder  the  control  of 
this  House.  Mr.  Speaker,  with  that  kind- 
ness and  urbanity  by  which  he  was  distin- 
gnished*  had,  however,  informed  him  that 
stteh  a  Motion  would  be  irregular,  aqd  he, 
therefore,  had  tn1;cn  tliat  opportunity  of 
fiR  TTENRY  WILLOUGHBY  said,  '  informing  the  llou-o  tliat  it  was  his  inten- 
Ihat  Clause  13  of  the  Bill  provided  for  a .  tion  to  test  its  opinion  on  the  fourth  clause 


•skvy  af  6.0001..  npoa  the  addition  of  |  of  the  Bill.  He  had  to  ask  his  noble  Friend 
whieb  to  tha  charge  already  on  the  fund,  the  First  Commissioner  of  Woods  and  Po- 

wonld  leave  nn  outside  margin  of  30, COOT  rests  if  he  wonld  have  the  kindness  now  to 
Hk.  HUME  hoped  that  it  was  not  in-  state  the  nature  and  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

tended  to  give  to  the  members  of  the  now  It  was  ouo  of  the  most  important  Bills 

eeort  the  powtr  ta  appmnt  officers.  |  which  had  been  brought  m  this  See- 
the BOLIOITOR  GENERAL  replied  sion. 

Aat  Aero  was  no  poww  in  tha  new  eenrt  |    Loai>  SBYMOCA  had  no  objeetion  to 
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answer  any  question  wliieh  might  be  put '  anee  the  country  solfered  imder  from  tliB 

to  him  when  the  House  was  in  Committee,  nianac^ement  of  tlic  rm>vn  propcrtv.  He 
Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  said,  |  thought,  however,  that  th^s  Bill  did  not 
that  the  House  had  as  yet  had  no  oppor-  j  carry  out  the  recominendatioDs  of  the  Com- 
tanity  of  learning  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  miesien  of  Inquiry.  Ik  wm  a  Bill  to  make 
M  the  second  reading  had  been  carried  at  the  department  of  the  Woods  and  Forests 
such  a  late  hour  that  discussion  was  im- '  more  a  matter  of  Treasury  honrfit  than 


possible.  He  had  read  over  the  Bill  seve- 
ral timeS)  and  must  confess  that  he  could 
lioiwell  mdmtaDd  it.  The  nohle  Lord 
would  save  a  good  deal  of  discussion  if  he 
would  kindly  explain  ita  prineiple  and  pro- 
visions. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  a 
Bill  on  the  snhjeet  had  been  introdneed 
last  Tear,  from  which  the  present  Bill  dif- 
fered in  some  details,  but  not  in  principle. 
Last  year  he  stated  that  the  blending  to- 

S ether  the  management  of  Works,  and  of 
le  Woods  and  Forests,  had  led  to  incon- 
Tenienee ;  and  what  the  GoTomment  pro 


hitlierto.  Were  the  department  placed 
under  the  management  of  a  Board  simi- 
larly constitnted  with  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
the  aflPairs  might  be  eonducted  with  greater 
efficiency  and  economy. 

Sir  CHARLES  BURRELL  recom- 
mended that  the  forests  should  be  disposed 
of  in  small  allotmenti.  This  would  provo 
beneficial  in  Tarious  ways,  and  would  make 
the  property  much  more  productive. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  apprehended  that  the 
Bill  went  no  further  than  to  improve  the 
constitution  of  that  court  by  which  the 
Crown  lan^  were  managed,  and  tltat  it 


posed  generally  was*  that  the  Office  of  |  would  be  left  to  that  court  afterwards  to 

Works  should  form  one  department,  and  carry  out  the  necessary  reforms  in  the 
should  be  represented  by  a  Member  of  Go-  system  of  management.  He  thought  the 
vemment  in  that  House,  who  should  bring  Bill  might  have  been  more  definite  in  its 
forward  and  explain  the  estimates  relating  proTisions.  It  prescribed  first  the  eontinu* 

to  his  department,  but  that  the  persons  ance  of  the  present  Board,  or  at  least  the 
employed  in  the  Woods  and  Forests  and  |  continuance  of  a  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Law  Revenues  department  should  only '  Woods  and  Forests  with  two  subordinato 


have  to  consider  the  best  means  of  raau- 
aging  them  as  a  source  of  re?6nue. 


Commissioners;  and  for  the  better  manage- 
ment of  the  department  the  Bill  provided 


Mr.  TRELAWNT  said,  he  must  eom-  that  these  two  subordinate  Commissionera 

pkin  that  tlie  Bill  was  merely  a  new  ar-  should  have  different  dcpartment<^  to  mnn- 
r  iii^i  ment  as  regarded  the  mode  of  go- |  age.  This  wns  the  first  arrangement, 
vcruing  the  Woods  and  Forests,  and  did  ^  Then,  about  the  third  or  fourth  clause  of 

the  Bin,  another  arrangement  was  pro- 
posed.   Power  was  there  taken  to  appoint 


not  go  into  the  evils  which  were  so  justly 
complained  of,  in  order  that  they  might  be 

eradicated.  At  present  the  forests  were  ^  n  surveyor-general,  who  was  to  supersede 
almost  nnproduef ive.  The  New  Forest,  tliesc  Conmiissioners,  and  to  have  absolute 
extending  to  about  GO.OOO  or  70,000  acres,  •  control.  He  wished  to  know  from  his  noble 


whieh  ought  to  be  worth  about  1,500,000^, 

produced  almost  nothing.    These  forests 

had  born  intended  to  supply  the  Navy 
with  tiriilx  r;  but  for  the  last  ten  years 


Friend  if  he  had  stated  the  provisions  ef 

the  Bill  correctly  ? 

Lord  SEYMOUR  said,  that  ohjcctiou 
had  been  taken  to  the  Bill  on  viiiluiis 


scarcely  any  of  the  wood  had  been  used  |  grounds.  The  unsatisfactory  condition  uf 
for  such  a  purpose.  The  aeeounts,  too,  |  the  ibreets  had  been  mentioned.  He  had 
of  the  department  were  in  a  very  unsatis- 1  to  assure  the  House  that  he  had  done  what 
factory  state.  This  was  sufficiently  de-  he  could  in  this  matter.  He  had  hrona;lit 
raonstratcd  by  a  return  which  he  had  ob- '  in  a  Bill  regarding  the  Now  Forest,  wliich 
taincd  of  a  letter  of  Mr.  Anderson.  That  had  passed  the  Committee  upstairs.  By 
letter  exposed,  in  eonneiion  iHth  the  ao- 1  this  Bill  the  management  would  he  sim* 
eounts,  a  system  of  great  abuse.   Under  plified,  the  Lord  Warden's  office  would 


the  present  system  they  were  wasting  the 
public  resources,  and  some  method  ought 
to  be  devised  whereby  such  valuable  pro- 
perty might  he  made  as  produettve  as  it 

possibly  could  be. 

Sir  WILLIAM  JOLLTFFE  said,  that 
the  more  he  considered  the  subject,  the 


cease,  the  deer  would  be  removed,  and 
that  would  afford  them  an  opportunity  of 
letting  the  farm  lands.  It  had  been  ob> 
jeetea  that  the  Ibrest  had  not^  supplied 
timber  to  the  Navy.  He  had  been  on  a 
Conimittce  on  this  subject  upstairs  in  1833, 
when  a  letter  had  been  laid  hoforc  them 


more  he  was  convinced  of  the  great  griev-  ^  from  the  Admiralty,  which  recommended 
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that  ID  time  of  peace  no  timber  abould  be  I  79,00OZ.   This  at  the  time  he  thought  was 


okcseept  what  wm  going  todeeaj.  Now, 
thsjr  had  eitber  to  allow  the  timber  to 

•rotr,  and  have  a  large  quantity  of  it  at 
baod  when  the  exigencies  of  the  country 
Biigbt  demand  it,  or  else  cut  it  and  sell  it 
vben  ripe.    The  latter  was  not  considered 
»n  advisable  course.    The  next  objection 
tiiat  had  been  made  was  ns  to  the  accounts; 
but  be  could  assure  the  iion  Member  (Mr. 
Tidawney)  that  if  he  examioed  the  blue 
book  he  would  find  that  the  accounts  were 
BOW  kept  in  tlir  very  manner  which  Mr. 
Anderson  reconmiemleJ.  Th;;t  gentleman, 
wbo  had  been  euiployed  on  them  for  about 
tvoToan,  had  satiofaetorily  arranged  them. 
It  bad  also  been  complained  that  the  forests 
law  led  to  great  expense.    On  this  point 
he  had  to  inform  them  that  he  was  bring- 
in  a  Bill  to  relieTe  the  Crown  from  the 
feudal  system  of  forest  law.    Another  hon. 
Member  (Sir  W.  JoUiffe)  had  said  the  pre- 
sent was  a  Treasury  Bill,  and   not  a 
Woods  and  Forests  Bill.    It  appeared  to 
Inin  (Lofd  Sejmoor),  that  the  nest  mode 
of  aecoring  economy  was  to  put  a  depart- 
ment under  the  control  of  the  Treasury, 
who  were  aii'^v.-erablo  for  the  expenditure 
of  the  couQtrj.    He  couceived  that  to  be, 
dicreibre,  a  reeommendatioD  rather  than 
u  dijection.    The  Bill  gave  an  alterna- 
tire.    It  left  the  office  of  Wonds  to  two 
CommiMioners,  and  then  he  inserted  a 
elsttse  to  have  a  surveyor  generally  respon- 
riUe  and  controlling  the  whole,  and  to 
hare  under  him  a  practical  land  surveyor 
as  a  deputy,  whom  he  might  scud  about  to 
difercQt  parts  of  the  couatrj,  bringing 
kdk  to  him  that  mformation  which  a  per* 
loa  in  an  ofHce  in  London  could  not  hy  any 
means  obtain.     It  was  impossible,  with 


more  than  the  usual  Parliamentary  exag- 
geration; and  he  afterwards  looked  into 
the  accounts,  and  so  far  from  finding  tliat 
tiie  sum  was  79,0002.,  he  found  that  more 
than  half  the  charge  was  for  purchases  of 
land  for  metropolitan  improvements.  A 
new  street  was  to  bo  made  through  a 
pauperised  and  crowded  district.  Many  of 
the  houses  were  mortgaged,  and  the  Com- 
missionera  had  to  obtain  possession  of  each 
separate  property,  and  then  to  sell  the 
property  on  each  side  of  the  street  after- 
wards. They  were  told,  "  Make  the  new 
street,  but  don't  let  us  have  any  legal  ex- 
pense." Then  they  were  told  to  make  a 
new  park  at  Battersea.  Ho  would  show 
the  House  a  plan  of  the  land,  with  each 
plot  differently  coloured,  and  which  resem- 
bled a  tailor's  pattern  card.  A  right  of 
common  was  also  claimed  over  a  consider'- 
ablo  portion  of  this  property,  and  thcso 
claims  the  Woods  and  Forests  had  to  ar- 
range and  satisfy.  Yet  they  were  told, 
"i!oit  mast  not  run  into  any  legal  ex- 
penae."  He  supposed  ho  should  go  on  aa 
his  predecessors  had  done,  incurring  con- 
siderable legal  expense.  All  that  could  bo 
done  was  to  take  caro  tluit  the  busiuess  of 
tho  office  should  be  conducted  as  economi- 
cally as  possible, 

VisroTTNT  DUNCAN  begged  to  explain 
that  he  took  the  statement  as  to  the  so- 
licitor's expenses  from  a  retnra  which  had 
been  made  to  that  Honse^  and,  therefore, 
if  any  blame  was  to  be  attached,  it  was 
to  those  who  made  tho  return,  and  not  to 
him. 

Mr.  HniCE  said,  the  question  was  one 

of  great  importance.    The  country  were 

aware  of  the  gross  abuses  of  the  Crown 


the  land  revenues  of  the  country  spread  j  revenues,  in  conseqtiencp  of  the  statement 
over  forty  counties,  that  gentlemen  sitting  I  of  his  noble  Friend  (Yi-scount  Duncan). 


It  Whitehall  could  manage  them  properly, 
viUiOttt  this  kind  of  information  and  as- 
sistance.   One  great  and  important  object 


Now,  what  was  it  the  Goremment  pro- 
posed to  do  ?  Ho  did  not  object  to  the 
Bill  being  a  Treasury  Bill;  but  he  asked 


of  the  Bill  was  to  facilitate  the  understand-  the  House  to  recollect  why  they  had  the 
»g  of  the  complicated  accounts  of  the  office.  ,'  management  of  tho  Crown  revenues.  They 
Tliey  had  now  got  accounts  of  so  many  were  yielded  to  the  country  in  lieu  of 
different  kinds  of  propaijt  of  land  revenues,  j  .385,0002.  granted  to  the  Crown  in  lieu  of 
and  of  mf'tropolitan  improvements,  that  it  the  Civil  List.  lie  asked  whether  any 
ditHeult,  Avitliuut  the  accounts  were  i  individual,  having  property  much  scattered 
very  well  arranged,  to  understand  them.  |  and  very  much  mismanaged,  would  not 
K  be  wished  to  give  a  proof  of  the  errors  I  desire  to  see  it  differently  managed?  Tho 
into  which  persons  might  fall,  he  would  in-  noble  Lord  had  referred  to  tho  Admiralty 
stance  tho  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bath  (Viscount  Duncan), 
*bo,  in  speaking  of  the  land  revenue  law 
expeose  oo  a  former  occasion,  said  the  so- 
mws'  billa  amounted  in  seren  years  to 


letter;  but  it  should  l»o  rocollectcd,  that 
the  reason  why  tho  Admiralty  did  not  buy 
the  New  Forest  timber  was,  because  about 
21.  a  load  more  than  the  fair  market  prioe 
waa  asked.  He  was  confident  if  the  Crown 
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lands  were  properly  managed,  they  would 
prodnee  enough  to  defray  the  expense  of 
the  Civil  List.    The  noble  Lord  (Lord 

Seymour)  tried  to  cov(*r  some  of  the  jrrn'?- 


to  be  in  the  House  some  person  respon- 
sible for  the  Weeds  and  Forests,  wh« 

should  be  amenable  to  all  their  questions, 

and  rc;idv  to  cfit'e  explanations  on  all  stib- 


sest  jobs  by  producing  a  statement  of  legal  jects  councclcd  with  bis  department.  He 
proeeedings.   Bnt  the  abuse  of  legal  pro- 1  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  ^uite 


eeedings  was,  that  the  suits  were  going  oi^ 

for  ton  or  twelve  years,  fees  g'oini^  on  all 
the  time,  and  no  apparent  termination  of 
these  suits.  It  was  madness  to  attempt 
to  retain  the  management  of  property  dis- 
tributed over  forty  counties.  The  ques- 
tion wna,  whether  they  had  not  arrived  at 
the  time  when  the  sale  of  all  the  smal- 
ler properties  and  fee-rents  should  take 
place. 

Mr  HENLBY  said,  the  very  fact  of 
this  Bill  being  brout^lit  forward,  was  a 
proof  that  there  had  been  mismanagement 
of  the  Crown  estates.  It  seemed  to  him, 
however,  that  this  Bill  was  so  curiously 
contrived  as  to  prevent  anyone  fnnn  hein:; 
responsible,  and  tluU  did  not  auci^ur  well 
for  tho  future  good  management  of  the 
property.  It  did  not  make  die  Treasury 
responsible.  If  it  did,  he  would  he  satis- 
ficrl,  because  the  Chancellor  of  the  E.xche- 
quer  and  the  First  Commissioner  of  Woods 
and  Forests  would  be  present,  who  could 
be  foand  fhult  with,  and  cross-questioned, 
occasion  might  require.  The  Bill  ap- 
to  him  to  invest  all  power  in  two 
irresponsible  gentlemen  who  might  be  at 
Ubertj  to  appoint  irresponsible  deputies  to 
act  for  them.  This  was  unsatisfactory, 
and  he  feared  the  House  would  find  ssome 
difficulty  in  redressing  any  evil  which 
might  arise  from  neglect  of  dqtj.  In  the 
ease  of  the  land  rerenues  the  Treasurj  was 
mixed  up  with  it,  bnt  in  such  a  way  as 
not  to  ho  respon?^^'^.  Ifc  thouijht  the 
three  Secretaries  ot  Jstpte  were  sutficiently 
overburthcjued  with  work  already;  but  tho 
Bill  proposed  to  drsg  them  m  without 
making  them  responsible.  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  wns  not  respon- 
sible either.  He  could  not  say  that  the 
mi  offered  any  security  to  the  country 
that  the  property  would  be  managed  better 
for  the  ftiture  &an  it  had  been  in  times 
past. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tub  EXOUE- 
quer  said,  that  it  would  be  useless  to  oc- 
cupy the  time  of  the  Committee  in  going 
back  to  abuses  which  had  occurred  ten, 
twenty,  or  forty  years  ago.  All  that  they 
were  concerned  with  at  present  was  how  to 
get  rid  of  those  abuses,  and  how  to  place 
their  nffairs  on  a  better  footing;.  His  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Henley)  thought  there  ought 
ifn  .fitttne 


agreed  with  the  principle.  He  thenght 
tliere  o\ight  to  bo  in  the  ITousc  a  respon- 
sible head  of  every  dcp.irtmcnt;  but  there 
was  an  unconmiou  Jealousy  agaiust  in? 
creasing  the  number  of  official  Members; 
and  60  they  must  rest  content  without 
having  such  ample  opportunities  of  askitjg 
questions.  As  the  m^^tter  stood,  the 
Treasury  would  be  responsible,  as  it  were, 
for  the  Post  Office  or  the  Customs;  sod, 
as  in  those  cases,  it  would  hare  a  check 
over  tho  expenditure,  inasmuch  as  any 
outlay  would  have  to  be  sanctioned  by  it. 
With  regard  to  the  hon.  Qentleman's  other 
point,  namely,  the  insertion  of  other  per- 
sons upon  tno  Commission,  it  would  bo 
similar  to  what  wns  the  ca?c  with  the 
Board  of  Control  ami  tltc  Poor  |jaw  Board, 
of  which  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Bsche- 
qucr)  had  the  honour  to  bo  a  member,  not 
tliat  he  actively  Interfered  with  the  busi- 
ness of  either;  but  in  the  case  of  the  rc^inr- 
nation  or  death  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Bannes),  fbr  mstance,  it  wonM  be 
found  convenient  to  hare  ex  officiQ  Mem- 
bers to  carry  on  tho  business  till  his  SQ^ 
cesser  should  be  appointed. 

House  in  Commutee;  Ifr.  Bemal  in  the 
Chair. 
Clause  1. 

Vi?«roLNT  PUNCAN  said,  he  foon^ 
that  two  Comtnissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests  were  to  be  appointed,  with  a  salarv 
of  1.200^  each,  and  that  in  the  llth 
Clause  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Seymour) 
contempl;\ted  afterwards  the  appointment 
of  a  surveyor-general  with  salary  of 
l,dOO{.  a  year,  ue  thought  that  the^  bad 
better  at  once  place  the  matter  under  tbe 
care  of  the  8urreyor-g:eneral,  for  he  per- 
fectly concurred  with  the  noble  Lord  that 
the  management  of  this  property  would  be 
much  better  done  by  one  person,  espeeiaU|r 
as  the  two  Commissioners  were  to  keep, 
according  to  ClauRo  5,  separate  accounts. 

Lord  SEYMOLTw  said,  that  as,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  surreyor-general,  there  WM 
to  be  a  practical  .surveyor,  the  expense  of 
the  two  systems  would  be  much  tho  same. 
It  had  long  been  the  custom  that  tho  busi- 
ness of  the  office  should  be  divided  between 
the  different  Commissioners,  as  he  be^ 
lieved  was  the  custom  at  all  other  Boards: 
and  he  bad  proffded  that  the  Treaarn^ 
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tboaid  make  the  dmsion  in  order  to  define  '  a  Goyernnient  willing  to  applj  the  neces- 
more  cle&rlv  each  Commissioner's  respou- 1  aary  remedy. 

dUKciM.  He  eonsMered  thai  in  aonel  8ie  BBNJAMIN  HALL  entirely  die. 
ftiags  they  might  be  jointly,  and  in  others  sented  from  the  hon.  Member  ^ho  had 
separately,  responsible.  The  present  mode  just  resumed  liis  seat,  for  ho  helieved 
of  management  was  through  surveyors  of  that  the   Government  were  proceeding 

"  "  ""  on  nn  entirely  wrong  baris.  The  eues- 
tion  before  the  Oommittee  wns  nothing 
but  R  question  of  pntronnj^e,  if  they  mio-iit 
ors,  much  econoniv  would  be  the  result,  judge  of  the  future  from  what  Imd  taken 
and  tbey  would  outam  a  better  mode  of;  place,  when  a  lute  Commissioner,  who  had 
■ans«^ment.  !  enjoyed  a  aalary  of  1,2001.  per  annatn, 

Sm  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  did  not  ]  had  retired  on  a  pension  of  1,500/.  He 
w  why  they  shonl>1  n|>poInt  two  Cnmniis-  '  objected  fitronLjIy  to  the  appointment  of 
iiioners,  when  the  nuble  Lord  seemed  to  i  the  Inst  ComuiisBioner,  who  had  been  ap- 


diBtrieta;  bnt  whenever  It  abould 
Win  the  power  of  the  Treasury  to  substi- 

tutc  a  survcvor-seneral  for  tho-e  survev- 


admit  that  it  was  impossible  for  two  com- 
■InieBevs  H^g  in  London  to  manage  the 
bssiness. 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXCRB- 
QUEE  said,  it  was  better  to  retain  the 
|ieseiii  Oomtni^oners,  because^  if  they 


pointed  since  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Hember  fbr  Bath, 
had  been  presented.  Ho  thought  the  en- 
tire constitution  of  the  board  required 
changing.  He  would  have  the  Govern- 
ment ehoose  «t  onee  wbedier  they  would 


were  not  employed,  thej  would  put  in  a ;  abide  by  the  system  of  Commissioners,  or  go 
daim  for  compensation.  '  to  the  mnnagement  of  n  snrvevor-p^eneral. 

BiR  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  considered  Mit.  VKKNON  SMITH  understood  it 
both  of  the  plans  defective.  There  was  i  was  the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
ratipoBsibiKtj  in'  neither;  and  an  efficient  <  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley)  to  negative  the 
ttsiiagement  eOuM  not  be  pr(»cured  with- 1  first  part  of  the  Olaose.  There  certainlj 
out  having  tome  responsible  officer  in  that  |  was  some  embarrassment  in  the  Bill.  He 
House.  should  have  thought,  looking  to  the  Bill, 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought  the  best  ^ay  |  that  the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
wrakl  be,  to  take  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 1  chequer  wished  to  appoint  a  snr?eyor-gene- 
mittee  upon  that  part  of  the  first  clause  |  ral,  but  was  hampered  by  the  present  Com- 
which  related  to  the  appointment  of  two  [  missioners,  Ixvause  ho  hud  'nid  tliat  those 
eoiDiuissioners.    If  Government  was  of  gentlemen  would  be  entitled  to  couipensa- 


spinen  that  the  estate  eonid  he  better 
ntoaged  by  a  surveyor -genera),  th^ 

Aoald  at  once  adopt  that  course. 

.\incndment  proposed,  •*  In  pai^e  2, 
tine  33,  to   le^ve  out  from  the  words 


tlon.  Bnt  he  bad  leflt  the  Commissioners 
in  an  awkward  position,  beeanse  an^  Go- 
vernment might  turn  them  out  wjthout 
compensation.  The  l^ill  provided  for  no 
compensation.    His  opinluii  was,  that  the 


'this  Act'  to  the  words  'and  the,*  in  |  appointment  of  a  surveyor-general  would 
loe  38."  he  the  best  constitution;  and  if  that  step 

Mr.  GOULDUFiV  -^nid,  that  if,  after  [  were  taken  at  once,  nn  oppnrtimity  would 
five  or  six  years,  they  appointed  a  sur-  be  afforded  for  deciding  what  should  be 
veyor-general,  they  would  lose  the  benefit  <  done  in  the  case  of  the  Cummissiouers. 
«f  their  previons  esperienee.  Besides,  as  |  But  he  eould  not  see  why  it  should  he  left 
Wth  commissioners  could  not  be  expected  i  to  the  Treasury  to  alter  the  seherae  again, 
to  die  at  one  time — whenever  they  deter-  |  and  to  abandon  these  gentlemen  without 
piined  to  resort  to  the  now  plan,  they  :  any  compensation  to  which  they  might  be 
^vseid  still  hnTO  to  make  compensation.  I  justly  entitled. 

They  had  better,-therefore,  make  up  their  The  CHANCELLOR  of  tob  BXCHE- 
iDiods  which  wan  the  better  system,  and  QUER  said,  that  ohjection  wn;^  token 
adopt  it  forthwith.  '  niyainst   inquiry   into    the  manai^enuMit, 

Ha.  SLANEY  thought  the  measure  of  \  while  no  objection  had  been  made  to  the 
As  Gevernmeet  wonkT  effectually  lessen  i  management.  The  opposition  was  merely 
4e  ilbnieB  which  all  had  admitted  to  exist.  I  because  the  Government  had  inserted  a 
If  the  Committee  looked  at  the  matter  as  clause  in  the  Bill  to  the  effect  that,  if  at  a 
men  of  business,  he  thousrht  the}'  would  future  time  it  should  appear  that  the  ap 
•se  that  the  Governmeut  were  doing  their- 
Wit,  and  that  by  such  remvka  as  had 


Wsn  made  they  wcte  mididy  pressing  upon 


pointmeut  of  a  surveyor-general  would  be 
a  better  eourae,  the  Treasury  might  resort 
to  it. 
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Sm  JAMES  GRAHAM  Mud.  lie  htd 
ftrrived  at  tho  opposite  conclusion  from 
that  of  tlie  ri^ht  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  V.  Smith)  upon  the  same 
premises;  and,  jiul^tug  from  the  verj  fact 
to  which  that  right  hon.  Gentlemaii  had 
referred,  ho  drew  a  contrary  inference,  for 
the  Government  would  not  have  appointed 
a  third  Commissioner  if  thej  bad  not  in- 
tended to  continue  the  Commission.  He 


whole  plan.   It  was  no  oVjeetion  to  the 

plan  proposed,  that  a  further  improremeot 

might  liercaftor  bo  made,  and  that  the 
Treasury  should  have  the  power  to  make 
that  improTement»  if  thej  deemed  it  Deces< 
tarj* 

(Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  ont  stand  part  of  the 
Clanse." 

The  Committee  divided:^ Ayes  123  ; 


thought  the  eontingeaeies  of  appointing  a  .  Noes  70  :  Majority  53. 

Stirvcyor-gcnoral  were  very  remote.   Upon  |     Clause  agretd  lo;  as  were  also  Clauses 

the  whole,  he  considered  that  the  best  |  2  and  3. 
mode  of  nmnagemenl  would  be  to  taku      Clause  4. 


the  first  claose  as  it  stood,  to  place  the 


Viscount  DUNCAN  sud,  that  his  oh- 


Commissioners  under  the  strict  control  of  j  ject  in  moring  the  Amendments  of  which 

the  Treasury,  wait  till  they  arrived  r>t  that  ho  had  given  notice,  was  to  carry  out  the 
clause,  and  then  the  weak  points  of  the  t  resolution  to  which  the  House  had  agreed 
Bill  could  be  removed.    If  his  noble  Friend  on  the  11th  of  March  last,  relating  to  the 


(Lord  Seymour)  should  be  withdrawn  from 

the  Woods  and  Forests  in  the  division  of 
the  duties — and  he  doubted  if  that  would 


payment  of  tho  gross  tneome  of  the  pos- 
sessions and  land  revenues  of  the  Crown 
into  the  Exchequer,  and  tlic  eipcnses 


be  an  eipedient  change — be  thought  it  1  necessary  for  collecting  and  maosgiog 
desirahle  that  the  control  of  the  Treasnrj  them  hdng  placed  nndsi'  the  supenr^on 

should  be  stringent  over  the  department  of  <  of  Parliament.    The  land  revenues  were 


Woods  and  Forests.  lie  should,  therefore, 
support  the  first  clause,  but  vote  against 
the  eleventh. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  the 
ease  was  this : — The  gentleman  who  had 
heen  a  Commissioner  had  resigned,  on 
account  of  age  and  infirmity  rendering 


only  3.")0,000?.  a  vear,  nnf^  (ho  Troivn 
made  a  bad  bar(;ain  in  compounding  it  for 
387,0(X)i.  During  seveu  years  the  Crown 
only  obtained  744,1)001.,  whilst  the  eharges 
of  colleetion  were  no  lcs>  tl  an  l,672,0W)l, 
If  a  future  monarcli  should  make  a  bar- 
gain with  Farliament,  the  actual  revenue 


him  incapable  of  executing  the  duties  of  i  of  the  Woods  and  Forests  ought  to  be 
his  office.  He  was  nnaUe,  as  he  (Lord  John  taken  strictly  into  seeount.    The  gross 

Russell)  had  himself  seen,  to  go  to  the  income  of  the  Woods  and  Foresta  had 
various  plaeo?  he  ought  to  have  visited;  fluctuated  but  little,  wbilst  the  sums  paid 
but  he  had,  iiowever,  thought  it  right  to  .  into  the  Exchequer  had  varied  exceedingly, 
dels/  hia  resignation,  in  order  to  hear  any  |  The  income  during  the  years  1847,  1m8, 
eharge  that  might  he  made  against  him;  |  1849.  was  about  340,000^  a  year,  whilst 
but  as  soon  as  the  inquiry  of  the  Committee  in  1847,  61,000?.  was  only  paid  into  the 
was  over,  he  said  tiiat  he  really  could  not  Exchequer;  in  1849  the  g'ross  income  was 
carry  on  his  duties  lougcr,  and  requested  i  about  the  same,  whilst  the  sum  paid  into 
to  he  relieved.  He  (Lord  John  Russell)  { the  Exchequer  was  no  less  than  2O0.000?. 
should  he  of  opinion,  that  the  department  The  sums  paid  tothelawyetsof  the  Woods 
bad  been  very  ill-managed  if  that  j^entle-  and  Forests  in  6vc  years  was  48,000/. 
roan  had  been  coutittued  in  an  office  he  \  The  revenues  of  the  Woods  and  Forests 
was  no  longer  able  to  fill,  and  therefore  consisted  of  land  in  every  part  of  the 
he  had  appointed  a  parson  whom  he  be-  kingdom.  One  proTision  of  the  Act  10 
lieved  to  be  fully  competent  to  the  duty.  Gcorf:;e  IV.,  was  to  secure  the  capital  of 
At  that  time  he  doubted  of  such  changes  the  Crown,  but  that  provision  bad  been 
as  those  in  the  lith  clause,  and  had  no  violated.  A  sum  of  43,000/.  was,  for 
view  to  the  appointment  of  a  surveyor- !  instanee,  allowed  for  the  improvement  of 
general  in  the  Bill  of  last  year.  But  it  |  Barrack-street,  in  Dublin.  That  sum  wna 
might  be  a  desirable  change  if  one  person  "  voted  by  Parliament,  but  the  iniprovemcnt 
were  appointed  in  that  department,  wbose  baviiif;  cost  more,  tint  nddltional  co«t  was 
duty  was  actually  to  visit  the  various  parts  :  ordered  to  be  paid  out  ul  those  laud  rc- 
of  the  Crown  lands,  snd,  therefore,  the  venues. 
Government  had  taken  power  hy  the  Amendment  proposed— 
eleventh  clause,  to  make  that  ebnngc.  But  jn  p.^^c  4,  lines  in  .wul  14,  after  the  words 
that  was  no  reason  for  objecting  to  the  '  Fins  Commiacio&er,'  to  iM«r(  tho  words  '  sad 
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cicot  remedy  for  the  evil.  He  thought 
^Ybat  the  noble  Viscouut  proposed  woald 

add  another  to  the  cvil«  ivliidi  now  exist- 
ed. Ue  (Lord  John  Kus&ell)  begged  the 
Committee  to  consider  before  they  adopted 
the  propoial  to  have  all  the  expenses  of 
management,  and  all  the  details  of  the 
Woods  and  Forests,  brought  annually  bo- 
fore  them.  If  four  labourers  were  em- 
ployed in  one  piece,  upon  tbat  estimate. 
It  would  be  asked  if  two  were  not  enough. 
Tf  n  person  had  200?.  a  year  to  look  after 
a  certain  estate,  it  would  be  asked  whe- 
ther 150^  would  not  suffice.  Tliat  would 
be  the  infallible  coerse  of  diseoseioa  ia 
the  House;  but  the  consequence  would  be 
thnt  they  would  be  unable  to  consider  tlioso 
Bills  and  measures  which  they  desired  to 
see  passed,  such  as  the  Bill  with  regard 
to  tne  Court  of  Ghaneery.  The  iriiole 
Session  would  bo  taken  up  by  votes  and 
estimates  on  tbesr*  matters  of  detail,  and 
it  would  be  im^osbibic  to  transact  any  of 
the  pnblie  bueinese  of  the  eonntry.  It 
was  part  of  the  noble  Lord's  (Viscount 
Duncan's)  plan  that  the  salaries  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods,  Forests,  and 
Laud  Revenues,  should  be  defrayed  out 
of  the  moneys  to  be  from  time  to  time 
provided  by  Parliament,  making  the  ex- 
penses matter  of  estimates,  and  leaving 
the  details  of  cost  and  management  matter 
of  accuuut  to  be  laid  annually  before  Par- 
liament. They  were  now  laid  before  Par- 
liament, and  a  greatly  improved  form  of 
accounts  had  been  adopted;  but  if  the 
House  were  to  insist  that  all  public  expen* 
dttnre  of  every  bind  should  oe  laid  annn* 
ally  before  Parliamenti  the  result  would  bo 
that  they  would  have  nothing  else  to  do, 
and  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry  any 
Bill  in  the  course  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  W.  WILIif  AHS  said,  the  arga. 
ment  was  very  c<mvenient  for  the  Govern- 
ment.   The  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Rus- 
venue  was  applied  to  those  purposes.    Tiio  ;  sell)  wished  to  retain  tho  power  of  squan- 


lef  the  said  Acts  .in  maken  the  Salaries 

of  the  Gominissiotn'rs  of  Woods,  Fircsts,  and 
Luid  Revenues,  and  tJio  costs,  charj^La,  and  ex- 
penses attending  the  inanagptnent  of  the  Posses* 
dmu  and  Land  Revenues  of  the  Grown  obarge- 
sUt  OB  the  annual  income  thereof." 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  tho  no- 
ble Viscount  had  stated  what  he  (Lord 
John  Russell)  thought  a  very  considerable 
pdifie  evil,  namely,  that  a  very  large  pro- 
poftioii  of  Uie  income  of  tho  lands  of  the 
Crown  and  Woods  and  Forests  were  op- 
plied  to  other  purposes,  and  wore  not  paid 
nto  the  Exchequer.  But  if  the  noble 
Tiieount  had  gone  rather  more  Into  the 
Jnbjcct,  he  would  have  seen,  so  far  from 
there  bf>ifi^^,  as  he  stated,  expensive  collec- 
tioQS  of  those  revenues,  they  were,  in  fact, 
tonis  spplied  generally  according  to  Acts 
of  Fariiiiment,  and  sometimes  by  orders 
of  tlic  Treasury,  for  the  purpose  of  public 
iniprovcnien»«,  and  almost  invariably  sanc- 
tiooed  by  that  House.  He  (Lord  John 
Xamell)  thought  thai  was  a  Tory  great 
CTTor.  If  it  was  thought  proper  that  Re- 
gent-street  should  bo  hnWt,  or  that  a  park 
St  Battcrsea,  and  another  at  the  other  end 
if  the  town,  and  other  improvements 
■ImmiM  be  made,  the  proper  way  of  doing 
it  would  haTc  been  to  have  asked  the 
Hon^c  to  vr.t.»  money  for  the  purpose, 
to  have  taken  the  money  out  of  the  public 
leifnoe,  and  left  the  land  revenues  un- 
toiehed.  But  when  the  noble  Visconnt 
proposed  his  remedy,  he  (Lord  John  Rus- 
solli  thought  it  was  far  less  efficient  than 
tlie  remedy  which  the  Government  pro- 
posed. The  source  of  the  evil  had  been 
IS  the  two  offices  being  united,  the  Com- 
missioner of  Woods  and  Forests  having  in 
kis  office  the  land  revenues,  and  also  the 
lotj  of  uudertaking  great  public  works 
•sd  imiwovements,  and  he  had  either 
broaght  in  A  Bill  or  applied  to  the  Trea- 
inry  f)r  an  ordf>r  bv  whir-)!  tlic  land  rr- 


•sswdy  the  Government  proposed  was  to 
•eparate  entirely  those  two  parte  of  the 

oflBec.  and  to  leave  tho  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  to  come  and  ask  for  money 
««it  of  the  public  revenue  for  any  public 
ii>p«OTeineiit.  If  Regent-street  was  to  be 
*hitewaslied»  if  a  museum  of  economic 
<^<*o!o^  was  to  be  completed,  they  would 
l»ftve  to  ask  fur  a  sum.  and  tlien  it  would 
seen  whether  the  House  approved  the 
expenditure  or  not»  and  the  revenue  of 
the  Woods  and  Porests  would  go  into  the 
Exchequer.  That  was  exnctlv  tho  Go- 
Tcrmnent  Bill,  and  a  complete  and  effi- 


dering  this  money  as  it  had  been  squander- 
ed now  for  a  number  of  years  past.  The 
Crown  reTonues  were  as  much  public  pro- 
perty as  any  part  of  tho  taxes;  and  he 
would  ask  if  there  was  any  greater  diffi> 
culty  in  voting  tho  expeuditnre  neeessary 
for  the  roaintcnanco  of  the  Crown  estates, 
than  in  voting  the  Miscellaneous  estimates, 
or  the  Army  and  Navy  estimates?  How 
could  the  time  of  the  House  be  better  em- 
ployed f  He  never  heard  reasons  more 
fallacious  than  those  which  had  been  ad- 
duced by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  against  tho  proposition  of  the 
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noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  Bath.  Oti  '  posed  to  ngrco  to  so  much  of  the  Amend- 
an  average  of  years,  something  like  751.  ment  as  liad  reference  to  the  snlnries  of 
per  cent  of  the  revenues  of  tbe  Crown  the  Commissioners  of  the  Woods,  Forests, 
MtflteB  bad  been  tqtMiid<»«d  mj.  He  I  ftnd  Land  Revenues, 
thought  it  high  time  that  aueh  extrava- '  Sir  HENRT  WILLOUGHBT  said,  h« 
gance  should  bo  put  an  end  to,  and  with  should  support  the  Amendment  of  tho 
that  view  lie  hoped  the  Committee  would  :  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  Bath.  He 
sanction  tbe  proposition  of  the  noble  VU-  (Sir  II.  Willoughbj)  could  not  understand 
count.  hoir  the  Committee  could  resist  thoterU 

Mbi  HUME  said,  it  appeared*  from  a  |  deace  wbieh  waa  hcfore  tbem*  II 
paper  which  had  recently  been  laid  upon  perfect  moonahme  to  talk  of  lite 
the  table,  that  diiritifj  tlit>  last  seven  years  the  Treasurj. 

tbe  sum  of  1,116,U0U^.  ImU  been  expended  i     Amendment  proposed  to  tbe  said  pro> 

on  palaces  and  parks;  47), 0001.  of  that  posed  Amendment — 

anm  had  been  voted  by  Parliament*  and  {    *•  To  leave  eoft  tlw  weids  'iod  Ihs  eoste, 

tbe  remaining  647«00W.  had  been  paid  \  charges,  and  exponsp>  attflnding  th.^  manajfehient 
out  of  tho  land  revenues  without  tbe  know-  ^^'^  IteveDues  of  the 

ledge  of  Parliament.     Tbe  request  em-  i     ^  *   .        .  *.  mi  .  »         •  • 
bodied  in  tbe  Amendment  of  tho  noble      Question  put,  *•  That  the  words  propoaed 
Lord  (Vtseount  Duneao)  waa  a  reasonable      ^« '^/'       stand  part  of  the  said  pro- 
one;  it  was  carrying  out  a  good' system;  posed  Amendment. 
nw\  ho  fMr.  Hume)  submitted  that  the      The  Committee  divided  : —A^ea  < 

Uovenimeut  ought  not  to  refuse  their  sane- '  ™f  ^  •  Majority ^6. 

(  la.use,  as  amended^  a^rescf  fo. 


tion  to  It. 

Lord  SBTMOUR  said,  when  the  bon. 
GentleilMll  OMoplained  of  sums  being 
Bpcnt  upon  the  parks,  of  wliich  the  House 
was  mit  coi^ninant,  he  slionlil  remember 
that  it  was  the  House  which  pressed  tlic 
formation  of  parhs  upon  tbe  Government. 
Complaints  bad  been  made  of  the  number 
of  niglits  occupied  in  the  Uouse  by  Govcm- 
nient;  but  if  this  Amendment  were  carried, 
it  would  add  greatly  to  the  duties  of  the 
House.  He  did  not  think  the  pi  upoaal  of 
tbe  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  Bath 
accorded  with  the  jipirlt  of  the  Bill;  and  if 
it  were  agreed  to,  ir  ^^f«uld  bo  found  ex- 
ceedingly diibcult  tu  aiuke  it  coincide  with 
the  prioeiple  of  the  measure. 

Mb.  HBNLET  said,  if  the  Treasury 
were  to  be  entirely  reppon>lblo  for  the 
sanetiou  of  all  those  expenses,  he  did  not 
see  why  tbe  Chancellor  ot  tiie  Exchequer, 
or  tbe  noble  Lord  tho  First  Commissioner 
of  the  Treasury,  should  not  be  able  to  give 
some  account  of  tlio  expenditure  of  the 
luoni'v  over  whieli  it  was  said  thev  cxer- 
cised  so  much  vigilance.  The  House 
never  heard  of  want  of  time  when  the 
Qovemmeat  wanted  money.  He  should 
vote  in  support  of  the  Amendment^  if  it 
went  to  a  division. 

Mit.  VEU.NON  SMITH  would  remind 
tbe  Committee  that  tho  aceoonts  relating 
to  those  matters  were  annually  laid  be- 
fore PaiTiamcnt,  so  that  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber miglit  inspeot  them  from  time  to 
time. 

L0M>  JOHN  KUSSELL  said,  be  pro- 


Houie  resumed;  Committee  report  pro- 
gress. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
One  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS,  . 
Mimmw.]   Took  the  <toftt.— Tb»  Lofd  Peite 

(Tlio  jncscrilfd    hy  tli.-  Act   of  10th 

Geo.  IV.  to  be  tak^n  by  Poors  professing  the 
Komaa  Cfttholte  Koli»ion),  and  sal  first  after 

the  death  of  his  Father. 

PuBUc  bats. — 1"  Osbb  of  Abjuratioa  (Jews)  ; 
Coelesiastioal  Jarisdielion*;  Borgsises  a&d 
Freemen's  J'artiauSntanr  Fnmchiao ;  iUfhway 
Kates. 

Landlord  and  l^nsat;  MMt^ra^  Jailslietiim 

iu  Equity  :  Fnrm  T?\iii(iiii£r'<. 
a*  Surrey  of  Great  lirilAia,  &o. 

SMrrOFIELD  MARKET  REMOVAL  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Consideratiim 
of  Si'ctions  1  and  5  of  the  Staiiiling  Order 
}io.  18U,  in  order  to  their  being  disj)Gii9ed 
with,  read  :  said  Sections  contidered  ao> 
eordingly. 

Loud  BEAUMONT  said,  their  Lord, 
ships  knew  the  objects  of  the  Smithfield 
Market  Removal  Bill.  The  Bill  miijht  be 
tcchnioaliy  a  privote  measure,  but  iu  ed'ect 
it  was  pre-eminently  a  putdie  one,  and  W% 
respectfully  submitted  that  it  would  be  in 
the  last  degree  irrational  to  insist  that  it 
should  I)!:"  '-nlijeeted  to  the  same  rules  nm} 
regulations  wiiieb  were  required  in  the  case 
of  ordinary  Private  BiUs.    It  waa  Mt  m 
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■mail,  m  penonal,  or  &  meraly  local  intci-cst 
that  was  sought  to  be  affected  Ijy  the  Bill. 
The  interests  of  the  public  nt  InrjTc  were 
TiUU^  eoncerneti — nut  only  tlio  iiiteresla 
if  Uira  aetropolis,  with  ito  two  millions  of 
inhabitftDta,  bat  also  those  of  the  persons 
who  suppliecl  the  City  with  animal  food, 
the  tboutanda  of  persons  who  inhabited  tho 
iei^bboarhooU  and  viointtj  of  ibis  great 
Mfital,  ondt  tiidireotly,  to  oil  tho  agricol- 
tural  occupiers  throughout  the  kingdom. 
Sneh  a  Bill  must,  therefore,  be  of  a  public 
tbaracter,  ond  of  such  importanoe  as  to  fill 
tbtir  Ll>l^l8hip•  with  regret  if  its  objects 
ibcald  be  frustrated  by  adhering  to  any 
tcdinical  points  in  the  rules  of  their  House. 
In  regard  to  Bills  of  a  sitnilnr  character, 
whioii.  though  ot  a  public  nature,  atill  af- 
ftried  the  interests  of  privoto  portioi*  tho 
Bouse  bad  resolved  tiiat  those  parties 
ihouIJ  not  be  excluded  from  an  opportunity 
«f  being  beard  in  their  own  detcnce;  he 
ihouid,  therefore,  be  very  sorry  to  take  any 
•t«p  whioh  would  prejudioo  any  party  who 
had  a  priTate  interest  either  io  the  present 
w  any  other  Bill.  The  course  which  lie 
proposed  would  not  exclude  any  interested 
party  from  being  heard  in  his  own  defence; 
and  it  was  precisely  because  it  would  do  no 
injury  to  tho  pi  ivate  interest  of  the  Corpo- 
Mtion  of  the  city  of  London,  that  he  ask- 
ed leave  to  proceed  with  bis  present  Mo- 
lioa.  Tho  rdlo  of  their  Lordships  wao,  that 
in  {MUtics  interested  should  be  beard  in 
their  own  defence,  either  by  tbemselvos  or 
bj  Uieir  counsel,  against  any  portion  of  a 
Bill  wbieh  atfected  their  rights  or  interests. 
^Mir  Lordabips  had  also  provided  thatj 
vHb  regard  to  Bills  which  affected  private 
interests,  notice  Hbould  be  given  to  the  par- 
tiei  so  interested.  That  provision  was  in- 
tndoeed  to  prevent  interested  parties  from 
being  ukon  hj^orpriso  on  any  moasuro. 
If  a, Bill  were  of  a  small  local  interest, 
was  only  just  that  such  notice  should  bo 
fiTca  of  it,  for  individnala  bad  not  the 
iBsie  power  as  a  great  Corporation  to  oh- 
iua  information  of  the  risks  to  which  tlioir 
fTT»perty  might  be  exposed.  Now,  if  this 
Bill  had  not  been  know'n  beyond  a  Binall 


ticoB.    But  the  prosont  measure  was  of 

such  notoriety  that  every  body  liad  notice 
of  the  intention  of  Government  to  proceed 
with  it.  Effectual  notice  of  it  had  been 
given  long  sinee  in  the  public  prints,  and 
by  tho  discussion  which  had  taken  place 
upon  it,  not  only  in  those  prints  but  also  ia 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament.  It  was 
true  that  no  formal  notice  of  the  iuteution 
of  Qoveniment  to  proceed  with  this  Bill 
had  appeared  in  tho  London  Qaz€tte  and 
in  the  newspapers  in  October  and  No- 
vember last.  It  was  true,  also,,  that  the 
Orders  of  tho  Hoose  with  regard  to  Private 
Bills  had  not  been  complied  with  ;  but 
though  the  Corporation  of  the  city  of  Lon- 
don had  not  received  such  notices,  it  had 
received  cffcetual  notice  of  the  measure 
which  was  about  to  he  introduced,  iaas- 
much  as  several  communications  respect- 
ing it  had  taken  place  since  the  close  of 
last  Session  between  tho  two  prirtioR  to 
it—he  meant  ller  Majestj  a  Uuvcrumciit 
and  tho  Corporation  of  London*  Ho  there- 
fore maintained  that  tho  objoot  of  their 
Standing  Ordera  had  been  essentially  com- 
plied with,  and  that  the  security  wiiich 
they  were  intended  to  provide  for  private 
interests  had  been  affovded,  and  thai  the 
parties  interested  had  no  reason  to  com- 
plain that  formal  notices  had  not  been 
given  them  in  October  and  November  last. 
He  relied  also  on  the  precedents  which 
were  to  be  found  ill  tho  records  of  their 
Lordships'  liouse,  as  much  as  he  did  on 
tho  justice  of  hi.s  cuso.  JSeveral  I^ill?  of  a 
character  similar  to  the  present  hud  not 
been  referred  to  tho  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mitteo  at  all ;  as,  for  instance,  the  Opera 
Colonnade  Bill,  the  Chelsea  Bridtjes  Ap- 
proacb  Bill,  the  Shoreditoh  New  Street 
Improromont  Bill,  the  Portland  Harbour 
Bill,  the  Qreenwich  Improvement  Bill,  and 
tho  Battersea  Park  Bill.  In  1830  Loitl 
Lonsdale,  who  was  then  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Woods  and  Forests,  had 
brought  in  a  Bill  to  remove  thO  market  for 
tlio  sah;  of  hay  from  a  certain  Street  called 
tho  Jiayinarket.  In  tho  case  of  that  Bill 
no  notices  were  given.    It  was  rcfei'rcd  in. 


private  circle — if  it  had  been  introduced  to  tho  iluuse  of  Commons,  as  it  was  after- 
tks  notioo  of  their  Lordships  upon  peti- 1  wards  in  tho  House  of  Lords*  not  to  the 

tioo — and  if  it  had  been  so  brougnt  before  [  Standing  Ordm  Committee,  but  to  a 
the  House  without  tho  parties  interopted  Select  Committee.  On  the  18th  of  April, 
^Ting  any  knowledge  that  their  interests  18i>U,  it  came  up  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
««rs  attacked,  be  should  say  that  their  It  tit  as  read  a  second  time,  and  then  com- 
Lordships  woold  act  correctly  in  enforeing  |  mittod  to  a  Committee  of  the  whdo  House, 
their  Standing  Orders,  and  in  not  proceed-  i  It  was  there  conducted  as  a  Public  Bill, 
icg  T?i»h  a  Bill  where  the  parties  applying  '  and  was  afterwrtrdH  load  a  third  time  and 
fbr  It  load  failed  to  give  the  requisite  no-  j  passed.    It  might,  perhaps^  be  urged  that 
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in  the  Bill  then  before  the  House  there 

vas  a  peculiar  grant  to  the  Corporation 


192 


affected — that  the  r  o'i^oratinn  of  London 
were  of  opinion  tliat  iliis  Bill  repealed  a 
grant  made  to  them  so  far  back  as  the 
reifipa  of  Edward  III. — and  that  thej  had 
had  no  notice  of  this  intended  repeal.  Ho 
niftintnincd,  on  the  contrary,  that  they  had 
had  amplo  notice,  though  they  mi^ht  not 
have  had  a  private  formal  notice.  In  the 
ease  of  the  Islington  Market  Bill,  though 
the  Judges  had  adfised  their  Lordships 
that  private  interests  were  affected  hy  it. 
the  House  had  taken  no  steps  to  reject  the 
Bill  on  the  grounds  of  insufficient  notice. 
In  this  Bill  there  was  no  elaase  repealing 
any  charter  of  the  city  of  London.  If 
the  formal  notice  had  been  given,  Biich 
notice  would  not  have  set  forth  the  repeal 
of  the  charter.  Ail  the  adverUsements 
in  the  world  could  not  hate  i^iven  them 
more  knowledge  than  they  already  pos> 
Rossed  of  the  desi£jn  of  the  Bill.  The 
only  ground  of  complaint  which  tlic  Cor- 
poration could  advance  was,  that  they  had 
not  got  the  exaet  notiee  required  by  their 
Lordships  in  case  of  Private  Bills.  Now, 
no  injury  had  been  or  could  be  done  to 
them  hy  not  receiving  that  notice.  His 
opinion  was,  that  this  Bill  was  a  Public 
Bill,  and,  if  so,  it  ought  not  to  have  been 
referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Commit- 
tee. If,  however,  their  Lordships  should 
not  agree  with  htm  that  this  was  a  Public 
Bill,  but  that  it  was  a  Bill  of  a  mixed  cha- 
racter, partly  public  and  partly  private,  still 
he  wos  of  opinion  that  in  the  exercise  of 
their  discretion  they  should  suspend  the 
Standinj;  Orders.  That  discretion  thev 
had  undoubtedly  the  right  to  exercise;  for, 
if  they  had  it  not,  they  would,  as  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  well  observed  the  other 
night»  be  nothing  else  than  slaves  to  their 
forms  and  orders. 

Moved — •*  That  the  said  Sections  be  dis- 
pensed with  on  the  said  Bill.** 

IiOBO  BEDS SD ALE  considered  this 


about  sending  this  Bill  to  the  Standii^ 

Orders  Committee ;  and  it  had  been  very 
properly  sent  there  in  that  House,  as  it 
was  also  sent  here.  It  was  essentially  a 
i'nvute  Bill,  and  if  their  Lordships  should 
once  allow  the  Government  the  power  of 
bringing  in  a  Private  Bill,  without  afford* 
ing  to  private  interests  the  protection 
whieii  they  had  always  hitherto  enjoyed, 
they  would  expose  the  rights  and  prouer^ 
ties  of  individuals  to  dangers  to  whieh  tney 
had  never  hitherto  been  exposed.  The 
noble  Baron  had  then  nmintained  thnt  if 
the  Bill  were  a  Private  Bill,  the  Standing 
Orders  ought  to  be  suspended,  and  had 
quoted  precedents  to  show  that  they  had 
been  fifequently  so  suspended.  Bat  on 
what  frroniuls  had  that  been  done  ?  It  was 
always  in  cases  in  which  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  bad  reported  that  the 
Standing  Orders  ought  to  he  dispensed 
with*  He  undertook  to  prove  that  there 
never  was  a  case  in  which  it  was  so  clear 
that  the  Standing  Orders  should  be  com- 
plied with  as  the  present.  Oue  of  the  rea- 
sons for  establishing  the  Standing  Orders 
regarding  Private  Bills  was,  that  it  was 
only  fair  that  those  whose  private  interests 
were  assailed  by  Bills  of  attack,  should 
have  time  given  them  to  prepare  for  de- 
fence. Now,  what  would  have  been  more 
easy  in  the  present  case  than  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  the  Corporation  notice  of 
its  intention  to  proceed  with  this  Bill  du- 
ring the  present  f;>essiou  ?  It  was  proved 
in  the  evidence  before  the  other  House, 
that  soon  after  the  clo^e  of  the  last  Ses- 
sion  tho  Government  had  sent  a  communi- 
eation  to  the  Corporation,  in  which  they 
asked  whether  ii  was  their  intention  to  re* 
move  this  market;  and  that  the  reply  of 
the  Oorporation  was  that  it  had  no  sueh 
intention.  He  maintained  that  on  receiv- 
ing that  reply  the  GovcniTT!r>!>t  should  have 
served  tho  Corporation  with  notice  of  their 
intention  to  introduce  this  Bill.  The  con- 
sequence was  that  the  Corporation,  not 


Kotionto  In:  of  great  importance,  as  well  i  having  received  any  notice  froui  the  Go* 


on  account  of  the  importance  of  the  Bill 
to  which  it  related,  as  on  ncconnt  of  the 
innate  justice  of  the  case.  First  of  all, 
his  noble  Friend  insisted  that  this  Bill 
ought  not  to  have  gone  to  the  Standing 
(Vders  Committee  at  all  ;  and  then  he  ar- 
gued, that  even  if  it  ought  to  have  <^one 
there,  and  if  the  Committee  had  reported 
against  it,  the  report  ought  not  to  be  re- 
garded, but  the  Standing  Orders  ought  to 
be  suspended.  In  the  other  ITou^c  of  Par- 
liament no  one  ever  expressed  a  doubt 

Lord  Beaumont 


vernment,  resolved  to  bring  in,  and  did 
hrin!^  in,  a  Bill  of  their  own.  He  had 
watched,  ns  it  was  his  duty  as  Chairman 
of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee  to 
watch,  all  the  proceedings  in  the  present 
Bill;  and  tho  protection  which  he  now 
awarded  to  the  powerful  Corporation  of 
London,  ho  should  have  awarded  to  the 
wrakest  and  poorest  corporation  in  the 
kingdom.  Tie  nsked  their  Lordships cdmly 
and  deliberately  whotlior  the  Corporation 
of  London  had  done  anything  to  forfeit  its 
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right  to  such  ]  !  otectlon  ?     Under  tliesc 
circuDQBtances,  unpleasant  as  it  might  be 
to  him  to  oppose  the  farther  progress  of 
this  Bill — which  might  be  a  desirable  Bill, 
though  not  regularly  introduced — he  must 
reust  the  present  Motion.  He  did  conceive 
it  to  be  ft  reiy  nniimnl  ooarae  for  the  House 
to  set  aside  the  conclusion  of  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee.    Tbat  Committee  had 
a  right  to  expect  the  support  of  Her  Ma- 
jestj's  Government.     If  the  House  did 
■oteire  sapport  to  their  Committees,  it 
wooM  be  ont  of  tbe  question  to  expect  Ukat 
the  Committees  could  di^diarge  t!io  oner 
OQS  duties  assigned  to  them  in  a  munner 
•ither  ercditable  to  themselves  or  advan 
tageoQfl  to  the  country.    Notbing  eonld 
have  heen  easier  than  for  the  Government 
to  have  ffiven  the  requisite  noticofl,  jii=t  as 
the  Corporation  bad  done  in  the  month  of 
Koffetnber  iMt.    AJter  the  title  of  this 
Bin,  and  suppose  that  it  vras  not  Smith- 
field  but  Covent  Garden  Market  that  it  af- 
fected ;  suppose,  further,  that  the  Duke 
of  Bedford,  as  proprietor  of  the  latter  mar- 
ket, oeme  to  ttie  Standing  Orden  Com- 
mittee, and  claimed  its  protection;  enppoBO 
that  that  Committee  reported  in  his  favour, 
would  not  their  Lordships,  one  and  all  of 
dieoi,  come  down  to  the  Housu  iu  order  to 
pnteet  him  from  die  attack  irregalarlj 
made  upon  him  by  the  Government  ?  That 
protection  which  their  Lordships  would  be 
ready  to  give  to  a  Member  of  their  own 
^y»  ^hy  should  they  withhold  from  the 
Corporation  of  London?    He  cared  not 
▼Iiether  it  was  a  large  or  a  small,  a  rich 
or  a  pnor  corporation  ;  but  so  long  as  he 
had  tiie  honour  to  remain  in  the  chair  of 
the  Standing  Orders  Committee,  to  long 
should  every  corporation  and  every  piirate 
individual  receive  from  him  the  same  pro- 
taetion.    Unpleasant  as  it  was  to  him  to 
oppose  a  Bill  which,  for  aoyihiug  be  knew 
to  the  contrary,  might  be  a  benScial  one, 
he  should  feel  himself  bomid,  on  grounds 
of  public  policy  and  general  justice,  to 
oppose  any  Motion  having  for  its  object  the 
wpenting  with  the  Standing  Orders.  If 
tuar  Loidships  would  sanction  such  a  Mo- 
tion, they  would  do  that  which  would  not 
UjoJ  to  promote  the  true  interests  of  the 
public,  or  hare  a  favourable  result  even 
for  their  Lordships'  reputation.   If  their 
Lordships  dispensed  with  the  Standing 
Orders  In  the  present  instance,  they  would 
give  a  great  shock  to  public  coTifidonco, 
•ad  would  destroy  one  great  security  which 
the  public  possessed  against  an  iijnriooB 
ttterference  with  private  ri^ts. 

VOL.  CXVIII.  [tanD  BBBna.] 


The  Mauques^'  of  LANSDOWNE  re- 
minded  their  Lordships  that  the  question 
they  were  called  upon  to  decide  was  not 
only  important  as  i^ecting  the  Standing 
Orders,  but  also  as  conccriiing  the  progress 
of  a  Bill  in  which  the  public  undoubtedly 
had  a  deep  interest.    The  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  addressed  their  Lordships  (Lord 
Redesdale),  being  the  Chairman  of  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee,  had  only  done 
ius  duty  in  defending  the  principle  of  the 
Standing  Orders;  but  though  those  orders 
were  unqnestionably  very  Talnable,  and 
though  thev  M'cre  well  designed  for  the 
protection  of  private  rights  and  interests, 
he  never  could  bring  himself  to  believe 
that  either  House  of  Parliament  could 
have  intended  to  make  themselTes  so  com- 
pletely the  slnvr-  of  those  Standing  Or- 
ders as  to  exclude  from  consideration 
the  various  inducements  of  public  advan- 
tage which  might  conspire  to  render  it  de- 
sirable and  expedient  that  those  ordera 
should  occasionally  be  sot  asidf-.    It  was 
not  easy  to  draw  with  critical  accuracy  the 
precise  line  of  demarcation  which  sepa- 
rated Public  from  Private  Bills.    The  at- 
tempt  to  draw  that  line  had  been  fre- 
quently made;  bnt  lie  was  persuaded  tbat 
an  accurate  examination  of  the  various 
measures  which  were  passed  by  the  Legis- 
lature from  year  to  year  would  go  to  prove 
that  in  one-half  of  the  Bills  which  wcro 
styled  public,  private  interests  were  in- 
volved, and  that  at  least  one-half  of  the 
Private  Bills  affected  the  interests  of  the 
public  also  In  a  minor  or  greater  degree. 
It  was  elo:ir,  therefore,  that  it  was  by  the 
precise  proportion  or  degree  in  which  one 
character  preponderated  over  the  other, 
that  their  Lordships  must  be  determined 
in  applying  one  rule  of  action,  or  the  op- 
posite rule,  to  any  measure  that  might  be 
brought  under  their  consideration.  The 
present  measure  might  not,  techntcalij 
speaking,  bo  a  Public  Bill;  but  surely  it 
would  not  be  denied  that  in  effect  and 
substance  it  was  pre-eminently  entitled  to 
that  designation.  If  ever  there  was  a  liiU 
which  deserved  to  be  regarded  and  treated 
as  a  Public  Bill,  it  was  this,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  regulate  the  supply  of  animal 
food  for  the  inhabitants  of  this  great  capi- 
tal— and  to  provide  that  that  supply  should 
be  of  the  very  best  and  purest  quality. 
So  pre-eminently  v,  as  tliis  considered  to  be 
a  public  question,  that  all  the  Governmonta 
of  Europe  had  felt  themselves  justified, 
with  a  view  to  the  protection  of  society,  in 
taking  the  fflBnagement  of  it  into  their 
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uwu  bands.   The  best  mcaus  ot  supplying 
ffood,  cheap,  and  wholesooie  food  to  tiie 
mhaUtonto  of  this  great  mttropolls  never 
oould  be  considered  as  a  matter  of  private 
interest;  and  therefore  it  bccarao  the  Go- 
Yemment,  watching  over  the  public  in- 
ter^t,  to  provide  that  6rerj  one  in  this 
Knge  metropolis  slionld  ham  the  means  of 
ebtaiDiDg  meat  in  its  best  state  and  in  the 
most  effectual  manner.    The  noble  Lord 
who  had  introduced  this  Motion,  had  di- 
rected thoir  Lordships*  attention  to  the 
fftet,  that  in  the  ease  of  the  Bills  relatnig 
to  the  Colonaade  iuBegent-street,  and  the 
Park  at  Batteraea,  private  intewsts  were 
held  by  the  Legi.ihiture  to  bo  subservient 
to  public  interests;  aud  surely  it  would  not 
be  denied  that  the  olneets  whteh  the  Co- 
lonnade Bill  and  the  Battersea  Park  Bill 
contemplated  to  effect  for  the  public,  sank 
into  insignificance  when  compared  with 
the  great  public  object  which  it  was  in-> 
tendM,  not  withont  notioe^  not  withont 
kiqttiry,  to  aohiere  bj  the  present  Bill.  It 
was  idle  to  maintain  that  any  party  had 
been  tnkon  by  Hurprise  in  this  matter. 
The  l>Ui  huil  bcuu  discussed  at  numerous 
pnblio  meetings,  and  in  the  columns  el 
every  newspaper  in  the  eountrj.    An  ac- 
tive agitation  liad  been  got  up  on  tlie  sub- 
ject, both  in  town  and  country,  and  no- 
thiug  was  left  undone  to  acquamt  every 
man,  vomui,  and  dkild*  in  the  kingdom  of 
what  was  intended  to  be  done  with  regard 
to  it,  and  of  the  roasims  why  .such  things 
were  intended.     Under  all  the  cireum- 
stancoa  of  the  caae,  he  should  feel  himself 
obliged  to  Tote  In  fimnir  of  the  Motion, 
and  he  trusted  their  Lordships  woold  pur- 
sue a  similar  course.    He  admitted  that  it 
was  only  for  grave  considcratious  that  the 
Standing  Orders  ought  to  be  departed 
from;  bnt  he  hoped  that  their  Loraships 
would  agree  with  him  in  thinking  that 
public  opinion  and  public  good  ought  not 
to  be  sacriBced  to  points  of  technical  form. 
If  the  day  should  ever  come  when  there 
iras  the  same  necessity  for  removing  Co- 
Tent-gafden  market  as  there  now  was  for 
remoTing  Smithfidd  niarket»  he  shonld  be 
among  the  first  to  assent  to  a  similar  ^fo- 
tiuu  uuder  similar  circumstances,  just  as 
he  knew  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Duke  of 
Bedford  wonUl  be  the  first,  and  not  the  last, 
to  assent  to  the  removal  of  such  a  noisanoe. 

The  DrKE  of  RICHMOND  was  sorry 
that  he  felt  himself  bound  in  corninon  jus- 
tice to  vote  in  favour  of  his  noble  Friend's 
(Lord  Redesdale's)  Tiew  of  theanestion— 
lur  he  had  a  perfoet  honor  ef  Smitfafield 

Th»  MarfUMt  of  LatudmoM 


market — it  was  injurious  to  the  public, 
aye,  and  it  was  iojnrions  to  the  agricut* 
torsi  interest,  ioasmoeh  as  it  was  nol 

large  enough  to  contain  the  beasts  whidi 
they  sent  to  it,  and  which  were  thus  dam- 
aged and  deteriorated  in  value.   He  viewed 
the  question  with  reference  to  the  Standing 
Orders,  which  ought  either  to  be  adhsrei 
to  or  abolished.    He  wanted,  howevsTf  to 
know  why  Government  had  not  given  BO* 
tiee  to  the  Corporation  in  time,  and  why  it 
was  ill  such  a  hurry  to  proceed  with  this 
ffill,  when  it  eenld  introdnoe  anotiier  re» 
gularly  within  dx  months'  time  ?   Let  the 
Bill  be  tlirov.  n  out  now,  let  due  notices  be 
given,  let  ;uMiihcr  Bill  hv  brought  in  next 
Session,  aud  theu  he  (the  Duke  of  Eioh- 
mend)  wenld  vctefit»rit.  His  noUe  Friend 
opposite  had  produced  some  precedents  for 
hi^  Motion;  bnt  his  noble  Friend  had  not 
told  them  that  tiio  Acts  which  he  had  re- 
ferred to  as  precedents  had  ever  been  re- 
ferred to  the  Standing  Ordsm  Oommittoe^ 
or  that  that  Committee  had  rsDortod  npon 
them  at  all.    Now,  who  were  tne  members 
of  that  Committee  ?    Peers  of  the  highest 
character,  chosen  from  both  sides  of  the 
Home,  to  see  that  nrirato  interasts  were 
adttjnatsly  protected.    He  had  attended 
many  meetings  of  that  Comrnittcc,  and 
unless  their  Lorflsliips  backed  it  with  their 
support,  instead  of  overthrowing  its  deci- 
sions, that  Committee  would  be  rendered 
worthless,  and  he  doubted  whether  Ihej 
would  be  able  to  obtain  Peers  to  attend  upon 
it.  He  repeated  that  Smithfield  market  ^-as 
at  present  an  inconvenience  and  an  injury 
to  the  country — ^he  had  a  downright  horror 
of  it-~but  he  could  not  get  rid  of  the 
regard  whieh  he  thought  due  to  prlTnto 
propertv. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  felt  very  grateful 
to  the  noble  Duke  for  the  admission  which 
he  had  made  as  to  the  merits  of  this  Bill^ 

and  for  his  acknowledgment  of  the  ^ery 
great  evil  which  it  was  intended  to  remove. 
Ho  (Earl  Granville)  would  not  enter  at 
present  into  the  merits  of  tho  Bill,  but 
would  ooitfine  hhnsslf  stfieliy  to  the  qnan- 
tion  on  the  Standing  Olden.  He  agreed 
with  the  noljli  Marquess,  that  in  ordinnry 
cases  it  was  unportant  that  the  Standing 
Orders  should  be  complied  with.  But 
there  was  a  great  difforenee  between  a 
Bill  of  this  magnitude  and  importance  and 
a  Private  Bill  of  the  ordinary  character. 
When  a  Public  Bill  was  introduced  in  tlio 
other  House  of  rarimnicnt,  if  on  the  faeo 
of  it  any  of  its  profiHons  afibcted  ilie 
righto  and  interastt  of  any  iadifidual  or  ef 
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aoj  eorpomte  hod  J,  H  iPM  f«f(on«d  it 

to  the  Standing  Orders  Committeo»  to  too 

what  injury  Mouhl  be  done  to  the  rights 
and  interostH  of  that  individual,  or  of  that 
Mff-poratign,    Then  tho  Standing  Ordori> 
Cooiinittee  consideswl  whether  the  ptrtiet 
wodd  bo  put  to  more  ineon?eiuenee  by  its 
bnng  introduced  as  a  Pnlilic  or  a  Private 
Bill.    If  the  interested  parties  were  put  to 
more  inconTeuieiiee  bj  its  being  introduced 
as  o  Prififto  Bill,  then,  if  tho  duo  notioee 
wwe  mi  given,  at  in  a  Private  Bill,  the 
proceodin^  ceased;  but,  if  not,  then  the 
Comoiittee  considered  whether  thej  would 
be  pkeed  ia  the  aotQ^  faTOttrable  situation 
as  if  it  had  bom  Introduced  as  a  Private 
Bill.    In  this  ease  the  Committoo  of  the 
Uoase  of  Commons  found  that  no  injustice 
voold  be  done  to  tho  Corporation  of  the 
of  London  hy  iotrodueing  tbii  Bill  as 
a  Public  Bill;  but  on  one  partioulor point 
it  ordered  a  notice  to  be  given  to  tho  Cor- 
poration in  the  course  of  March  last.  Tho 
noble  Earl  ^han  pruceeded  to  examii^c  the 
qoHtion  whotfior  any  injustice  hod  boon 
mo  to  the  Oorporation  1^  the  eourse  now 
por.«ued;  and,  after  some  reference  to  the 
eridenee  given  before  the  Committee  in 
the  House  of  Commons  by  one  of  the  Cor- 
poration offioON,  concluded  that  no  injus- 
tice had  been  committed.    When  they  re- 
collected the  notice  which  the  Corporation 
received  from  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
July  last,  and  wheft  they  also  iwedUeoted 
the  publicity  which  had  been  given  to  the 
rubjcct  by  the  Committees  whic!i  had  been 
appointed,  and  by  the  inqnis  io^  ^'/hich  had 
been  instituted,  hu  thuugbt  it  quite  fJwurd 
to  eontend  thot  any  injustiee  hod  been  in- 
flicted on  the  Cofp4ffation  in  conooquence 
of  the  notices  not  having  been  given, 
vhieh,  it  was  said,  the  Standing  Orders 
required.    Ue  wa«  of  opinion  that,  if  the 
Houo  did  not  agreo  to  the  ooiino  pro- 
posed by  his  noble  Frigid  (Lord  Beau- 
mont), it  would  bring  its  StnTiding  Orders 
into  disrepute,  and  would  uot  incrcasa  the 
iMMOt  now  pud  to  the  House  itself. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
tliat  the  Motion  of  Lord  Beaumont,  if  car- 
ried, would  deprive  tho  Corporation  of 
Luodon  of  a  boon  conferred  upon  it  by  fin- 
<iwt  olMrtor,  If  their  Lonbhipo  ohinild 
*dopt  that  Motion,  the  eooeUisions  of  the 
Studing  Orders  Committee  would  m  OTOiy 
lostaoce  be  calkd  into  dispute. 

Imo  BEAUMO^'T  said,  the  noble 
M  the  Ghottmift  Df  lh«  Ooonittoe  op^ 
peared  to  thuik  tfairti  if  his  (Lord  Beau- 

Ml'«i  Miiteim  miid,  ii  would  do 


awoj  viih  or  oUght  the  Boport  of  tho 

Standing  Orders  Committee.  Now  ho  dif- 
fercd  with  tho  noble  Lord  upon  that  point.' 
The  Standing  Orders  Conunittee  could  not 
Luvo  reported  otherwise  than  they  did« 
The  oTidonee  before  them  voo  otieh.  that 
they  could  not  como  to  any  other  decision 
than  that  the  Standing  Orders  had  not  been 
complied  with.  But  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  was  a  Conmiittce  to  inv^tigate 
and  Import  upon  facto.  They  bad  in  thio 
case  investigated  the  facts,  and  found  that 
the  Standing  Orders  had  not  been  complied 
with;  and  they  hi^d  reported  the  result  of 
their  mveotigotiono.  But  it  was  for  their 
Lordships  to  decide  whether  they  would 
enforce  the  Standing  Orders  or  not;  to  say 
whether  they  would  bind  tberaselvcs  down 
to  be  the  slaves  of  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee.  It  depended  wiib  tho  lioQoe 
whctlier  the  question  of  the  StOoding  Or* 
ders  should  be  raised.  Tiiis  was  not  a  queo> 
tion  with  respect  to  what  injury  would  be 
iaUicted  by  the  Bill.  The  Question  rea^y 
wait  whether  the  parties  baa  notioo  or  no, 
and  he  (Lord  Boannumt)  m»intaipod  that 
tRey  had. 

The  Earl  of  DEVON  thought  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down,  had 
not  at  all  satisfactorily  described  the  dntioa 
of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee.  It 
was  not  correct  to  say  that  that  Committee 
had  delegated  tQ  it  only  the  right  to  in- 
quire into  &0t8.  It  wao  iho  everyday 
practice  ^  the  House  tbM  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  having  ascertained  tho 
fart  tlint  either  the  whole  or  a  portion  of 
tiie  b  tandiug  Orders  had  not  been  complied 
with*  rooommonded  that  th^  ihowld  ho 
dispensed  with,  to  a  certain  extent,  and 
that  the  Iiill  should  be  proceeded  with. 
Ou  the  other  hand,  thoy  had  necessarily 
the  power,  if  they  were  of  opinion  tliat  the 
justioo  of  the  ease  demanded  it»  to  offer  an 
opinion  that  the  Bill  should  not  be  pro* 
ceedcd  with.  They  had  to  exercise  a  dis- 
cretion with  respect  to  tl)e  preservation  of 
the  rights  of  the  publie.  The  adoption  of 
the  suggestion  of  the  Committoo  woidd  not 
delay  tho  Bill  more  than  six  months.  The 
question  then  was,  whether  the  Bill  was  of 
that  importance  in  its  character  and  detail 
as  to  oall  for  tho  snspenoion  of  tho  Stand* 
ipg  Orders,  in  order  to  have  it  passed  this 
year.  Having  looked  at  tlic  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  he  must  say  that  he  eoiild  not  see 
that  it  was  calculated  to  cd'cct  that  pubiic 
good  whioh  would  alone  justify  tho  Hooso 
in  suspending  the  Standi^  Orders;  and  he 
thought  no  lutfm  weald  iwhU  horn  hafing 
R2 
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ito  eon^eratioD  postponed  to  ihe  etriy 
part  of  the  next  S  i  ssi  m. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  observed,  that,  in 
▼oting  for  the  Motion  of  Lord  Beaumont, 
lie  merelj  voted  on  the  point  of  the  pro- 
piriotj  of  dispensing  with  the  Standing  Or- 
ders. All  those  noble  Lords  who  were 
opposed  to  the  removal  of  Smithfield  mar- 
ket— and  he  confessed  that  he  was  strongly 
in  hmm  of  its  nmovnl — ^iroaM  have  an 

rltosity  of  stating  their  opinions  hcre- 
,  and  woulJ  not  be  precluded  from 
opposing  this  Bill  by  any  vote  they  might 
give  now.  He  had  originally  been  of 
opinion  that  this  Bill  shontd  hare  been 
treated  as  a  Private  BiU,  «id  that  the 
Standing  Order*?  as  to  notices  otight  to 
have  been  complied  with.  But,  on  more 
nature  reflection,  he  had  hod  more  than 
doubts  of  the  correctness  of  his  eon- 
elusion.  This  market  of  Smithfield  was 
imp^hable,  or  rather  indictable,  ns  a 
public  nuisance.  It  might,  he  repeated, 
M  10  prooeoded  agamst.  He  repeated 
that  he  thought  that  Smiihfidd  market 
^r\<^  n  public  nuisance,  and  that  the  rights 
oi  (1;*'  Corporation  were  endangered  b*j 
coutmuing  such  a  nuisance.  It  was  a 
Buisanee  as  a  market,  and  it  was  a  still 
greater  nuisance  on  account  of  the  dangers 
which  environed  the  public  in  its  avenues 
and  approaches.  By  the  course  proposed 
by  bis  noble  Friend  opposite,  those  who 
opposed  this  Bill  were  not  sbnt  oot  from 
opposing  it;  the  Corporation  was  not  shut 
out  from  defending  this  nuisance.  It 
might  still  resist  the  general  cry  for  im- 
Itorementy  and  might  still  maintain  its 
right  to  ataad  by  its  ancient  nnisanee.  It 
was  not  true  that  the  House  of  Commons 
had  treated  this  as  a  Private  Bill,  Tt  was, 
therefore,  for  their  Lordships  to  consider 
whether  they  would  treat  it  as  such.  If. 
however,  he  were  asked,  **  Supponng  it  to 
he  a  Private  Bill,  will  yoxi  suspend  the 
standing  orders  ?"  be  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  he  wouid.  and  give  his  support 
to  Lord  Beaumont's  Motion. 

Lord  REDE  SD ALE  observed,  tiiat  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  rurnriiittco  under  the 
Standing  Orders  to  state  their  opinion,  and 
to  report  it  to  the  House,  on  the  question 
whether  those  orders  had  been  complied 
with,  and  whether,  if  not.  tb«  Bill  should 


aside;  and  H  would  open  a  door  to  injns- 
tioe,  which  they  woola  have  great  diiBenlty 

in  closinrr  hereafter. 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided : 
—Content  76;  Not  Content  22 ;  Major- 
ity 54. 

Xifl  ^  tte  CbnniiB. 
ArehbidMp  cf  Gaatsr-  Wicklow 
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PURCHASE  OF  LANDS  FACILITATION,  BY 
MEANS  OF  TRUST  FUNDS  (IRELAND), 
(No.  3)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seeond  Bead- 
ing, read, 

Loui)  BEAUMONT  moved  the  Second 
Readiug  of  his  Bill  bearing  the  title  of 
"  Purchase  of  Lands  FaciUutiou,  hy  mcana 
of  Trust  Ponds  (Irehud)  (No.  2)  BUL" 
The  nohio  Lord,  in  supporting  the  measure. 


he  proceeded  with.  In  thtc  cfv?o  the  Com-  referred  to  the  Act  passed  in  1830,  conj- 
mittee  had  reported  in  the  negotive  on  1  m only  known  as  "  Lvuch's  Act,"  which 
both  these  questions.  If  this  Motion  were  related  to  the  lending  of  money  on  landed 
earried,  it  would  be  the  first  instance  in  estates  in  Ireland.  Bj  that  Aet  trustees 
which  the  Report  of  the  Standing  Orders  were  authorised  to  lend  trust  funds  on 
Committee  had  been  disregarded  and  set  landed  seenritiy  in  Lreland,  erea  in 
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Facilitation^  &c. 


where  no  such  powor  was  created  by  the 
iostnuuent  of  trust.    He  (Lord  Beaumont) 
fid  not  dofond  that  Aet;  Imt  aa  the  Lec^B- 
latare,  whether  rightly  or  wroogly,  bad 
adopted  it,  be  thought  those  persons  who 
bad  fcted  on  the  iaith  of  it  should  be 
woteeted.   A  great  deal  of  money  had 
lean  lent  under  that  Act,  and  trustees 
eonsidercd    that  tlicy  had  a   good  and 
perfect  security;  ami  iii  many  cases  they 
were  still  satisfied  with  the  security  they 
hdd.  Bat  rinee  the  passing  of  that  Aet, 
the  Encumbered  BeMea  Act  had  become 
law,  and  it  gare  power  to  creditors  to  en- 
force a  sale  of  the  land  on  which  they  had 
a  mortgage.    The  last  mortgagee  might 
threw  the  ottate  into  the  market,  and 
lader  tfia  laat-named  Act  the  prior  mort- 
gagee, who  wftfi  generally  a  trustee,  had 
nut  power  to  bid  at  the  sale.    lie  could 
not  prevent  the  land  going  at  a  price  mueb 
belov  ita  valiie,  wlule  if  he  bad  the  right  of 
bidding,  he  might  buy  it  in.    Tims  it 
clearly  appeared  that  in  the  present  state 
tf  the  law,  the  first  mortgagee  was  robbed 
«f  hie  money  irhen  the  eatate  waa  aeld 
nder  its  real  value.   By  the  Bill  he  pro- 
posed to  give  power  to  tmstoes  to  protect 
their  cestuique  trusts,  by  enal^litic,'  them  to 
bid,  if  they  thought  proper,  at  any  lurced 
«la  of  the  laada  em  which  the  treat  fanda 
V«re  secarcd.    He  would  thoa  prevent  the 
p^i?n<>  creditor  first  forcing  an  estate  into 
the  market,  then  buying  it  at  a  low  price, 
and  subsequently  selling  it  again,  with  a 
FaiUaaMiitaiy  title,  for  doable  the  anmhe 
bad  pfen  for  it.    He  did  not  propose  to 
fire  power  to  trustees  to  deal  with  trust 
money  in  a  manner  they  ought  not;  but  only 
•iked  for  the  troalee  power  to  proteet  the 
tHMl    He  asked  their  Lordships  to  allow 
money  lent  in  Ireland  to  be  placed  on  the 
^amc  terms  as  in  England,  where  there 
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stance  of  tho  two  opinions  was  a  genera 
approval  of  tho  Bill ;  that  the  power  pro- 
poaed  to  be  given  weald  be  ueeful;  that 
the  power  conferred  upon  the  owner  by  the 
Fncnmbered  Estates  Bill  was  an  invasion 
of  the  rights  of  the  prior  mortgagee;  and 
that  in  eertain  cases  the  trustee  ought  to 
be  authoiieed  to  pnrchaso.  Having  read 
these  letters,  the  noble  Lord  went  on  to 
say  tliat  Baron  Richards  had  expre^^ped 
his  approval  of  the  general  tendency  oi  the 
Bill,  but  bad  not  entered  into  the  aubjeot 
so  explicitly  as  Mr.  Hargreave  and  Dr. 
Longfiohh  Tie  proposc'l  to  ^r^vQ  power  to 
the  trustee  to  sell,  as  he  ought  to  be  able 
to  do  so  when  the  market  was  good,  as,  if 
he  eoold  eell  then,  tho  money  originally 
lent  under  Lynch*8  Aet,  could  be  pud 
np.  Tho  question  really  was  whether  the 
prior  mortgagee  was  to  lose  all  the  money 
he  advanced,  for  as  the  law  stood  the 
trustee  eonld  not  fulfil  hia  tniat,  for  the 
security  on  which  the  money  was  lent 
was  taken  from  him;  and  all  ho  obtained 
was  a  portion  of  the  purchase  money 
ariabg  out  of  a  forced  eale  in  a  depreciated 
state  of  land  and  in  a  glutted  market;  or, 
in  other  words,  the  question  was  whether 
the  trustee  was  to  be  allowed  to  buy  in  tho 
land  on  which  trust  funds  were  lent,  and 
to  edl  when  the  eatate  would  reaUee  the 
full  amount  of  the  mortgage,  or  whether 
the  whole  of  his  security  was  to  he  tnhon 
from  him  by  other  parties.  The  power  lie 
proposed  to  give  the  trustees  would  only 
be  used  for  the  benefit  of  tbmr  tmsta. 
When  large  estates  in  Ireland  were  brought 
to  tho  hammer  under  the  Encumbered  Es- 
tates Act,  they  sold  for  little  or  nothing; 
there  were  no  biddere;  the  partiee  meet  in- 
tereated  in  keeping  up  tho  value  of  land 
were  excluded  from  the  market;  land  job- 
hf  rs  bought,  and  the  sum  given  did  not  pay 


was  the  right  of  foreclosure;  in  ireiaud  i  oti  even  the  firstincumbrancer;  but  ho  hoped, 
the  trustees  could  not  help  themaelvea  as  if  Parliament  eaactioned  the  nrinotole  of  hia 


me  mortgagee  in  England  was  able  to 
do.   A  mortgagee  in  England  was  enti- 
tled to  be  paid  off  before  the  laud  v;r\%  sold; 
he  could  toreclose  and  hold  the  iaud  till  he 
wu  pdd,  and  the  land  redeemed.  The 
|riar  mortgage  0  hLlni:  a  trustee,  had  no 
"jch  power  iii  Ireland  of  protecting  his 
cestuique  trust;  he  was  at  the  mercy  of  tho 
owner  and  of  the  puisne  creditor,  be- 
<eme  the  Bneombered  Batatea  Aet  bad 
ffven  power  to  subsequent  creditors  to 
tJirow  the  estate  into  tho  mnrket.  The 
noble  Lord  here  read  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Hargrave,  containing  his  opinion  on  the 
pin^ple  of  the  Bi&  wid  enclosing  tho 
alao  of  Dr.  Loogfidd.  Th«  aub- 


Bill,  ^t  its  operation  wouM  enable  trus- 
t<^os  to  renlise  tlie  wliole  nraount  of  the 
mortgage.  The  Encumbered  Estates  Act 
was  forcing  sales,  causing  a  glutted  market, 
and  exdudmg  pmrehaaera.  Their  Ijoid* 
ddpa  might  refy  upon  it  that,  as  things 
were  now  going  on  in  Ireland,  unless  they 
adopted  somo  measures  with  the  view  of 
inducing  capital  to  go  into  that  oomitiyf 
and  enabUng  partiee  to  manage  their  pro- 
perty advantageously,  they  wouM  make 
tho  Encumbered  Estates  Bill  a  most  dan- 
gerous measure,  against  which  tiiu  iiostility 
of  the  country  would  eventually  be  directed. 
If  his  measure  were  passed,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  capital  woukl  make  iU  way 
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there  under  a  wealthy  proprietary,  and  that 
tho  prusperity  of  the  laud  would  be  pio- 
moted.  lie  proposed  in  the  next  place  to 
eoablo  tru8tee«  to  lend  monej  to  a  person 
triHing  to  buy,  but  who  had  not  sufficient 
means  of  his  own  to  go  into  tho  En- 
cumbered Estates  Court  and  purchase. 
Thus  the  sale  of  property  would  be  facili* 
tatedi  and  deserring  parUee  aaeisted;  and 
to  his  porticML  of  uie  Bill  he  understood 
the  Lord  Cbftncellor  of  Ireland  coiild  see 
no  objections  whatever. 

Momd — That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*. 
Tfa*  LORD  GHANOBLLOR  tmeted 
that  tiieir  Lordships  would  not  albw  the 
money  provided  for  their  chlhlrcn  by  men 
hm^r  jroiio  to  their  graves,  to  be  transported 
to  litiland  ior  the  purpose  of  remedying 
any  defiitela  in  the  Snenmbered  Estates 
Aet.  The  people  looked  to  this  House  for 
the  protection  of  their  property.  I!o  tliaiii^ht 
there  hml  :ilieady  been  some  departuroa 


into  a  permanent  investment  of  trust  fnnds 
in  Ireland,  intended  to  meet  the  exigeucics 
of  the  families  of  the  testators.  It  might 
or  it  might  not  he  cotroet  that  then  wm 
no  chance  of  recovering  the  projwrtyt  huti 
at  all  events,  lot  the  trustees  remain  sub- 
ject to  the  liability  to  make  tiiat  property 
good. 

LoK>  BBAUMONT:  They  are  not 

subjcot  to  the  liability. 

The  LORD  CUANrELLOR:  The 
noble  Lord  said  they  were  not  liable.  He 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  believed  he  was  la- 
bowisc  under  a  mtstakew  The  trastOM 
were  maiied  in  the  investment  of  trust 
fmvh  i!pon  the  security  of  lands  in  Ireland, 
in  ihe  same  way  as  in  En^liuifl  and  Wales. 
They  were  not  relieved  ti  oui  the  responsi- 
bility of  lending  upon  improp«  seonrHyi 
In  England  truteea  irere  allowed  to  4d* 
vancc  money  upon  mortcmgo;  but  the  Court 
of  Chancery  said,  "  Take  care  whnt  you 


from  that  protection,  which,  for  the  honour  advance  upon  ;  you  shall  novel-  advanoe 
of  the  House,  their  Lordships  ought  not  upon  a  aeeoiid  mortgage,  nor  beyobd 
to  ha?o  adopted.  He  tiiong^t  the  present 
Bill  was  one  of  that  character,  the  effect 
of  whidi  would  be  to  extend  a  Hill  of  that 
class,  which  was  passed  some  years  ago^ 
Property  In  Irelaad  had  beoooM  ranch  em- 
barrassed. There  was  great  diflieulty  in 
obtaining  loabs;  and,  for  the  convenience 
of  persons  in  Ireland  who  wanted  the  mo- 
ney, and  not  for  the  advantage  of  persons 
in  England,  the  tiegiilatQre  passed  a  Bill 
to  authoriee  tniiteee,  who  had  no  antho> 
rity  before,  to  advance  money  upon  mort- 
gage in  Ireland  ?  What  had  beon  the 
consequence  ?  Evidently  the  grossest 
abases  of  trust;  and  this  IBill  was,  in 
one  part,  intended  to  r^eve  those  trm* 
tees  from  those  breaches  of  trust,  and,  in 
another  part,  to  enable  them  to  e.Uend 
tfa(^  broaches  of  trust.  The  trustees  of 
infants  and  married  women  had  lent  money 
vpfOk  mortgage,  and  the  noUe  Lord  eaid 
e?eiy  fiirthing  was  to  be  lost.  Did  Parlia- 
ment expect,  when  it  gave  authority  for 
the  investtncut  of  money  in  Ireland,  that 
the  iruiitoes  would  como  back  aud  say, 
'*  We  have  exeoated  the  tmsts  contrary  to 
the  irill  of  those  to  whom  the  property 
formerly  belonged ;  we  hnvo  withdrawn 
the  pi-opcrty  of  those  who  could  not  pro- 
tect themselves  from  investments  of  secu- 
nty,  and  lent  it  in  Ireland,  and  now  there 
IB  no  ohanoe  of  getting  a  shilling  bock 
un1ef5S  yon  give  us  farther  power  to  become 
purchasers  of  the  estates  on  which  the 
property  is  advanced."  Tho  Legiblaturo 
was  first  juggled  iuto  peimittiDg  an  abuse 
of  tmsteeiriiip^  and  was  now  to  be  JaggM 


thirds  of  iha  Talaa  of  the  property,  hm 

upon  any  property  on  which  a  pnidont 
man  would  not  advanee  hh  own  money.'* 
Ue  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  said,  if  these 
trustees  hod  lent  thev  trust  ttmeys  upon 
improper  security,  they  werO  respokisibiA 
for  an  abuse  of  their  trusts.  The  Bill  whych 
authorised  the  investment  of  money  in  Ire* 
land,  placed  trust  funds  in  a  position  dif- 
ferent to  that  in  whieh  tl^y  were  left  by 
those  who  provided  them,  and,  lhefofii% 
that  fiill  ought  to  have  been  strenuously 
opposed  ;  but  it  was  never  intended  to 
withdraw  the  common  protection,  requiring 
the  investments  to  be  made  upon  good  se- 
onrity.  Tho  ohjoet  of  lh«  Snovttihoftii 
Estates  BiU  was  to  turn  into  money  IhO 
funds  which  had  become  !nvc«=ted  in  Ire- 
land, but  were  always  intended  to  rcniain 
in  money.  Was  the  prosperity  of  Ireland 
saeh  aa  to  ■mthorise  toe  permanoal  inveali 
mcnt  of  trust  property  in  that  country  t 
The  noble  Lord  said  by  and  by  the  estates 
would  produce  all  tlie  :iioney.  Tie  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  asked,  When  i  and  echo 
answered*  When  f  He  had  stated  tndy 
the  offset  of  the  first  part  r  f  the  Bill,  atid 
he  called  npon  their  Lordfehip-^  to  do  ins- 
tice  to  infants  and  married  v  oincn  who 
were  likely  to  lose  those  trust  funds  by 
rejecting  it.  The  Snomnbered  Bslaloa 
Act  being,  &S  the  noble  Lord  said,  very 
had,  and  vory  cruel,  and  very  unjtist  in  its 
oporatioMs,  [\io  second  part  of  this  BiU  was 
to  aiior(i  a  remedy.  But  how  ?  By  per- 
petuating tho  anChoiity  of  tlii  Comaida* 
fnooift  in  tht  iMmdi  4f  Ao  Ooafi  of 
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eery  In  Ireland.  An  evil  was  complained 
of.  and  they  were  asked  to  protract  it. 
He  {the  Lord  Chancellor)  begged  to  more, 
n5  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  reed  a 
Second  Time  that  day  Six  Month??. 

Amendment  tiwvea,  to  leave  out  "now," 
and  iuert,  "ilitB  dey  Six  Mentbs." 

The  Earl  of  GLEKGAIdU  obicrvcd 
that  the  Encumbered  Estates  'Rill  tttr 
introduced  by  the  Government  ^vith  the 
hope  of  diverting  English  capital  to  Ire- 
haL  Upeii.ilMtBni  he  efaenied  ell  the 
iniaeUef  met  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Beau- 
mont) had  desfnhod,  nnd  he  considered 
Parliament  was  degraded  and  disgraced  so 
long  as  it  allowed  such  an  arbitrary  law 
to  lenfttn  on  the  Slatttte-heek.  Before 
its  oiactment,  property  In  Ireland  gene- 
rally was  worth  twenty  yetirs'  purchase  ; 
m  the  north  of  the  country  it  was  worth  a 
iveetdeal  more;  and  in  Galway  and  Kerry 
ibout  eighteen  years'  purchase.  Thou- 
sands of  acres  had  since  been  sold  for  be-  j 
twccn  ten  and  eleven  years'  purchase,  and  ] 
more  than  a  million  of  the  money  of  those 
ehehad  edyanced  it,  en  the  supposition 
that  Irish  estates  were  worth  moro  than 
twenty  years'  purchase,' had  been  already 
totally  lost.    It  was  very  pleasant  for  the 
owner  of  an  estate  owine  20,0002.  to  get 
Ml  ettaite  leld,  and  to  hny  it  In,  through 
some  friend,  for  10,000?.,  because  he 
thereby  wiped  out  a  clear  10,000?.  of 
debt.    But  the  creditors  were  cheated  of 
that  amount,  and  he  could  bring  before 
f^Kot  Lofdahips  half  e  dosen  nmst  flagrant 
ctMes,  in  irhich  tho  most  infamous  frauds 
had  been  in  that  way  perpetrated.  He 
eooaidered  it  was  one  of  tho  causes  which 
had  led  to  the  immense  tide  of  emigration 
which  had  set  out  from  Ireland,  and  to  the 
fnghtful  depopulation   of  that  unhappy 
conntrv.    Still,  whilst  abusing  the  Bill,  he 
thould  be  sorry  if  it  were  sttjpposed  he  was 
^uing  the  ComminioiieiB.   He  Mieved 
iknf  had  eti  I  c  a  V  oured  to  get  the  best  pifee 
diey  could  for  tho  estates,  and  to  them  no 
blanjc  conld   attach.     The  condition  of 
Irehuid  was  a  lamentable  thing  to  con- 
lUer,  tod  they  ihoaU  tne  every  metne  te 
nae  and  imprefe  it  The  population  wu 

this  yf»ar  two  milllnns  If""?  than  h  ^vns  in 
1840,  whereas  it  ought  to  be  two  millions 
HMe.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
dspt  mmld  pass  the  Bill.  There  tree  one 
dacse  to  which  he  objected,  htttthkt  COidd 
be  amended  in  Committee. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  replied.  The  Lord 
ChmtAn,  tlumgli  be  bed  ttiede  en  efiee- 
fit  tgttAt  MM  aol  to  liaTO  raid  the 
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The  LORD  CHANCELLOK  said,  ho 
had  not  only  read  it,  but  he  held  a  copy  of 
it  in  his  hand. 

Lord   BEAUMONT  contended  that 
the  noble  Lord,  judging  by  his  speech, 
must  have  mistaken  its  import.    The  fact 
was,  that  the  money  had  uready  gone  te 
Ireland,  and  there  was  no  way  of  getting^ 
it  back,  unless,  by  this  Bill,  the  trustees 
were  enabled  to  purchase  n?)d  resell.  Tho 
trustee  had  perfect  security  when  he  origi- 
nelly  lent  tlie  inoiiey»  for  lit  land  eoeld  not 
be  sold;  but  under  the Bnenmbered  Estate* 
Act,  which  had  an  ex  post  facto  effect 
thero  was  a  power  giveu  to  sell  for  a  mere 
trifle,  and  thus  the  property  was  taken 
from  the  trustee  for  ever.   The  Bill  wonld 
enable  trustees  in  Ireland  to  be  placed  on 
the  same  footing  as  mortgagees  in  England. 
The  three  Encumbered  Estatea  Commi»> 
■kmeM  hiid  gtven  it  me  tfaeur  oninien  tihat 
some  such  meerare  vaa  renderod  neoessary 
by  tho  clrcamstances  of  the  case.  Ho 
would,  of  course,  record  his  vote  in  its  fa- 
vour; and  he  believed  it  would  some  day 
or  otiier  pass,  for  there  weiB  ywj  mmj 
parties  who  were  now  demanding  it. 

On  Question,  that  (**  now  ")  stand  part 
of  the  Motion,  their  Lordships  divided  :— 
Contents;  Nob  Contents  16  :  Majority  13. 

B$$oM  in  tlM  Jfl^olfve  r  end  BiU  te 
be  read  2*  on  this  day  Six  Months. 
Honae  adjourned  to  Meudaj  nest. 


HOUSB  OF  COHHaNS, 

Friday »  July  4,  1851. 

Mfxxins.]    Fosuo  Bnxa.— 1<*  Battenea  Fkric 
Ammdmant  SitaBaioB  t  UnlawAii  Oalba  (be* 

land);    Turnpike  Rtxida  (Itdaad);  Private 
Lunatic  Asylums  (IrelAnd). 
2°  Marriages  (India);  SmoxaMTf  Jmlsdiotfott 

(Irctand). 

3"  School  Sites  Acts  Anteadment :  £ool«8ia^oal 
itaftrtr  ValaallMi  (IrdaadK 


THE  KCriKPTAPTTriAL  COMMISSIONERS 
AKD  lUK  BISHOPS  OF  liiE  CUU&Cil 
OP  ENGLAND. 

Sm  BtiNJAMIK  HALL  gnte  the  fol. 

lowing  notice  for  Friday  next.  The  sep- 
tennial periiMi  linvin?!'  ariiycd  for  the  revi- 
sion of  episcopal  incomos  by  the  Eccle- 
siastical CommissionorB,  and  it  appearing 
by  Pariiam^siary  Paper,  K<e^  4u0,  that 
dnring  the  last  fourteen  years  the  Bishop 
of  l>urhAm  has  roceiyed  79,658i.  more 
than  the  net  income  assigned  to  bis  see;  and 
daring  the  hurt  seren  years  the  Bfahept  e( 
Chidmster,  St.  Pavid's,  Norwich,  Oiford, 
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28,2671.  mora  than  ihe  net  income  assignetl  i 

to  their  several  sees  :  to  ask  Lord  John 
Russr!!  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  lier 
Majesty  's  Government  to  propose  aaj  icgis- 
latif e  mnftoras  for  obmting  the  ineonTe* 
nienco  and  oeoMional  hardship  resulting 
from  the  present  uncertainty  of  Episcopal 
Incomes,  in  accordance  with  the  desire  of 
thoCommittoc  on  Episcopal  Incomes  (Par- 
lUunmtary  Paper,  No.  400,  p.  294,  Seas. 
1851)?  Alto»  to  ask  whethw  iho  Bishops 
who  have  reeeivcd  larger  incomes  t)mn 
wero  assigned  to  their  sees  have  paid  the 
surplus  over  to  the  Common  Fund,  or  have 
vetained  it?  It  appearing  also  by  the 
same  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  400,  that 
the  Archbishop  of  York,  the  Bishop  of  St. 
Asaph,  and  the  Bishop  of  Ely,  are  indebted 
to  the  Common  Fund  to  the  amoont  of 
14,225{.,  and  that  by  another  ParUamen- 
tary  Paper,  No.  153,  of  the  prcsrnt  So?- 
giun  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissiom m  ?  huvc 
failed  by  correspondence  to  obtain  the  pay- 
ment of  amna  one  from  those  bishops,  to 
aak  whether  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners intend  takinq^  legal  proceeding:''  for 
the  recovery  of  the  sums  which,  according 
to  the  last  Report  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  appear  to  be  due  from  cer- 
tain bishops;  and,  if  not,  what  course  they 
propose  to  adopt  that  the  Common  Fund 
may  not  be  deprived  of  that  amount  so 
long  doe,  as  appears  by  ParlianMntary 
Paper,  No.  153,  and  so  repeatedly  de- 
manded  ?  Also,  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  ])ishop  of  Salisbtn-v  1ms  intimated  to 
the  ComiuibbionerB  that  ho  will  receive 
from  them,  aa  a  fixed  income,  the  som 
assigned  to  his  sec ;  and  whether  any  other 
bishop  has  acted  in  like  manner  ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  :  I  may  be 
•nowed  to  appeal  to  the  Ilouse  for  a  few 
moments,  because  I  think  that  the  notiee 
w^hleh  the  hon.  Baronet  has  just  given  is 
somewhat  unfair  to  the  persons  concerned 
in  it.  If  the  hon.  GenUoman  had  asked 
me  a  question  of  which  he  had  giTen  me 
notice,  I  coold  have  giTon  some  explanation 
to  the  House. 

Sir  BENJAMIN  HALL  :  I  give  notice 
of  the  questions  for  Friday  next. 

LoBO  JOHN  RUSSSLL:  That  is  what 
I  complain  of.  Because  the  evident  pre- 
sumption which  would  bo  drawn  from  the 
notiee  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  by  this 
House  and  by  the  public  is,  that  certain 
iHshopa  were  assigned  certain  snmsaa  thw 
net  income,  and  that,  having  received  fur- 
ther suins,  tlioy  had  not  paid  over  what 
was  due  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission- 
ers.  Now,  I  beg  to  atato  generally  that 


the  arrangement  made  was  this— when  the 
Commissionf^r?  considered  this  subject,  it 
was  their  opinion  t)iat  it  would  not  be  ad- 
visable to  fix  a  sum  as  the  income  of  each 
bishop,  as  that,  they  thought,  would  make 
it  too  much  leaemble  ^e  salary  of  an 
office,  and  this  was  not  thou^rht  a  fit  form 
of  dealing  with  the  income  ot  bishops. 
That  was  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sionera,  and  they  therefore  eame  to  th« 
determination  that  certain  sums  should  \m 
pnid  over  by  the  bishops,  it  beinc;  their 
opinion  that  that  would  leave  a  fitting  sum 
to  each  bishop.  Whether  the  Becknaa- 
tical  Commissioners  were  right  or  wroof^ 
in  holding  that  opinion,  he  would  not  say; 
but  that  was  their  opinion,  and  while  the 
CiHnmissiooers  thought  that  the  income  of 
the  Bishop  of  Durham  should  be  8,0001., 
and  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury  6,0002.,  the 
bishops  were  to  take  the  risk  of  those 
sums  c.Tcecdtng  or  falling  short  of  tho 
sums  proposed :  aud  I  remember  that  the 
agent  of  the  Bishop  of  Doiham  said  thai 
it  wouM  be  very  disadvantageooa  to  tfiat 
bishop  to  have  to  pay  over  the  fixed  sum 
of  11,000^  a  year.  That  is  the  arrange- 
ment; the  resut  has  been  that  some  of  the 
bishops  have  recdved  more,  and  others 
less,  than  the  sums  that  were  agreed  upon; 
but  to  these  sums,  according  to  the  ar- 
rangement, they  are  entitled  by  law.  Who- 
ther  that  was  a  good  arrangement  or  not, 
I  will  not  aay — I  confess  that  I  think  it 
was  not — bnt  it  has  been  so  settled,  and 
last  year  Parliament  determined  that  there 
wttii  no  more  claim  to  take  away  from  the 
biahopa  the  surplus,  than  there  could  be  to 
take  away  from  any  other  person  what  ha 
enjoyed  by  law. 

Sib  BENJAMIN  HALL  :  I  beg  to  be 
allowed  to  state  that  I  neither  say,  uor  did 
I  wish  to  say,  that  an  income  was  assigned 
to  each  bishop.  I  say  that  a  certain  in- 
come was  assigned  to  the  see,  and  that 
the  bishops  have  received  a  larger  sum 
than  waa  assigned  to  the  see.  The  sums 
TCeeiTed  beyond  those  assigned  to  the  sees 
have  not  been  paid  to  the  Commissioners, 
and  I  wish  to  know  whether  legal  pro- 
ceedings will  be  taken  to  insist  on  their 
payment? 

Mr.  HORSJCAK  nao,  amidst  hmd  ohm 

of"  Order!" 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
to  moke  himscii  in  order,  must  speak  to 
the  queatioB  belbfia  the  House. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  it  was  a  question 
of  fairness.  He  appenled  to  tire  riMit  hon. 
Gentleman  (the  Speaker)  wiiethcr  the  uoblo 
Lord  was  in  order  when  ho  made  a  state- 
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iMik  vkli  respect  to  episcopal  incomes. 
["  Question! "]  The  bon.  and  learned  Mem- 

btr  for  Newark  might  call  *'  Question" 
as  luii^  a!i  he  liked,  but  it  would  bavo  no 
effect  on  him.  The  point  ho  wished  to 
ilate  was  thia,  and  this  only,  in  reply  to 
what  vas  stated  by  the  nobfo  Lord— that 
they  who  moved  for  tliese  returns  cora- 
plaioed  that  the  arrangements  under  the 
Act  of  Parliament  as  to  episcopal  incomes 
vera  not  earned  oot;  and  wben  thej  asked 
why,  Ihej  were  entitled  to  have  an  an- 
swer; and  wliiMi  they  asked  for  returns, 
they  wore  entitled  to  have  them.  On 
Tiriotts  occasions  ho  had  asked  questions 
OD  tbis  matter,  to  wbieb  he  had  feeeived 
anstrers  which  were  not  corrr  t.  An  !  oa 
tiiis  he  took  his  stand,  and  said,  wiieii  they 
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him  with  giving  a  false  answw.  [Hr. 
IIorbiuk:  Ineorreet.]   The  answer  he 

had  given  was  coiTcct  in  substance.  He 
stated  that  he  had  not  an}'  knowledge 
of  tho  terms  on  which  the  lease  of  lior- 
field  was  given  ;  and  that  was  tine. 
Tho  bon.  Gentleman  did  say  in  att 
undertone  something  ahout  tho  Copy- 
hold Commissioners,  and  ho  (Mr.  Goul- 
buruj  having  referred  to  a  communicatiou 
made  hj  the  Copyhold  Commissioners  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  he  had 
subsequently  acquainted  him  with  the 
whole  of  the  circumstances,  stating  that 
there  had  been  a  communieatbn  received 
from  the  Copyhold  Commissioners  with  re- 
ference to  tho  Horfield  estate,  but  that  it 
did  not  mention  tho  terms  of  the  lease. 


aaked  questions,  they  were  not  to  be  put  i  The  hon.  Gentleman  ought  not  to  tax  him 


dswD  bj  the  hon*  and  learned  Gentleman 
tke  Member  for  Newark,  and  others  who 

knew  nothing  of  the  question.  All  he  had 
to  say  wa-?,  v.-hm  they  made  inquiries 
either  of  the  Government  or  of  the  Eccle- 
nutieal  Commissioners  respecting  episco- 
pal retams,  he  hoped  they  would  he  met 
with  that  courtesy  nnd  thnt  consideration 
to  which  they  were  cniirlr  l.  Lately  he 
ukeA  a  question  res|»ectaig  tlio  estate  of 
Horfield,  and  be  received  an  answer  from 
the  Chief  Commissioner  which  was  incor- 
rect. They  had  to  nsk  these  questions 
against  tho  feeling  of  the  Uouse;  they  un- 
dertook what  was  a  very  ungracious  and 
O^Boos  task,  and  having  undertaken  it, 
lljf>T  were  not  to  be  put  down.  He,  for 
one,  would  persist  in  these  inquiries.  He 
had  received  on  two  occasions,  answers 
wbieb  he  knew  were  ineorreet;  and  had 
it  not  been  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
fame  forward  suhsoqucntly  nnd  stated, 
Uiat  the  answer  ho  first  gave  with  regard 
to  one  of  them  was  incorrect,  he  should 
set  have  known  what  coarse  to  take  to 
get  that  isformation  wliich  he  knew  ez- 
iited. 

Mr.  H.  DRUMMOND  requested  to  be 
■flowed  to  say  one  sentence  as  a  near  rela- 
tion and  intimate  friend  of  one  of  the  noble 
Prelates  who  he  thought  had  been  malign- 
ed. He  did  not  complain  that  any  notice 
bad  been  given  in  that  House,  but  he  did 
csapbun  of  an  assertion  being  made  when 
tiwie  was  no  power  in  any  pwson,  accord- 
ngtothe  rules  of  the  House,  to  deny  it. 

Mb.  GOULBURX  said,  he  felt  very 
deeply  the  inconvenience  of  permitting  a 
^iirassion  of  this  kind,  and  if  he  had  fol- 
lowed his  own  feelings,  he  should  not  have 
ar)<;\Tcred  the  observation''  that  bad  bci  n 


with  that  which  he  would  scorn  to  do— 
namely,  to  endeavonr  to  mislead  the 

House.  He  thought,  therefore,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  no  right  to  task  him  witli 
having  given  an  improper  answer. 

Sm  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  supposed 
that  the  lion.  Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr. 
B.  Osborne)  did  not  intend  by  moving  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  to  postpone  the 
further  progress  of  a  Bill  (tho  Ecclciiiatttical 
Titles  BUI)  which  had  occupied  so  much  of 
the  time  of  tho  House.  Although  thwo 
might  have  been  much  literal  accurncy  in 
the  notice  given,  yet  there  was  not  such 
literal  accuracy  as  to  justify  them  in  re- 
ceiving it,  inasmuch  as  the  question  affirm- 
ed that  there  were  six  bishops  who  were 
indebted  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission- 
ers in  the  sum  of  28,2672.  Nothing  could 
be  more  unfair  tlmn  such  a  statement,  and 
ho  thought  it  ongbt  not  to  be  placed  on  the 
books  of  tho  House. 

Sm  BENJAMIN  HALL  did  not  state 
that  tbc  bisliops  owed  this  sum  to  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners,  but  only  that 
six  bishops  named  in  bis  question  bad  re- 
ceived 28,2677.  more  than  the  net  income 
assigned  to  their  sees. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  TITLES  ASSUMPTION 
BILL. 

Order  for  the  Third  Reading  read. 
Mb.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  notice  which  he  bad  on  the 
paper,  to  tho  effect  that  the  third  readin|^ 
be  postponed  to  that  day  six  months,  as  be 
believed,  from  what  had  been  stated  the 
evening  previous,  that  it  would  bo  more 
for  the  convmience  of  the  House  to  have 
the  debate  taken  on  the  question  "  that 
the  Bill  do  pass,'*  he  would  defer  ln=;  Mo- 


made;  but  the  bon.  GeatLemaa  bad  charged  1  tioo,  aud  more  especially  as  the  euggesiioi^ 
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hid  ootte  from  that  section  4ii  ^6  House 
no  less  distinguished  for  statesmanlike 
al>illty  than  rclis:iou3  toleration,  which  was 
represented  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Ripon,  and  the  right  hon.  6cn- 
titfnaa  the  Member  for  Ozfbra  UniTenitj. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  ho  could  not 
consent  to  the  third  rcatlin?'  of  this  Bill  of 
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Attorney  General,  who  said  if  they  mad* 
it  subject  of  penalty  to  obtain  a  bull,  and 

again  imposed  another  ponnlty  for  assum- 
ing the  title,  that  was,  in  oflect,  making 
two  penalties  for  the  same  offence;  and 
tliat  h6  (Lord  John  BnaaeU)  bdiefed  to  be 

perfectly  true  as  regarded  that  part  of  the 

Bill.    But  thore  was  another  pirf  of  ih^<i 


pains  and  penalties,    liis  opposition  to  it  Amendment  which  i-elated  to  the  pubiica- 


remained  unabated.  No  one  knew  what 
this  Bai  wai  ultimataly  to  be.  The  noble 
Iiord  at  Ae  head  of  the  Gorenunent,  who 

Wft'^  the  author  of  the  Bill,  even  after  the 
lapse  of  five  months,  eouhl  not  tell  what 
shape  it  was  to  assume  wiihiu  the  next 
iirenty^foar  honn.  Under  tbeee  eireem- 
atanoea  wiser  men  than  he,  and  men  of 
more  erpcrirnec,  had  adrisod  that  there 
should  bo  ;!  llvision  on  the  third  readin<^, 
inasmuch  as  by  the  forms  of  the  House, 
if  the  noUe  Lord  waa  to  mote  that  the 
Aaieadtteiita»  as  they  were  called,  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ahinrrdnn 
be  expunged,  ho  could  not  move  that  till 
after  the  third  reading.    They  therefore 

Cfo  their  eonaent  to  the  third  reading; 
t  it  iraa  the  kind  of  consent  that  an 
oyster  gave  to  be  opejied — and  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  the  debate  upon  the  main 
or  geaeiml- question  waa  to  be  taken  as 
aa  tiie  Bill  ahottld  hare  aainmed  ita 


new  shape — and  he  most  say  thai  it  was 

a  politico-religiooa  cameleon  that  had 
changed  its  hues  in  every  sta^e,  and  what 
its  next  hue  would  be,  whether  green,  or 
black,  or  drab,  entire|j  depended  on  the 
ooUeolaTe  Wisdom  of  the  nation.  He, 
therefore*  begged  to  be  distinctly  under- 
stood a«!  reserving  to  himself  tho  ri<Tht  of 
statiug  his  views  on  this  Bill  of  pains  and 
penalties  on  his  creed  and  his  country,  on 
the  question  thai  ihe  Bill  do  pasB. 
Bill  read  3^ 

Lord  JOTT.X  RUSSELL  said,  the  first 
Amendment  he  had  to  propose  was  in  the 
second  clause.  lie  had  ^slated  previously 
it  waa  not  hia  intention  to  propose  any 
Amendment  in  the  preamble  aa  it  now 
stood,  or  ill  tlio  first  clause  as  it  now  stood. 
In  the  second  (•]au>o  there  was  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Abingdon  (Sir  F.  Theeiger)  introdtaoed 
Without  B  division,  and  that  Amendment 
was  almost,  if  not  quite,  the  same  in  terms 

with  an  Amendmeut  proposed  on  a  previous  taken  on  one  of  those  Amendments,  and 
day,  when  they  were  going  into  Committee  there  being  a  considerable  majority  in  its 
00  the  6th  of  Jane,  by  an  hon.  Baronet,  favour,  the  noble  Lotd  had  taken  a  second 
with  regard*  to  proenring  any  bull  from  dirislon,  and  had  been  defeated  by  a  stUI 

Rome,  which  was  rejected  by  133  to  120,  lar£^or  majority.  The  noble  Lord  then 
The  objection  to  the  clause  introduced  was  anticipated  fhr\t,  if  hr  cnnttTiuod  the  con- 
flated by  bis  hon.  and  learned  friend  the  teat,  he  would  probably  meet  with  a  mote 


tion  of  any  bull,  making  the  receipt  or 
publieation  of  a  bnll  w  reteript  a  penal 

offence.  Now  he  thought  that  the  effeot 
of  this  proviso  would  be,  that  if  any  news- 
paper prriprietor  or  editor  should  publish 
Huch  a  liucument,  he  would  be  liable  to  the 
pcnaltyt  and  that  anrely  was  not  an  offence 
which  they  ought  by  law  to  proqeribe.  If 
after  prohiln'tin^^  the  assumption  of  tho 
title,  and  if  atter  forbiddionr  ihf  ohtaining 
a  rescript  to  use  this  title,  they  should 
merely  have  a  proaeention  against  an  editor 
of  a  newspaper  who  bad  sought  that  pro* 
f^ccution  in  order  to  make  himself  notorious, 
it  would  be  rendering  the  legislation  of  that 
House  and  the  action  of  Government  ap> 
plicable  to  email  purposes.  It  woold  not 
be  advisable  for  the  Attorney  General  to 
prosecute  under  such  circumstances,  and 
that  being  so,  it  waa  not  advisable  to  im- 
pose any  penalty.  With  regard  to  the 
said  oflmee  of  proenring  a  resonpt  or  le- 
scripta  from  Rome,  it  would  be  very  unlikelj 
that  evidence  would  bo  obtained  that  any 
person  had  procured  a  rescript.  It  was 
therefore  that  ha  judced  it  better  to  leave 
ont  these  words.  The  noUe  Lord  oon« 
eluded  by  moving  to  leave  ont  in  the 
end  clause,  after  the  words  **  any  person 
in  the  27th  line,  all  the  words  down  to  the 
words  "  any  person  "  in  the  32nd  line. 
Clause  2,  page  2,  line  27. 
Amendment  proposed— « 

"  To  leave  out  the  words  '  shall  obtain,  or  cause 
to  b«  procured  from  the  Bishop  or  See  of  Rome, 
or  sbaJl  publish  or  put  in  use  within  any  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  any  such  Bull,  Brief,  Ro- 
soript,  or  Letters  Apostolical,  or  aajr  othar  Iiw«rtt> 
rnent  or  Writing  for  the  purjioso  <^  oonstilotiac 
such  Archbishops  or  Bishops  «f  snch  pretended 
Provinces,  Sees,  or  DioeMM  within  tbi  United 
Kingdom,  or  if  any  pers(Hi*->' " 

Sir  lliEDERIC  THESIGEK  said, 
that  the  noUe  Lord  had  eertatnly  dealt 
with  his  Ammidments  with  his  usual  skill 

and  dexterity.    A  division  having  been 
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mgoBl  defeat*       he  accordinglj  drew  off 
fmnm  vikder  promiie  thai  m  wonld 

reticir  the  engagement  at  this  stage.  He 
Bad  certainly  not  extricated  himself  from 
ibe  Terv  con^iflomblo  embnrraBBment  in 
wtiieh  he  was  pkceU,  aud  he  appeared  to 
Vm  (Sir  F.  TliMiger)  to  Ytm  plmiged 
hins^  in  hopeless  inconsistency.  For 
vliAt   wr.^    it  that  the  noble  Lonl  had 
•greed  to  '    He  had  agreed  to  tliis,  that 
it  should  be  dedAred  bj  the  Legislature 
Ikfi  •<  al  Wufr  and  raMripli  irlSdi  hare 
fcei  hetaidfiire  ined  fcy  tba  Beaof  Rmm 
for  the  purpose  of  creating  archbishops  or 
btihops  to  pret<»nded  provinces  and  sees, 
ihaii  be,  and  are,  deemed  vniaw^fol  and 
laidL"  Nmr,  wlMt  was  it  fbai  iha  noMa 
Lm4  reMkted  ?    He  attempted  to  resist 
the  proTisioa  that  he  (Sir  F.  Tbesigcr) 
|,rv>f>o«^ri  to  introduce  into  the  Bill,  that 
^  iQCnre  briefs  and  rescripts  of  a  similar 
daeripUon  sbomld  be  prohibited  under 
penalty.    H«  aanliwaad  tiiat  if  ha  kad  ta 
dHoaa  ^eivnden  the  adoption  of  one  or 
plher  of   tbesp  olansos,  he  thought  he 
woald  rather  be  in  favour  of  prospective 
Uiaa  of  retr<»peclive  IcgisUtioQ.    The  no> 
Ua  Itards  howarav,  Imm  a  ah^Aaa  In  tita 
nattert  aad  he  had  chosen  ta  atoit  that 
whicb  '^RS  nndoubtedly  of  very  great  im- 
{■■^r-;i'ice,  but  which  \v()uld  only  constitute 
A  imif  measute,  pioviUing  for  thu  past 
niftwft  saking  any  provMon  linr  ihe 
fiitare.    Now  on  what  grounds  did  tiia 
aoblc  Lorri  offer  thif5  opposition  to  his  (Sir 
F.  Thesigur  8)     nK'ndments  ?    On  a  for- 
mer occaaion  the  noble  Lord  had  expressed 
i^B  wpiaiah  tibal  tbaaa  AmandBiflbts  intr»> 
dnM  rery  little,  if  any,  alteration  in  the 
icop*  of  the  Bill,  nnd  bn  sniH  that  be  was 
MTprised  that  he  (8ir  F.  Thcsiger)  should 
km  attnbated  so  much  effect  to  his 
lawdnaati.   Ha  tfaea  addad  tkat,  ao 
fsr  SB  ihaao  poaoaata  went,  they  came 
vilkin  the  general  ?copo  of  the  Bill,  nnd 
that  he  should  certainly  abide  by  the  deoi- 
nm  of  the  Hoaaa.   [See  Hamard^  cxvii. 
\m  «d  1346/]  Ha  (Sir  F.  Thesiger) 
bad  been  canons  to  naniirlain  the  grounds 
noUe  Lord*8  present  opposition  to 
Ae  introduction  of  this  provision,  and  he 
voeid  advert  to  them  presendy;  but  he 
<ki«^t  it  Deeeasarr  first  to  refer  to  a  dia- 
$m^m  aa  tiria  anayaat  with  lafereoeo  to 
Iha  «Aat  of  the  first  olanse  of  tbe  Bill. 
Ht«  !<»Hmed  Fri<^n<!  the  Attorney  General, 
is  aoswer  to  questions  which  were  put  to 
Uda  on  thia  cUnse,  as  far  as  he  (Sir  F. 
tfcaaigai)  vadMoad  ftgni^  azpraaaad  tiie 
ifviaB  IMk  ilMM  fpw  •  upabibilloii  aoRo 


tained  in  the  clause  which  would  create  a 
auadomaanaor  with  referoaea  to  tiMaa  htittk 

and  rescripts  :  at  all  events,  if  there  was 
a  prohibition  whicli  created  nn  offence  in 
the  first  clause  with  rcixiuti  (u  briefs  and 
rescripts,  ib  was  an  oHeuce  wholly  with 
refsTMiea  topaat  Malk  aod  reacripta*  Ha 
asked  the  House  to  consider,  then,  whe* 
tlier  Ills  hon.  nnd  learned  Friend  had  not 
conceded,  by  his  admission,  all  that  he 
(Sir  F.  Thesiger)  desired  on  the  present 
oeeaatan,  iiaiiidy>  tka  aaoaaaity  at  making 
a  provision  for  any  ftitora  raUa  and  ro* 
scripts  of  a  similar  character  to  that  which 
led  to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill?  For 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  ofiiBBce,  if  any, 
wkidk  was  involfad  in  tUa  fitat  claaaa  f 
He  apprehended  it  Waa  an  offence  whick 
niiLdit  be  said  to  bo  contemplated  either 
by  the  16th  Richard  IL,  or  by  the  13th 
of  Elizabeth.  It  must  either  be  the 
bringing  of  thaaa  bills,  briefs,  or  raawipla 
wta  tka  taalm,  or  it  mnat  ka»  undar  m 
statata  of  Blisabeth,  the  using  or  pvttuig 
in  ii«»e  nnv  fiuch  bull,  writing,  or  instru- 
ment, obtained  or  gotten  from  the  Bishop 
of  llowo.  He  apprehended,  therelbre, 
that  It  waa  perfaatly  elaar  liiaft  any  pro» 
hifaition  ooBtained  in  the  Ikvt  alaiiaa,  vaaU 

no!  operftte  no^ainst  the  nesumption  of 
ecclesiastical  titles.  The  II  on  ho  was  in- 
formed at  a  veiy  eaily  period  that  the 
object  of  their  legialatioii  akotald  ka  ta 
repel  the  assumption  of  povar  in  the  daott* 
mcnts  which  have  come  from  Rome,  a 
pfoton«ion  to  supremacy  over  tho  realm  of 
Kngiaud,  a  claim  which  was  iiicotmistent 
witk  tha  aola  and  tmdMded  away  of  tlM 
Queen,  and  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown* 
In  othnr  v^'ord?;,  the  noble  Jjord  tobi  the 
House  that  they  ought  to  direct  their 
legislation  against  the  assumption  of  power 
and  aatboritj  oontaiaed  in  Uma  orialk 
and  rescripts,  and  aH  briefe  and  raaaripta 
of  a  similar  character.  Now,  bow  was  * 
this  object  to  be  attained  ?  Clearly  not 
by  the  mode  whbh  the  noble  Lord  origi- 
nally proposed;  kaeaatta  againt  ik%  aa- 
sumption  of  titfaa  tke  clause  would  have 
no  effect  whatever.  A  bull,  or  other  simi- 
lar  instniTnent,had  no  operation,  according 
to  the  usogos  of  the  Roman  OathoUc 
Cknrek,  antU  it  waa  raoeired  and  pubtiak^ 
ed,  and  it  was  against  pabficatiaa  that  tba 
legislation  of  the  House  ought  to  be  di> 
vccted  ;  for,  without  that,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  imoh  the  root  of  tho  evil. 
That  a  brief,  or  buU,  was  of  no  authority 
tnitiL  it  waa  reoaivad  and  mdilUlkad,  w 
vpgtAmM  mmld  ka  iMttad  kj  tii« 
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noble  Lord,  and  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Solicitor  General;  and  if  there 
was  nny  doubt  on  that  subject,  he  would 
refer  hon.  Mouibcrs  to  the  evidence  giveu 
by  Dr.  M'Hide,  befoie  ibe  Bdumtum  Com- 
mittee, and  to  tbe  statement  of  one  of  the 
professors  at  Ma^'nooth.  The  modes  of 
publication  wcio,  ho  believed,  threefold — 
by  affixing  the  bull  on  the  church  doors, 
bj  reading  it  in  tbe  difierent  chorebes  of 
a  dioeese,  or  by  ddivcring  it  to  the  priest 
of  a  parish  to  communicate  to  each  indi- 
viduol  of  his  flock  its  contents.  Now  it 
was  rather  iinportaDt,  with  refercnco  to  the 
objeotion  wbiim  tbe  noble  Lord  bad  taken,  to 
ascertain  what  was  the  meaning  of  "  publi- 
cation" in  the  clause  which  he  (Sir  F.  The- 
siger) had  proposed  to  introduce.  The 
Bull  or  Brief  being  of  no  authority  until  it 
was  publisbed,  be  was  anxioos  to  know 
from  the  noble  Lord  whether  he  meant  to 
say  that  the  statute  of  Richard  II.  was  in 
force  at  the  preset  it  moment,  and  if  it  was 
to  be  made  available  against  aggres&ions 
of  this  kind?  He  bad  over  and  over  agfun 
asked  that  question  of  tbe  noble  Lord,  but 
be  could  get  no  answer  to  it.  He  had  also 
asked  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Soli- 
citor General  whether  it  was  meant  to 
punish  the  introduction  of  Bulls  and  Ke- 
scripts  under  tbe  statute  of  Ricbard  II., 
and  be  thought  he  was  entitled  to  a  distinct 
ahswer.  The  statute  of  Elizabeth,  accor- 
ding to  his  (Sir  V.  Thesiger's)  view,  now 
that  it  was  deprived  of  penalties,  had  no 
operation,  and  tbe  law  eould  only  be  made 
operative,  under  tbe  statute  of  Richard  II., 
for  publishini*.  Did  the  noble  Lord  mean 
that  that  law  should  be  in  force  or  not  ? 
The  noble  Lord  admitted  the  law  to  be  iu 
ensCenoe,  but  be  im^ned  to  consider  it  in- 
operative, and  he  chose  to  leave  it  in  that 
state,  or  rather  in  a  wor<^c  state  than  he 
found  it;  for,  by  refusing  to  legislate  upon 
the  basis  of  that  law,  he  left  it,  so  to  speak, 
more  of  a  dead  letter  than  it  was  before. 
If,  then,  the  nobl<>  Lord  did  not  intend 
t1:at  tlic  statute  of  Richard  11.  should  have 
an  effective  operation,  some  provisions 
would  be  wanted  to  meet  tho  veiy  ease 
wbicb  the  noble  Lord  bad  told  tbe  House 
tbey  ongbt  to  be  prepared  to  meet.  They 
ought  not  to  proceed  so  much  against  tho 
assTimpfion  of  titles  as  against  the  publica- 
tion ol  l^uils,  and  if  their  legislation  was 
not  Creeled  to  that  quarter,  tbe  law,  he 
eould  assure  them,  would  be  inefficient  and 
inoperative.  He  maintained,  then,  that 
the  noble  Lord  could  not  fairly  and  pro- 
perly object  to  the  clause  which  he  (Sir  P. 
Sir  F,  Thetif/cr 


Thesiger)  bad  proposed  to  introduce,  be« 

cause  it  was  framed  in  accordance  with  the 
principle  of  the  statute  of  Richard  IT., 
while  it  mitigated  the  severity  of  that  law. 
No  one  would  tbink  of  applying  the  penal- 
ties of  prcBtnunire  to  the  offence  prohibited 
by  that  Act,  those  penalties  being,  in  fact, 
uncertain  and  unknown  at  tho  present  day. 
His  (Sir  F.  Thesiger's)  clause  would  Lave 
this  effect,  that  it  would  give  the  law  a 
modern  shape,  and  would  be  operative  in 
that  direction  wli rrc  tbe  noble  Lord  hail 
told  tbe  House  tlicv  ouijht  to  be  on  their 
guard.  What,  then,  were  the  objections 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  made  to  uie  par- 
ticular clause  which  he  had  proposed  ?  He 
said,  in  tho  fir-t  place,  that  an  objection 
had  bee^  made  by  the  Attorney  General  to 
this  clause,  because  it  apphed  a  double 
penalty  to  the  same  ofienoe.  It  was  tmo 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did  say 
that  it  would  impose  a  cumulative  penalty; 
hut  he  was  answered  at  the  time,  and  suc- 
cessfully answered,  that  the  offences  of  pro- 
curing a  Brief  from  Borne,  and  of  publish- 
ing a  Brief,  were  distinct  from  the  ofienoe 
of  an  assumption  of  a  title  under  that 
Brief ;  and  that,  therefore,  there  was  no 
reason  why  there  should  not  be  a  penalty 
for  each  offence.  But  a  cumulative  penalty 
was  an  additiimal  penalty  for  the  same  of- 
fence. He  had  disposed,  therefore,  of  that 
objection.  With  regard  to  the  next  objfic- 
tion,  the  noble  Lord  said  that  the  words 
"  publishing  or  putting  in  use  iu  any  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom  any  snob  Bull, 
Brief,  or  Rescript,'  might  possibly  apply 
to  the  publishing  of  the  Bull,  Brief,  or  Re- 
script  in  the  newspapers;  and  tho  nnhlo 
Lord  said  that  this  would  be  too  paltry  att 
offence  for  tbe  Attorney  General  to  proao- 
cute.  He  apprehended  tiiat  tbe  noble 
Lord  was  entirely  mistaken,  and  nolxirly 
who  looked  at  the  clause  could  fail  in  jm  r- 
ceive  that  this  was  not  such  a  publication 
as  he  (Sir  F.  Thesiger)  had  described  to 
the  House.  [The  Solicitor  Gbrbbal  ex- 
pressed his  dissent.]  Hishnn.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Solicitor  General  shook  his 
head,  but  probably  he  had  better  hear  him 
to  the  end,  and  then  answer  him.  In 
newspapers,  there  could  not  be  a  publi- 
cation of  a  Bull  or  Rescript,  but  a  publica- 
tion of  a  copy  of  a  Bull  or  Rescript  ;  and, 
therefore,  be  contended  that  it  would  be 
absurd  to  say  that  this  provision  voiild 
reach  editors  or  proprietors  of  newspapera. 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  there  was  an  ob- 
jection to  a  provision  which  imposed  a 
penalty  on  persons  procuring  these  Bulls 
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from  Rome,  because  there  would  be  a  difii- 
eolty  in  oVtetnhig  eyidenee  of  the  fnct. 
But  this  had  been  an  offence  from  the  time 
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of  Richard  II.,  and  nobody  before  ever 
made  it  an  objection  to  the  law  that  it  was 
diffioilt  to  prove  an  offence  under  it.  The 
ASSenltjr  of  proof  might  he  an  nnfortmiate 
eireumstance,  but  it  was  no  reason  why  the 
lavr  should  not  exist.    These  were  the 
whole  of  the  o1>if^ction3  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  to  make  to  the  clause,  and  he 
ippealed  to  the  House  whether  he  had  not 
pna  e  satisfactory  answer  to  eaeh  of 
tbem.  Well,  then,  it  had  been  supposr-d, 
tt  least  the  noble  Lord  rather  sug£rest(  I  it 
the  other  eTening,  that  this  elauso  uud  the 
idditioas  to  his  Bill  bed  been  introdaeed 
bj  bim  (Sir  F.  Thenger)  in  a  spirit  <^  per- 
wutioD.    [  Lord  Jonx  Russbll  here  made 
ao  observation.]    The  noble  Lord  said 
iMwoold  not  say  that  it  was  in  the  spirit 
sf  a  persecutor;  but  he  (SirF.  Thesiger) 
certainly  understood  those  words  so  convey 
what  they  did  not  express.    He  was 
obliged  to  the  noble  Lord  for  acquitting 
Um  now  of  that  intentioa,  for  Us  object 
was  to  carry  out  the  views  and  intentions 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  ho  thought  he  liad 
STJCcefMlcd  in   that  object,    lie  was  sure 
thai  ihc  House  would  agree  that  the  clause 
vbich  he  had  proposed  would  not  interfer^ 
with  liberty  of  conscience  or  the  religious 
feelings  of  the  people.    This  was  not  a 
ikaule  of  Churches,  but  a  contest  for  .su- 
premacy; it  was  a  question,  an  the  noble 
Lord  had  truly  expressed  St,  whether 
Her  tfajesty  was  to  be  the  undonbied  So- 
▼ereign  of  Her  roalm«.    They  cortainly 
vece  suffering  from  the  weakness  and 
vaeiUatioD  of  their  legislation.    He  found 
Aat,  lerf  reoenilj,  this  conntiy  had  he- 
eome  the  subject  of  the  special  care 
ftnd  attention  of  his  Holiness  the  Pope. 
He  obsenred  that  there  had  been  published 
sa  appeal  to  the  piety  and  charity  of  the 
Italians,  which  had  issued  from  Rome,  and 
^hich  had  been  published  in  one  of  our 
journals  last   Tuesday.     This  document 
began  by  saying  that — 

"  Amount  all  the  foreign  missions,  that  of  Lon- 
don presoiits  the  greatest  hopes  and  denaandfl.'* 
Aad  Uiftt,  (herdbre^  "  the  project  has  been  ap- 
piVfed  I17  «ede«la«tleal  authority  of  building  .1 
'p.v-ioua  church  in  the  coiitrc  of  Lomlon,  in  a  fine 
pHitioD,  in  one  af  the  most  roiigesuo  streets  in 
^  city,  principally  for  tlie  vie  of  the  Italians, 
an.3  ihencc  of  other  foreigners,  rxs  well  as  of  the 
&^v^.  la  Ibis  way  there  will  be  in  the  capital 
of  tbe  British  cmpir«  a  chnroK  Roman  not  only 
la  iu  &iih  and  principle,  l)nt  also  in  its  rites,  in 
^  ceremonies,  and  in  the  practices  of  sound  de>- 
'  i;  achndisiBibrinitsaMtNklooiistnM- 


tion  to  the  ancient  Christian  tomplcs~-«  cboroh 
which,  at  tbe  express  wish  of  the  Holy  Father  will 
be  dedicated  to  the  Prinoe  of  the  Apostles,  St. 
Peter — a  church  which  will  bo  always  governed 
by  a  con;;re£;ation  of  Italian  secular  priests  founded 
at  Rome,  that  the  Roman  spirit  mar  always  in- 
tlutiuco  the  same.  The  holiness  of  our  Lord 
Pope  Pius  IX.  has,  in  his  provident  seal,  for  the 
good  of  religion  and  souls,  by  nienns  of  the  holy 
Congregation  for  Propagating  tho  Faith,  and  ot 
that  of  tlie  bishops  and  religious  orders,  caused 
this  great  work  to  be  moat  urgently  recommended 
to  the  oharity  of  Italian  believers,  and  to  the  zeal 
of  the  bishops  of  Italy.  Moreover,  the  mo^jt  emi- 
nent and  most  rev.  Cardinal  Witemant  Arcbbbhop 
of  Wcfftminster,  Ordinary  of  London,  has  equally 
rceomTncnded  this  most  interesting  work.  And 
the  most  eminent  and  most  rev.  the  Cardinal 
Vicar  h^  pnbUsbed  a  aeotMid  notifloation,  dated 
March  26,  1851,  in  which  ho  repeats  his  recom- 
mendation to  the  Roman  charity  of  this  most  pious 
object.  Finally,  his  Holiness  himself,  by  his  re- 
script to  tho  holy  Congregation  of  Propagating 
thie  Faith,  dated  March  9,  1851,  has  granted  an 
indulgence  of  100  days  to  whomioevw  shall  eon" 
tribute  any  alms  to  this  mbiU" 

This  Mras  followcJ  by  a  notification  from 

the  Archbishop  of  Fl' rrnce,  in  which,  ap- 
pealing also  to  the  piety  aiul  charity  of  the 
Italian  people,  he  had  intimated  that 

"  Uis  Holiness  Pius  IX.,  at  the  request  of  cer- 
tain English  Catholics,  has  deigned  lately  to 
grant  an  indulgence  of  100  days  to  whosoever 
may  recite  three  Av«  Mariagf  with,  after  each, 
the  tnvoeatton  Awe&km  CkriiUnorvm  ora  pi-o 
ikJj!.",  and  plenary  imlulszence  for  one  day  at  their 
own  choice  to  whosoever  shall  have  recited  them 
for  one  entire  month,  provided  tiiat,  harbg  con- 
fessed and  communicated,  he  shall  pray  parUon- 
larly  for  the  Catholic  Church  of  England." 

Now,  he  appealed  to  the  hen.  Members 
whether,  a  few  years  ago,  before  they  had 
deprived  themselves  of  the  securities  which 
existed  by  law,  they  would  hare  been  er- 
posed  to  these  reputed  aggressions  and 
insults  ?  But  after  they  had  disarmed 
themselves,  they  were  constantly  subjected 
to  attacks  of  this  description.  It  appeared 
that  the  Pope  now  heliered  in  their  weak* 
ness,  trusted  to  their  unfortunate  divisions, 
an  J  put  forward  his  pretensions;  and  he  called 
on  hon.  Mcmhers,  before  it  was  too  late,  to 
be  warned  by  tiie  conduct  of  tbe  Holy  See 
aa  to  what  they  were  to  expeet  in  fhtare, 
and  to  endeavovt  if  possible,  to  legislate 
in  such  a  manner  as  w(  uM  afford  an  effi- 
cient defence  against  the  dangers  by  which 
they  were  threatened.  He  confessed  it 
appeared  to  him,  that  if  they  failed  at  this 
last  moment,  it  could  only  be  from  this 
circumstance — that  the  guardians  of  our 
Protestant  constitution  having  neglected 
their  trust,  andha^ng  invited  tte  advaaeea 
of  the  Boman  Cathouoa>  now  at  the  laal 
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menidDt  feeling  the  difficulty  of  tlieir  po&i> 
tioB,  and  tiie  neeemitj  of  povidbg  Mmie 

protection,  had  presented  Varrien,  which, 
a  adopted,  would  aford  no  Booarit;;  against 
filturo  aggru^sioQ. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
Aat  his  hon.  and  leaned  Friend  had  eer- 
tainly  shown  at  the  conelasion  of  his  speech 
that  in  submitting  bis  proposition  io  the 
House,  he  was  aninmtod  by  a  very  differ- 
ent spirit  from  that  iu  which  the  Bill  had 
heea  brought  forward  by  Her  Mi^esty's 
Government.  He  did  not  say  this  because 
he  believed  tbftt  tlio  proposals  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  materially  alter 
the  charaeter  of  the  JBUl;  but  it  was  evi- 
dent, from  the  hitter  part  of  the  speeeh  of 
his  hoQ.  and  learned  Friend,  that,  in  his 
opinion.  Parliament  had  gone  too  far  in 
assenting  to  the  Relief  Bill  of  1829. 
[Cheers.]  Those  cheers  of  hon.  Gcntle> 
men  opposite  made  their  sentiments  upon 
that  point  perfeetly  intelligible.  Those 
hoQ.  Gentlemen  who  disapproved  of  the 
measure  of  1829,  were,  ho  thought,  mis- 
taken if  they  supposed  that  the  clause  in- 
troduced by  way  of  amendment  had  really 
any  great  eflbct  in  that  direetionf  bat  their 
intention  was  soffieientlymauifest.  The  Bill 
introduced  upon  the  present  occassionby  Iler 
Majesty's  Government  went  on  the  directly 


Friend  effect  ?  Why, 


leained  Friend  effect?  Why,  thoaa 
Avendflieiiti  woidd  in  iw  dsgree  idd  la 
the  strength  9f  the  Bill,  while  thef  waM 

oreate  very  oonsiderablo  irritation  amon^ 
the  Roman  Cntholic  body.  His  hon.  ami 
learned  Iricud  hud  oiiked  whether 
Majesty's  Govenosent  thought  tfaat  II 
would  be  advisable  to  prosecute  under  the 
Act  of  Richard  IT.  ?  Now,  he  (the  Soli- 
citor General)  had  no  h^'sitation  in  saying 
that  it  would  not  bo  advisable.  No  one 
ooold  think  at  the  pieaent  daj  ef  inetitm» 
ing  a  prosecuUon  in  order  to  enforce  ths 
penalties  of  prc^minire.  With  regard  to 
the  Act  of  Klizabetb,  it  was  well  known 
that  tiiough  nothing  of  the  penalties  of  that 
Aot  reniained,  yet  the  pronibitkm  nbuuo^ 
ed,  and  the  proceeding  against  whioh  il 
was  directed  continued  to  he  a  misdemei^ 
nour.  The  Bill,  as  proposed  by  Her  M». 
jesty's  Government,  would  punish  the  aa- 
sumption  of  titles;  but  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Priend  would  pnaisli 
the  pablieation  of  Bulli«  Kow,  that  lattev 
arrangement  would  ho  an  infraction  of  the 
Act  of  1829.  It  would  be  an  aitcration  in 
itself  vexatious^  while  it  WQiUd  be  produc* 
tl?e  of  no  special  advantage  whatever.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  the  ofibnces  which  bin 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  create,  could 
ftever  be  establishod  f\irfiinst  any  body. 


oppoiiite  principle.  The  ubjuut.  of  the  Go-  j  Ilia  hou.  and  leai  uud  rieud  would  puoiali 
Temnentwastoadhere  to  the  arrangement !  with  a  penalty  of  1(MM,  tlw  ^tNtm  of 


— he  would  noteall  it  compact,  for  there  had  procuring  a  boll  ftom  Boae;  bat  was  U 
been  no  cnra pact — of  1829.  The  Bill  recited  probable  that  any  person  could  ever  be 


and  aftorvrnrds  at  the  suir-  I  cotivicted 


in  the  |in  am1>l« 

guBtioii  uf  hi2»  hou.  and  learned  friend  (Mr, 
Walpole),  it  was  deelared  in  the  BMaanre 
itself,  that  the  act  whioh  had  given  such 

offence  throughout  this  oonntry  was  an  in- 
fraction of  the  existing  law  ;  and,  having 
made  that  declaraiiou,  it  proceeded  to  pro- 
fide  tlial  the  reetrietten  whieh  had  existed  in 
the  Aot  of  1829  witli  respect  to  all  exist- 
ing  scea  of  the  Established  Church,  should 


of  that  offence  npou  any  e?!* 
deuce  on  whioh  a,  jury  could  rely  f  Qia 
hen.  and  learned  Friend  had  eafd  that  tli« 

noble  Lord  was  entirely  mistaken  as  to  tba 
moaning  of  the  word  "  publishing."  Ao- 
L  iiiling  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
"  pui»li:>hiug"  did  not  me&n  publishing  iu 
newspapers,  bnt  H  pohlleatioa  Ofdev  «f 
the  bishop,  or  the  aet  of  affixiiig  the  Bidl 
to  the  church  doors;  so  that  they  were  not 


be  extended  to  any  sees  named  from  cities  i  to  have  a  conviction  under  the  proposal  of 


or  towns  in  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
Bin  entirdj  abided  by  the  spirit  of  the 
clause  in  the  Act  of  1829,  whieh  had 
clearly  for  its  object  the  prevention  of 
eonflicting  titles  by  the  assumption  of  a 
right  to  sees  on  the  part  of  Roman  Catholio 
bishops.  By  that  arrangement  they  at- 
tained the  two  great  objeete  whieh  it  was 
desired  to  achieve — namely,  an  assertion 
of  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  by  a  strong 
di^laratiun  of  the  Legislatin-e,  and  a  secu- 
rity against  any  future  iufraction  of  the 
priaei^  of  the  Aet  of  1839.  Now,  what 
would  the  Anendoieiiti  ef  hU  hon,  and 


his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ontil  some  por- 
soo  should  prove  that  be  had  seen  a  BuU, 
with  its  seal  attached,  banging  from  soBaa 
church  door.  This  would  indeed  be  an 
extraonlinarv  addition  tn  those  bulwark 
of  the  i'rotestant  faith  of  which  bis  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  spoken.  ISow,  he 
believed  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  waa 
much  mistaken  if  he  supposed  that  soeli  m 
offence  could  ever  bo  established  Rf^ninat 
anvbodv.  lie  should  fui  tlier  say  that  he 
believed  the  Judges  of  this  country  would 
not  attrilnite  to  we  word  pnbliahing"  the 
mmiog  wbioli M  bean •ttMbod tp Hlqf 
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Us  boo.  and  )aanMd  "Wnmd;  and  that  the 

pvbltiheruf  a  nowfjpnpor,  who  should  bo  bo 
U!-aiiTi3€tl  as  to  in>Li  t  .i  Bull  ui  itsoolumna, 
wmiM  ill  escape  Uom  iha  pcuoltiea  which 
lii  hm,  and  leanied  Friend  woiUd  impose, 
vlirtlie  plea  that  he  had  merely  inserted 
a  eopj  of  the  document.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  seemed  to  Buppo^e — though 
W  iraa  eciaddeui  the  expectation  was  urru- 
wmm — tbat  if  ihoiild  perraede  the 
Hooae  to  i^^ret  to  Ue  Amendments  iu  that 
iutanee,  he  might  hereafter  pcrsiiadc  them 
to  legislate  in  the  spirit  to  which  he  had 
zetenred  towiurda  the  oonciuiiioa  of  his  oh- 
ia  m  wfirit  wUeb  would  lead 
to  repeal  the  Ae(  of  1829,  hy  which 
tl«T  had  effaced  from  our  Statute-hook  the 

m 

hst  remnants  of  anytbiucj  in  the  shape  of 
perseeuuoQ.    T  iie  Amendments  of  his  hon. 
lad  learned  Friend  were  not  framed  in  the 
ifeil  ef  tbe  Aet  of  1829,  which  the  Roman 
Cstholica  of  Bogland  and  Ireland  l  i  u^idwo 
rd  the  charter  of  tlieir  liberties;  and  it  was 
«s  that  account,  and  not  because  he  thought 
tkere  was  any  real  stringency  iu  those 
tiint  be  hoped  tbe  Home 
reject  the  clause. 
Mb.  roebuck  said,  ho  was  sure  that 
hmewer  inipntiont  the  Hfiu-^e  micrbt  be, 
they  woaid  uut  wi^h  to  hurry  the  ques- 
lan  to  *  diHiion,  efen  though  dinner 
Anld  wait.    He  came  before  them  with 
great  diffidence,  for  ho  knew  that,  as  ro- 
ftrded  the  feelings  with  which  he  looked 
^<m  tl^  peculiar  faith  inTolved,  he  eoin- 
mkd  man  with  the  great  majority  against 
thna  he  should  vote,  than  he  did  with 
these  with  whom  he  should  act  with  re- 
tpect  to  tli-^  mode  iu  which  that  faith 
i^fioki  be  irca.ted.    He  did  not  think  thitt 
Ibe  Henea  knew  whnt  it  wns  mhont — ^nor 
iad  be  believe  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  had  last  spoken  knew  the 
K'Q?eqnenecs — he  would  not  say  of  his 
fttra  Biii,  for  it  was  now  nobody's  Bill — but 
•C  the  measure  he  defended.   He  did  not 
ngud  the  question  u  »  mere  religiont 
UK,  bat  loohiitg  nt  the  clause  as  a  legis- 
lator, he  did  not  scruple  to  say  that  one 
matt  mischtCTOus  never  was  submitted  to 
tib  House.  He  regretted  to  hear  the  hon. 
«d  lenmed  If enber  fior  Abingdon  addieet 
Itiaiself  to  stale  and  exploded  prejudices, 
tod  endeavour  to  drag  back  the  pubUc 
Bind  to  that  thraWom  from  which  it  had 
m  long  been  cniancipated.    lie  hud  talked 
ihpn  the  inenlto  mfered  to  this  eonntry 
^  Pope  and  the  Arehbishop  of  Flor- 
eoce.    Now  all  tlie  poor  Archbishop  liad 
<bae,  was  to  ask  his  people  to  pray  for  the 


Roman  Catholics  of  tluf  eonn^;  and  thtt 

Pope  had  only  endeavoured  to  raise  money 
to  build  a  catheJnil.  Tic  wag  not  going  to 
subscribe  towarUu  tiio  building  of  the  qhui'oU 
projected  by  the  Pope;  but  he  would  ask, 
was  this  any  more  than  was  done  every  d^ 
by  the  Society  for  the  Propagation  of  the 
Gospol  in  Foreii^u  Parts  •!  ^V'o  were  ia 
ailiaiicc  with  tiie  SuUdU  of  Turkfiy,  imd 
ho  appealed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  eppo* 
site  (Sir  R,  H.  Inglis),  whether  he  would 
not  consider  a  mission  to  that  country  % 
laudable  object  ?  If  the  missionaries  en- 
deavoured to  foroo  theur  religion  on  the 
Turks  by  force  of  arms,  they  would*  of 
course,  be  wrong;  but  they  appealed  to 
their  intellect.  They  had  no  power  over 
them  except  over  their  minds;  and  he  would 
a»k  \>'hat  other  was  tlie  power  of  Homo  in 
England  9  As  far  as  he  regarded  his  own 
mind,  the  Pope  had  no  power  at  all;  but  ha 
had  no  religious  prejndlma.  These  were 
little  points  which,  however  powerful,  did 
little  benefit  either  to  their  morality  or 
their  religion.  The  Sohoitor  General  said 
that  the  olause  did  not  alter  the  Bill;  hut 
the  hon.  Member  for  Abiugdon  did  not 
agree  with  hira,  and  the  latter  hon.  Mem" 
ber  was  right  as  to  the  matter  of  fact,  ft 
would  make  the  Bill  much  more  striiigcut 
and  miiohievout.  Thej  had  talked  of  tha 
Act  of  1829;  but  he  proposed  to  go  haok 
as  fnr  as  the  times  of  the  Cnnqnoror,  nnd 
coming  down  step  by  stc{)  (lu  v  would  hud 
that  in  the  days  of  liicharU  11.  the  Pope 
had  acquired  a  power  which  had  increaiod 
hour  by  hour,  by  invasion  of  the  king'i 
prerogative,  by  interferinr:^  "with  the  ap- 
pointment of  our  bishops,  and  the  like, 
until  at  last  the  Pope  had  actually  exeomi 
munioated  the  whole  kingdom,  ana  brought 
it  undtt  subjection  to  himself.  Then  the 
statute  of  Richard  was  enacted,  declaring 
that  whoever  brought  into  the  kingdom  a 
Bull  from  Rome  t5uching  the  king's  rogal-^ 
ity,  or  the  power  of  .the  Crown,  should  be 
deemed  guilty  of  treason.  So  it  would  he 
now,  without  any  new  Act.  It  was  an  in<« 
fringomcnt  of  the  power  of  the  Crown,  of 
the  regality,  which  the  Act  of  Richard  II. 
touched.  Any  person  who,  by  authority 
from  abroad,  no  matter  whether  from  the 
Pope  of  Rome,  the  King  of  France,  or  the 
Emperor  of  Germnnv,  nttempted  to  do  this 
in  this  kingdom,  would  be  guilty  of  treason. 
The  Act  of  Richard  II.  was  a  mere  aiHr« 
motion  of  the  common  law.  The  13di 
Elizabeth  went  much  farther.  It  did  not 
rp^^nrc!  s'mply  that  cla<^s  of  T?itlls  which 
ailected  the  regality  of  the  Crown;  biU  il 
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made  the  person  who  brought  is  any  kind 

of  Bull  guiltj  of  treason.  A  religion  might 
he  considered  in  three, points  of  vieff  by 
the  State  :  it  might  be  cherished  and  made 
a  State  insiitutiou  like  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land; it  might  be  repudiated,  and  the 
powera  of  the  State  directed  to  root  it  out; 
or  it  might  he  considered  with  perfect  in- 
difTereneo.  The  Roman  Catholic  religion 
had  gone  through  all  these  phases  in  this 
eountry.  First,  it  was  the  religion  of  the 
State;  then  it  was  one  which  tlie  State  at- 
tempted to  root  out;  the  loUi  Elizabeth 
had  dono  that;  for  it  was  impossible,  ac- 
cording to  the  law  of  England  at  that  time, 
for  a  Roman  Catholic  priest  either  to  be 
made  or  to  rcnmiu  in  E:iL:b\n(l;  nnd  to 
bring  in  a  Bull  of  any  description  from  the 
Pope  was  treason.  Tliat  was  done  for  the 
purpose  of  rooting  ont  the  CatboUo  rdigion; 
Dnt  the  intention  had  signally  faQed — for 
you  could  not  have  the  Roman  Catholic 
rcli^^ioa  in  any  country  without  having 
eonunnnication  with  the  Pope  of  Home. 
Increasing  enlightenment  had  shown  that 
it  was  totally  impossible  to  govern  Ireland 
with  those  laws  existinfj.  He  had  alwavs 
thought  that  the  right  bon.  and  learned 
Genueman  (Sir  F.  Thesiger)  was  a  follower 
of  the  late  eminent  and  lamented  states- 
man, Sir  Robert  Pec!;  and  if  ever  there 
was  a  Government  which  marked  its  sense 
of  the  total  impossibility  of  governing  tliiii 
conntry  on  the  old  principle  of  exclnsion  of 
the  Catholic  religion,  it  was  that  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  in  which  Lord  Lynd- 
hurst  was  Chancellor,  and  Sir  Robert  Peel 
led  the  Honse  of  Commons.  No  three  men 
were  more  strongly  pledged  against  Ca- 
tholic emancipation  ;  nevertheless,  they 
came  down  and  told  Parliament  that  the 
time  had  come  when  there  must  be  a  total 
change  of  policy  with  regard  to  the  Catho- 
lic religion.  He  (Mr.  Roebuck)  quanelled 
not  with  the  opposition  o'f  the  bon.  Baronet 
(Sir  II.  H.  Inglis)  to  this  Amendment,  for 
the  hon.  l>aroaet  had  always  adhered  to 
the  bigoted  view  of  the  subject.  Bat  how 
the  hon.  and  learned  GenUcman  (Sir  F. 
Thesiger)  could  propose  to  return  to  it,  he 
could  not  understand.  Parliament  had 
taken  the  step  with  their  eyes  open.  No 
one  saw  the  consequences  better  than  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  that  day,  who,  in 
1828,  made  the  most  powerful  speech  ever 
made  against  Roman  Catholic  Emancimk- 
taon.  The  Dnke  of  Wellington  and  Sir 
Robert  Peel  were  almost  pledged  by  their 
personal  honour  to  resist  it;  and  yet  those 
tiiree  told  the  Parliament  that  they  would  1 

Mr.  Boebuek 


no  longer  govern  tbe  conntiy  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  exclusion— that  they  mnst  admit 

the  Catholic  religion  and  those  who  pro- 
fessed it  to  all  the  privileges  which  others 
enjoyed,  with  certain  marked  exceptions 
stated  in  the  BiU.  It  was  hnpoisible  for 
any  one  who  regarded  this  question  with 
the  eve  of  a  statesman,  not  to  sec  that  at 
that  time  there  was  drawn  a  broad  line 
of  dmnarcation  between  past  and  comii^ 
legislation.  We  had  admitted  the  Roman 
<^nf holies  to  be  our  fellow-citizens  in  fact 
as  well  as  in  name;  we  had  in  so  manj 
words  admitted  their  religion  to  be  pul^ 
licly  professed  here.  It  was  acknowledged 
every  time  a  Roman  Catholic  Member 
came  to  that  table  to  take  the  oath.  Nowr 
no  man  could  be  a  lioman  Catholic  unless  he 
acknowledged  the  Pope  of  Home  to  he  the 
head  of  that  religion.  But  this  Bill  ssid 
that  every  Bull  such  as  was  described  in . 
its  preamble  should  be  null  and  void.  The 
words  of  the  first  clause  were  remarkable : 
"All  snch  Briefs,  Rescripts,  or  Lettcn 
Apostolic;  and  all  and  erery  the  jurisdic- 
tion, authority,  pre-eminence,  or  title,  con- 
ferred, or  intended  to  be  conferred  tboreby, 
are  and  shall  be  deemed  unlawlui  and 
▼md.*'  If  tlus  Bill  became  law,  let  not 
the  Government  suppose  they  could  con- 
trol its  application;  he  would  show  tlum 
they  coulil  not.  Suppose  that  he,  a  Fro 
testaut,  had  a  Caiuuiic  cousin,  the  retiult 
of  a  Catholic  marriages  ud  that  the  law 
said  if  that  cousin  were  a  bastard,  be  was 
entitled  to  the  estate.  He  brought  an 
action  of  ejectment  against  his  cousin,  and 
then  went  about  to  prove  that  he  was  not 
bom  in  wedlock:  he  proved  that  Ins 
parents  were  married  by  a  Catholic  priest; 
and  there  was  no  registration  in  Ireland,  or 
in  Kngiaud,  to  come  in  aid  of  that  evi- 
dence :  ho  prored  diat  the  priest  was  or- 
duned  by  tne  Ardbbishop  of  Armagh,  and 
that  the  person  so  styling  himself,  had 
been  appointed  by  a  Papal  Rescript, 
ua  was  here  described.  Now,  murK  iue 
operation  of  this  Bnll.  This  Reaeript,  BaU, 
or  Brief,  being  totally  unlawful  and  vmdt  it 
followed  that  the  archbishop  was  no  arch- 
bishop at  all ;  that  the  peraon  he  had  or- 
dained was  no  priest  at  all;  and  that  a  marri- 
age solemnised  by  such  a  person  was  not  a 
marriage :  hence  his  Catholic  cousin  was  a 
bastard,  and  therefore  the  verdict  must  bo 
for  the  plalntitf.  lie  was  astounded  at  tbo 
d^ree  of  ignorance  which  had  been  dis» 
played  in  &ese  provisions.  Could  any 
man  suppose  that  .such  an  Act  would  not 
bo  enforced  in  Irelandf  or  that  a  man  who 


i^iyui^L.^  Ly  Google 


225 


Ecclenaitical  Titles       {July  4,  1851}         Assumption  Bill. 


226 


thirsted  for  an  estate,  nnfl  snw  such  a 
means  of  obtaining  it,  would  not  try  the 
drnnoei  of  tlie  law  f  Ym,  he  would  try  a 
vufSnt;  Mid  if  they  decided  against  Mm, 
he  would  go  to  the  Queen's  Bench;  and  if 
that  Court  were  against  hun,  he  would 
then  try  the  House  of  Lords.  And  would 
the  Honso  of  Lords  say  tiiat  the  Aet  they 
had  passed  was  a  aooeatUy — would  they 
say  that  a  priest  was  aptiest,  tiiat  a  bishop 
was  a  bishop,  who  had  been  inado  hy  a 
Rescript  which  they  had  declared  to  be  null 
lad  void  ?  It  might  be  said  that  the 
bishops  who  assumed  titles  in  Ireland  now 
did  it  illegally,  that  it  was  eonti*ary  to  the 
Act  of  1829;  but  that  Act  contained  no- 
thing to  make  the  Rescripts  under  which 
they  were  appointed  null  and  void;  and 
tlierefore,  ns  the  law  stood  at  present,  a 
marriage  by  a  Catholic  priest  was  good  in 
Uw.  But  tlie  Bill  before  the  House  was 
not  only  enacting,  bat  declaratory  of  the 
law;  it  overrode  ma  Aet  of  1829,  and  made 
the  law  for  ages  past;  and  it  would  render 
doubtful  every  title  dependent  upon  a  nmr- 
ria<^e  by  a  Ivuiuau  Catholic  priest  in  Ire- 
Itaii  It  had  been  suggested  that  it  was 
not  neecssarj  for  a  person  to  be  in  holy 
orders  to  make  a  {rood  marriao'C.  But 
though  iu  both  England  and  Ireland  the 
narriagca  of  Dissenting  ministers  were 
good,  it  was  necessary  that  thej  ^oald  be 
such  ministers;  and  if  a  man  professed  to 
be  a  Catholic  priest,  and  was  not  so,  the 
marriage  ho  solemmsed  was  no  marriage  at 
sll  On  these  gnmnds  he  appealed  to  tho 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell},  not  only 
against  the  Amendments  of  Sir  F.  Thesigcr, 
but  against  the  Bill  altogether.  It  pro- 
posed things  which  must  of  necessity  be  the 
groondworlc  of  dissension,  litigation,  and 
misery.  If  it  were  put  into  execution,  it 
would  be  the  brand  of  discord  in  Ireland; 
if  not,  it  would  be  the  shame  of  that  Uouse 
uid  the  rarliameut  that  passed  it.  He 
would  not  criticise  tho  wording  of  the  pre- 
amble, but  it  was  in  reality  not  English. 
lt«;  *•  whereases  "  were  placed  ns  if  they 
had  been  there  by  accident.  From  begin- 
ning to  end  it  was  hardly  intelligible;  bat 
if  it  had  an  inteUtgible  meaning  it  was 
such  as  he  had  described. 

Mil.  NAPIER  rose  to  spcalc,  hut  the 
impatience  of  the  House  for  a  division  was 
so  great,  that  the  hoo.  and  learned  Hem- 
bcr  resumed  hi.s  seat. 

[The  Irish  Members,  as  on  a  prcrlous 
occasion,  left  the  House  in  a  body.  J 

(Question  put,  "  i  hat  tiie  words  proposed 
to  be  left  ont  sUnd  part  of  the  Bill." 
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The  House  divided  :— Ayes  208;  liloes 
129 ;  Majority  79. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Aoland,  Sir  T.  D. 

Arbutlinott,  lion.  IT, 
ArchcUiU.  C'apt.  M. 
Arkwright,  U. 
Bailov,  J. 
Baillio,  II.  J. 
Baird,  J. 
Ualdock,  E.  H. 
Bankc'8,  G. 
15;irin>;^,  T. 
Harrow,  W.  U, 
Bate^ou,  T. 
Bockott,  W. 
Bcnbow,  J. 
Bennot,  P. 
Bcrkelej.hon.  6.F. 
Boflt»  J. 
Blair.  S. 

Blaiidfonl,  Miirq,  of 
Booker,  T,  W. 
Bowles,  Adm.. 
Braniston,  T.W. 
Bremridgti,  R. 
Brisco,  M. 
T^oadlcy,  IT. 
bruadwood,  Hi 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brown,  If, 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
I3iiek,  L.  W. 
BuUcr,  Sir  J.  T. 
Bunbury,  W.  Bt 
Bnrroll,  Sir  0.  M. 
Burrougbes,  U.  H, 
CablMU,  B.  B. 
Carcw.  Vr.  II.  P. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Child,  S. 

Cholmcley,  Sir  M. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Christy,  S. 

Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hou.  K..  IL 
Clivo,  U.  B. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Codrington,  Sir  W. 
Coloa,  II.  B. 
ronipton,  H.  C. 
Co[>e!aucI,  Aid. 
Corry,  rt.  lion.  II.  L. 
Cotton,  hon,  W.  II,  S. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Darner,  hon.  Col. 
Davics,  D.  A.  S. 
Doedea,  W. 
Dontson,  E. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dod,  J.  W. 
Druramonrl,  TT. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncombc,  hon.  A, 
Dunconibo,  hoo.  0. 
Duncufl,  J. 
Dundas,  O. 
Du  Pro,  CO. 
Egcrton,  W.  T. 
Evel/o,  W.  J. 
Famr,  J. 


Fellowef,  E. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forb«a,  W. 

Forester,  hon.  O,  C.  W, 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
Fmhfield.  J.  W. 
Frewcn,  C.  IL 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P, 
Galway,  Visct. 
Gnskcll,  J.  M. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Goooh,  S. 
Gordob,  Adm. 
Goulbum,  rt.  Imn.  H. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Greenall,  Q. 
Greene,  T. 
Grogan,  E. 
Gaorasey,  Lord 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Ilallbrd,  Sii-  II. 
Halt.  Sir  B. 
TIall.CoL 
Uallewell,  E.  G. 
Hnlsey,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  J.  U. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Hnstie,  A 
I]«ald,  J. 
^pley.J.W. 
II«rri«t,  rt.  hoD.  J,  C. 
UorvDj,  Lord  A. 
llildyard.T.  B.  T. 
Hill.  Lord  E. 
Hindiey,  C. 
Hodgson,  \V.  N. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jones,  Gapt. 
Kenrlwii,  Sir'E. 
Knight,  P.  W- 
Knox,  Gdi. 
Knbx,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lnoj-.  II.  C. 
Laugton,  W.  IL  P.  G. 
Lnwloy,  hon.  B.  VL 
Lennox,  Lord  A.  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
Lindiijiy,  hon.  Ool« 
Lookhart,  W. 
Long,  W. 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Lowthcr,  hon.  Col, 
Lowther,  H. 
Lygon,  boo.  Geo. 
Maekenxie,  W.  F. 
Mackic,  J. 
Mftndetriile,  Viaot. 
Manners,  Lord  G. 
Maiinur!*,  Lord  J. 
Alarcb,  Earl  of 
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MaunscU,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Mcux,  Sir  H. 
MUe«.P.W.S. 
MU«B.  W. 
Milncr,  W.  M.  £. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
MuUings,  J.  E4 
Mandy,  V. 
Napier,  J. 
jN««id,  J. 
Mewdef»te,  0.  N. 
Newport,  Visct. 
I^oel,  boa.  Q.  J. 
Otsnlston,  Lord 
Packc,  r.  W. 
Pakiugton,  Sir  J. 
FAlmer,  R. 
Peelp  Col. 
Pflnnaiit,  hon.  CoL 
PorfiMt,  Ri 
T*iir.,t,  F. 

riuwaen,  W.  II.  0, 
Pluinptro,  J.  P, 
PowcU,  Col. 
Powlett,  Lord  W. 
Primo,  R. 
Pugh,  D. 
Reid,  Col. 
lU'pton.  G.  W.  i. 
Uieliards,  R. 
Saudars,  G. 
Samiars,  J. 
Scolicll,  Capt. 
Scott,  iion.  F. 

List  0/ 

Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Aglionby,  H.  E. 
Anstey,  T.  V. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A» 
Armstron?.  R.  B. 
Ibiiu's.  rt.  lioti.  ^^.  T. 
Barium,  rt.  Itou.  Sir  F.T. 
Bm»,M.T. 
licU,  J. 

Berkeley,  Adm. 
Bemal,  R. 

Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Bouverie,  boD.  £.  P. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Buobary,  £.  II. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
€b«pUD,  W.  J. 
Clay,  J. 
riay.  Sir  W. 
Clemcuts,  hon.  C.  S. 
Codibiim,  Sir  A.  J.  £. 
f'olobrnftke,  SirT.E. 
Collins,  W. 
Cowper,  hon.  V,  F. 
Pnvie.  Sir  II.  R.  F. 
DawwD,  bon.  T,  V. 
Deoison,  J.  £. 
Douglas,  Sir  0.  E. 
Dtindafl,  Adm. 
Ehringtou,  Visct. 
Ellice,  rt.  hon.  £. 
£Uico,  £. 


Scabam,  Visot. 
Smyth,  J.  G. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerset,  Capt. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
StauutoD,  Sir  G.  T. 
Staart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thorohill,  G. 
ToUcmacbe,  J. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Tyler.  Sir  G. 
TyrcU,  Sir  J.  T, 
Vomer,  Sir  W. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Villiers,  Visot. 
Vivian,  J.  S. 
Vyao,  R.  II.  R.  TT. 
Waddiagton,  U.  S. 
Walpole»  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wclby.G.E. 
Wellesley,  Lord  0. 
Whitrsidp.  J. 
Wigram,  L.  T. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Willoughby,  Sir  IT. 
"Wortlev,  rt.  Lou.  J.  S. 
Wynn,  II.  W. 
Wynu,  Sir  W..W. 

TELLERS. 

Tbesigcr,  Sir  F. 
Bf-rcsford,  W. 

the  Noes. 

Elliot,  bon.  J.  £• 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Fi  tz  Pat  rick  ,rt.hOII.X.W. 
.  Foley.J.lLH. 
Porteseue,  0. 
Fortescuo,  hon.  J.  W» 
Freestun,  Col. 
Prenoh,  F. 
Geaoh,  0. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Goold,  W. 

(Iraliam,  rt.  linn.  Sir  J. 
(irey,  rt.  bon.  Sir  G. 
Groy,  R.W. 

Grnsvcimr,  l.nnl  R. 
Grosvenor,  Karl 
Harris,  R. 
Ilasfic.  .\  . 
liatchcU,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Uawes,  B. 

Il^adlam,  T.  E. 
llcncxige,  £. 
ITeriiert,  H.  A. 
Ilm'wrMxl,  J. 
liobhouse,  T.  B. 
Ilumphery,  AM. 
Ilutt,  W. 
Jcrmyu,  Earl 
Johnstone,  J. 
T  -I'  nuehere,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Lc-wiBj  G.  C. 


^ttleton)  hon.  £.  R*  . 
Loeke,  J. 

Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
M'Taggart,  Sir  J. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
M.irsliall,  W. 
Martin,  C. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
M  -  'yn  Jiun.  E.  M.I1. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
Norreyi,  Lord 
Norreys,  Sir  D«  J* 
O'Connor,  F. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Osborne,  R. 
Paget.  Lord  C. 
Patmerston,  Viiot* 

Parker,  J. 
Patteo,  J.  W. 
Peohell,  Sir  G.  B. 
Peel,  F. 
Pilkiugton,  J. 
Ponsonby,  hon.  C.  F«  A* 

Pusf.y,  V. 

RawdoD,  Col. 
Rice,  E.  R. 

Rich,  II. 

Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Romilly,  Col. 
Rumbold.  C.  £. 
RoBseU,  Lord  J. 


EttflseU,  F.  0.  H. 

Soholefleld,  V. 

Seymour,  H«  D* 
Sbafto,  R. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somers,  J.  P« 
8omerville,ii.hn.SirW. 
Sunsfield,  W.  R.  0. 
Satton,  J.  H. 
Tennent,  R.  J*. 
Tbicknesse,  R.  A* 
Thomcly,  T. 
ToUctnaehe,  hon.  F.  J. 
Towneley,  J. 
Trevor,  hon.  T. 
TnflwH,  rt.  bon.  B. 
Veruey,  Sir  11. 
Yillieni,  hon.O. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
"Wakley,  T. 
TTaU,  C.  B. 
Watlcins,  Ool.  L. 
"Williams,  J. 
WUlyams,  IL 
VilliamMn,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  bon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  Sir  W.  P. 

TKLLKRS. 

Hayter,  W.  G. 
BiU.  LordM. 


Mu.  i  ULSiii'lKLD  rose  to  movo  tho 
following  AmoDdment  to  thoSnd  Clsote 

**  Every  nuoh  perMm  ihall  be  deemed  to  be  nti 

offiTidiM-  umlcr  this  Act.  r\iid,  Wiwj:  lawfully  con- 
victed of  any  of  tbe  oflicnoos  hereinbefore  men- 
tioned upon  indietment  or  infimnatlon,  lie  afaall 
be  adiudgc<l  to  depart  out  of  this  Realm  witliiii  .% 
time  to  he  limited  in  such  judgmwt,  not  e^cccdioff 
three  calendar  months  mm  sneh  eonvietion,  and 
a  ct-rtificato  of  such  jurlgmcnt,  under  the  sen!  of 
tbo  Court  pronouncing  sucb  judgment,  or  tbe  si^^- 
nature  of  the  proper  ofllcer  «i  the  aaid  Goiirt,  lih*!! 
be  forthwith  deposited  l>y  tho  prosocutor  of  such 
indictment  or  information  at  the  Office  of  Ilcr  Ma- 
jesty's Prineipal  Seeretary  of  State  fyetbi  Hom« 
Po|).'irtmont ;  .Tnd  if  tbe  person  "o  conricted  shall 
be  found  within  this  Realm  after  such  timo  in. 
sneh  jndgment  limited,  It  shall  be  lawful  for  Her 
Majesty's  said  Secretary  of  St.ito,  nnd  lio  is  licreJiy 
required,  by  warrant  under  bis  hand  aiid  s»  al,  to 
give  such  person  in  oharge  of  one  of  Uor  Majesty's 
Messenger',  nr  of  such  ju  rson  to  whom  he  shrill 
think  fit  to  direct  suuh  warrant,  in  order  to  hia 
being  eondoeted  out  of  the  kingdom  in  sucb  man- 
ner as  sh.nll  he  suitabla  to  his  character  and  sta- 
tion ;  and  if  he  slmll  return  to  this  kingdom  after 
be  shall  have  been  a^jttdfsd  to  depart,  and  shall 
have  departed  or  bwn  removed  as  aforesaid,  ho 
shall  bo  liable  to  be  sent  beyond  f'cas,  as  is  pro- 
vided by  an  Act  ])a.Hscd  in  the  tenth  year  of  tUo 
rei;^  of  His  lat<?  .^laic^ty  King  G pff  '.'tlic  Fourtli, 
c.  7>  ia  tbe  case  of  Jesuits  and  muiubers  of  r^- 
gbuBordcM." 

And  said:  Sir,  with  the  strong  iodioatioii 
on  the  part  of  many  hon.  ICemhera  to 

divldr  upon  tho  rcmaininf;^  Atncndment 
of  my  lion,  and  leafued  Priend  tho 
Member  for  Abingdon,  1  would  readily 
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Lira  fobmittcd  mj  Aiueudiueut  withoat 
upfaMlioa  to  »  diTiaioo,  but  that  io 
dti^  to  I  sboald  incur  a  risk  of  niiscon- 

ffption  and  of    fnihire  inconsistent  with 
jBjduty.   J  attiu.-li  iiuich  iniportanco  to  the 
frioeiple  of  mjr  Amexiilmeutuiid  tu  the  cuu- 
■■yati  of  it*  adcptuNi  w  njeotion,  in* 
umach  as  U  wottld  really  and  indeed  de- 
rive the  chn.rrLcter  of  t^e  measure  to  bo 
sent  to  t})L-  otlier  l>rancli  of  the  T/f  L;isla- 
tan,  vucuier  it  is  to  be  preveutivc  aiiU 
iftrtMlf  or  a  fkilnre  wblehmigliifMUitate 
the  offsiiciv#  prooccJings  of  the  Papal  See. 
Thecrime  contemplated  is  tlic  acquisition  by 
Borne  of  the  power  to  interfere  iu  temporftl 
BaUs»,  and  to  destroj  that  supremacy  of 
fvkvM  Bowermga.  wliidi  k  CMmtial  to 
As  bdapendoooe  of  tho  kingdom.  The 
asdoa  dooms  it  a  point  of  paramount  ini- 
pcrtanre  that  the   Queen  should  "have, 
uuier  God,  the  oovereigutjr  and  rule  over 
ill  maooer  of  person*  born  within  ihoie  Her 
mini  and  dominioiia,  ao  at  no  other  Power 
tbtU  or  oughi  to  have  any  Buperiority  over 
them;"  and  even  aliens  coming  to  reside 
under  the  protection  of  Bnglish  laws  are 
Uuaii  to  conform    to  their  iDjunctions. 
Tkttho  roeent  mftarfetenea  of  tte  Roman 
Pontiff,  under  tliO  pretext  of  spiritual  scr- 
rice,  is  wlinllv  TinnooO'?«snry  to  the  most  full 
eiercise  of  religious  freedom,  has  been 
sboBdantlj  dexnonatrated.     That  its  ob- 
jMt  it  aunply  to  oooneet  him  and  bit 
Court  vith  the  internal  affairs  of  Eng- 
Itnd,  admits  of  fi«=;  little  question.    Of  that 
proposition  the   Icarni'd  Solicitor  Genernl 
has  been  the  elo(][uent  and  uccurato  expo- 
Mit-tt  was  aloo  well  eopported  by  Her 
Ksj€atj*t  loomed  Attorney  Qeneral,  and  by 
tbc  First  Lord  of  the  Trensurv.  nnd  tlio 
riglii  hon.  the  Sccretnry  of  St  itc  fur  tlic 
Hooie  Department ;  and  it  might  lo  many 
■fcrd  addttionol  aatiehetion  to  know  Aat 
it  vas  the  deliberate  cooTietlon  of  Sil 
Robert  Peel  at  the  time  he  was  advo- 
cating the  Act  of  i82y.    In  a  speech  de- 
liver^ by  him  {thm  Mr.  Secretary  Poci) 
en  tile  6th  of  Hnreh,  1829,  he  ihus  ex- 
pteiied  Mmaetf > 

**  ▲  fVMfttce  has  oocaaionnllx  of  lats  ptefaHed 
:n  Iirlantl  which  is  calcubited  to  afford  "rent  find, 
1  may  add,  just  offence  to  Protestants-—!  allude 
to  the  pfractlce  of  claiming;  and  assuming,  cm  the 

port  iif  the  Rom.iu  r.i'h.  He  prclat^^^,  the  names 
«lc4  ukh&t  of  digDitieii  bt'loiiiriiii,'  to  tlio  Church  of 
England.  I  propose  that  tho  opi^^copnl  names 
and  titles  mado  u-«c  of  in  the  Ciuirch  of  England  j 
shall  not  be  assumed  by  bishops  of  the  iiomuu 
€ath(di«  Clnmh — Bishofif  I  esU  them,  for  bi- 
shop* tht^  nrp,  and  havo,  among^  other  privileges, 
a  right  to  exercise  tho  power  of  ordination,  which 

Is  iwftuUy  TiUtf,  aad  it  ercn  noegnitsd  by  our 


own  Church — much  less  publiolj  and  ostenta- 
tiously to  ussuinu  thorn  n£  uf  late.  This  will  hs 
prevPTitod  in  futuro."    [ 3  Hansard,  xx,  770.] 

If  the  Roman  Catholics  havo,  as  it  is  1o- 
luonstrated  they  have,  iu  the  full  toleration 
accorded  totbem,  all  which  for  eodesiastioal 
action,  for  the  unfettered  exercise  of  their 
religious  duties  they  can  possibly  require, 
it  is  obvious  that  the  stnii,'[;lc  now  nmkinj^, 
and  which  is  but  the  repetition  of  tlie  strug- 
gle of  ages,  it  to  supplant  the  established 
religion  of  Protestants,  and  in  its  room  to 
establish  the  Roman  Catholic  faith;  and 
that,  not  merely  as  matter  of  religious  be- 
lief, but  iu  connexion  >vith  the  Bee  of 
Rome*  It  is  the  struggle  of  the  Prieet- 
hood  opposed  to  our  Sttablishment,  and 
opposed  to  the  true  interest  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  laity;  and  it  is  that  which  a  Pro- 
testant Legislature  is  hound  to  defeat.  It 
is  not  my  intention  to  introduce  theological 
points  as  matters  for  disetistion;  bnt  I  must 
refer  to  some  matters  of  that  class,  in  order 
to  show  the  sort  of  persons  against  whom 
our  measures  are  to  be  directed — I  espe- 
cially allude  to  Dr.  Wiseman  and  hid  cou> 
duct.  As  early  as  1836,  in  his  Lectures 
on  the  Principal  Doctrines  and  Practices 
of  tho  Pioman  Cathulic  Church,  vol.  ii., 
he  quotes  Origon  in  support  of  '*  lavooation 
of  Saints,"  as  thus  writing:— 

*'I  will  fidl  down  <m  mykiiMs,  and,  not  pre- 

suriiiii*,',  on  account  of  my  crimes,  to  present  my 
prayer  to  God,  I  will  invoke  all  tho  saints  to  my 
assbtanoe.  O  ye  wiots  of  heaven,  I  beseech  you, 
with  a  sorrow  full  of  sifjh^i  and  tcirn,  fill  at  tho 
feet  of  the  Lord  of  Mercies  for  me,  a  miserabla 
sioner.** 

Dr.  Wiseman  most  hare  known  that  tho 

authority  quoted  by  him,  had  been  dis« 
claimed  by  the  scholars  and  critics  of  his 
own  coniniunion,  and  that  tho  treatise  iu 
which  the  words  occm*,  was  admitted  to  be 
spurious.  In  Bke  manner,  in  the  same 
lecture,  Dr.  Wiseman  quoted  as  from  St. 
Athanasius,  who  is  described  as  "  enthusi- 
astically "  addrci^sing  tho  oret  blessed 
Mother  of  our  Lord,  thus — 

"  Hear  now,  0  daughter  of  David,  incline  thino 
•at  to  oar  prayers.    We  rai^o  our  cry  to  thee. 

Remember  us,  0  most  Holy  Virgin,  and  for  the 
feeble  eulogiumswc  jrivo  thee,  ^'raut  us^^'roat  gifts 
from  the  treasures  of  tliy  sjrarc  ;  thou  who  artfull 
of  pmce.  TlaiV  M  u  .  .  full  of  irrac<>,  t1i(>  Lord  is 
with  thee,  (^uecn  and  Mother  of  iiud,  intercede 
for  us." 

For  his  authority,  ho  referred  to  a  sermon 

on  tho  Annunciation,  in  a  collection  of 
the  sermons  of  St,  Athanasius;  hut  inde- 
pendently of  the  words  not  occurring  in  the 
form  and  order  in  which  Dr.  Wiseman 
quotes  them,  the  authority  bad  been 
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shown  1>y  Cardinal  Barouius,  iu  1502,  to 
be  a  vul^r  eiTor;  and  bj  a  later  writer  it 
is  shown  to  have  been  written  subsequently 
to  tho  rise  of  the  Honothclite  heresy, 
nearly  300  years  after  tho  death  of  Atha- 
nnsius.  Wy  inference  is,  that  any  amount 
of  Jesuitical  manuiuvre,  any  daring,  may 
be  expected  from  a  person  cftpable  of  tam- 
pering with  tho  obligation  of  faithfulness, 
owing  by  him  to  that  evidence  of  tradi- 
tion, which  in  the  view  of  thoso  whom  he 
was  addressing,  and  according  to  the  rolfr 
of  faith  established  by  tho  Chareh  of  Rome, 
is  entitled  to  a  degree  of  vcncratior.. 
scarcely,  if  at  all,  inferior  to  that  vliich 
may  be  claimed  by  the  Holy  Scripture 
itself.  The  same  ecclesiastic  Tentnrea,  in 
a  public  discourse,  to  {jucstion  tlu-  .stntua  of 
a  bishop  of  the  Established  (Munch.  l)e- 
cause  of  the  part  nsnally  taken  by  the  So- 
vereign iu  cotiiiexiou  wiih  the  cousecratiou 
of  a  bishop,  involTing  in  his  argument,  the 
qncstion  of  supremacy;  acourse  which  at  one 
period  of  our  history  would  have  re  ndered 
him  subject  to  tho  law  against  high  treason; 
and  in  these  more  liberal  times,  it  must  be 
rei^rded  as  audacious  in  a  high  degree, 
especially  proceeding  from  a  person  aim- 
ing to  establish  that  foreign  snpremney 
from  which  this  nation  bad  been  long  and 
happily  delivered.  I  adduce  this  as  evt« 
doneeof  the  offensive  effrontery  with  which 
Papal  aggression  is  snstained  by  the  HotiiIj.li 


bangs  on  his  imn>pdiate  left,  the  portrait 
of  Dr.  ConoUy,  the  eminent  physician  of 
the  Hanwell  Luaatto  Asylum.  If  the  eon. 
venience  of  the  llonse  had  permitted  it,  I 
would  adduce  the  strong,  oflTensivo.  and  dar- 
ing language  of  Roman  Catholic  publications 
upon  the  matter  now  under  the  considera- 
tion vi  Parliament  It  seams  to  be  the 
hope  of  the  Roman  Catholic  partj,  Aat 
by  unmeasured  boldness  and  perseverance, 
and  by  loud  pretence  of  grievance,  Pro- 
testants will  be  hulueed  to  abandon  the 
just  protection  of  the  Protestant  interest; 
and,  as  a  part  of  the  system,  T  might  refer 
to  what  had  occurred  in  this  House  during 
tho  progress  of  the  present  inquiry,  which 
has  been  protFaetea»  without  any  appear- 
ance of  justification,  and  in  a  manner  very 
nnusual.  Not  only  has  the  same  principle 
and  tho  same  proposition,  slightly  varied  in 
form,  been  forced  into  separate  discusi»ions 
and  divisions,  bat  the  law  officers  of  the 
Crown  have  been  eateehiied  by  the  few 
Roman  Catholic  speakers,  and  their  an- 
swers constantly  made  now  matter  for 
debate;  in  short,  I  have  seen  the  law  offi- 
cers of  the  Crown  treated  in  a  manner 
which,  in  general,  such  officials  would  not 
submit  to,  and  Ministers  would  not  sanction; 
and  while  1  giro  credit  to  the  zeal  and  mo- 
tives of  hon.  Members  connected  with  the 
Roman  Catholic  interest,  I  must  regard 
the  cnnrr-e  adopted  as  deferential,  on  their 


priesthood.    T(j  do  justice  to  tho  sulijeet,  (  part,  to  the  avowed  opinion"  nnd  controlling 


would  require  that  i  should  detail  tlie  pro- 
eeedings  of  Dr.  Wiseman  before  his  jonr- 
ney  to  Rome,  and  subsequently,  on  his 
return  to  England  with  his  new  authority, 
the  manner  in  which  he  forced  himself 
upon  the  notice  of  the  public.  Of  the 
taste  of  Dr.  Wiseman,  in  exhibiting  on  the 
walls  of  tho  Royal  Academy,  at  such  a 
moment,  in  the  full  blow  of  double-dvcd 
vulgarity,  tho  portrait  of  himself,  which  at 
once  provokes  the  anger  and  deriiion  of 
the  spectator,  I  forbear  to  say  anything. 
It  is,  however,  not  without  si;;nificanee,  that 
on  the  opj>osite  sido  of  the  room,  and  imme- 
diately in  front  of  Dr.  Wiseman,  is  placed 
a  picture  representing  various  scenes  in  the 
tragedy  of  Mr.  Snndars,  the  second  mar- 
tyr in  the  reign  of  Queen  Mary,  from  tlie 
melancholy  act  of  a  devoted  wife  cauisiug  her 
babe  to  be  conveyed  by  a  gaoler,  to  receive 
the  laat  kiss  of  a  Wd  father,  and  in  the 
next  compartment  representing  tho  un- 
happy man  following  his  executioner  to  the 
consummation  of  the  murder;  whilst,  as 
if  to  enable  us  to  put  a  charitable  construc- 
tion upon  Dr.  Wiseman**  intrusion,  there 
Mr,  FrttH^ld 


induence  of  the  priesthood,  and  not  such  as, 
in  their  nnfettered  diseretion,  would  have 

been  adopted;  and  as  one  conspicuous  proof 
of  that  influence  I  woubl  refor  to  the  declura- 
tiou  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Arun- 
del, who  upon  one  occasion,  when  the  Ro> 
man  Catholic  Relief  Bill  of  1847  was  under 
discussion,  admitting  the  truth  of  a  state- 
ment made  as  to  the  character  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church,  said — 

"  It  had  been  alleged  tiiat  tho  Church  was  ag- 
gressive ;  why,  nil  ehurcliea  were  so  :  be  would  not 
?ive  twopence  for  the  Church  which  wan  not  «rt. 
If  !t  bcUcTod  that  it  was  in  possession  of  the 
trutli,  why  should  it  not  in.ike  aggression  on 
error  t  Why  should  it  not  evince  an  anxiety  that 
othem  shfrald  emhrsee  the  tree  fiJtb  m  well  w  it- 
s.  !f  ?  lie  lookofj  upon  the  aggrcasion.s  of  a  Cluirfh 
a<t  a  uuu-k  of  its  uuoerity.  ▲llanon  bad  b«om  jaade 
to  tho  etrenmstanoe  of  thu  eomitry  having-  been 
•  linffpd  into  districts  by  tho  Catl.nllc  rimrch  fl.'r 
ecclesiastical  purposes  ;  but  ho  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand  on  what  plea  that  fi^t  oould  be  inter- 
preted into  a  cense  of  efiMMe,"— £3  Amsanf^ 
xcv.  825.  J 

A^ain,  upon  another  occasion  the  same 
noble  Loitl  aaid— 
**  I  an  one  of  these  who  sduowlMlKe  the  ipiri" 
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tail  AvthoritfoftlieQuiroli  of  Rome."  [dJKm-lmore  striDgenI,  any  injastice  is  dmio  to 

'^^1  I  them.     The  gwat  object  of  the  Act  of 


He  ndmliteil  that  many  member'?  of  tlint  1  1829  was  to  remove  Catholic  disabilities 
Church  hml  been  guilty  of  jxMsociition,  but  in  civil  matters,  but  with  the  fixed  prin- 
obscrved  that  each  of  those  acts  of  pcrsj-  ^  ciple,  as  stated  in  His  Majesty's  Speech, 
cation  ahoilld  be  OKtimatodMOOrding  to  the  |  of  the  full  and  permanent  security  of  our 
spirit  and  temper  of  tho  times  iu  which  they  i  establishments  in  Qiurch  and  State,  with  tl»o 
oeenrred;  and  pointed  to  the  Old  Te$ta-  niaintcnanoe  of  (lie  Eefonned  religion  established 
meat  as  containing  much  that  might  ap- 1  and  priYHoges  of  the 

pMT  to  MthoHM  - the  persecution  and  ex-  tho  churches  committed  to  their  charge.  These 


termination  of  those  belonging  to  unhal- 
lowed creeds;"  and  tho  noblu  Lord  pro- 
ceeded— "My  hon.  Friend  who  has  just 
bat  down,  sa^a  that  the  Uhurch  of  Rome 
is  ttfttgonistie  to  ProCestaatisiii.  I  quite 
Bpte  with  him;  it  is  antagonistic,  and 
will  bo  while  the  world  lasts;"  and  the 
noble  Lord  concluded  his  speech  with  this 
iliatioct  statement  of  his  governing  princi- 
fle :  "I  will  never  relinqniflh  one  iota  aB 
to  the  saperiority  of  my  Church,  for  I  am 
persuaded  that  onr  descendants  will  see 
the  Catholic  faith  triumphant  after  Eng- 
had  itself  has  passed  away  and  been  for- 
gotten." The  flooae  cannoC  fail  to  see 
vbat  tho  country  has  to  expect,  and  what 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  guard 
against.  It  is  to  meet,  by  an  effective  mea- 
nn,  eoliaiiiiiiiiatd  eunniDg  aod  incurable 
eftaaterj  on  tho  part  of  the  priesthood, 
and  prostrate  obedience  from  the  laity. 
The  Bill  fts  it  now  stands  will  not,  in  my 
opioioD,  be  equal  to  the  purpose  required; 
iij  AmeDdment,  if  not  all  that  might  be 
reqaired,  is  far  more  lilcely  to  be  effectual. 
Ono.  and  only  one,  objection,  so  far  as  I 
can  learn,  is  to  be  opposed  to  my  Amend 


are  institutions  which  must  OTcr  be  held  sacrad 

in  this  Frot(  sf.uit  kingdom,  and  which  it  is  tho 
duty  and  tltc  determination  of  ilis  Majesty  to 
presorvo  inviolate."  [Kuig's  Speeoh^S  Manm 
sard,  u.  4.] 

In  aocordaneo  with  the  principles  (muiu- 
ciatp-l  hy  the  Government  in  the  King's 
Speech,  an  Act  was  parsed  for  snpjiressing 
the  Catholic  Assuciatiou,  and  that  prior 
to  any  step  for  removing  civil  diflabiiities; 
and  then,  subioquently,  the  late  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  (then  Mr.  Secretary  Fool)  proy^osed 
the  Catholic  iielief  Bill  of  1829,  which  ho 
stated  was  a  plan  for  adjusting  tho  Ca- 
tholic question,  and  of  improving  tho  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  to  which  the  King's  Go- 
vernment agreed  after  mature  deliberation 
before  the  Session  of  Parliament  was 
opened* 

"  It  is  (said  Mr.  Secretary  Peel)  jnuposcd  on 
tlic  responsibility  of  the  Government — ^it  is  tho 
result  oi'  no  compact  with  any  party,  or  any  indi- 
vitiuals.  TUu  Human  Catholics  have  not  hmiu 
eommitted  in  respect  to  it,  for  two  reas<>ns — first, 
because  it  is  better  suited  to  tho  dignity  of 
Ici^islation,  that  it  should  be  independent  of  pre- 
vious understandings  and  compacts  with  tho 
parties  whom  it  is  to  afiisct ;  and,  secondly, 
tient,  namely,  that  it  would  render  the  Act  1  beoause  it  is  not  fitir  to  the  Roman  Catholies 
afI629  more  stringent  than  it  waaiotonded  1  ^«  ^'^"^         previous  a.sent 

fn  K«   ^.,1  ♦Un*  tu^  T>».i:«».»..»...    toe  conditions,  or  sccuriUcs,  or  restrictions 

to  be,  and  that  the  Parliamentary  mea-  ^j^^  '^^  ^  „«««ir7  to  aeeom. 

sore  ought  to  be  restricted  to  the  smpjle  |  p,.,„Y  ,i,caMti.-H  nf  relief.  There  in  .ilso  another 
object  of  restraining  that  aggression  which  i  reason,  it  we  make  a  compact,  we  seem  to  re- 
it  dbiectly  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  hnquisb  the  right  of  future  legislation  in  roepeet 

■*  "       "  "       "  to  the  Itoman  Catholic  rclisfion.    Now,  one  great 

advantage  of  tho  measure  will  be,  that  it  will  en- 
able lis  to  assume  our  proper  position  with  ro- 
sj>cct  to  every  ii)tere«st  in  Irol.ind,  .nnd  to  ;:uard 
.tgainst  new  dangers,  if  new  dangers  should  oc- 
cur, by  any  precautions  or  seeuritief  that  Uw 
public  interests  may  require.  The  measures 
which  I  ]iropo8e  for  granting  relief  to  tho  lioman 
Catholics  aro  fuiimlod  iipnn  two  great  principles  : 
the  abolition  of  civil  distinction  on  account  of 
tlio  religions  creed  of  the  Roman  GathoKoti,  and 
the  ni;uiitL'ii:uuo  in  tnot  ruul  inviolate  of  tho  in- 
tegrity of  the  I'rotcstant  Church — its  worship,  its 
discipline,  and  its  government.  These  measufoe 
will  r<  storo  the  pqitnltty  of  civil  rights,  but  they 
will  give  no  favour  or  encouragement  to  any  form 
of  religious  worship,  excepting  that  which  is  in- 
corponitod  liy  fundamental  laws  with  the  consti- 
tution of  iliu  St.ite,  utul  \«l)ich  cLaims  tho  re- 
t>po(-t,  veneration,  and  aflootion  of  a  Protestant 
people."  [2  ilantardt  aac.  7M.} 


Ihst  Act;  in  other  words,  that  as  the  Act 
•f  1820  intended  that  the  Ilomish  clergy 
ibotild  not  aseunic  titles,  though  it  had, 
from  want  of  caution  in  tho  framers,  con- 
faed  the  prohibition  to  titles  in  reference 
to  actual  sees,  tho  intentions  in  that  ro- 
spert  fihould  be  carried  out  by  prohibitins; 
tbc  assumption  to  parts  of  sees;  but  that 
tike  j»enalty  should  remain  as  if  no  such 
Mnh  and  aggreatton  had  taken  plaeo  to 
n^qtIi^e  the  present  Bill.  I  am  prepared 
to  controvert  that  ground  of  opposition 
to  uj  Amendment :  the  whole  history  of 
1^  Act  of  1829  is  eonnatont  with  my  pro- 
position, and  contrary  to  tho  notion  that 
tho  Iioinan  Catholic>  liavo  any  just  ground 
of  compiaiut— that  in  readering  that  Act 
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Pui  suing  his  ttatamcDt,  the  Tight  hon. 
Qontleman  aald^ 

"  In  underLikino:  the  adjustTnont  of  this  great 

J^aestioa  wo  cannot  consent  to  admit  any  foreign 
'owor  to  be  a  pwtj  to  our  douMtle  leffifktion. 

Wo  can  enter  into  no  negotintion  with  the  Cotirt 
of  Kome,  in  respect  to  t)ic  condition  in  wliich  wc 
tan  trillinjf  to  gi  ve  to  tlic  Romiui  Oatholle  the  bene6t 
of  tlif  constitution.  Wrrnnnnt  decide  that  <)U(  >- 
tiou  for  oursolves.  determined  to  claim  notliing 
hy  w»y  of  restriotion  or  tecoriiy  sare  that  whioh 
is  rrnsonnblc  and  jw^i,  hff  prrp^r^d  to  insi^'f  u/nji 
that  which  we  do  cluim."    ['A  JJaiuard,  xx.  77^.] 

I  appeal  to  the  House  whctlior,  upon  a 
statement  so  explicit  on  the  part  of  tlie  foun- 
der of  the  measure,  that  ho  iutcnded,  uud 
wouM  insist  on,  effeetual  security,  it  could 
bo  fairly  artrned  that  the  restrictions  of  the 
Act  of  1<SL"J,  and  the  penalties  by  which 
they  wore  to  be  enforced,  were  not  justly 
Busceptible  of  change.  With  what  con- 
sistenej  esn  hon.  Memhers  so  contend 
who  had  voted  for  the  last  Amendment  of 
mvhon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Abini^don, 
which  made  an  otfendcr  submit  to  actions 
by  comfuon  informers,  although  tho  Act  of 
1829  eeRilDed  the  proceedings  to  the  At- 
torney General  of  the  Crovn.  Bat,  as< 
Bume  thn  change  proposed  by  my  Amend- 
ment to  render  the  Act  of  i.6-U  more 
striugent,  is  it  not  necessary  ?  Uas  not 
the  seonriij  provided  been  evaded  in  Eng- 
land, and  a^ain  and  again  violated  iti  Ire> 
land  ?  Is  tlioro  any  donht  of  the  inten- 
tions of  Mr.  Secretary  Peel,  or  as  to  the 
course  ho  would  adopt  if  now  at  the  Iicad 
of  the  GoTernment  f  Pafioe  the  rcason- 
ing  of  Sir  Robert  Peel :  he  said— 

—''Being  ncquainted  with  the  fact  that  an  inter- 

conrse  in  spiritual  matters  does  exist  between  the 
Irinh  lioniau  Cathulic  Church  and  the  See  of 
Rome,  so  far  am  I  from  tliinking  tbat  a  power  of 
inspoctiiijt:  it  would  In-  satiaCiclory  to  the  pNiplo 
oi  tbiii  cuuutr/,  thai  I  imagine  it  would  liavc  a 
contnij  eflbot.  If  thi-  tiiMO  ihall  ev«*  arrivo 
when,  from  a  change  of  tirrtmij'tnncr'i  dnnger 
shall  arise  from  the  intcrcourMi  iii  tjue&t  ioii,  I,  for 
one,  after  the  abolition  of  the  civil  disabilities  of 
the  iloman  Catholics,  should  havo  tki  '><  nitatioa 
in  coming  down  to  this  House,  nmi  asking  lor  a 
law  to  regalatc  or  interdict  any  such  intercouPHC, 
or  to  require  all  the  correspondence  thnt  might 
be  passing — every  document,  lay  or  spiritual,  to 
be  submitted  to  the  inspection  of  Her  Majeatf's 
Government."   [  2  Hansarl,  x,\-.  774.] 

These  declarations  of  Sir  liobcrt  Peel 
show  not  only  wliat  he  deemed  necessary, 
and  was  resolved  to  maintain,  for  the  se- 
enritj  of  the  Protestant  religion,  but  thoy 
dispose  of  the  attempt  made  to  distingnish 
between  the  law  which  is  to  prevail  upon 
those  ecclesiastical  questions  in  Ireland, 
and  tiiat  whtcli  we  might  bo  allowed  to 
Mi\  Freshjkld 


enforce  in  England  ;  heeaiso  it  is  obvious 
tliat  Ireland  was  the  great  subject  of  bis 
attention  and  of  his  legislation;  and  it  was 
in  Ireland,  he  distinctly  stated,  that  the 
"  practice  had  of  late  oceasionaUy  pre- 
vallod  "  of  assuming  titles  of  dignities 
belonging  to  the  Church  of  England,  whioh 
he  described  as  '*  calculated  to  afford  great, 
and  ho  might  say  just,  offence  to  Pro> 
testa]its"*--iaddiug^*'this  will  in  future 
bo  prevented.*'   If  I  have  succeeded  in 
showing  that  tbero  is  nothing  substantial 
in  tlie  objection  that  my  Amendment  would 
alter  the  Act  of  1829,  and  also  iu  showing 
that  it  is  a  duty  we  owe  to  the  country 
to  render  the  present  Bill  eifectnal  Ibr  ita 
purpose,  I  will  now  ])rocced  to  explain 
my  objections  to  tlie  plan  of  pectiniary 
penalties,  and  the  advantage  of  tho  pro- 
posed substituted  penalty.    The  peeumary 
penalty  appears  to  me  inappropriate  to  the 
occasion;  it  is  directed  against  an  c^Bbooo 
of  a  public  character,  committed  against 
the  prerof^ativo  of  tlie  Crown,  and  in  of- 
fensive hoBtility  to  the  Protestant  feel- 
ings of  the  ooantrys  and  after  a  difigani 
search  into  the  dwnitions  of  crime  and 
its  various  punishments,  I  cannot  find  any- 
tliing  to  .sanction  tho  j)enalty  provided  by 
tho  Act  of  1829,  and  so  readily  adopted 
in  the  present  Bill.   Peeuniaiy  penalliea 
are  generally  imposed  upon  those  who 
have  by  fraud  rTi  icnvnurea  tn  avoid  somo 
pecuniary  liability,  :\n<\  illci;;illy  to  obtain 
some  pecuniary  advantage — i  moan  po> 
enniary  penalties  to  he  enforced,  as  in  tlia 
present  case,  in  the  shape  of  deht;  of 
course,  in  tlio  way  of  fine,  a  man  would 
bo  properly  made  to  pay  tlie  amount  of 
punishment — so  upon  summary  convioUotia 
before  magistrates;  hnt  those  are  criiniDal' 
proceedings.  Here,  however,  as  the  Bittj 
now  stands,  Uer  Majesty  is  to  suo  for 
some  injury,  to  be  compensated  by  the 
payment  of  100^. — a  sort  of  sale  of  aa 
indulgence,  which  might  he  aeted  upoo^ 
whenever  the  party  (for  it  would  be  i&ap» 
propriate  to  call  him  an  offender)  was  pro* 
pared  to  pay  100?.    It  is  not  certain  tlmt 
he  might  not  stay  the  proceedings,  by 
order  of  a  Judge,  upon  ofieriag  to  pav 
that  sum,  hecanse  no  other  nnnsrqnmoi 
could  flow  from  a  trial;  and  he  mighty  e^ 
right,  object  to  any  further  steps  being 
taken.    i>ut  suppose  he  chusc  not  to  p&yi 
Suppose  a  Jesuitical  offender,  of  a  nigh 
claas»  ihoae  to  hoeoma  a  martyr,  and 
He  in  priaoa  to  agitata  thcea'ef  hia  owi 

communion,  and  cn<leavoMr  to  excite  «=^vnm 
pathy  on  the  part  of  good-natured  aai 
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not  very  staunch  Protestants — Bupposo  the 
impri^Ded  otfeuder  to  repoat  his  olFoucc 
agttn  and  again^-HV,  even  if  Ihoae  wntin- 
gmeieB  should  not  occur,  is  it  not  obvious 
that,  having  introduced  what  appears  to  mo 
a  very  questiooable  power,  for  a  common 
infonncr  to  iatorpose,  many  claims  miglit 
ke  Md»  for  loftve  to  «iif<Hroe  tnanj 
Mooitioo  until  tbo  moasnre  waa  defeatad 
:ts  own  machinery.    But  can  that  pnrt 
of  the  Bill  be  acted  upon?    It  h  limit- 
ed bj  tho  noeeMitj  of  obtaining  the 
fiMPaBi  9{       Attoraej  Geaafal;  but  if 
tiM  Gorermneot  had  decided  not  to  tue  for 
tbe  pesaltj,  could  it  bo  expected  that  tho 
Attorney  General  would  be  allowed  to 
saoction  a  common  informer  to  enforce  it? 
Does  not  the  supposition  involve  an  obvi- 
•OS  eoBferadietifMi  ?    Pot,  howorif,  tbia 
abjection  to  the  eomnion-lnfonner  plan  out 
of  the  question,  is  it  certain  that  the 
Members  of  a  Government  might  not  be 
•0  divided  as  to  render  the  Act  a  dead 
kiter,  10  far  aa  ralated  to  the  peenaiary 
fMaltyf    Tbia  is  not  an  imaginary  case; 
cn  the  cnntranr,  when  8ir  Robert  l^eol  was 
iirguing  in  support  of  his  Bill  for  tiic  sup- 
prtiuiuu  of  tfie  Calholio  Association,  lio 
was  taunted  for  not  having  eafofoed  the 
kw  of  1825  afainst  that  body;  and  he 
readily  and  candidly  answered,  that  >\hilst 
tho  Catholic  question  was  unsettled^  tbcy 
kwl  divided  counsels.    Ho  said — • 

My  aniwcr  to  the  qaeption  yf  iiy  wo  did  uot 
r^PpTMB  tha  Catbolio  Axoeiation,  is,  that  our 

farhvxnace  arose  in  a  asn'M  rncnsTirc  from  the 
peculiar  Ktate  of  disunion  nn<i  divi^iuti  which  had 
fRTaOed  in  the  GoTcmment  upon  this  quostion, 
an<!  whicli.  in  fact,  had  so  pUccd  us,  that  it  would 
iiAife  been  mi|Xiasible  to  have  ctfcctually  suppress- 
ed nich  an  assoafalioa  while  tho  Cabinsi  main- 
— titrality  opon  tlie  Catholic  claims,  and 
rtmuacd  t'rum  a  deturuiiiiatioa  U>  take  tho  subject 

Afun,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  returnlag  to  the 
MM  pobi^  aaid— • 

"If  I  were  to  state  why  wo  did  not  ciiforco  tlio 
Jm  of  1635, 1  akould  necessarily  havu  to  go  into 
13m  vhola  dafcail  ^  paUic  events  in  IreUmd  dur- 

i  ii'  tb(*  List  four  years  ;  and,  after  all,  my  answer 
vauid  resolve  itself  into  this — that  the  continued 
finaoo  and  diannion  in  tho  Kingft  CMinscIs  was 

the  rtnl  cause  why  ilio  Art  v  tm  not  carried  into 
▼ifWi^us  execution."     [  J  i/u/Wflirrf,  xx,  238»y.] 

U  it  unreasonable  to  ask  whetlier  that 
vhich  happened  in  and  subsequent  to  1825, 
nay  not  nappen  again  ?  I  wiU  not  ask 
vhether  the  j^resent  Government  contains 
any  discortlant  elements;  it  is  not  neces- 
larj  that  I  should;  but  it  is  not  unnatural 
to  believe  that  differences  might  arise  upon 
the  nodt  «f  earrying  thia  £rl  into  opera- 


Ition;  and  in  such  a  eafse,  with  divided 
i  counsels,  cither  the  Government  must 
separate,  or  tl:c  just  dwiandaof  the  pooplo 
would  be  denied,  and  the  Act  become  a 
dead  letter  ;  for  I  repoat  I  would  not 
condescend  to  treat  seriously  tho  last 
Amendment,  scomiog  to  inU'oduoe  the 
eommon  informer.  That  Tiew  of  the  snb- 
jeot  atronglj  recommends  the  substituted 
punishment  :  it  is,  in  tho  first  place,  a 
I  preventive  measure  ;  tho  otfeiider  who 
might  rely  upon  his  penalty  being  paid  by 
acmie  wealthy  member  of  hia  own  oommU'* 
nion,  or  who  might  desire  the  edal  and  the 
possible  benefit  of  being  a  martyr  within 
this  country,  by  daily  appoalin/jito  tho  crv  of 
religious  perseoutioa,  would  hesitate  before 
ha  eommitted  an  oitonea  whieh  waa  to 
oonpel  him  to  quit  the  aoenea  of  hia  nia> 
noauvring  ;  it  is  also  an  effectual  measure, 
as  it  would  abate  an  existing  active  nui- 
sance ;  it  has  tliis  further  advantage,  that 
it  does  not  depend  upon  the  will  of  Go- 
vemmenti  and  yet  leafes  with  the  Crown 
the  power  of  interpoting  to  afoid  injustice. 
Any  man  miirfit  profor  nn  indictiuofit.  not 
as  in  the  ca»o  ot  ilio  common  intonncr's 
action,  with  the  consent  of  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown,  bvt  of  right ;  and  yet,  if 
that  proceeding  was  resorted  to  impro> 
perly,  the  Crown  had  always  the  power 
of  stayint^  tho  proceeding's  ;  and  even  if 
it  could  be  supposed  that  a  conviction  had 
been  improperly  obtained,  the  Grown  might 
pardon ;  either  interference,  however,  would 
bo  open  to  public  inquiry,  and  wDiild  imt 
bo  lightly  resovtod  to,  and  tho  pruceeiiing 
by  information  or  indictment  would  consist 
with  the  •erionnieM  of  the  oecanon,  while 
the  punishment  ooold  not  fairly  bo  com- 
plained of  as  severe,  Binco  it  merely  for- 
bids the  cnntinued  residence  of  a  person 
who  should  wilfully  refuse  to  obey  the  law, 
and  to  whom  permiwion  waa  given  to  retora 
to  that  foreign  Power  to  whom  he  acknow* 
lodged  allegiance.  Protestant  England  ur- 
gently demands  some  such  measure,  and 
it  is  not  less  the  interest  of  the  Komau 
Gatholie  btity;  while  Government  is  also 
interested  in  having  the  question  settled  ; 
but  without  an  effective  measure  it  will 
remain  unsettled;  becausf,  nyrlncive  of  the 
hundreds  of  thousands  who  have  petitioned 
generally  against  Papal  aggression,  nearly 
800,000  persona  have  petitioned  specitieally 
for  **  more  stringent  measures;"  they  have 
in  effect  protested  against  the  present 
weak  and  inctticicnt  Bill  ;  can  it  be  ex- 
pected, then,  that  they  will  be  satisfied  with 
no  better  answer  than  the  veaiwa  to 
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wHoh  fliey  hwe  objected?  and  U  seemi 

to  mo  to  follow  ,  that  to  pass  tfais  Bill  in 

its  present  sliapc,  is  but  to  postpone  the 
question  to  the  general  election,  wlicrc, 
as  the  consequeuco  of  provious  Nvaut  of 
firmness  on  the  part  of  iboee  who  havo 
the  eondtiet  of  the  measure*  it  will  become 
a  prominent  consideration.  Upon  the  whole 
I  feel  tliat  1  have  a  right  to  expect  the 
iupport  of  those  Members  who  have  voted 
for  the  less  perfect  measure  of  die  Mem- 
ber for  Somersetshire — of  those  who  Toted 
for  the  useless  introduction  of  the  common 
informer — also  of  the  Irish  Roman  Catho- 
lic GentlemcD,  whose  true  interest  was  to 
he  free  from  the  domination  of  Rome ; 
and  of  Her  Majesty's  GoremmoDt,  who, 
havinn^  consented  to  many  alteradons, 
and  failed  in  approving  others,  cannot 
now  feel  that  they  have  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  their  own  Bill;  and  surely,  then, 
under  alltheeireiunstances  it  nrastbetlieir 
wish,  paramotmt  to  every  personal  feeling, 
thftt  tlio  measure  should  be  made  effec- 
tive as  possible.  Before  I  concludo  1  may 
be  permitted  to  disclaim  any  feeling  of 
personal  hostility  to  Roman  Cathdies, 
mach  as  I  am  opposed  to  their  religion  and 
practices;  and  it  would  be  ex  trn  nidi  nary  if 
to  them  individually  I  did  not  extend  the 
most  charitable  considerations,  seeing  that 
I  hare  been  honoured  with  the  entire  con- 
fidence and  intimate  friendship  of  tho  late 
Cardinal  A' tor?,  and  am  his  sole  executor, 
80  far  as  concerned  his  English  affairs,  and 
of  whom  I  may  say,  that  he  was  "an  Is- 
Fsdito  indeed,  in  whom  was  no  guile;'*  who 
was  the  very  contrast  of  the  ecclesiastic 
who  had  so  mnch,  to  the  detriment  of  his 
own  religion,  and  so  much  to  the  annoy- 
ance of  Protestants,  agitated  this  country 
for  the  laat  nine  months.  ^ly  hope  is, 
tliat  sinee  English  Protestants  have  been 
ronscd  from  their  false  security,  they  will 
not  relax  until  thut  security  is  placed  upon 
a  firmer  base  than  of  late  years — so  based 
as  to  warrant  them  in  hoping  for  the  bles- 
aing'of  Providence,  without  which  all  their 
efforts  would  be  in  vain.  We  have  to  deal 
with,  or  rather  against,  Jesuits  in  profes- 
sion, and,  if  possible,  moro  than  Jesuits  in 
praetioe;  and  it  would  be  weak  and  wicked 
if  we  did  not  adapt  our  measures  to  the 
necessity  of  the  case;  if  we  hesitated,  we 
might,  to  use  tho  language  of  an  eloquent 
writer — 

Repel  the  willing  bounty  of  Providence  from 
this  gli  nt  country  by  the  paramount  national 
ipiilt  of  sufftiring  tbo  basest  portion  of  Popery  to 
pollute  tho  borders  of  the  chosen  realm  of  Pro- 
testantiHtii." 
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Thu  may  be  called  bigotry;  but  we  liaTe 
been  well  reminded,  when  the  inroad  upon 

the  constitution  was  made  by  the  Act  of 
1829,  that  there  h  n  bigotry  in  laxity  and 
indifference,  as  well  a^i  m  religiou.  I  sliall 
now  more  the  adoption  of  my  Amend* 

ment. 

The  Mottoa  not  being  seconded^  waa 

lost. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  ho  had 
only  a  very  few  words  to  say  with  respect 
to  we  second  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and! 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Abing- 
don (Sir  F.  Thcsi2:er).  The  subject  had 
already  been  fully  discussed,  and  he  would 
not  therefore  occupy  the  time  of  the  Houso 
with  any  observations  upon  it.  He  op- 
posed the  Amendment,  and  objected  to 
any  sn notion  being  given  by  tho  law  offi- 
cers oi  the  Grown  to  any  prosecutions  in- 
stituted under  the  Act  by  common  in- 
fonnen* 

Clause  2,  page  3,  line  3»  Amendment 

proposed — 

"To  leave  oat  the  words  '  or  by  action  of  debt 
at  the  suit  of  any  person  in  on«  of  Her  Ha  josty's 
SiiiKTior  Cinirts  ot'  Law,  with  the  constiit  of  JIi?r 
Majesty's  Attorney  Gf?neral  in  England  and  Iro- 
land,  or'Eer  Majesty's  AdTOosto  m  Seotlsad,aa 
Uwcssemagrbe/" 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  ]^  out  stand  part  of  the 

Bill." 

Tho  House  divided  : — Ayes  175;  Noea 
124:  Majority  51, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 
the  Bill  do  pass." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  263;  Koea 
46:  Majority  217. 

Litto/th^  Ayes. 


Ahdy,  Sir  T.  N. 
Aclnnd,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Aglionby,  II.  A. 
Ari.son,  lion.  Col. 
Arbuiluiott,  hon.  H. 
Arohdall,  Capt.  M. 
Arkwright,  ii. 
Baillie,  II.  J. 
BiiiriGs,  rt.  hon.  M.  T. 
Baird,  J. 
Baldock,  E.  H. 
Liarikcs,  G. 

liaring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.  T. 
Barrow,  W.  H. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Batcson,  T. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bell.  J. 
Benbow,  J. 

Bennot,  V.  ^ 
Bcntinck,  Lord  H» 
Beresford,  W.  > 
BerMoy,  Ada. 


BrmnI,  Tl, 
liest.  .1. 
Blair,  S. 
iJoldoro,  11.  G. 
Booker,  T.  W. 
Bouvoric,  hon,  E.  P. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Brisco,  M. 
Broadloy,  H. 
Brown,  II. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Bailor,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Bunbury,  W.  l4, 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Burroughs,  11.  N. 
CabboU,  B.  B. 
0«i«v,  W.U.  P. 
Oarter,  J.  B. 
Chaplin,  W.  J. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L*. 
ChUd»  s. 
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Htl^ilBff  Sat  M« 

fhhstoplior,  B.  A* 
Qmity*  S. 
Cbf,  J. 
Ckr.  Sir  Vr. 
aire,  hoa,  IL  U. 
(3iT^B.B. 
Cockbum,  Sir  A*  J.  E. 
Cock*,  T.  S. 
C«!riDirton,  Sir  W. 
Coles.  U.  B. 
CoUiBs,  W. 
OtaftaD,  II.  C. 
Owper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig.  Sir  G. 
Cubitt,  W. 

Dttwlcs,  W. 
Usneli.  B. 

Dnunmond,  If. 
iMckvorth^SirJ.  T.  B. 
fink*.  Sir  J. 

Duncombe,  hoD.  A. 
Dneoombe,  hon.  0. 
Dvooifit,  J. 
Durtdn<,  A  dm* 
iHiotks,  G. 

MH^rt.]Ma.Sir]). 
Suae,  Col. 
Di  Pre.  C.  G. 
EgCTton,  W.  T. 
£Uiot,  boo.  J.  £. 

KeUowes.  £. 

F'.'r;;u>-on,  Col. 
^CTzuMn,  air  R.  A. 

Filxroy,  hon.  B. 
Flojer,  J. 
Fofcy.J.  U.H. 
Forbw, 

FoTTSter,  btn.  G.  C.  W. 
Foi.  S.  W.  L. 
Fkvwton.  Col. 
n«Meld,  J.  W. 
FreweD,  C.  II. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gtllwey,  SirW.  P, 

Hilanv,  Visct. 

dyn,  H.  0. 
n«dtl.ird.  A.  L. 
Gooch,  E.  S. 
Goalbum.  rt.  bon.  II. 
Gnnby,  Marq.  of 
Grtottll.  G. 
vivcne,  1. 

6tvy,  rt.  bon.  Sir  G. 
Srey,  R,  W. 
Grogin,  E, 
mstey.  Lord 

H*lfbrd,  SirH. 
Bail.  Sir  B. 
Ban,  CM. 
HaHeltf  ll.  E.  G. 
iUlm,  T.  P. 
fii«iilM,6.  A. 


Ilarris.  hon.  Capt. 
Harris,  R. 
Uutic,  A* 
Bastle,  A. 

H. itrhi-ll.  rt.  bon.  J. 
Uawes,  B. 
Uftjret,  Sir£. 

Ileadlam,  T.  E. 
Henld.  J. 
IIcncagD,  E. 
Ilenlcy,  J.  W. 
Ilt  iTics,  rt.  hon.  J,  C. 
Ikrvcy,  Loi*d  A» 
ilcvwoc'd,  J. 
nUdvanl,  R.  C. 
Uildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Ilindley,  C. 
BodgsoD,  W,  N, 
Ilt»{K.',  Sir  J. 
Bornbj,  J. 
Botfmm,  Lord 
Humphery,  .\ld. 
laglis.  Sir  R.  ii. 
Jomyn,  Earl 
Jficclyn,  Visct. 
JohiistoiK.',  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
Knightloy,  Sir  C. 
Knox,  Col. 
Knox,  hon.  W.  S. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
LMigtOD,W.n.i>.G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A,  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  II.  G. 
Leaiio,  C.  P. 
Lewis,  G.  0. 

I.  inilsay.  lioil.  Col. 
Locko,  J. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lockhurt,  W, 
Long.  W. 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
I/OtrthiT,  hon.  Col. 
Lygon.  bon.  lien. 
Maekeaxie,  W.  F. 
Maokie,  J. 
McTi^^rt,  Sir  J. 
Mangles,  R.  1). 
Hannen,  Lord  G. 
March,  Earl  of 

Martin,  C.  W, 
Maaterraan,  J. 

Mauiiscll,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
ilcux.  Sir  H. 
Miles,  W. 
Milner,  W.  E. 
Monc  reitf,  J. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
MuUingv,  J.  B» 
Mundy,  W. 
Napier,  J. 
Necld,  J. 
lioeld.  J. 
Nowdcgntc,  0.  N. 
Nowp*)rt,  Visct. 
Nodi,  bon.  G.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C,  II, 
(nraJatoo,  Lord 


Owen,  Sir  J. 
Pnoke,  C.  W. 
PaktngtoD,  Sir  J, 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmorston,  Viact. 
Parker,  J. 
Plowden,  V.  D.  C. 

Plinnptrc,  J.  P. 
Powell,  Col. 
Prime,  R. 

ru?i>.  D. 

lU'ld,  Col. 
Ronton,  J.  C. 
Hicc,  F..  R. 
Uicb, H. 
Richards,  R. 
RomUly,  Col. 
RuaacU,  Lord  3, 
Russell,  V.  C.  n. 
Sandors,  G. 
Sandara,  J. 
Soobcli,  C.ipf. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Seropc,  G.  P. 
Si'vijiour,  Lord 
SoiiRTsot,  Capt. 

vill('.rt.htt.SiP.W. 

SjlOOIUT,  R. 

Sutl'urd,  .\. 
Stanley,  E. 
Sfansficld.  W.  R.  C. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Stuart,  II. 
Stuart,  J. 
Taylor,  T,  E. 
Tlie^ger,SirF. 


Thicknease,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  CoL 
Tbornbill,  G. 
TolletnAehe,  J, 
Tr«>vor,  lion.  G.  B. 
Tyler,  Sir  G. 
Tyvell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Verncr,  Sir  W. 
Verney,  Sir  II. 
Vescy,  lion.  T. 

Vi  vi:\ri ,  J.  K.  . 

^'i V i.tii,  J.  li. 

Yysr,  R.  II.  R.  U. 
Wadc^ngton,  il,  S. 
Wakloy,  T. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
W»ltb,  Sir  J.  B. 
Watkins,  Col.  L, 
W.uvn.  J.  T. 
Wclby,  G.  E. 
Wellealejr,  Lord  0, 
Westlioad,  J.  P.  B,  ' 
Whiteside,  J. 
Wjgram,  L.  T. 
Williarn!!,  J. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Willoughby,  SirH.* 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  i-t.  hon.  Sir  0. 
Wood,  Sir  W.  P, 
Wortley,  rt.  hon.  J.  S. 
Wjnn,  II.  W.  W. 

TELURS. 

llu)  tcr,  W.  G. 
BiU,  Lord  M . 


JAitofiheJlfm, 


NorrejB,  Sir  D.  J. 

'Su'^mt,  Sir  P. 
Q'Brion,  J. 
O'BrioD,  Sir  T. 
O'Connor,  F. 
Peel,  F. 

PouBonbjr,  hoD.  C.  F. 

I'owrr,  Dr. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rawdon,  CoU 
Reynolds,  J. 
Scholcflold,  W. 
Scully,  F. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  R,  V. 
Soniers,  J.  P. 
Sn;  irt.  Lord  !>• 
Sullivan,  M. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tonn.'iit,  R.  J. 
ToUemachc,  hon.  F.  J. 
Towneley,  J. 
Trolawny,  J.  S. 

TKLLKUM. 

Murphv,  J.  S. 
M'GiiUagh.  W.  T. 


Anstey,  T.  0. 
A  mist  roil  c',  Sir  A. 
Arundel  and  Surrey, 
Eortof 

niakc,  M.  J. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Colobrooho,  Sir  T.  E. 
Coibally.  M.  E. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Denisoii.  J.  E. 
Dovci-cu.\',  J.  T. 
Fortcscuc,  C. 
Fox,  W.J. 
French,  F. 
Oe.icli,  C. 
Goold.  W. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J, 
Gnbani,  rt.  hon.  Sir 
Grattan,  U. 
Uiggina,G.G.  0. 
Ilohhouse,  T.  B. 
Ilutchins,  E.  J. 
Keating,  R. 
Norreya,  Lord 

M otiui  made,  and  Qowtion  proposed — 

"That  the  Title  l>o  'An  Act  to  provent  the 
A^sutnjttion  of  certitn  Ecclesiastical  Titlea  in 
respect  of  places  in  (ho  United  Kingdom.* " 

Mr.  GKATTAN  said,  that,  when  the 
last  dtTuioQ  took  plftce  he  was  in  tbe 
libraiy*  and  itm  unable  to  reeeh  (be  Honae 
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111  time  to  record  liis  vote.    lie  was  iii- 
.  formedt  howdver,  that  tbo  question  luid 
been  fairly  put,  and  ho  did  not  think  the 
Irish  MernlxM-^  riocd  be  in  the  least  afraid 
of  ttcccniitii;^  t  t  ihexr  constituents  for  the 
perfortiiancu  oi  their  duly — he  considered 
that  tha  Irish  Members  had  discharged 
their  duty.    The  question  noir  ifas,  whe- 
ther tho  title  which  IkkI  been  proposed 
should  bo  invpu  to  the  iiill.    He  regarded 
tiiat  title  as  a  |^ost  improper  one,  because, 
as  the  measure  would  affect  the  marriages 
and  the  civil  rights  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, ho  ilioui^ht  it  ought  to  he  termed  "  A 
Bill  to  invalidate  Catholic  Marriages,  and 
to  disoourage  the  Roman  Catholic  lieligion 
in  Ireiaod.     Thia  was*  as  had  been  fre- 
qnenily  said,  a  Bill  of  pains  and  penalties. 
The  Attorney  General  seemed  to  think 
that  the  Irish  Members  attached  no  im- 
portance to  the  Amendments  which  had 
been  carried,  but  he  considered  that  tliose 
Amendments  were  of  great  impwtaoce 
to  the  Irish  people.    It  did  not  rest  with 
tiio  Irish  Members  to  prevent  the  carrying 
of  the  Amendments,  because  they  could  not 
have  turned  the  division.    The  Irish  Mem- 
bers did  not  nnmbw  more  than  thirty-five 
or  forty,  Avliile  the  majority  by  which  an 
Amendment  had  been  carried  ai^ainst  the 
Governmcut  was  eighty;  and  as  forty  Irish 
Members  could  not  have  outnumbered  that 
majority,  he  did  not  think  that  it  could  be 
tcnncd  an  "ostentatious  defectiion»'*  if 
they  had  abstained  from  voting.    It  was 
not  the  duty  of  the  Irish  Members  to  come 
forward  and  support  Ucr  Majesty  a  Minis- 
ters in  this  instance,  and  it  was  the  fault 
of  the  Government  that  they  had  no  claim 
on  the  people  of  Irolatid.    Ho  would  ask 
whether  the  Government  believed  that  if 
they  withdrew  their  27,000  soldiers  and 
their  polioemen  from  Ireland,  this  Bill 
would  be  in  force  there  for  a  year  ?  Ire- 
land, he  it  remembered,  was  a  Catholic 
country,  nii'1  tlio  House  dared  not  deal  in 
this  way  with  lilnglanti.    It  was  making 
war  against  lha  religions  feelings  and 
habits  of  the  people— their  religious  preju- 
dices, if  wo  chose  so  to  say;  it  was  making 
war  against  human  nature.    The  Members 
for  that  country  might  bo  called  "  the 
Irish  Brigade/*  or  *'the  Pope's  Brass 
Band;"  but  they  knew  their  duty.  Let 
tiieir  situatSon  he  considered — that  the 
minority  always  triumphed.   For  instance, 
thirty-one  Irish  Members  voted  one  way, 
and  nine  the  other — the  nine  succeeded; 
to  when  the  nmnbMa  were  thirty-five  on 
MM  side,  and  twiAtj-iiiiia  on  the  other, 

Jfr.  GraUm  * 


the  minority  succeeded;  and  so  again  when 
the  num1>ers  were  twenty-eight  and  twenty; 
he  could  go  through  a  list  of  several  £- 
visions,  and  show  the  same  thing.  Mem- 
bers who  were  sent  to  Parliament  hy  the 
majority  of  the  Iriiih  people  wero  always 
in  a  minority.  Was  it  to  be  supposed  thai 
the  people  of  Ireland  did  not  notice  these 
things  ?    In   the  recent  excitement  the 
Irish  had  been  quiet.     The  jjlan,  if  it  was 
one,  to  excite  sedition  and  discord  in  Ire- 
land, had  failed.    But  it  was  ngbt  to  ask 
in  what  way  it  waa  proposed  now  to  gOTem 
Ireland.    What  were  .some  repealers  told 
from  high  authority  ?   A  person  very  lii^^h 
in  Dublin  Castle  said  to  a  Member  of  tho 
House  of  Commons,  <*  Take  care  what  the 
Catholms  and  you  llepealera  do,  for  if  yon 
go  on  you  will  be  handed  over  io  the 
Orangemen."    Tho  system  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  amounted  as  nearly  as  possible 
to  that  of  1688;  it  was  not  worth  while  to 
discuss  whether  tho  word  should  bo  *'  abdi- 
cated," "  forfeited,"  or  "  deserted;"  bot 
Ministers  had  abandoned  the  government 
of  Ireland,  and  in  the  way  iu  which  thev 
were  conducting  a^airs,  had  no  l  ii^hi  to 
govern  Irciand,   She  waa  being  goveraed 
by  force,  against  tho  expressed  wishes  of 
the  great  mass  of  the  people.    The  Minis- 
ter, in  good  old  times,  would  not  liavo 
been  smiling  on  tho  Treasury  bench,  but 
kneeling  at  the  bar,  charged,  it  might  be, 
with  grave  misdemeanours;  and  there  wero 
men  in  Irciand  who  would  ask,  why  tho 
MiniPters  of  tho  Quoen  had  beeonio  the 
murderer.s  of  tiic  people  ?    Property  sold 
for  nothing.   The  landlord  and  tenant 
question  was  unsettled.    The  country  was 
as  a  volcano.    Why  not  make  trial  of  a 
real  union,  a  union  of  hearts?    A  man's 
religion  should  be  let  alone.    Let  hini  be 
a  Turk  if  he  liked.   There  yet  remained 
the  golden  link  in  tho  hands  of  that  lUaa- 
trious  Lady  who  ruled  these  realms,  nor 
could  it  be  in  better  hands,  if  that  Per- 
sonage were  well  advised,  and  not  misled — 
advised  hy  indiTidnals,  he  would  not  say 
noble  in  stature,  but  noble  in  mind;  ana 
ho  would  trust  that,  notwithstanding  this 
Bill,  the  two  countries  would  go  on  to- 
gether, and  would  still  be  united.  The 
hen.  Member  concluded  with  moving^  aa 
an  Amendment,  that  the  title  of  tho  Bill 
be — *•  A  Bill  to  Prevent  the  Free  Exercise 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in  ibo 
United  Kingdom." 
Amendment  proposed — 

"To  Iwive  out  firom  tbo  word  '  prevent '  to  tho 
end  of  tb»  Tills,  faicrtar  to  add  4iiBWwds<«te 
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{tte  sxfireiae  of  the  Roman  CaUMlio  RflUgitn  im 

Ibe  United  Kisgdom '  instead  thoreof." 

Mr.  RBYKOJiBg  aooondfld  the  Amend- 
ment 

gu  JAMES  GRAHAM  Mid :  Sir,  I 
■oil  cordiallj  unite  in  the  sentiment  ez> 
pressed  by  my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just 
sat  down.    From  my  heart  it  is  my  wish 
that  no  flircnmstancea  may  ever  cNscur  which 
Mj  liiiJw  the  vaiott  between  Englmnd  snd 
Miiid.   Though  I  am  of  opinba  that  the 
comtneneemcnt  of  this  affair  was  unfortu- 
r:^tc.  vot  1  do  think  that,  if  possible,  its 
lenuiaadon  this  oveuiug  appears  to  ino 
■MM  luiliNimato  ttaU.   I  have  taken  part 
in  two  diviaiooe*  HOting  vidi  my  nohle 
Frienf^  nppft«it<>,  in  endeavouring  to  resist 
certain  alterations,  which  had  been  termed 
AQiendmenta,  giving  more  stringency  to 
Ae  Meieare  of  H«r  lUjesty's  Government 
than  I  thought  was  either  safe  or  desirable. 
Certainly,  under  the  arrangement  which 
had  been  made,  I  did  expect  that  a  fiill  and 
ample  opportunity  wooli  hftve  hecm  given 
for  one  more  diseaeneii  on  the  |iriBMpio  of 
this  Bill  before  it  was  srnt  up  to  tho  other 
House  of  rarliameut.    I  must  say,  Sir, 
yon  gAYG  to  every  Member  of  this  House 
the  faDeat  opportaolty  of  originating  aneh 
a  fiaaeision;  and  I  take  blame  on  myaelf 
that,  under  the  peculiar  circum^trmce?,  I 
did  not  propose  tho  adjournment  ot  the 
debate,  iu  order  that  a  still  further  oppor- 
tanity  wi^t  have  heen  given  to  thoae  who 
veie  perhaps  surprised — not  that  you.  Sir, 
ttscd  undue  speed  in  putting  the  question — 
but  being  absent,  and  not  boiug  able  to 
ntom  in  tioM  to  take  part  in  that  disons- 
iMa.   I  think  the  mieaauinnces  are  alto- 
gether unfortunate.    But  still  I  would  sug- 
gest to  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  H.  G rattan), 
with  whom  I  cordially  agree  in  resisting 
tUi  Bill,  ihat  there  -wodd  he  more  pro- 
fwaty  hi  not  taking  a  division  on  the  prin- 
ciple under  thn  form  of  a  fii^cnssion  on  tlio 
title  of  it.     i  would  wish  him  and  those 
Wq.  Uembers  with  whom  he  acta  to  recul- 
lidt  that  the  ftirther  progreaa  of  this  Bill 
in  its  altered  shape  is  realij  nnder  tho 
fi'if^nncp  and  subjnct  to  the  responsibility 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.    That  is  a 
grave  responsibility,  and  I  am  sure  they 
will  ImI  it  ae  anoh.  They  oeght  abo  to 
reeoUeet  that  this  country  owes  much  of 
tho  defence  of  its  civil  and  religious  liberty 
to  the  exertions  of  the  noble  Lord  now  at 
tha  head  of  ^  Qoremment;  and  after  all 
that  has  passed  with  tespeet  to  this  Bill, 
that  r^Ueetion  ought  to  inspire  not  only 
£aglaad  hvt  IreUnd  atUl  Irith  the  hope 
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thai  in  the  laat  resort  its  religioua  liberty 

may  still  bo  b  if<  under  the  protection  of 
the  noblo  Lord  who  is  now  the  first  adviser 
of  the  Crown;  and  certainly,  under  all  tho 
oifonmatanees,  if  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  H. 
Grattan)  will  take  my  adTice,  he  will  not 
press  this  Amendment  to  a  divibion,  and 
will  acquiesce  in  this  Bill  now  going  np  to 
the  House  of  Lords  without  further  discus* 
alon. 

Mr.  Seiucakt  MUFvPIIT  aatd,  during 
the  whole  of  tiio  discussion  on  thh  Bill, 
though  he  had  tal:en  no  pnrt  in  the  discus- 
sion itself,  he  hud  iuvanabiy  been  present 
at  every  dirinon  to  leoord  hia  vote  against 
tho  measure.  He  bad  felt  that  tho  Btll, 
with  the  many  Amendments  that  were 
proposed  to  be  introduced  into  it,  was  so 
fluctuating  in  its  character  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  him,  until  the  third  reading,  to 
offer  an  opinion  on  tho  Bill  in  its  integrity, 
mid  to  form  any  <'omprehen.sive  view  of 
what,  its  provisions  would  be  when  sent  up 
to  the  other  Home  of  Pariiament.  But 
he  wee  not  die  less  an  attentive  observer 
of  its  ])rogrc3s;  and  the  House  would  be- 
lieve that  he  was  a  ^inrrro  opponent  of 
the  measure,  and  that  tor  some  time  he 
had  deroted  all  hia  energies  witii  a  nev  te 
nsderatand  what  he  mi^t  call  its  legalttjr 
as  well  as  its  expediency.  He  had  no  op- 
portunity of  addrossiiii;  tliO  House  on  tho 
secoud  reading,  and  he  did  not  think  that 
the  Committee  would  be  a  eonrenient  tiara 
for  interposing  his  objections  to  tho  whole 
principlo  of  tho  Bill.  Ho  had  come  down 
to  the  House  that  evening  prepare  to 
give  his  views  on  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  oertainly  did  believe  an  oppor- 
tunity would  havo  been  given  him  to  speak. 
He  certainly  had  not  heard  from  tlio  Chair 
the  words  "tli&t  the  Bill  do  pass,"  and 
when  he  nwe  he  was  told  he  waa  too  late. 
But  hia  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  H.  Grattan)  had  charged  him  with 
seceding  from  that  intention.  That  was  a 
very  ungenerous  tiling  on  the  part  ot  tho 
hon.  Mmnber  for  Meath  under  the  eiraum- 
stances.  The  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
and  his  party  ]^no^v  ihnt  he  (Xfr.  ??erjennt 
Murphy),  for  abstaining  from  taking  any 
part  iu  tho  dii»cussion  on  this  Bill,  had 
been  maligned  in  eertain  newspapers  in  • 
manner  that,  if  he  were  to  bring  the  mat- 
ter before  tho  Court  of  Queen's  Bonch,  he 
might  havo  the  parties  who  had  so  ma- 
ligned htm  condemned  to  two  years'  impn- 
sonment.  His  silenee  had  been  charac- 
terised as  that  of  a  man  who,  for  gold, 
would  aell  hia  fellowomea.   That  waa  the 
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style  of  vitupcrfttioa  with  which  ho  had 
been  attacked  for  a  eilonce  which  vtaa  weU 
mtended.  He  eaid  it  was  a  most  ungen- 
erous thing  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Mcath 
to  have  made  that  diariro  agaiust  him. 
Because  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  the 
uuspcukablc  folly  to  leave  the  Iloubc,  and 
beeanse  ^ey  wiebed  to  throw  tb*  reBpon- 
Bibility  from  their  own  Bbouldcrs — and  ho 
said  this  as  an  Irish  Eoman  Catholic  Mem- 
ber— tl\o  ^tfopio  of  Ireland  were  now  to  bo 
told  iliat  iio  (iMr.  Serjeant  Murphy)  was 
the  traitor.  It  was  |>art  and  pared  of  tbe 
whole  conduct  of  ill  '  party  who  in  that 
House  had  damaged  the  respect  that  would 
have  been  otherwise  due  to  their  position, 
and  had  frittered  away  opportunities  which, 
if  they  bad  eoadueted  tbemselrea  in  an- 
other spirit*  would  have  been  noble  in  their 
results. 

Mil.  GRATTAN  said,  he  had  never 
seen  in  the  newspapers  the  calumnies  to 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cork  refi»red,  and  disclaimed  any  inten- 
tion of  reflecting  on  the  character  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  KEYNOLDS  was  quito  prepared 
to  say  that  be  was  not  one  of  those  who 
had  at  any  time  censured  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cork,  cither  pablidy 
or  privately,  for  the  part  lie  had  tal;on  with 
respect  to  this  Bill.  There  was,  iiowover, 
no  mistake  with  regard  to  what  had  fallen 
from  tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  on 
the  hustings  at  Cork,  on  the  subject  of 
this  Bill.  lie  told  his  constituents  what 
ho  would  do,  and,  to  use  a  Ifg'al  phrase, 
*•  they  were  purchasers  with  notice."  lie 
(Mr.  Beynolas)  recollected  to  have  read  a 
ineeeb  mode  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman at  Cork,  in  which  he  charncterlscd 
this  Bill  ns  a  hnttnm  fulmen.  On  refer- 
ring to  the  absence  of  him  (Mr.  HeynolUs), 
and  that  of  others,  when  the- Speaker  put 
the  question  that  the  Bill  do  pass,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  designated  their 
Conduct  afl  unspeakable  folly.  He  (Mr.  lley- 
noids)  had  a  right  to  protest,  and  he  did  pro- 
test, against  the  lecturing  language  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlenmn  had  referred  to  the 
course  which  he  (Mr.  Ucynolds)  and  up- 
wards of  thirty  Irish  lioman  Catholic 
Membera»  and  aome  Protestant  Irish  repre- 
sentatives also,  deemed  it  advisable  to  pur- 
sue on  a  recent  occasion,  when  certain 
Amendments  were  proposed  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Abingdon.  lie 
might  refer  to  a  clause  proposed  by  his 
hoD.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 

Mr*  SerjewU  Murphy  ^ 


Athlone,  which  caused  considerable  discus- 
sion in  that  House  between  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  and  the  hon*  Gentleman  | 
tho  Secretary  to  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury. It  was  in  the  recollection  of  ilie 
House  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  did  that  which  every  one 
knew  he  had  a  right  to  do,  namely,  over- 
ruled tho  consent  given  by  bis  subordinates  ' 
in  office,  and  did  something  that  nearly 
amounted  to  a  breach  of  faith  from  the 
Miuisterial  benches.  Ho  (Mr.  Kcynolds) 
and  his  hon.  Friends  made  up  their  minds 
that  the  Bill  could  not  be  mado  more  se- 
vere in  its  provisions,  even  by  the  clause 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Abingdon.  Feeling  a  good  deal  of 
disgust  and  conuderable  mdignation  at  the 
breach  of  faith  that  was  then  committed 
with  them,  tlicy  nindo  up  their  mind.s  to 
pursue  a  particular  course.  They  deter- 
mined that  thoy  would  be  no  parties  to 
any  modifieation  of  a  Bill  so  penal  in  it^ 
character.  The  House  had  affirmed  llie 
principle  that  any  man  in  the  United  King- 
dom might  send  up  an  indictment  against 
a  Iwoman  Catholic  archbishop  or  bi.<;hop 
for  what  was  called  a  misdemeanour;  and 
when  they  found  that  they  said,  '*  Let  the 
Goranment  take  all  tho  responsibility 
upon  themselves."  That  was  what  tlio 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  tho  Member 
for  Cork  called  blind  folly.  That  was 
matter  of  opinion.  They  would  see  what 
the  liberal  electors  of  Cork  would  call  it. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  sn'd  ho 
did  not  care  anythini^  what  they  thougiit. 
lie  (Mr.  Ivoyuolds)  wished  iiuu  joy  of  his 
indifferenee.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman probably  did  n  t  ay  that  before 
ho  was  elected.  Whilst,  however,  acting 
independently  for  himself,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  a  right  to  act,  ho 
(Mr.  Boynolds)  pretested  in  tbe  strongest 
language  which  Parliamentary  usage  would 
allow  him  to  employ,  against  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  presuming  to  dictate  to 
him  (Mr.  Koynolds)  and  his  hon.  Friends 
the  course  which  they  oui^ht  to  pursue, 
lie  did  think  the  hon.  and  lenrncd  Gentle- 
man owed  him  (Mr.  Keynolds),  and  those 
with  wliom  he  acted,  an  apolofjy  for  the 
language  he  had  used  in  describing  their 
conduet.  Now,  with  regard  totlw  obser- 
vations that  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tho  Member  for  Ripon  (Sir 
James  Graham),  a  request  finui  him, 
under  circumstances  of  this  kind,  was  al- 
most a  command  with  him  (Mr.  Reynolds). 
He  and  those  with  whom  he  acted  felt  that 
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tbey  oweil  the  rielit  hon.  Gentleman  a 
deep  debt  of  gratitude  for  his  conduct  with 
xftniice  to  tltit  BiH;  and  he  (Mr.  Rey- 
mtds)  was  dupoied,  as  far  as  hfi  was  con- 

cprnpd,  to  adopt  liis  advice,  atid  to  throw 
the  responsihility  on  those  ^vho  occupied 
Ute  Treasurv  benches.  But  he  wished  to 
KBund  tho  rigbt  bon.  Qeotleman  that 
was  a  specific  understanding  to  aU 
W  f'>p  to  be  rcftd  a  third  time,  they 
(the  Irish  Meuibera)  reserving  to  them- 
tdfes  the  1  ight  of  discussion  on  the  ques- 
tin  that  the  Bill  do  pass.  He  had  heard 
tbstthe  conduct  of  the  Speaker  was  above 
all  Wame.  lie  did  not  require  any  assur- 
ance of  that  kind;  but  he  might  say  on 
Ittt  own  part,  and  that  of  others,  that,  on 


the  Bill  was  proposed  and  pressed  forward. 
It  was  well,  understood  that  the  Bill  was  to 
be  cUsflimed  on  the  qneatton  that  the  Bill 
dopaas;  and  the  oonduot  of  the  noble  Lord 
on  this  occasion  was  so  tinlikc  all  his  pre- 
vious conduct,  that  he  almost  doubted  whe- 
ther he  was  tlic  same  noble  Lord.  If  there 
had  not  been  a  single  Irish  Member  pre- 
sent, the  noble  Lord  should  not  have  al- 
lowed tho  question  to  hare  been  put.  Snch 
conduct  was  unhandsome  and  unworthy  of 
the  noble  Lord's  former  self.  Tho  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  had  declared  that  in  his  opinion 
the  noble  Lord's  conduct  was  unhandsome. 

Sm  JAMES  GRAHAM  wished  to  cor- 
reet  a  misapprehension  which  seemed  to 


retoraing  to  the  House  after  the  division,  |  have  arisen.  He  had  said  most  pointedly 
thcjfouud  the  passan^o  so  hcmnictl  in,  that ;  that  the  rii^ht  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Cliair 
^h\ht  the  Speaker  was  puttlni^  the  Motion  lini]  driven  every  Member  the  fullest  possible 
tlittt  the  Bill  do  pass,  they  were  endea-  opportunity  of  discussing  tho  subject  and 
vosring  to  force  their  way  into  the  body  of  i  of  moving  Amondroents  on  tlie  psssing  of 

the  Bill;  but  he  made  no  imputation  on 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Observinj^  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  in  his  place, 
he  thought  tho  hon.  and  learned  Gonti  leman 
would,  as  he  understood,  take  a  leading 


the  House.  On  reaching  his  seat,  ho  was 
informl'd  that  the  question  had  been  finally 
Killed.  With  re.spoct  to  throwinij  the  re- 
sponsibility of  this  Bill  of  pains  and  penal- 
ties on  the  Oovemment,  he  was  alraid  that 
the  millions  who  professed  the  Roman  Ca- 


tholic religrion  in  England  and  Ireland -j  part  in  the  discussion  that  evoninrr.  His 
voold  scarcely  accept  the  letter  of  credit  |  hon.  aud  learned  Friend,  ho  was  certain, 
whidi  tho  right  hon.  Baronet  had  drawn  was  notawaro  of  the  precise  stage  at  which 


in  the  noble  Lord's  favour  that  their  reli- 
6on>-  liberty  was  safe  in  the  hands  of  the 
functionary  who  had  been  mainly  instru* 
raealal  in  framing  the  Bill.  He  had  only 
ts  My,  with  r^rd  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
llod,  that  he  believed  thej  had  made  up 
their  minds  to  their  course.  Ho  (Mr. 
liejaokls),  and  those  with  whom  ho  noted, 
would  return  to  their  own  country,  aud  lie 
f»  one  would  on  every  public  ooearioa  de- 
elve  to  the  Catholic  people  of  Ireland  that 
ihev  had  nothing  to  rely  on  for  the  preser- 
vation of  religious  liberty,  and  even  of 
was  called  toleration  for  their  creed, 
for  the  remainder  of  their  lives,  and  for 
the  lires  of  their  descendants,  but  their 
own  exertions  ;  that  they  must  combine 
against  the  common  enemy,  and,  if  they 
^  not  eombine,  aggression  would  be  com- 
mitted against  them  from  day  to  doj,  the 
Aetof  1829  would  be  frittered  away,  and 
'ksj  would  be  in  a  ^vorso  position  than 

were  prior  to  that  Act  of  emancipa- 
tion. , 

Mu.  LAWLESS  said,  he  also  must  pro- 
tost  af^airiMt  thp  language  used  bv  the  hon. 
«nd  learned  M  ember  for  Cork.  The  con- 
dset  of  tluj  noble  Lord  uL  diat  stage  of  the 
^  eotnspooded  vitb  the  spirit  in  which 


tho  proceedings  had  arrived.  Ho  took 
blame  to  himself  for  not  moving  that  tho 
discussion  on  the  passing  of  tho  Bill  should 
be  postponed.  Ho  believed  the  noble  Lord 
regretted  the  loss  of  tho  opportunity  of  do* 
bating  the  Bill  on  this  occasion  aa  mueh 
ns  nny  one  in  the  House. 

Mil.  LAWLESS  (addressing  tho 
k>^)caker)  said  ho  had  not  presumed  to 
entidae  his  conduct;  he  was  quite  sore  it 
was  on  that  occanon»  as  on  all  oihers, 
most  impartial. 

Mr.  KEOGH  did  not  rise  to  detain  the 
House  for  moro  than  a  single  moment. 
He  thought  it  was  unfbrtnnate  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  did  not  hear  tho  question  put  by  Mr. 
Speaker.  He  felt  perfectly  certain  that 
his  hon.  and  learned  FHend  did  not  hear  it., 
lie  did  not,  however,  rise  for  the  purpose  d 
discussing  that  question,  hut  for  the  pur- 
pose of  asking  his  hon.  Friends  whom  ho 
saw  around  liim  to  assent  to  tho  proposi- 
tion made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Ripon.  Tho  elevated  position 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  occupied  in 
that  House,  the  high  authority  v,  !:ich  at- 
tached to  his  name,  and  tlio  ciuincnt  scr- 

vioes  he  liad  rendered  at  all  timea  to  tho 
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cause  of  civil  aud  religions  liberty,  de- 
manded from  him  (Mr.  Keo^h)  and  his 
frianda  around  hlin  whose  religious  libor* 

ties  wore  assailed,  tlie  groateat  confidence 
in  his  judgnicnt,  and  aoquiesccncc  h\  his 
recommondations;  and  eicept  that  ihc 
Homo  "bad  not  had  the  advantage  of  hear- 
ing the  right  hon.  Baronet  deliver  his  opin- 
ions again  on  this  question,  he  (Mr.  Koogh) 
had  no  regret  that  the  discussion  had  taken 
the  tui'n  it  had  donoi  because  ho  thought 
*  it  fortnnate  for  Uie  eaow  thej  were  then 
advocating  that  the  whole  responsibiUty 
of  this  Bill  should  rest  on  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown;  and  lot 
him  make  this  one  observation — ^lot  the 
House  and  the  country  remark  that  the 
responubilitj  of  thia  Bill  did  not  rest  in 
an  ordinary  manner  on  the  noble  Lord; 
but  that,  having  proposed  one  Bill  to  that 
House,  he  retreated  from  that  Bill  bciorc 
a  month  had  elapsed,  and  then  he  adopt- 
ed the  suggestions  of  one  of  Uio  loMiing 
Uembers  of  the  Opposition;  then  SQCcced- 
ed  in  defeating  the  proposition  of  another 
leading  Member  on  tlic  Opposition  side; 
then  he  declared  his  conviction  that  no  one 
but  the  Attomej  Qeneral  shonid  have  the 
power  of  prosecuting  untler  this  Bill;  but 
when  he  (Mr.  Keogh),  a  hiunblc  Mcmher 
of  that  IIouso,  acting  on  the  noble  Lord's 
opinion,  proposed  to  put  into  the  form, 
adoptod  and  ananted  to  by  the  noble 
Lora'i  own  law  officer,  a  olauae  for  that 
purpose,  the  noble  Lord  opposed  that 
cla'i^e:  and  then  the  noble  Lord  coni- 
ulaiucd  that  tho  Jrish  Members  did  not 
follow  him  into  the  lobby  to  vote  with 
bim  for  a  propoeition  which  was  the  di- 
rect negative  of  that  clanse.  This  Bill 
would  find  its  -way  to  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  with  this  remark  on  the 
back  of  it,  that  it  was  the  first  Bill  re- 
atrictiog  the  religious  liberties  of  a  great 
portion  of  tho  population  of  this  country 
which  ever  reached  that  IIou'^p,  and  that 
the  first  Minister  of  the  Crown  who  pro- 
posed it  reoeiTed  no  less  than  four  igno- 
minioiiB  defeatsi  and,  after  speaking  to 
his  utmost  against  propositions  which  had 
since  been  embodied  in  tho  Bill,  tho  noble 
Lord  yet  said  that  was  his  Bill,  and 
took  upon  himself  all  tho  responsibility 
it  involved.  That  was  a  position  which 
ho  (Mr.  Keogb)  would  not  attempt  to 
enfeeble  or  weaken — with  the  noble  Lord 
let  the  responsibility  rest.  lie  (Mr. 
Keo^h)  bulievcd,  iu  his  conscience,  that 
responsibility  was  what  the  noble  Lord's 
strength  waa  not  able  to  bear, 

Mr*  Ke9gh 


Mii.  AGLIONiiY  said,  tliat  an  an  iade- 
pendent  Member  of  that  Hoose,  he  eonld 
not  refrun  from  expressing  his  sarpriie  at 

the  extraordinary  attacks  made  upon  the 
noble  Lord  at  tho  head  of  the  Gnvprnment. 
The  noble  Lord  was  no  party  to  preveot- 
ing  A  disoiission  on  tbe  third  reading  of 
tlie  Bill,  and  to  say  be  ^^  :u  ,  conveyed  one 
of  tho  most  tinwarrantable  cliarges  ever 
made.  [Mr.  Ki:o(>ii :  No  ono  said  so.] 
Uo  certainly  understood  an  hon«  Gontle> 
man  opposite  to  make  that  statement, 
though  probably  it  was  to  bo  imputed  to 
the  boat  of  debate.  Nothing  was  ever 
le^s  v.  arranted  tlian  such  a  charge.  Tho 
lion,  and  learned  Member  for  Cork  stated 
to  him  early  in  the  evening  that  he  intend* 
ed  to  spedc  on  tbe  BUI,  and  at  tbe  same 
time  expressed  his  belief  that  the  debate 
would  not  finisli  that  night,  and  perhaps 
not  even  on  Monday.  Uo  expected,  there- 
fore, when  Mr.  Speaker  put  the  questiou 
that  the  Bill  do  pass,  to  see  some  Irish 
Gentleman  rise.  Mr.  Speaker  ptit  the 
qnestion  slowly  and  deliberately,  as  if  bo 
expected  some  one  to  rise,  and  turned  Iiis 
eyes  towards  that  side  of  the  House  from 
whioh  be  seemed  to  think  o|positioii  likely 
to  come; .  and  he  must  say  ne  thoqght  tM 
right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  be  as 
much  surprised  as  ho  was  when  no  Mem- 
ber laid  hold  of  the  opportunity  to  speak. 
Mr.  Speaker  indeed  paused  twioe,  to  give 
ample  time  to  any  one  who  chose  te  ad- 
dress the  IIousc,  and  he  was  therefore  not 
to  blame  for  what  liad  occurred.  Now, 
was  tbe  noble  Lord  to  answer  for  the  Iriah 
Members  in  tooh  eirttsmstaaoes  f  How 
was  ho  to  know  theb  tacties?  Or  waa 
Mr.  Speaker  to  call  upon  some  imaginary 
person  to  get  up  and  speak  ?  Tie  donieil 
that  the  whole  responsibility  of  the  Bill, 
as  it  now  stood,  rested  widh  the  Govern- 
ment alone.  There  were  many  other 
Members  in  tbe  House*  himself  among 
the  number,  who  were  opposed  to  the  too 
stringent  clauses  which  bad  been  intro- 
duced; and  ho  must  say  he  deeply  re- 
gretted that  those  who  opposed  tne  B9I1 
should  have  deserted  the  noble  Lord  on 
tliat  oeeaRion.  The  noble  Lord  had  done 
what  he  could  to  jtrovent  tlie  obnoxion^ 
clauses  being  passed;  and  those  who  wil- 
fully absented  themselves  when  the  vote 
was  taken  on  that  clause,  were  parties  to 
Its  passing  as  mueh  as  those  who  voted  in 
its  favour. 

Mil.  MOOKL  maintained  that  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Bill,  let  it  be  what  it 
might,  stiU  rested  with  the  Prime  MiDiater* 
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He  had  talccn  charge  of  a  Bill  that  con- 1  would,  he  hoped,  account  for  hU  abieoee« 

mined  provisions  oppoacd  not  only  to  the  Ho  could  not  look  upon  the  present  moa- 
po&j  of  bis  whole  life,  hut  diametrically  ^  sure  us  other  tliua  an  act  of  groat  political 
~  to  his  own  dedared  intentioos  and  [  cowardice  on  the  part  of  the  Goveniiueut. 


freqtKBllj  expressed  s^ntioMiits  dnriDff  the  He  believed  the  ooUe  Lord  did  what  he 

progress  of  the  Bill  itself.  The  cTaueo  j  intended  to  do,  namely,  deceive  the  Irish 
rdat-nt*'  to  Bulls  introduced  hy  the  hon.  I  Members,  and  did  rery  little  to  maintain 
and  learned  Member  for  Abinj^don  render-  tlie  religion  of  his  Country  or  the  diguiiy 
ed  penal  that  which  the  noble  Lord  iu 
1846  daekred  to  be  eeseDtially  neoessary 
for  the  administration  of  the  affairs  of  the 
Bmr.an  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland:  nnd 
there  arose,  therefore,  this  tlilcmmn,  either 


of  the  Throne. 

Lord  JOHN  EUSSELL :  Sir,  I  do 
not  rise  to  notiee  anything  that  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Colonel.  Tint 
there  are  circumstances  connected  with 


the  CalbuHe  religion  must  be  put  down  iu  ,  what  has  occurred  within  the  last  few  days, 
IfdiBd,  or  thai  religion  nrart  be  oontinned,  {  and  especially  what  has  ocenrred  to-night, 


ia  dire  ct  violation  of  the  law.  The  noblo 
Lord  tried  to  ronpr*  1>y  saving  the  T'nman 
Catholic  Mf'inlH  I  t  .  re  responsible  for  the 
fasaog  of  the  ciausc;  but  could  the  Prime 
lOrister  of  England  shift  the  tesponid- 
b3ity  from  bis  shoulders  in  that  way  ? 
If  the  noble  Lord  allowed  himself  to  be 
oade  the  in^-trument  of  passincr  n  rl!iuf=!C 
to  preToot  that  which  bo  declared  to  be 
rj  fat  Jh9  admfaiistration  of  the 
Catbonc  religion,  namely,  the  in- 
troduction of  Bulls  into  this  country,  it 
was  no  aii'swcr  to  say  that  the  Catholic 
Monbera  failed  to  assist  him  in  resisting 
Aat  dbuuw.  The  noble  Lord  was  respon- 
iftle  for  the  peace  of  the  conntry;  and  if 
the  Iri^h  Memben  bad  neglected  their 
iatx.  that  was  no  reason  why  the  noble 
Lord  2»uould  bare  neglected  his.  But  the 
Imh  Members  had  not  neglected  their 
tey  IB  tfiis  matter.  They  were  delighted 
t»  sec  the  Bill  as  it  was.  The  wished  to 
se*  the  Bill  as  discfrnceful,  as  discreditable, 
*^  trrannical.  and  unpalatable  as  it  could 
W  made.  They  wcro  pleased  to  find  that 
thtassne  |ieoaItj  was  attaehed  to  the  in*- 
tavioetion  of  Bulls  as  to  the  tahiog  of 
titles.  They  would  all  be  able  more  or 
less  t4>  Tiolato  the  provisions  of  thn 
mA  hj  the  blessing  of  God  they  would 
nslate  it  as  often  as  possible.  If  the 
■sble  Lovd,  on  the  one  hand,  passed  this 
nj^3,:-nrc.  and  so  violated  the  lihertv  of  tlio 
kabjeet;  or  if,  on  the  other  hand,  he  allow- 
ed  the  law  to  be  derided  aad  despised, 
the  noble  Lord  might  keep  his  party 
a  little  longer — fie  might  a  little 
longer  maintain  his  position  as  a  dexterous 
f  ^.s-eF-rnan.  but  he  would  hold  his  position 
as  the  hack  of  the  Opposition,  and  not  as 
the  Prine  Minister  of  England. 

CouoBL  81BTH0RP  had  been  snr- 
prised  to  hear  that  a  considerable  discus- 
ooa  had  taken  place  on  that  stage  of  tlic 
B3L   He  had  not  expected  it,  and  that 


that  certainly  may  be  liable  to  miseoneep- 
tion,  of  which,  indeed,  wo  have  had  evi- 
dent proof  during  the  last  half-hour.  Yes- 
terday the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr« 
Gladstone),  stated,  that  as  there  were  cer- 
tain Amendments  which  were  to  he  sub- 
mitted to  tho  House  for  final  adoption  or 
rejection,  and  the  shape  of  the  Bill  might 
he  changed  by  the  adoption  of  them;  it 
wonld  be  desirable  that  those  Amendmenta 
should  be  disposed  of  on  the  third  readiug, 
and  that  a  debate  on  the  general  merits  of 
the  Bill  should  take  place  on  tiie  question 
that  tho  Bill  do  pass.  Tho  Ilouse  will  ro- 
eollesi  that  I  then  said  I  thonght  it  would 
be  more  oonvenient  that  we  should  discuss 
the  Bill  in  the  shape  it  would  tiltinintoly 
take  after  tlio  division  on  the  Aineiidincnts; 
but  though  I  thought  that  course  the  most 
eonrenient,  it  was  entirely  for  the  oppo* 
nents  of  the  Bill  to  decide  whether  i| 
should  be  followed  or  not.  I  consider, 
therefore,  that  I  had  nothiii<j  to  do  but  to 
move  tho  third  reading,  and  the  passing 
of  the  BilMt  was  for  them  to  deeida 
when  aad  in  what  manner  they  wotdd  tsha 
the  debate.  The  opponents  of  tho  mea- 
sure, however,  chose  to  absent  themselves 
from  tho  discussion  of  those  Amendments 
to  which  I  have  aflnded — a  matter  on  whieh 
I  shall  presently  speak;  but,  having  ab« 
sented  themselves,  immediately  after  tho 
division  on  those  Amendments,  you,  Sir, 
most  fairly  and  most  particularly  stated  to 
tho  House  that  the  question  was  whetibei! 
the  Bill  should  passf  I  certainly  wnS 
surprised  that  no  one  rose;  and  for  tha 
momnnt  I  was  disposed  to  rise  myself,  in 
order  to  introduce  the  debate;  hut  it  just 
occurred  to  me  that  if  I  spoke,  then  some 
of  the  Gentlemen  who  have  opponed  the 
Bill,  and  who  might  rise  to  speak  after* 
wards,  would  not  fiiil  to  brinir  rhargei^ 
a^iast  me  of  one  kind  or  another,  ao({ 
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then  I  should  bo  precluded  from  answer- 
ing them.  Besides,  it  was  obviously  the 
bwRQMB  of  thoM  who  opposod  the  Bill  to 
raise  the  question  before  the  House,  and 

to  say  wljctlicr  or  no  tlicj  lind  nnj  objec- 
tion tlmt  the  Bill  do  pass.  Nevertheless, 
the  bon.  Member  for  Clonmel  (Mr.  Law- 
less) lays  the  entire  Uftine  to  my  eharge 
thai  he  and  his  Friends  were  nil  absent 
from  the  House,  and  that  those  Members 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  and  wlio  were  present, 
did  not  rise  to  take  (he  opportunity  of  ob- 
jecting to  it.  Now»  without  throwing  any 
blame  on  them — admitting  that  they  were 
perfectly  right  in  beini^  absent  from  tbc 
House — admitting  that  those  who  were  pro- 


creditable  to  the  House;  but  that  was  not 
the  view  of  the  hon.  and  ieamed  Member 
for  Atblone.  He  proposed 
ments,  and  tried  to  carry  them.   One  of 

those  Amendments  I  assented  to,  and  the 
House  atlopted  it  without  a  division.  Then 
ho  proposed  the  Amcudmcnt  to  which  I 
hare  uready  rrferred,  and,  beeaose  it  «n 
rejected,  he  admitted  by  his  absence  and 
that  of  bis  Frieiicls,  an  Amendment  the 
very  opposite  of  his  own.  Such  a  coorse 
of  conduct  was  not  very  inteUigiblc :  but 
it  was  not  etiU  more  nnintdligible  that, 
having  by  their  absence  enabled  the  hou. 
and  learned  >rpniber  for  Abingdon  to  in- 
trcduco  his  Amenduients  into  the  Bill. 


■ent  did  not  hear  the  qnestion  pat — surely  j  they  should  then  lay  upon  ns  who  had 
the  hUune  eannot  fall  upon  me.    I  am  the 

Tftst  person  who  wa«5  bound  to  undertake 
that  there  sliouUl  be  a  lon^  discussion  on 
the  passing  of  the  Bill.  Then  the  hon. 
and  leamd  Member  for  AtUono  (Mr. 
Keogh)  was  exeeedingly  angry  that  a  cer- 
tain proposition  of  bis  was  not  received, 
and  lie  triumpbetl  very  niucli  at  our  beini; 
defeated  on  an  Amendment  that  went  in 
effeet  to  make  the  Bill  the  very  rererse  of 
what  ho  himself  proposed  to  make  it. 
The  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  pro- 

S)8al  was  that  no  one  but  the  Attorney 
moral  shonid  take  any  proceedings  nndor 
this  Act.  The  BiU,  as  we  stated  after 
some  consultation — and  we  were  all  asjreed 
ujMjn  that  point — the  Bill  was  then  in  that 
shape  that  no  one  but  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral eoidd  take  these  proeeedmgs;  there- 
fore  I  sud  I  thought  the  clause  was  un- 
necessary— that  I  did  not  tl.:ii]v  it  fair  to 
the  House  to  support  such  a  clause  with- 
out giviug  notice  that  I  would  do  so,  espo- 
eiallr  aa  ttie  BUI  in  its  then  state  was  snch 
as  me  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  pro- 
posed to  make  it;  and  accordingly  I  re- 
tnsed  ray  support  to  his  clause.  Then, 
when  another  bon.  and  leamcil  Gentleman 
proposed  to  make  the  Bill  different  from 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Athlone  wishes  it — when  he  proposed  tliat 
any  common  informer,  with  the  consent  of 
Ae  Attorney  General,  may  take  proeeed- 
in^s  under  the  Act,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  Is  absent,  and  refuses  hi''  coti- 
eurrence  in  opposinnr  t^js  Amendment  that 
completely  overthrows  liis  own  views  of 
the  snbjeot.  What  eonsistency  there  is  in 
this  I  cannot  comprehend.  I  can  undw- 
stand  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say- 
ing, as  tho  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  has  said, 
that  he  wished  tho  Bill  to  bo  as  bad  as 
poniUo— that  he  wished  to  make  it  dis- 
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charge  of  the  Bill,  the  responsibility  of 

tbo'se  Anictidinents.    I  am  not  disposed  to 
shrink   from    any  responsibility  I  have 
justly  incurred.      The  responsibility  I 
do  incur  is  this — and  it  is  a  grave  and 
serious   responsibility  —  considering  tbe 
Amendments  that  have  been  introduced 
into  the  Bill   against  my  consent,  and 
in  opposition  to  my  judgmeut,  cuu  I  still 
take  charge  of  the  iBill*  and  recommend 
to  the  House  to  pass  it  in  the  shape 
in  which  it  now  stands  ?    That  is  my 
responsibility.    My  responsibility  is  not 
that  of  having  introduced  these  Amend- 
ments, or  of  having  carried  them,  but  of 
considering  whether  I  should  br  justifiL"! 
in  still  adhering  to  the  Bill  witit  tito 
Amendments  that  have  been  introduced 
into  it.    On  that  qnestion,  those  who  hold 
the  same  opinion  with  myself,  and  think 
that  tlie  introiluction  into  this  country, 
last  autumn,  of  the  Papal  Rescript  was  a 
very  serious  aggression  against  the  rights 
of  the  Crown  and  the  independence  of  Hie 
nation,  will  feel  with  me  that  it  would 
have  been  a  great  misfortune,  if,  after  wo 
had  from  the  commencement  of  the  Ses- 
sion, been  debating  a  Bill  with  the  view 
of  its  becoming  a  legislative  Act,  and  as 
a  legislativo  Act  calculated  to  repel  that 
aggression,  and  assert  tho  supremacy  of 
the  Crown  and  tho  rights  of  the  nation, 
we  had  at  the  last  bonr  altogether  deserted 
and  thrown  up  that  Bill;  and  left  the  ag- 
gression unclu'okcd — and  left  those  who 
bad  invaded  the  riirlits  of  the  nation  to 
triumpil  over  the  people,  whose  wishes, 
sentiments,  and  general  expectations,  so 
unequivocally  expressed,  would  thus  be 
bauliccd  bv  the  failure  of  the  onlv  mca- 
sure  before  Parliament  to  resent  the  in- 
sult put  ou  tho  country.    I  felt  that  to 

be  so  aerlou  •  lesponaibHitj  that  weigh* 
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ing  the  one  circumstance  against  the  other  {  Hament  would  he 
— saving  matureljr  considered  the  purport 
and  probable  altenUion  of  the  Amendmeiits 
of  the  hoD.  and  learned  MemW  for  Abing- 
don, and,  havings  stated  my  objections  to 
thea,  I  yet  felt  that  tliere  was  no  part 
of  those  Amendments,  altered  as  thcv  have 
bees  from  the  Amoidinents  originallj  pro- 
nosed  bj  the  hoD.  and  learned  HemW  for 
Midharst,  and  made  more  tenipenite  in 
their  operation,  which  would  justify  luc 
m  incurring  the  serious  respousibilitj  of 
tboving  up  the  Bill.   That,  Sir,  ie  ihe 
re»ponsibi]itjr  which  I  have  fairly  incurred, 
and  from  that  roenonsibilitY  I  f^m  in  no 
way  prepaied  to  shrink.    I  do  not  believe 
that  there  Is  anything  in  this  Bill,  even  in 
its  pceeeni  shape,  which  militates  against 
r^ious  freedom.   The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Ripon  lias  said,  in 
terms  which  I  certainly  cannot  say  that  I 
deserre,  that  he  believes  that  the  cxecu- 
lion  of  this  Bill  after  it  had  passed  into 
ta  Act  of  Farliaoient,  would  be  safe  in  my 
hands,  f.ml  that  ho  had  no  apprehension 
that  rvlit^fous  freedom  would  be  violated. 
I  thuu^iic.  Sir,  that  I  had  a  iar  more  ex- 
louife  i^aestion  than  that  to  eonsider 
vith  respect  to  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  I 
do  not  tliink  it  would  be  enough  for  me  to 
!%y  that  tlte  ]\ferabcrs  of  the  present  Go 
vcirjuieiil,  whether  lu  this  country  or  in 
Iidandp  would  take  care  that  this  Bill 
vedd  not  be  put  into  operation  in  snch  a 
manner  as  to  violate  religious  freedom.  I 
t!»!nk  that  wc  should  be  bound  not  to  move 
iLe  pasi«in^  of  the  Bill — not  to  bo  parties 
te  its  paaiung — if  we  conMdered  that  any 
Gofcniraent  which  might  hereafter  aucceecl 
HI  would  he  able  to  tt^q  the  powers  con- 
Mt4  to  thoin  by  this  measure  in  violation 
of  religious  liberty.    I  think  our  respon- 
iftHity  goes  as  far  as  that,  and  that  we 
ahoold  fall  short  of  our  duty  if  we  said  we 
»il!  t:iku  c]iar;^e  of  tiiis  Bill,  and  put  it  in 
fort'.'  i;i  such  a  tiianner  that  no  opjucssiou 
sh&ii  be  exercised  under  it :  but  that  those 
i^eome  after  ns  may  use  it  for  that  pnr> 
pose.   Now,  I  do  not  beliere  that  this  Bill 
will  be  used  for  such  purpose.    I  do  not 
mean  to  s^ay  that  an  Attorney  Gcinral 
B^ght  not  by  a  flagrant  violation  of  his 
tej,  as  I  shoold  conoeiTO  it  would  be,  give 
a  loose  to  the  common  informer  in  cases 
which  ought  not  to  receive  IiIh  sanctioM, 
That  I  conceive  to  be  possible;  but  in  such 
cases  as  that,  as  in  the  case  of  many  other 
Acts  of  Farliaaent  bj  which  powers  are 
esafided  to  the  OoTemment  to  be  exercised 
with  proper  jud^cnt  and  discretion,  Par- 
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always  ready  to  check 
any  undue  and  wanton  exercise  of  the 
powers  it  has  itself  conferred.   That  Is 
an  observation  which  applies  not  to  this 
Bill,  but  also  to  many  Acts  on  the  Statute- 
book,  and  to  the  whole  powers  and  prero- 
gatives of  the  Crown.  There  may  be  abuses 
of  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown  within  the 
law,  which  might  be  committed  at  any  mo- 
ment with  serious  public    mischief,  hut 
which  arc  prevented  by  the  nature  of  the 
institutions  of  this  country,  and  by  the  re- 
sponsibility which  rests  upon  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,    But  that  which  I  have  al- 
ways confided  in — that  which  I  stated  I 
confided  in  from  the  first  moment  of  hear- 
ing of  this  aggre«sioii  on  the  part  of  the 
Pope — ^was  in  the  fact  that  this  country 
had  been  long  in  the  enjoyment  of  civil 
and  religious  liberty;  and  that  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  it  would  be  possible  in  this  coun- 
try to  interrupt  that  long  usage,  and  to 
violate  the  aanetity  of  eotiscienee,  or  to 
prevent  the  public  worship  and  exercise  of 
all  the  rites  of  rolii^ion  accordin*?  to  the 
opinions  and  faith  of  vaiinus  classes  of 
Christians  who  niuy  be  established  among 
US.   [Ironie(U  ehuri*}   Yes;  happily  for 
us  we  do  not  live  in  a  country  where  it  is 
usual  to  bring  pei'sons  before  a  trihnmil  for 
the  ofTenoe  of  rcadinr:^  the  Holy  Scriptures, 
and  to  bend  them  to  nn  unwholesome  gaol 
for  an  offence  of  that  kind.   Hon.  Gentle- 
men who  have  spoken  with  such  severity  of 
my  conrlnet.  '^vlio  have  represented  ns  ns 
perscciitois  aTuI   ciKvnios  of  roligions  li- 
berty, may  depend  on  it  that  no  proceed- 
ings siudi  as  are  eoontenaneed  and  ap- 
plauded in  some  other  countries,  where 
the  influence  of  the  Honian  Catholic  reli- 
gion is  greater  tb  in   ia  ours,  would  ho 
countenanced  by  any  Minister  of  England 
who  may  sit  on  these  benches.  Well,  after 
all,  is  there  anything  hostile  to  religious 
liberty  in  preventing,  not  Roman  Catholie 
bishop's  cither  in  England  or  in  Ireland  ex- 
ercising their  functions,  and,  to  U2>o  the 
expression  of  the  Beqnests  Act,  "  officiat- 
ing" in  various  parts  of  the  country;  but 
in  preventing  their  officiaJng  under  per- 
tain territorial  titles,  and  using  certain  in- 
struments in  this  country  granted  by  a 
foreign  Power,  confmng  on  them  those 
territorial  titles?  It  appears  to  me  that 
tlirre  is  no  infringement  of  religious  li- 
berty in  that  prohibition;  and  it  likewise 
appears  to  me  that  there  is  a  change, 
wliich  is  in  my  opinion  perfectly  practica- 
ble, and  which,  if  the  See  of  Rome  would 
but  condescend  to  consider  the  present 
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state  of  the  world,  that  see  might  at  once 
adopt,  and  thiu  Mliefe  itaelf  frota  all 

those  apprehensions  which  it  maj  contem- 
plate from  the  enactments  of  the  mea- 
sure of  1  S'29,  and  of  the  measure  we  are  novr 
considering.  The  fact  is,  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Chtiroh  b  not  the  oflly  Ohrietian 
Church  in  Europe.  The  liMt  is — though 
it  may  sound  as  a  novelty  at  Rome — that 
this  country,  not,  as  I  think,  by  "a  de- 
plorable schism,"  but.  by  a  divisiuu  from 
the  Church  of  RomO,  became  another  lK>dy 
of  the  great  Christian  community,  sepa- 
rated from  Rome,  and  maintaining  its  own 
national  Church  and  its  own  system  as  a 
religious  and  Christian  ntition.  There  are 
others,  Protestants,  dissenting  from  the 
Bstablished  Church,  but  likewise  forming 
part  of  the  great  Christian  community. 
Now,  if  the  Church  of  Rome  would  but 
acknowledge  these  facts — if  it  would  but 
acknowledge  that  there  are  Christians  in 
this  land  besides  the  Roman  Catholics — if 
it  would  but  say  that  its  bishops  and  arch- 
bishops were  not  Archbishops  and  Bishops 
of  Westminster,  Birmingham,  Armagh, 
and  Dublin,  but  bishops  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  officiating  in  certain  dis- 
tricts — and  if  it  would  confine  their  minis- 
trations to  those  of  the  Roman  r'ntholio 
faith,  I  do  not  believe  there  would  bo  any 
dispute  either  in  Parliament  or  in  the 
country  with  reference  to  the  Roman  ('a- 
tholics  liavinr^  not  only  the  number  of 
bishops  they  have  now  in  tln'^  country,  but 
even  of  increasing  tho  luunbcr  as  they 
might  think  fit.  The  real  aggression  con- 
sists in  this,  that  they  pretend  not  to 
recognise  any  Christians  except  them- 
selves— that  they  assume  the  government 
of  the  whole  territory  of  this  Protestant 
country;  and,  by  their  theories,  which  are 
totally  different  from  the  fact,  assume  also 
that  nil  l)a])tisod  persons  are  snhiect  to 
their  own  bishops  and  priests,  and  that 
there  are  not  persons  belonging  to  the  reli- 
gion of  this  country  and  professing  its 
fiiith.  As  long  as  these  pretensions  arc 
kept  up,  wo  cannot  allow  of  them,  and  we 
shall  not  allow  to  be  erased  from  our 
Btatutc-book  certain  provisions  against 
such  pretensions*  I  own  that  it  appears 
to  mo  that  if  the  See  of  Rome  were  guided 
by  tho  commonest  prudence  and  by  ordi- 
nary common  sense,  nothing  would  be 
easier  for  it  than  to  appoint  its  bishops 
with  names  and  designations  which  would 
not  ^ve  offence  to  any  one.  wliich  wonld 
not  mtorfere  with  the  title  and  supremacy 
of  the  Queen,  and,  being  entirely  religious 
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deaignationa,  wo«M  be  innooent  aad  hartt« 
less.    Thes^t  therefore,  are  my  reasons 

for  not  considering  that  there  is  anything 
that  can  he  called  persecution  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  eYcn  with  the  addition  of  the 
Amendments  of  the  hon.  and  learaad 
Member  for  Abingdon*  We  are  hound,  I 
think,  in  duty  and  allegiance,  while  wd 
admit  all  persons  to  profess  and  practise 
their  own  religion,  not  to  allow  any  foreign 
Sovereign  to  presume  to  have  a  sway  aid 
government  in  this  country  inconsistenft 
with  the  sway  and  government  which  laW* 
fully  belongs  to  the  (^ueen  of  this  king- 
dom, whose  supremacy  will,  I  think,  be 
asserted  by  this  Bill.  And  I  trust  tliat, 
after  this  is  passed,  the  Roman  Catfaclto 
portion  of  the  people  of  this  kingdom  will 
see  that  they  will  hare  the  perfect  right 
to  exercise  their  own  religion,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  will  understand  that  they  haTA 
no  right  at  all  to  aay  that  thej  are  to 
override  the  powers  of  the  Parliament  of 
this  country,  and  to  deeide  as  they  please 
as  to  its  Government. 

Mr.  GLADSTOXE  ;  Sir,  I  believe  1 
speak  the  general  santifflents  of  the  Hodae* 
and  I  am  sure  I  speak  those  of  tha  noble 
Lord,  when  I  express  my  own  unfeijiTied 
re^'ret  for  tho  positiou  in  which  we  have 
accidcntuliy  b^en  placed.  In  a  case  where 
we  are  passing  a  law  of  a  reatrictiTe  and 
[lenal  nature,  however  thai  law  may  he 
justified — which,  of  course,  I  do  not  admit 
—but,  however  tliat  law  might  be  justified 
by  supposablc  circumstances,  it  is,  in  my 
judgment,  a  matter  of  the  first  importance 
that  at  every  stago  of  tho  progresa  of 
such  a  measure  there  should  bo  demon- 
strative evidence  of  tho  claim  to  dolihcratP 
and  respectful  attention  of  Parliament, 
not  only  of  the  arguments  but  the  feelings 
of  those  with  whom  they  hate  immediately 
to  deal.  The  Parliamentary  history  of 
this  measure  is  so  remarkable,  the  varia- 
tions it  has  undergone  have  been  so  nu- 
merous and  so  important,  its  legal  bear- 
ings are  so  complicated  and  confused,  there 
is  a  diversity  in  the  opinion  of  gentlemen 
belonging  to  the  j>rofession  of  the  law 
with  respect  to  its  etfccts  so  far  exceeding 
what  I  can  recollect  on  any  former  o<Hsa> 
sion  of  a  Bill  of  this  first-rate  importance, 
that  it  was  greatly  to  be  desired  we  should 
have  had  the  opportunity  of  reviewing 
fully  the  course  of  the  argument,  and  of 
such  discussion  as  would  bave  tended  to 
elicit  something  like  a  collective  rcsultt 
something  like  an  authoritative  description 
of  tho  obuncter  and  effecta  of  the  mea* 
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•ure  vbicb  we  are  about  to  send  up  to 
A*  fioiM  of  Lordsf  The  opportairity  hu 
pftssed,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ripen  ha3  given  advii  e  from 
which  i  do  Dot  dissent,  that  as  tiie  ojipor- 
teoitj  has  passed,  it  id  better  to  refrain 
hm  nuking  any  fore«d  ot  ft«iitioiift 
tempt  to  regain  il  bj  discussing  the  gene- 
ral merits  of  ihe  Bill  upon  a  question 
irbieb  does  not  warrant  such  a  debate.  I 
4ti&i  Aereforet  tootent  myself  with  my- 
mgi  hk  ibe  first  place,  how  deeply  I  regret, 
and  how  sincerely  I  apologido  to  the  ITonse, 
if  in  consequence  of  the  suggestion  ivhioh 
i  presumed  to  make  yesterday^  with  no 
Hmt  TiMr  llMUi  tbo  general  emiTeiiieneot 
I  hM  be«B|  however  indiraetly,  the  cause 
or  occasion  of  has  occurred.  And  I 
sm  bound  to  fxpres?^  m  the  strongest  man- 

my  conviction  tiiat  the  nuble  Lord  is 
mi  diargeabto  in  Mjr  tntiiner  wMi  what 

weuired*  The  noble  Lord  hM  refer- 
red! to  ono  ?!til>joct  of  crofit  delicacy  and 
importance,  the  responsibility  of  the  Go- 
v^oment  in  regard  to  the  passing  of  this 
Bfll.  He  hm  ttatad  widi  perfeot  fairaeet 
tluit  he  is  responsible  for  the  measure  as  a 
whole,  with  reference  to  nil  the  circum- 
Msnces  under  which  he  assumes  that  re- 
ipmAllilyi  iHnla  he  is  iiol»  cf  noorse, 
responsible  for  the  introduction  of  the  par- 
titular  Amendments  of  the  hon.  and  ]vnr- 
ned  Member  for  Abingdon.  Assenting  to 
tbe  detinitioa  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
l^fMiof  the  aMaenre  of  hie  responsibility 
il  principle,  1  canool  Imt  differ  from  him 
4s  to  the  flpplieation  which  he  has  jnarlf  nf 
the  principle;  because  it  seems  to  me  that 
tbe  measure,  as  he  himself  introduced  it, 
4r  ai  aH  erenta  aa  lie  Mmself  nllioiatelj 
modiSed  it,  was  the  authoritatire  interpre- 
tation which  the  QneenS  Governnient  had 
Wt  Upon  this  most  solemn  assurance  wlitch 
oar  Majesty  addressed  to  Parliament  at 
theeDmMMenent  of  the  Session.  What 
w^rc  the  terms  in  which  Her  Majesty  then 
addressed  the  two  IIousaB  of  Foorliament  ? 
Hor  Majesty  said — 

"  The  recent  assumption  of  certain  occlesiasti* 
€il  titles  eoikferred     a  ForSign  Power  has  ex- 

fifc'l  ttrong  f<?o!?ntrH  hi  Dnn  rn  tntry,  nnd  Inri^a 
of  mj  vobjeets  have  presented  addresses  to 
Ml.  expresaing  attadunmt  to  the  Throne,  and 

raying  that  such  assumptions  should  bo  resisted, 
hi&ve  aasnred  them  of  mj  resolution  to  main- 
Mi  Ihe  rights  of  mj  crown,  and  the  Indepen. 
^net  of  the  nation,  ngainst  all  eTieroftchment, 
ftt>ai  wbatcTer  quarter  it  may  jirocced.  I  Imve, 
At  the  sam«  time,  expressed  my  earnest  desire 
and  flrm  dctcrminntion,  under  God's  hlossing,  to 
hriataia  voimpalred  the  religioos  liberty  which 
lii»iipiilf  Itind  l9  tte  psqii    tUf  MMiliy.'' 


AitimpHon  BtU*  Sd2 

^iow,  Sir,  I  ask,  were  enactments  such  as 
those  propounded  and  earried  by  the  hon. 
and  learmd  Member  fear  Abingdon  with  a 
manliness  and  firmness  which   do  him 
honour,  within  the  view  and  definition  of 
the  noble  Lord,  when,  at  the  conuuence- 
ment  of  the  Sesaioftf  he  adiised  the  Queen 
to  declare  Her  determination  to  maintain 
religionM  liliorty  unimpaired  ?    I  hold  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  as  introduced, 
were  the  authentic  and  unchangeable  con- 
struction placed  by  the  noble  Lord  upon 
the  words  of  the  Queen's  Speech.  There 
arc  those  who  put  yery  different  senses 
upon  the  effect  of  the  Amondments.  The 
Solidtor  General       there  waa  no  fw> 
secution  in  theee  Atteodnienta*  hut  there 
certainly  was  vexation.    Now,  Sir,  it  ap- 
pears to  me  to  bo  a  very  nice  matter, 
when  dealing  with  conscience,  with  feeling, 
frith  dioee  most  tender  and  delieate  of  all 
subjects  interwofm  with  great  political 
stnigglcs  of  the  coirntry  for  the  last  half 
century,  to  draw  those  fine  distinctions 
between  persecution  and  vexation,  and  say, 
"I  admit  there  ia  Teiatlon,  hot  I  assure 
you  there  is  no  persecution.**    The  per- 
sonal assertion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  go  as  for  in  matters  of 
truth  and  honour  aa  that  of  any  man  aliret 
hut  thia  ia  no  question  of  personal  honour 
—  it  is  ft  question  partly  of  political  argu- 
I  nient,  am\  partly  of  legal  construction.  I 
am  airaid  few  will  be  inclined  to  assent  to 
the  minute  distinotioa  whieh  he  drew;  and 
if  you  find  one  legal  authority  who  statea 
that  the  c1:r.nir«tor  of  the  nicasnre  has  been 
but  slightly  modified  by  the  Amendments 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Abing-^ 
don,  there  are  odter  Gentlemen  who  be- 
lieve, and  with  great  show  of  reason,  that 
those  Amendments  have  essentially  chan- 
ged the  character  of  the  Bill,  and  hare 
altered  it  from  a  Bill  professing  to  supprew 
eceleaiastieal  titles,  nut  eomposed  of  en- 
actments wholly  unequal  to  that  object, 
into  a  Bill  which  is  perfectly  adequate  to 
fulfil  the  promise  it  gires,  and  actually 
suppress  the  titles  aMinst  wUeh  its  notoi- 
nal  prohibitions  are  direotod.    Still  deplor* 
ing  the  insufficiency  of  that  legal  guidnnco 
to  which  we  are  bo  much  accustom cil  to 
look  on  these  great  questions,  1  do  not  un- 
derstand how  It  ean  oe  eontended  that  the 
character  of  the  Bill  has  not  been  essen- 
tially modified  and  most  materially  changed 
by  the  introduction  of  these  Amendments. 
Before  these  Amendments  were  introduced, 
you  legislated  simply  againat  the  assump- 
tion of  title»— against  the  net  of  the  indi- 
K  2 
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vidual  bearing  the  title.    Wiiat  might  have 
happened  VDder  that  ekuse?   Yoa  might 
have  had  a  most  solemn  meeting  in  some 
Roman  Catholic  building  in  Westminster 
or  Lambeth — you  n)ight  have  invited  the 
whole  world  to  attend — ^you  might  have 
had  three  or  more  prelates  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  conferring,  in  the  face  of 
day,  and  in  the  face  of  the  public,  the 
office  of  bi&hop,  and  the  title  which  the 
man  was  to  bear ;  and  that  eircomstanee 
80  solemn,  and  done  with  every  circum- 
stance of  notoriety,  would  rot  have  been 
punisliable  in  the  person  of  any  one  of 
the  parties  concerned.     But  how  stands 
the  case  in  eonse^uenee  of  these  Amend- 
ments?  Ton  legislate,  as  I  said  before, 
against  the  offcm-o  of  assuming  the  title 
which  can  hardly  ever  be  proved.  My 
learned  Friend  is  not  satisfied  with  going 
against  an  offence  you  cannot  get  at.  lie 
has  indicated  an  offence  which  must  be 
constantly  committed;  and  every'man  who 
gives  elfect  to  a  Bull,  who  obeys  a  Bull  by 
conferring  a  Utle.  is  liable  to  the  operation 
of  the  Uw.    Well,  then,  if  that  is  so, 
surely  you  have  got  now  a  very  drastic, 
pungent,  and  sweeping  measure  indeed. 
The  uoblo  Lord  then,  it  appears  to  me, 
is  responsible  for  sending  up  to  the  House 
of  Lords,  with  the  wMght  and  authority  of 
his  recommendation,  a  measure  whicli  does 
not  correspond  with  that  sense  of  the  great 
principle  and  important  phrase  of  religious 
needom  which  he  advised  Her  Majesty  to 
use  in  the  most  solemn  manner  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session  of  Parliament. 
Well,  what  does  the  noble  Lord  say  ?  He 
says  that  relieioua  libeii^  will  not  be  tio- 
lated  under  Uus  Bill,  and  he  says  that  we 
shall  have  no  such  proceedings  in  this 
country  as  havo  unhappily  taken  place  in 
Tuscany  recently,  where  some  gentleman 
has  been  most  unwisdj  and  unwarrantably 
punished  for  no  other  offence,  I  believe, 
tha?!  tliat  of  reading  the  Word  of  God  for 
the  edilication  of  hia  own  soul.    But  ought 
'the  Prime  Minister  of  England  to  stand  up 
and  point  to  a  country  thiols  two  centuries 
behind  you  in  the  experience  of  freedom, 
and  in  the  establishment  of  all  the  great 
principles  of  social  liberty,  and  to  tell  us 
that  we  ought  not  to  be  afiraid  that  we  are 
going  back  into  the  abyss  from  which  it 
has  taken  us  the  last  two  centuries  to 
emerge.     Sir,  I  distrust  the  first  steps 
backwards  towards  that  abyss;  and  let  me 
tell  the  noble  Lord  that  it  is  no  consolation 
to  us  to  say  that  our  whole  fabric  of  relt- 
gtoua  freedom,  raised  by  the  fervour,  and 

Mr,  QladttoM 


the  skill,  and  the  pains,  and  the  safferiogs 
of  so  many  generations,  is  not  to  be  swept 

away  by  a  single  Act  of  Parliament,  Does 
he  touch  religious  liberty  by  this  Bill,  or 
I  does  he  not  ?    I  was  deeply  struck  by  the 
words  of  the  noble  Lord  which  the  House 
has  just  heard.    He  has  said,  *'I  think 
the  real  aggression  is,  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics pretend  not  to  recognise  any  Chris- 
tians except  themselves,  and  pretend  that 
all  baptised  persons  are  of  right  subject  to 
the  priests. "  The  noble  Lord  sajs  that  this 
is  the  real  aggression  ;  and  he  says  tliat, 
so  long  as  that  is  tiic  case,  the  Parliament 
of  this  country  cannot  consent  to  erase 
from  the  Statute-book  certain  enaetmeata 
penal  in  principle,  which  are  directed 
against  it.    A  more  important  declaration, 
one  more  pregnant  in  vital  meaning,  I  ne- 
ver heard  from  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
Because,  what  is  this  aggression  f   la  it  a 
new  assumption  ?    Why,  it  is  an  essential 
principle  of  the  religion  which  you  profess 
to  tolerate.    When  in  1829  you  removed 
the  Roman  Catholic  disabiliuee,  was  the 
case  different  from  what  it  is  now  ?  Bid 
they  not  then,  as  now.^and  as  much  as 
now,  and  in  precisely  the  same  manner, 
refuse  to  recognise  any  Christians  except 
themsdves,  ud  pretend  that  all  baptised 
persons  were  of  right  subject  to  their 
Church  ?    Afo.-:t  certainly  they  did.  And 
now  the  noble  Lord,  in  assigning  a  justifi- 
cation of  a  penal  measure,  founds  it,  not 
upon  the  act    the  Pope— which  I  ngrH 
as  deeply  as  he  does — not  upon  any  single 
or  recent  act  of  the  Pope,  out  upon  that 
exclusive  principle  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Chnioh,  that  claun  to  the  exdnsiTe  aOe- 
gianoe  cf  all  Christians,  which  has  been  all 
along  a  principle — not  a  secret  and  clan- 
destine, but  an  open,  and  avowed,  and  no- 
torious principle — of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Chureh.   But  this  is  a  strictly  relig^oaa 
principle ;  it  is  a  principle  capable  of  bein^ 
cdnfined  by  wise  laws  to  acts  of  spiritual 
dominion,  and  yet  until  that  principle  is 
abandoned,  says  the  noble  Lord,  these 
penal  measures  cannot  be  erased  firom  the 
Statute-book.    This  shows  the  fatal  con- 
fusion of  mind  and  ideas  under  whicli  vfq 
have  been  legislating.  You  have  been  irri- 
tated by  the  language  of  certain  documents, 
and,  in  the  anger  which  that  language  has 
produced,  you  have  legislated  against  acts 
which,  whether  right  or  wrong,  were  apart 
from  that  language,  and  were  acts  done  in 
a  spiritual  sphere,  and  which,  therefore,  it 
would  havo  been  your  wisdom,  as  it  was 
your  duty,  in  no  manner  to  interfere  with. 
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Toa  haj9  not  gneoeoded  in  piOTiDg  tlie  I  the  deepest  latnentatioii  tbat  I  eee  thb  Bill 


teiuporal  dwiseter  of  thefle  sets.  Tho 

Doble  Lord  says  that  notbing  would  have 
been  easier  than  to  have  appointed  the 
Booian  Catholic  biahopa  with  titles  that 
vovldl  hsre  be«i  JnoroDBiTe  to  any  odo. 
Hov  it  is  not  alwaye  euj  for  the  members 
of  a  religioas  persuasion  so  to  regulate  their 
lavs  or  their  discipline  as  to  make  them 
potable  to  persons  who  do  not  belong  to 
them;  and  I  thought  that  it  liad  been  the 
vvdaan  of  Parliament  to  have  found  a  so- 
hAfm  of  a  problem  which  other  countries 
have  declared  to  be  insoluble,  that  wo  had 
at  ka»t  learued  how  to  deal  with  these 
qo^tioos,  and  to  say,  **  We  shall  pass 
them  by,  and  shall  leave  religionista  to  eet- 
lie  ibem  themselves,  so  long  as  thej  do 
Bot  interfere  with  civil  and  social  free- 
df^m/*     Now  what  are  you  doing  ?  I 
an  Qot  pleading  for  respect  to  be  paid 
to  the  Pope  by  tho  Britiali  Legislature 
—I  am  not  objeeting  to  any  proposition 
i-^iiut  t!ic  reco^ition  of  Papal  Bulls — 
tkit  for  which  I  am  pleading  is  the  equal 
religioas   freedom  of  all  classes  of  II et- 
Majesty's  subjects^   I  only  look  at  the 
ssttide  in  Uie  present  instance — I  look 
only  at  the  exterior  of  the  different  re- 
ligious communities  of  ivliicli  this  T<ino'dom 
is  composed,  aud  I  clieri&Ii  an  at  deuc  de- 
lire  to  pvTsae  sodi  a  eonrse  of  legislation 
as,  if  we  are  tied  to  the  great  calamity  of 
rrfigious  divisions,  yet  shall  tend  to  bind 
ta  together  in  social  and  civil  concord. 
Xow,  can  you  show  me  thui  the  appoiiR* 
«BBi  of  bubops  ie  an  aet  of  temporal  pi  c- 
ragadve  9    You  oannot  show  it;  but  I  eon« 
TTct  T0T2  out  of  vowr  ov.-n  TiioTitlis, 
1  ih&w  that  in  t^r:>:l,uii!,  \\  hero  tcrriictr-iil 
biles  of  bishops  ot  the  Church  of  England 
oiats,  yoQ  baTO  saved  tbem  by  exemption 
froE:  the  Bill. 

Sia  GEORGE  GllBY:  The  titles  do 
BtKt  exist  in  Scotland, 

Ms.  GLAUSTOiS'E  :  The  right  hon. 
Ocatleiiieii  eajs  that  these  tiUes  do  not 
exist.  He  means  that  they  do  not  exist 
in  the  eye  of  the  law — tlicn  only  leave 
•p^  much  existence  to  the  titles  of  the 
£omaa  Catholic  Bishops.  That  will  con- 
taBt  «&  the  Gentlemen  irlio  tat  below  the 
^mgwmj;  nay,  the  Pope  himself  will  be 
eoDtent  with  that.  It  is  not  for  tho  sake 
of  making  a  point  in  argument — it  is  from 
aa  earnest  desiro  to  get  at  the  reality 
ef  tibe  eaee  that  I  say  you  yourselves  have 
fiefesaed  that  a  territorial  title  is  not  a  legal 
object  of  penal  enactment,  because  you  have 
i^vcd  it  in  the  case  of  tho  Protestant 


passing.  I  knofr  bow  useless  it  is  to  re> 
iterate  entreaty  on  tho  subject,  more 
especially  ns  wo  have  not  had  tho  opportu- 
nity of  re-cxaiuining  once  more,  before  tho 
departure  of  the  Bill,  the  whole  historical 
and  legal  bearings  of  the  case.  For  my 
own  part,  having  satisfied  my  sense  of  the 
deep  responsibility  un<ler  which  the  noble 
Lord  iias  placed  luniscit — a  responsibility 
which  cannot  be  extenuated  by  any  argu- 
mental  must  be  content,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, with  once  more  solemnly  re- 
newin«i^  my  protestation  against  t!ip  Bill — 
as  a  Bill,  in  the  first  place,  liostilo  to 
the  institutions  of  this  oouutry,  and  espe- 
cially  to  the  Established  religion,  because 
it  teaches  that  religion  to  rely  upon  sup- 
ports other  tlian  those  of  its  spiritual 
strength  and  vitality,  which  con  alone  givo 
it  vigour;  as  tending  also  to  undermine  and 
weaken  theanlliority  of  the  law  in  Irdand; 
as  disparaging,  moreovi^r,  to  the  great 
principle  of  religious  freedom,  under  which 
this  wise  and  understanding  people  has 
peruiuueutly  built  its  legislation  of  latu 
years;  and  as  tending  to  relax  and  to 
destroy  the  bonds  of  concord  and  good* 
will  which  ought  to  unite  all  classes  and 
persuasions  of  the  subjects  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  wished  to  ez< 

pUin.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  eor- 

rortly  repeated  his  words,  that  one  cause 
of  the  offence  was  the  exclusive  clinractcr 
of  the  See  of  Home;  hut  the  right  hon. 
Gmtleman  bad  stopped  there.  He  (Lord 
John  Russell)  also  said,  that  in  conso- 
qnoncc  of  those  assumptions  the  Church  of 
Homo  hod  pretf^iKlrd  to  govern  the  wliolo 
of  the  people  of  this  country,  and  tliat  in 
taking  those  territorial  titka  they  did  in- 
terfere with  tho  due  prerogatives  and  rights 
of  the  Sovereign. 

The  MviiQCESS  of  GRANBY:  T  was 
anxious,  Sir,  to  have  had  an  opportunity 
this  OTening  of  offering  my  sentiments  to 
the  House  on  this  question,  and  of  giving 
the  reasons  why  I  have,  in  the  main,  sup- 
ported the  Bill  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, though,  iu  some  points,  I  have  felt 
myself  under  the  necessity  of  dissenting 
from  them.  I  regret  I  hare  been  disap- 
pointed of  that  opportunity  by  what  has 
occurred;  though  I  am  sure  that  I  ought 
not  to  attribute  to  tlie  uoblo  Lord  any  de- 
sire to  bring  this  discussion  to  an  abrupt 
conclusion.  I  may,  however,  perhaps  be 
permitted  to  refer  very  briefly  to  some  of 


the  remai'ks  that  have  fallen  from  my  right 
bishops  of  Scotland.   It  is,  therefore,  with '  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  tho  University 
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of*  Oxford.    My  right  hoo.  Friend  fays 

that  the  question  we  have  to  decide  is, 
whothcr  ia  this  Bill  wo  interfere  witli  the 
relipoUB  lihcrty  of  our  llomnn  Catholic 
fellow- subjects.     Now,  Sir,  1  altogetUor 
dieieDt  fpom  the  very  able  speeeh  of  the 
right  bon.  GeoUeiiiAn,  and  I  mast  Uf  that 
I  hnvc  heard  no  argument,  either  in  tlils 
House  or  out  of  doors,  to  -show  tliat  the 
introductiou  of  this  Papal  Brief  was  at  all 
neeesaery  to  the  due  exereiae  of  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  religion.   Nay,  I  will  aak 
any  Roman  Catholic  to  show  mc  any  exer- 
cise of  the  religious  function.-;  of  his  ('hurch 
that  is  interfered  with,  or  to  point,  out  to 
me  any  penal  lawa  under  wbion  he  auffera, 
or,  indeed,  any  necessity  whatever  for  the 
introduction  into  this  country  of  this  Brief 
from  Eonifv   The  Tope  said,  in  that  Brief, 
that  the  Koniau  Catholics  in  this  country 
bad  been  bitberto  governed  by  viears-apos- 
tolic,  and  that  under  that  system  the  Ro- 
irmu  Catholic  religion  had  i^^rently  increased 
in  Knglaud.    No  catise  was  sliown  that 
any  io^pcdiment  was  oQbred  to  the  free 
exweiae  of  their  religion;  and  if,  indeed* 
aiich  had  been  tlie  case,  I  should  hare  been 
most  willing,  and  I  am  suio  tlic  country 
would,  to  have  done  anything  to  remove 
such  impediment.    X  veuture^i  the  other 
night  to  ask  the  Irish  Members  to  give 
some  answer  to  the  language  of  the  P^al 
Brief,  which  says  that  the  ancient  sees  of 
England  arc  to  he  rendered  void  ?    No  an- 
swer to  that  q^uestiun  did  1  receive  from 
any  one  of  those  Gentlemen  i  but,  a  few 
days  afterwards  I  received  a  paper  in  which 
a  passage  was  marked,  addressed  to  the 
editor  of  the  Northern  Whir/,  to  the  effect 
that  those  ancient  sees  were  constituted  by 
i^apalauthority ,  andthat  it  was  only  common 
aense  for  the  Pope,  in  making  a  new  law, 
to  declare  former  laws  on  the  same  subject 
abolished.    Are  we,  tlieii,  to  he  told  tliat 
the  seoii  uf  Canterbury  and  York  are  to  be 
assumed  by  a  foreign  Power  ?    And  are 
ve  to  stand  qpiet  and  hear  it  said  that  the 
Pope  created  these  sees,  and  that,  conse- 
quently, the  Pope  has  tho  virrlit  to  destroy 
uiem  ?    It  is  to  this  uijUi  iiuiion — this  en- 
croachment on  tlio  laws  of  this  country — 
thai  wo  objeet,  and  not  to  the  enjoyment 
of  civil  and  religious  liberty  by  our  Koroaa 
Catliolic  fellow-subjects.    It  i?,  I  repent, 
against  this  eueroachiuent  on  the  rights 
and  prerogatives  of  the  British  tSoveteign 
and  nation  that  we  feel  ourselves  ealled  on 
to  protest.    We  have  been  told  that  we 
are  taking  a  step  backward;  but  wc  hav 
the  consolation  of  knowing  that  in  adopt- 
ing the  Amendments  of  my  hon.  and  learn 

Tlie  Marquess  of  Granhy 


ed  Friend  the  Menibop  for  Ahu^jdoo  we 
have  the  withovity  of  the  Goverameiift  tluA 

we  have  not  nrnde  tlio  Bill  more  penal) 
while  we  have  the  assurance  of  the  riirlit 
hoD,  Member  for  Oxford  University  Hxai 
we  have  made  it  more  effieioBi.  I  will  only 
add  that  1  rejoice  tha  Amendmoits  are  ear- 
ned, and  that  at  length  we  have  a  Bill  that 
will  ho  effective,  and  that  will  mcd  the 
joint  wishes  of  the  peoplo  of  this  cuuutry , 
while  it  will  not  interfiere  with  theoxnittiao 
of  the  Boman  Oatbc^o  religion. 

LoRT>  HARRY  VANE  admitted  the  in- 
expediency of  reviving  the  discussion  upon 
the  Bill.    He  agreed  with  the  right  bon. 
Member  Ibr  Bipon,  that  while  the  Qowem- 
ment  was  in  the  hands  of  tiie  ooblo  Lord, 
there  was  no  danger  the  measure  woulil  bo 
misapplied;  but  upon  him  would  fall  tha 
responsibility  should  his  successors  ia  tho 
Administration  of  the  eeuntry  ikhnae  ita 
powers  ;  but  tho  confidence  he  fell  traa 
inspired  hy  tho  belief  t!iat  such  was  tlie 
feeling  of  the  country  and  the  spirit  of  the 
age,  so  firmly  and  deeply  wore  rooted  tho 
principles  of  religious  libefty»  that  the  Bill 
itself  would  be  totidly inoperative.    lie  be- 
lieved that  the  character  of  tho  Bill  would 
not  ho  materially  changed  by  the  altera- 
tions which  had  been  made  in  it,  and  that 
no  Ministry  wonld  be  jbwnd  to  put  it  in 
operation.   He  spoke  as  a  staiuusb  Pro- 
testant, and  as  one  firmly  attached  to  the 
I'jstablished  religion;  and  his  opinion  of 
religious  liberty  was  that  the  fuil^at  de- 
velopment of  erery  religlout  fattb  ought 
to  be  allowed,  and  that  any  measure  'whioh 
tended  to  interfere  with  that  liberty  ought 
to  be  repelled  by  the  House.    The  noble 
Lord  said  the  test  of  the  measure  was 
whether  it  interfered  with  the  reU|^us 
liberty  of  the  Boman  Oatholiea  or  BOfe>  aad 
that  ho  believed  it  did  not;  but  when  ho 
(Lord  H.  Vnno)  found  a  large  body  of  Ro- 
man Catholics   enturtainiDg   a  contrary 
opinion,  he  thouglit  there  was  some  decree 
of  presumption  in  their  faTovr.   He  nad 
conftdeoee,  however,  that  ibii  eoimtiy 
would  soon  return  to  a  more  reasonahlo 
state  of  feeling  than  had  existed  for  some 
time  past;  and  the  good  sense  of  the  pei»|iIo 
would  prevMt  this  measuve  beag  earned 
into  operation  in  a  manner  injurio^a  if  ihi^ 
liberty  of  the  Roman  Catholics. 

Mm.  FARRKll  said,  he  al?«o  ti  iisteil  that 
this  Bill  might  be  virtually  inopcrativo, 
and  that  there  would  be  bo  aaaossiCf  for 
calling  it  in  opwation.  The  ban.  Member 
for  Mayo  said  the  measure  was  impertinent 
and  impracticable.  Ho  tliou'/ht  the  mea- 
sure was,  at  all  events,  i^nmeut,  aa^  with 
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xeraeet  to  iti  impraoiicabilitj,  he  bad  odIj 
li  Mp«  ikst  the  good  sense  ef  the  Roman 
Cith^es  wDoU  lead  them  not  to  test  it. 

He  crpressed  Iils  luimblo  tliaiika  to  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  GovernniL'tit, 
vho  had  introduced  a  measure  whiob,  al- 
thsqgk  H  might  fUl  skovt  ol  some  points 
that  migiit  be  deiirable  by  warmhearted 
Protestants,  would  yet,  he  tliought,  bo 
effectual  in  repressing  the  measures  which 
bad  ereated  so  much  alarm. 

Ma.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  did  not  rise 
to  pretest  against  the  measnre  being  dis- 
psSM  of;  but,  after  haviog  listened  to  the 
discTissions  in  Cominlttec,  having  heard  so 
many  and  such  various  statements  from 
tcthorities  upon  both  sides  of  the  House, 
Is  «ss  imable  to  form  a  elear  eoneeption 
sf  vlwt  the  measnre  leallj  was.  Two 
Amendments  had  been  passed  that  evoniniy, 
wbieh  had,  no  doubt,  materially  alternfl  the 
diaraoter  and  eomplexion  of  the  Bill;  and 
be  lamented  ib«  difienltj  under  vbiob  tbe 
learned  Solicitor  General  felt  himself  placed 
when  he  had  first  to  arr^uo  that  the  Amend- 
raf*Tit«  were  so  dangerous  that  they  ought 
U»  be  resisted,  and  afterwards  that  they 
vers  of  slight  importance,  and  tbat  tbe 
Qeremment  might  retain  the  Bill  with 
ihsm.  In  the  discussions  on  thin  subject, 
obje<?t!on  was  made  on  the  ground  of  the 
prtx-ipitation  witii  which  the  measure  was 
btrodueed  b^  the  Government,  and  witb- 
sat  tibeir  betng  aware  of  the  extent  to 
vUd  they  were  legislating.  It  might  he 
ppe..ltA<>tf>d  th-^t  early  in  the  Session,  when 
the  Bill  waii  first  reading,  a  speech  had 
been  delivered  by  Lord  Stanley  In  Mer- 
ebnt  TMloFs'-hidl,  and  upon  that  occa- 
the  DoUe  Lord  used  the  Mewing 
wsids  X— 

I  would  haro  proceeded,  in  tho  first  Instanco, 
either  by  resolutiun  or  by  addrosi,  or  by  %  declara- 
tory Act  dinH-t«d  against  that  partfeolar  hiitaiice 
af^ressioD  on  tlie  part  of  tho  Pope  wliich  was 
Ml  to  be  at  <nse  an  aggrestion  and  an  insult  to 
this  coimtry.  But  I  added  Ihrther,  that  tbs 
coorse  of  j)olicy  which  was  in<Iicat('*I  in  tho  Papal 
BMeript  i|iij;bt  require  that  the  subject  should  bo 
iwpgr  looked  into,  might  require  thai  the  reb- 
ti'^ns  of  Rouian  Catholic  •ubjeots  of  this  country, 
y»  tlus  eoBAtiT,  »Qd  to  Uie  Papal  toe,  sbpilld  be 
piiefiiHy  and  diligently  investigated,  sad  that  on 
so  iargea  branc  h  of  the  subject,  involring  so  many 
jUkale  anil  dtftVyult  Questions,  it  was.  not  dosir- 
dia  to  preeeed  hastUy  and  rashly,  to  bold  out 
iLreairt  vrbi'  1i  were  not  able  to  execute,  and  to 
ii|ow  leMnMuout  which  vo  were  not  able  to  carry 
Ills  eftat.  On  Uiat  Isrgs  qusctidn  I  desire  that 
there  ?!k»uM  bo  no  hasty  locriHlntion — that  tlioro 
iteidd  be  aa  immHiat^  rep'y  by  Parliamcitt  to 
ihsiaialt  whkh  hail  bssn  pfiered  to  us,  but  that 
sAssfMSjtiyaftli  inqjoify  shotOd  ^  i9(H|snpwt 


the  subject,  which  wouhl  jilace  our  Roman  Catho^ 
lie  follow-subject^  in  a  [josition  that  would  not 
only  smire  and  extend  their  civil  rights,  but  that 
would  secure  to  this  eountry,  bo  it  Protestant  or 
lie  it  Roman  Catholic,  the  independence  of  its 
tWperal  oonoeros  irom  the  control  of  any  occlo- 
siaenoal  hierarchy,  or  from  subjection  to  any  fo- 
reign Pontiff,  Some  have  supposoti  tJiat  J  in-o- 
posed  tbat  the  question  should  be  waived  for  tvro 
yean.  VHiat  T  said  was,  that  sneh  an  iaquiry, 
even  if  it  was  to  oioiipy  tlie  wlmlo  nf  one  Session, 
or  of  two  Sessions,  would  bo  loss  dangerous  and 
hasty,  and  passionate  and  rash,  and  a  mote  eflS»o- 
tivc  iiK.th'  of  Iri,'isl;ition.  I  know  not  the  oourso 
iler  Majesty's  Government  now  intends  to  pimue; 
bat  I  Imew  that,  in  Introdneinf  this  measure. 
Lord  John  RusseU  laid  a  basis  broad  onongh  for 
an  Egyptian  pyramid,  wide  enough  to  repMi  not 
only  the  Aet  or  1830,  bat  to  renew  the  penal  code, 
and  that  upon  this  miffhty  foundation  a  fniprr- 
structure  was  reared  of  microscopic  dimensions, 
a  sapevstraetaM  whieh  has  snHtsd  eontempt  not 
unmingled  witti  irritation  ;  and,  mirroscopic  as 
ttie  measure  was  at  |irst,  it  is  now  to  be  mora 
mioroscopio  still." 

H9  en^rely  eoneaired  in  those  opinions  of 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  measure  intro- 
duced by  the  Government,  for  fliey  were 
sound  and  statesmanliko  opinions;  they 
were  those  of  a  man  who,  haviug  bccit 
himself  a  llinister,  knew  the  difHoul^  of 
governing  a  oonntry.  Ho  (Mr.  S.  netr 
bert)  W  IS  glad  to  have  that  opportunity  nf 
assenting  to  these  opinions,  because  of  tluur 
iutrinsic  worth,  and  because  also  the  sta* 
tion  and  position  of  tbe  noble  Lord  made 
oTOfy  mm  that  fell  from  bis  lips  of  tho 
utmost  importance.  A  noble  Lord  had 
said  that  tho  liill  was  a  persecution  or  a 
nullity,  and  the  Solicitor  General  had  said 
that  wis  was  not  a  persecuting,  though  it 
might  be  a  Tezatious  measure.  It  could 
not  be  more  correctly  dr-cnheil.  Ho 
could  not  say  ho  tliought  it  a  wise  or 
statesmanliice  course,  first  to  give  to  a 
great  body  of  their  eountrymen  fiill  poll- 
tical  power,  and  then  to  pass  a  measure 
which  would  not  suppress  them  nnr  dimi- 
nish their  power,  but  would  annoy,  irritatOi 
ftnd  vox  them.  He  regretted  to  bco  this 
done  all  tbe  more,  beesnse  during  the 
whole  of  this  Session  the  country  had 
looked  for  something  that  should  enable  ns 
to  resist  the  strength  of  thof»c  religious 
opinions.  Tho  time  of  tbe  Uouse  in  so 
doing  had  been  occupied  to  tbe  exelnnon 
of  other  far  more  important  matters^  He 
should  havo  preferred,  for  inj^tance,  to  seo 
measures  introduced  calculated  rather  to 
prevent  the  spread  of  their  religions  opin- 
ions than  to  coerce  tbe  Eoman  Catbolios. 
What,  however,  had  happened!  Last 
year  a  measure  was  proposed  as  to  tho 
abases  denounced  by  the  hon.  Membq: 
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for  Coekerinouth.  A'  Bill  littd  been 
broBi^t  into  tho  House  of  Lords,  but 

lie  understood  there  vas  BO  cbanco  of 

'lown  to  this  Ilouso  in  time 


to  pass  tills  Session.  The  question  of 
Church-rates,  one  of  tho  sore  difficulties 
of  the  Cbureh  of  England,  bad  been 
shelved.  The  other  night  the  noble 
Xord  the  Member  for  Worcester  brought 
for^vard  a  proposal  for  spreading  the 
Protestant  faith,  and  tho  Government 
oseillated  betireen  it  and  the  previous 
question,  because  there  was  no  specific 
proposal,  and  ultinmtcly  assented  to  the 
Motion  on  tho   roM  lition  that  no  specific 

Proposal  should  be  made;  and  thus  this 
iiU,  useless  for  its  purpose,  bad  stood 
in  the  way  of  real  measures  for  repress- 
ing those  opinions  which  were  eontrary  to 
thefallli  thcv  held,  and  which  manythought 
wore  lujuriuus  to  tbo  civil  interests  of  the 
country.  It  bad  ooenpied  ibai  ground, 
and  at  the  same  time  had  deprived  the 
Church  of  England  of  that  which  had 
been  her  boast  since  1829,  that  she  had 
stood  upon  tho  foundation  of  her  faith, 
and  baa  not  required  any  system  of  penal 
legislation  to  assist  ber  against  those  who 
differed  from  it. 

Question  "  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Title"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
The  House  aljnnrned  at  haif-af tor  Eleven 
o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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The  BuKB  of  OLEVELAND,  in  spito 

of  some  objections  to  the  Bill,  was  of  opin- 
ion that  it  ought  to  bo  cnmniittod. 

It  was  also  opposed  by  the  Earl  of 
Malme8BURY,  Lord  Beaumont,  and  the 
Marquess  of  Sausbobt. 

Earl.FITZWILLIAU  supported  the 
Motion  for  iroin":  into  Committee. 

On  Question,  "That  tlie  word  *now* 
stand  part  of  the  Motion, 

Thar  Lordships  divided : — Content  18; 
Not  Contont  36:  Majority  18. 

Tlcsolved  in  the  Negative;  and  House 
to  be  put  into  Comoiittee  on  tkU  day  JSiat 
Months. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Mwday^  July  7,  1851.  . 
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FARM  liUILDLNGS  BILL. 

Lniin  KINNAIRD  moved,  that  the 
House  do  now  resolve  itself  lutu  Cummit- 
tee. 

Tho  Earl  of  HABDWICKE  opposed 

tho  Motion,  on  the  ground  tbnt  it  was 
fraught  with  danger  to  the  occupying  ten- 
ant and  tho  remainderman,  and  moved 
that  it  be  committed  that  daj  six  months. 

The  Earl  of  LONSDALE  seconded 
the  Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  the 
Bill  would  lead  to  great  abuses. 

Mr,  Merbert 


JOTEE  PERSHAUD. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
ho  had  given  notice  a  few  days  ago  that 
ho  would  move  for  returns  with  reference 
to  persons,  committed  to,  or  discharged 
from,  the  gad  at  Agra,  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  certain  statement  of  facts  which 
had  come  to  lits  knowledge  since  he  last 
alluded  to  this  subject,  with  rcfereuce  to 
tho  misconduct  of  certain  magistrates  in 
India  in  getting  up  evidence  against  Jotee 
Pershaud.  If  he  had  understood  that  the 
Governor  General  of  India  had  ordered  any 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances,  or  even  if  tlie 
noblo  Lord  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Control  (Lord  Brougbton)  would  give  him 
an  assurance  that  he  would  order  them 
to  be  investigated,  he  would  Imve  left  tho 
matter  entirely  iu  the  hands  of  Her  ftfa- 
jesty's  Govemmeut;  but  as  he  could  not 
obtain  an  intimation  to  that  effect,  he  felt 
it  his  duty  to  proceed  with  the  statement 
which,  on  a  former  evening,  he  had  de- 
clared that  he  would  offer  to  their  Lordships. 
Without  any  further  preliminary  remarks 
on  his  part,  be  said  that  it  was  patrat  on 
the  face  of  tho  proceedings  that  great  in- 
pi'^ticc  had  been  done  to  Jotce  Pershaud, 
There  was  ample  ground  for  inquiry  in  the 
naked  facts  of  tho  case,  as  admitted,  aud 
as  thej  were  now  before  the  pnbtio.  In 
the  only  paper  in  India  which  bad  taken 
the  part  of  the  Government  in  these  pro- 
ceedings, he  found  it  averred  that — 

"  A  l;ugo  number  of  tho  native  witnesses 
declared  by  tho  CSovrt  to  bo  unworthy  of  credit, 
they  having  been  parties  to  tlio  perjury,  subor- 
nation of  which  was  charsred  in  tlio  calcndLar. 
Tho  cbiflf  of  these  was  Muhey^h  Doss,  who,  bav- 
in 7  been  sworn  to  certain  facts  before  tho  mnfri'i- 
trate,  in  order  to  cstablisU  ckiims  against  the 
Govemniont,  afterwards  confessed  that  he  had 
sworn  falsely,  and,  being  pardoned,  gave  a  fresh 
deposition  on  oath,  purporting  to  bo  a  fall  dis- 
closure of  tho  tnith,  in  contiaaicttoa  of  Ins  origi. 
nal  dspositum." 
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U«  found  also  that 

"Tbe  Court  dedared  fhat  while  then  no 

pow<  r  in  the  law  to  dobau*  hini  from  lioiiig  pro- 
acfited,  tbcre  wa«  alto  oo  power  iu  the  law  to 
gii««mlUNli^to  wbat  Iw  add." 

He  abo  found  this  statement 

With  respect  to  anotber  witnesa,  Bhowannoo, 
sn  oiii  mail,  who  in  his  wcnnr!  dei>ositi()ii  had, 
La€  tlie  rcat,  conLradicted  the  fii^t  ho  had  iriron 
htSoK  tbo  magistrate,  there  was  a  ikjw  ffiiture 
fretCDted  ia  tho  case.  IIo  did  not,  as  the;  did, 
wmtradict  in  court  hid  first  deposition,  hat  hii 
Kcond :  that,  is,  he  swore  tliut  the  first  was  true, 
aad  ibat  he  reallj  bed  supolied  tbo  bullocks, 
vfaieh  be  lad  *inid^  fear/  ai  ne  nofw  said,  denied 
all  knowlidue  of  on  tbo  second  occasion.  For 
this  be  was  put  into  oustody  hj  the  Court,  and  so 
mniiaed  till  the  okMe  of  iho  prooeediagi  on  tho 
fellowing  day,  ■wjicn  ho  was  rolc.T^jd,  on  tho 
{roand  that  there  was  no  sufficient  proof  of  pcr- 
imy :  tkere  waa  eeteiiriM«»i  htA  not  Ifgal,  per- 

lie  iikewiac  found  this  statement : — 

"Mr.  Lang  also  took  a  sweeping  objection  to 
the  whole  commitment ;  the  defendants  had  nerer 

hi-Qn  confronted  bv  tho  iii.Ttristr.itc  with  any  ono 
ti  the  witneMCi,  and  this  court  could  not  bo 
■ad*  a  eomt  of  flnt  inilatwe.   The  Jndga  in 

addition  brou^lit  out  that  not  ono  of  tho  witneMOl 

tor  the  liofeaco  bad  been  examined  at  all." 

Further,  it  was  stated  that  Mr.  Lannj 

— "eoQtended  against  tho  reception  of  nearly 
the  whole  record  copies  occupying  tbo  phice  of 
tri^inal  rlocTiments,  and  tho  signatnrci^  in  both 
copies  and  uriginals  being  generally  unprored." 

^lukt  be  (tbe  £ari  of  Elleaborough)  had 
amr  staled,  wliidi  formed  the  principal 
fiwis  of  tbe  ease,  were  amply  snffioicnt,  he 
would  not  Rfxy  to  jiistifv.  but  to  require  tho 
utborities  in  India,  niid  if  they  declined, 
tbe  GoTcrnment  at  home,  to  institute  a 
nsoraos  and  searebing  inquiry  into  the 
delaib  of  the  getting^itp  of  this  ease;  for 
it  was  not  a  case  which  had  been  got  up 
by  the  solicitors,  but  by  the  mncristrates 
of  India,  and  they  Imd  used  all  their 
strength,  inftuenoe,  and  power,  to  destroy 
this  able  but  unfortunate  man.  In  hi.s 
(the  Earl  of  F!!eiiborough's)  view  of  tho 
case,  it  was  ol  no  importance  whether 
Jelee  Petahand  was  gtiilty  or  not,  for 
Aera  was  no  security  even  fur  an  innocent 
man  in  a  country  like  India,  unless  he  had 
•  fair  and  impartial  trial.  But  Jotec  Pci- 
>baud  had  bad  nothing  like  such  a  trial. 
He  tnphatieally  asserted  that  Jotee  Per- 
ibsod  bad  not  had  a  fair  trial,  as  all  the 
Bieans  which  the  authorities  bad  at  their 
(iispoaal  bad  been  employed  to  withdraw 
witnesses  on  his  behalf  from  bis  know- 
Mge  and  control.  It  beeama  the  Qovem- 
»cnt  of  India,  jealous  as  it  ought  to  bo  of 
iu  cbaractec  for  its  own  sake  and  that  of 


tbe  country,  to  use  every  exertion  to  pun- 
ish all  wrongdoing  and  injustice  on  the 

part  of  its  subordinate  officers.  In  Eng- 
land, and  in  all  well-constituted  countries, 
the  people  looked  up  to  tho  law  for  proteo* 
tion,  hut  in  India  they  looked  np  to  tiia 
Government ;  and  any  dereliction  of  its 
duty  towards  the  iiative.s  hy  tlio  Govern- 
ment must  bo  productive  of  most  injurious 
consequences;  and  a  corresponding  good 
effect  would  be  produced  hy  the  interven- 
tion of  Government  to  punish  its  ofHcers 
for  improper  conduct.  lie  undcrdcuMl, 
from  information  which  had  been  supplied 
to  him  from  credible  sources,  that  it  was 
not  correct  to  say  that  the  first  person  who 
gave  information  to  tho  Government  of 
these  nllorrod  frauds  on  the  part  of  Jotee 
Perahaud  was  iu  tbe  Commissariat  De- 
partment. He  asserted  distinctly  and 
confidently  that  that  person  was  a  Con- 
vict in  1  felon,  just  diachaiffed  from  the  com- 
mon gaol  of  Aora.  Itliad  been  further 
stated  tu  him,  tiiat  every  witness  who  ten- 
dered evidence  in  favour  of  Jotee  Per- 
shaud  had  been  bullied  and  abused,  and 
threatened  by  the  magistrates  with  an  in- 
dictment for  perjury,  iu  case  he  did  not 
vary  the  tendency  of  that  evidence;  and 
that,  on  the  other  hand»  every  witness 
who  volunteered  evidence  against  that  in- 
dividual had  been  gladly  welcomed  and 
thankfully  received  by  tbe  magistrates. 
And  he  was  farther  told  that  Jotee  Per- 
shand  was  himself  warned  that  if,  in  the 
necessary  prosecution  of  his  own  concerns 
he  should  dare  to  leave  A^rn,  he  should 
be  dragged  back  as  a  commou  felon,  and 
should  he  lodged  in  safe  custody.  He 
aswrted  that  these  were  facts  which  wift- 
!  nesses  could  prove.  He  further  asserted 
that  it  was  only  by  accident  that  Jotee 
Pcrsbaud  heard  of  the  accusations  which 
were  to  be  preferred  against  him,  and  that 
when  he  asked  for  distinct  information  as 
to  the  nature  of  those  accusations,  that 
information  was  denied  to  him.  Suoh 
being  the  facts  of  the  case,  he  now  told 
the  noble  Baron  opposite  (Lord  Brougbton) 
that,  before  he  left  the  House  that  niqht, 
ho  (tho  VawI  of  Ellcnborough)  would  fur- 
nish him  with  the  name  and  reaideuce  of 
the  gentleman  who  had  given  him  tUs  in- 
formation ;  and,  if  the  noble  Baron  pleasedf 
ho  might  sec  that  gentleman  cither  to- 
morrow or  the  day  after,  and  satisfy  him- 
self of  tbe  correctness  of  the  facts  he  was 
about  to  detail.  Ho  must  now  inform  the 
noble  Baron  that  the  military  magistrato 
at  Agra  hod  hod  preaentod  to  him  a  po- 
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tltlev  htm  A  ponaa  v)i*  itated  that  he 
was  confined  in  the  "  compound  "  of  tho 
fivU  magistrate  at  the  same  place;  that  he 
irtid  liaen  con&ned  there  for  seferal  days 
wUbavt  any  of  hii  raibtfons  Iiftviiif  been 
pormittfld  to  have  aooeas  to  him;  uat  ho 
had  been  treated  as  a  criminal;  and,  fur- 


character.   He  did  noi*  loiliir  k  irhift 

terms  that  t^pmioo  was  couched,  hut  be 
was  giTcn  to  understand  tliat  Mr.  L.  (  'hrk<" 
was  of  opiniun  that  an  indictment  would 
lie  for  ibe  language  used.   Tbat  natiTe 


hanker  wm  agaa  called  before  tbe  nuifia- 

trate,  and  was  then  committed    to  tbe 


ther,  that  ho  had  been  threatened  with  :  mmmon  gaol,  because  he  persisted  in  not 
oomuiitmeut  to  tbe  common  gaol  unless  he  varj^ing  his  original  deposition.    He  was 


rovld  MNiMiil  to  alter  tbe  depeaition  wbteb 
be  bad  made  in  favour  of  Jotee  Pershaud. 
Tlic  military  magistrate  did  not  receive 
that  petition,  because  it  was  in  soniv  re- 
spects informal,  but  he  drove  in  the  course 
of  tbe  di^  to  tbe  lesideBee  of  Mr.  DeniaoB, 
the  magistrate.  There  he  saw  the  person 
who  had  sent  him  tho  potUion,  and  whom 
he  found  in  the  custody  of  the  police* 
That  man  almost  threw  bbaself  imder 
tbe  carriage-wheels  of  tho  military  magis- 
trate. He  staled  tliat  ho  bad  then  been 
confined  for  twelve  days,  and,  furthermore, 
be  declared  that  he  had  been  dragged  to 
tbe  plaoe  after  be  bad  made  bia  depoiitbn, 
in  open  court,  in  favour  of  Jotee  Pershaud, 
mid  had  been  imprisoned  in  the  "  com- 
pound "  for  twelve  days  because  ho  would 
not  vary  his  deposition,  and  that  ho  had 
boon  every  day  tbreatened  witb  removal 
to  a  common  gaol.  Of  the  carraetnen  of 
that  information  tho  nnlde  Baron  might 
satisfy  himself  whenever  he  pleased.  That 
man,  he  aaid,  bad  been  illegally  confiDed 
during  every  hour  be  remained  in  prison; 
for  the  civil  magistrate  wlio  held  him  in 
durance  had  no  authority,  no  jurisdiction 
in  the  district  where  tho  man  resided;  and 
in  tbia  eooatiy  eiicb  a  atreteb  of  power 
vonld  bare  been  visited  with  heavy  dam« 
ages  by  any  jury  to  whicfi  it  was  sub- 
mitted. The  military  magistrate  retired 
after  seeing  the  man,  and  after  promising 
that  bis  ease*sboidd  imdergo  investigation. 
Tbeae  facts  affected  Mr.  Denison  only; 
those  which  he  should  next  relate  affected 
Mr.  Gnbbins.  There  was  a  native  hanker 
in  Agra,  wbo  bad  bo  eonneoti<m  whatever 
witb  tbe  Oomniaaariat,  hut  through  whose 
bouse,  in  the  course  of  business,  it  hap- 
pened that  some  pecuniary  transactions 
between  Jotee  Pershaud  and  his  agents 
bad  iMBsed.  That  native  banker  was 
called  boive  the  magistrate— bis  deposi- 
tion was  unsatisfactory  to  the  mngistrate. 
The  raagistratc  abusod  him  in  terms  go 
gross  that  he  seut  au  account  of  it  to 
Oaleattaa  and  asked  tbe  opinion  of  Mr. 
LoBgne^Ile  Clarke,  tho  most  eminent 
eo\itis<^1  there,  whether  he  could  not  proso- 
OUtc  tho  iiiagiairato  for  defHmatioa  of  bis 
7Ac  Eoirl  of  MkiU^orqugk 


conibod  in  a  small  cell,  and  near  bis 
sleqpbig  apartment  was  another,  in  which 

he  was  compelled  to  perform  the  offices  of 
nature — au  abomination  and  impurity  in- 
tolerable to  every  Hindoo.  That  respect- 
able man — ^for  a  respectable  man  be  oer* 
tainly  was — was  only  at  last  relieved  from 
this  indignity  in  consequonoe  of  a  petition 
of  his  having  been  presented  to  the  Sa> 
preme  Court  at  Galentta  by  a  Mr.  Stowell, 
who  was  the  first  Bnglisli  nierchant  re- 
siding at  Agra.  In  that  petition  all  these 
facts  were  stated,  and  that  petition  could 
easily  be  obtained  by  the  noble  Baron. 
A  Mr.  Pell  was  also  cognisant  pf  all  tbe 
circumstances  of  this  ease.  These  were 
all  facts;  and  there," — said  tho  noble 
Earl,  tossing  over  an  envelope  to  T.^rd 
Broughtuu — *♦  there  is  the  uaqie  ot  juj 
informant,  I  ask  for  inquiry,  and  tor  Wh 
thing  but  justice  in  that  inquiry.  It  Is 
necessary  to  the  character  and  seeuritv  of 
Government  in  India,  that  wrongs  like 
these  abonld  not  be  inflicted  on  our  sub- 
jects there  with  impunity,  but  that 
should  be  fully  investigated  to  the  bottom, 
in  ordi!r  that  the  wrongdoer,  if  wron<:rdoer 
there  is,  should  be  punished."  Iho  uuye 
Bail  oondaded  by  moving  f&r 

"  A  Ret  urn  of  tho  N.*imeii  of  all  persons  com- 
mitted  to  or  discharged  from  tbo  Gaol  of  Agn 
between  tbe  11th  of  liiarch  aod  tho  7th  of  No. 
vomber,  1850;  specifying  iu  each  case  th«  Magis- 
trate by  whoso  authority  pach  such  commitniont 
or  discharge  took  place,  together  witJi  the  frouii4^ 
if  any,  aligned  for  the  sama  in  the  warrant.** 

Lord  BROUGHTON  aaid,  that  he  could 
not  but  submit,  both  to  their  Lordahipa 
and  to  the  noble  Earl  oppcMiite,  that  the 
noble  Karl  was  placing  the  Governmeutbl 
India,  and  the  authorities  against  whom  he 
preferred  such  grave  accusations,  in  a  po> 
sition  wbidi  he  (Lord  Braoghton)  nna*  saj 
was  scaroely  hiri  he  had  hima^  in- 
formed tho  noble  Earl  that  ho  Imil  not  yet 
received  any  official  information  which 
would  enable  him  to  say  either 
"  no"  in  reply  to  his  (tte  Barl  ef 
borough's)  statement.  He  told  the  Mibia 
Earl  further  tlint  tli'-ee  accusations,  emning 
as  they  did  from  au  doqv^l  imUviduaU 
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who  had  once  wielded  the  highest  authority  l  positively  unfounded,  for  ho  hnd  no  infor 


in  IndiA,  ought  not  to  be  luade  on  the 
figai  M^ortly  anj  nawtpap^r  or  any 
piifmte  individnalt  uiwbs  that  indifidnal, 

hv  avowing  hia  name  aud  station,  was 
juody  to  incur  all  tho  results  and  couso- 
qaeooes  of  giving  wrong,  and,  it  might  bo, 
nJaa  {■formatiOD.   fie  r^toatod  once  more 
that  he  was  in  a  position  which  would  not 
emible  him  to  answer  tho  noble  Earl's 
Statements,  imd  the  noble  Earl  was  aware 
d  it  But  he  aeid  tliat,  aa  the  noble  Earl's 
former  ehai|re8  agpalnat  tiie  Government  of 
India  had  turned  out  to  be  totally  uufound- 
e<l,  so  he  presumed  that  tho  accusatiorjij 
which  he  now  made  would  also  want  some 
of  that  aqthori^  wbleh  the  noble  Barl  had 
fo  gravely  afetachad  to  them.    What  was 
the  charge  TOatle  n<»ninyt  tho  Government 
in  the  outset — a  charge  which  tho  noble 
£&rl  did  not  venture  to  make  in  that  iiou^e, 
hcMMue  he  knew  thai  ii  most  be  instantly 
refated  f    Ii  had  been  stated  that  the  In- 
dian Government  had  endeavoured  to  stop 
Uie  civil  suit  of  Jotee  Fcrshnud  ngainst  it 
to  get  what  was  due  to  him,  b^  instituting 
sriiidBalpvoeeedings  against  him,  which  they 
knew  to  be  unfounded.    Now  the  effect  of 
that  charge  had  been  stopped,  by  showing 
that  the  criminal  procefedings  were  insti- 
tiled  before  eiTil  aetlon  was  eonimenced. 
ThoBt^le  Earl  had  then  indulged  in  a  pas- 
lionate  vein  ot"  declnniatiou  against  the  out- 
rageswhich  he  saidwercconitnitteJinthozc- 
aaaa  of  Jotee  Ferahaud,  and  had  even  gone 
sa  far  as  to  allege  that  the  authorities  had 
Imh  a  ring  from  the  nose  of  his  wife.  He 
thought  he  might  vcntnrc  to  say,  empha- 
tically,     That  accusation  is  not  true;*' 
for  when  Mr.  Lang  conducted  the  defence 
«f  Jelee  PeishaQ^— a  defence  whidh  was 
iwt  ssasehed  in  any  moderate  spirit,  or  in 
any  very  measured  language — ho  did  nut 
venture  to  repeat  in  court  that  charge,  nl- 
Uieogh  he  had  made  fhat  charge  in  the 
newspaper  of  which  he  was  the  proprietor, 
in  similar,  though  not  in  the  "same,  lan- 
jfuage  as  the  nohle  Earl  opposite.  All  that 
Mr.  Lang  stated  in  court  was  this,  that 
vbm  an  inrentorj  was  prodaeed  of  Jotee 
Fershand's  goods,  in  that  inventory  was 
found  the  nose-ring  of  his  wife.    The  noble 
Earl  had  said  in  his  speech  that  that  ring 
had  been  positively  takeu  away;  but  that 
»ta  eertainlj  not  the  ftct.    As  neither 
Ast  sbargOt  nor  any  other  of  tho  charges 
T!f»w  preferred  by  the  noble  Earl,  was  al- 
luded to  in  Mr.  Lang's  defence,  he  could 
nat  help  inferring  that  the  charges  pre- 
ferred by  the  noble  Barl  were  equally  un- 
'  '    He  did  ml  saj  that  ibey  were 


mation.  But  the  noble  Earl  waii  so  eager 
to  bring  forward  his  charges  that  evening, 

that  he  did  not  even  wait  for  his  reply  to 
his  (tlio  Earl  of  Ellenborough's)  prelimi- 
nary question.    If  the  noblu  Earl  had  not 
l)een  so  impetuous,  he  would  have  heard 
the  infbrmatiMi  which  he  now  gave  hha« 
namely,  that  he  (Lord  Broughton)  had  al- 
ready written  to  India,  directing  an  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  all  tho  circumstances  of 
this  extraordinary  ease,    The  noble  Earl 
had  said  that  if  he  could  have  an  assuranoe 
from  him  (Lord  Broughton)  tliat  an  inquiry 
would  be  instituted  into  this  ease,  he  would 
not  make  his  grievous  accusations;  but  he 
did  not  wait  to  leQ  whether  or  not  bo  would 
give  him  that  assnmaee.   He  did  not  like 
to  interrupt  the  career  of  tho  noble  Earl's 
eloquence,  and  he  was  now  very  glad  that 
he  had  not  dope  so.    iiud  it  bcuu  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  be  sbonld  hdfe  Interw 
rupted  the  noble  Sail  in  less  than  five 
minufc?  ?foni  the  commencepient  of  his 
speech.    The  noble  Earl  had  told  them 
that  the  rumours  to  which  he  had  formerly 
allnded  weve  foots.    Now,  if  the  noble 
Earl  would  only  have  the  goodness  to  look 
at  the  speech  of  Mr.  Wvlly,  the  eounael 
for  tho  prosecution,  he  would  find  that  Ba» 
twdof  his  pretended  foots  bad  already 
received  a  decided  contradiction  I  and  these 
facts  were  brought  as  eharges  against  the 
Indian  Uoverimicut  on  the  authority  of  some 
nameless  informant,  who  declined  eom» 
ing  forward  in  his  own  proper  person,  and 
whose  name  had  just  been  transmitted  to 
bin)  in  a  privjitf  note  by  tho  noble  Earl, 
which  ho  hud  not  opened,  m  he  cared  no- 
thing fur  the  information  of  so  irresponsible 
a  witness.  It  was  not,  in  bis  opinion,  at 
any  time  a  gracious  task  on  the  part  of 
any  person  returning  from  India  to  furnish 
on  his  first  arrival  matter  of  attack  on  the 
Government  of  which  he  had  been  a  ser- 
vant, and  of  which  he  ought  to  be  the 
faithful  servant.     He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  if  there  were  malversation  or  malad- 
ministration on  the  part  of  the  Company's 
servants  in  India,  the  moathsof  its  servants 
were  to  bo,  as  it  were,  hermetically  sealed; 
but  it  was' not  usual,  when  persons  in  ofiS- 
eial  situations  in  India  were  attacked,  to 
bring  accusations  agaiuBt  them  wheu  their 
official  defenders  were  without  means  of 
offering  either  refutation,  or  palliation,  or 
the  grace  of  confession,  if  auythitig  illegal 
had  been  unintentionally  committed.  He 
must  abo  inform  the  noble  Earl  that  he 
was  qni^  mistaken  in  supnosing  that  onl^ 
ope  newspaper  in  India  had  taken  tl}e  part 
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of  tho  Govornmcut  in  these  transactions. 
He  held  at  tliat  moment  in  hU  hand  the 
Murkaru.  The  editor  of  that 
joitmal  was  commeniing  on  tho  evidence 
producctl  in  the  course  of  these  transac- 
tious — in  which  Jotec  Persbaud  was  the 
participator,  if  not  the  principal;  and  this 
was  the  Unguage  he  used:—"  They  were 
parts  of  one  gig^vntic  system  of  kuftYOiy* 
He  then  proceeded  as  follows  t*— 

"  Th»  bonest  and  disinterested  endcavovirs  of 
tlio  GoTomracnt  oflScers  in  their  reMwches  into 
groas  and  notorious  nistlversationa  hsTO  bMn  mot 
Of  opposition  such  as  is  rarely  found  in  even  this 
country,  where  justice  never  strikes  down  the 
wealthy  culprit  until  ail  the  weapons  of  intrigue, 
perjury,  intimidation,  and  corruptioa  have  hvon 
fairly  worn  oat  in  his  dofenee.  ....  iiis 
friends  and  adriwrs  haro  oven  prosomed.  perhaps 
unwisely,  to  threaten  oflScers  of  the  military  and 
eivil  serTioes,  who  could  not  protect,  or  who  dared 
to  attactk  htei.  A  patient  and  ftarteas  inquiry 
has,  however,  elicited  convincing  evidence,  and 
that  evidence  has  all  been  obtained  from  eottroes 
whiofc.  liad  the  aoomed  been  honest  or  guiltless, 
been  the  mosa  %TaiUUe  means  for 
their  defence." 

That  came  from  another  newspaper;  and 
be  ventured  to  affirm  that  that  newspaper 
gave  as  fair  a  representation  of  these  trans- 
actions as  any  that  bad  been  made  by  the 

noble  Earl  opposite,  or  by  any  of  the 
frirruls  who  hiul  instructed  him.  Xow, 
what  was  the  character  which  the  advocate 
of  Jotee  Periihaud  gave  of  Hindoo  wit- 
nesses, and  of  Hindoos  in  general,  in- 
dnding,  of  course,  his  own  client  ?  Mr. 
Lang,  the  adyoeate  of  Jotee  Ferahaud, 
said — 

"  We  must  take  the  natives  of  this  country  as 
they  are ;  we  mutt  not  make  war  upon  hnman 

lyituro.      Do  any  of  iia  think  worse  of  a  na 


tachcd,  not  to  the  prosecution,  but  to  tbo 
other  side,  for,  on  looking  orer  Mr. 
Wylly 's  speeches,  he  found  that  gentteman 
said-^ 

"  Before  the  proceedings  of  t1io  Tourt  open  ih\% 
day  ( April  3),  i  bare  a  duty  of  ntuch  importanco 
to  perform.  It  is  to  record  my  protest  againvt 
the  cnurso  pur^u^.•J  by  tho  Court  yesterday  in 
several  most  importoiit  respects.  I  comploia, 
first  and  generally,  of  tbe  great  departnro  from 
the  usual  procedure  of  this  coufitry  which  has 
marked  the  conduct  of  tbe  Court ;  seoondl/,  of 
the  irgurious  htirry  with  wbieh  the  meet  important 
Cicts  and  witnesses  are  hurried  on  in  revirw  ho- 
fore  the  Court,  without  allowing  time  for  ihona 
important  ftete  to  wbioh  tbegr  tMtSfy  bebg  duly 
grouped  and  traiglied." 

This  was  the  eompUint  of  the  gentleman 

connected  with  the  prosecution;  and  if 
their  Lordships  looked  to  the  records  of 
the  whole  proceedings  they  would  fiiul  that 
throughout  there  was  manifest  appearance 
of  the  greatest  fairness  V>  the  person  ac- 
cused, and  tbej  would,  he  thought,  agree 
with  tho  gentleman  ho  had  just  quoted, 
that  the  leaning  was  decidedly  against  tho 
prosecutor.  If  the  statements  of  tho 
noble  Barl  were  correct,  of  eourse  the  peiv 
sons  alluded  to  by  him  ought  to  be  punish- 
ed; but  the  noble  Earl  tli'^  otlier  ni^ht 
reduced  the  delinquency  pretty  much  to  an 
error  of  judgmait,  and  that,  of  course, 
ought  not  to  be  visited  with  such  condign 
punishment  as  the  noble  Earl  seemed  to 
call  for.  Considerhig  the  vastness  of  tho 
empire  we  udinini.stcrcd  in  the  East,  and 
the  number  of  othccra  engaged  in  its  ad- 
ministration, it  was  but  seMom  that  anj 
great  extent  of  delinquency  took  place; 
and  wlien  cases  of  that  nature  did  occur, 
they  were  almost  always  inquired  into,  and 


tivo  for  telling  us  deliberate  lies  <   None  of  u«  j  real  delijQquenc^,  when  proved,  was  gun- 
luive  any  reeson  to  do  so.   And  why  ?  Because 
among  them — oven  the  mont  honnur.ihlc  of  tluun 
— Huendaeity  even  of  tho  gravest  character  in- 
volves no  speoies  of  eriminaUty  or  tUsgrsee  f  *' 

Non  metis  hie  sntno;  it  was  what  Mr. 
Lang,  tho  advocato  of  Jotee  Pcrshaud, 
said,  when  talkmg  of  the  eharaeter  of 
those  persons  of  whom  his  client  was  one; 
and,  therefore,  could  their  Lordships  be 
surprised  that  if  ia  tho  transaction  to 
which  the  noblo  Earl  alluded,  one  witness 
on  a  certain  occasion  gave  one  kind  of  evi- 
dence, and  oil  another  occasion  gave  ano- 
ther hinrl  (it  evidence?  If  any  persons 
were  suticrcrs  from  this  prevarication,  it 
was  the  prosecutors;  for,  as  tho  noble  Earl 
hnew,  Jotee  Persbaud  got  his  acquittal; 
and  ho  begged  to  inform  the  noble  Earl, 
that  if  there  W!\'^  nny  reason  to  complain 
of  partiality,  the  charge  on  that  head  at- 
Lord  JSroughtoH 


ished.   He  could  assure  the  noble  B»rl 

that,  in  respect  to  tho  matter  he  had 
brought  under  the  notice  of  tho  House, 
inquiry  would  he  made,  and  inforniatioii 
would  be  asked  for  with  an  anxiety  equal 
to  the  noble  Barfs,  to  elicit  tbe  truth. 

The  Eabl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  ob- 
served,  that  at  the  commencement  of  his 
address  he  distinctly  stated,  that  if  he  re- 
ceived assurance  that  inquiry  had  been  or 
would  be  made  into  the  circumstances,  ho 
would  not  trouble  their  Lofdahips  vrithanj 
observations;  and  he  reminded  the  House, 
that  a  fortnight  ago  he  postponed  a  state- 
ment on  the  subject,  under  tho  idea  that 
possibly  news  might  be  received  from  India 
to  the  effect  that  the  Governor  General  had 
ordered  an  inquiry.  But,  if  neither  the 
Governor  Gener;il  nor  the  noble  Lord  insti- 
tuted a  searching  iuquirj  into  tho  iaots  of 
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tfktt  e«Mi»  lie  abould  then  hawe  a  charge  to 
stake  against  both.  He  regretted  that 
the  noble  Lord  bad  spoken  as  he  had  done 
in  reference  to  a  gentleman  to  whom  he 
(the  £arl  of  Ellenborough)  had  alluded. 
He  was  quite  tore  that  that  gentl^tn  had 
B0i  ^ODe  bejond  the  limits  of  his  duty  in 
communicatini^  tlio  information.    Ho  beg- 

d  also  to  sav  tbat  his  statement  did  not 
rest  oQ  the  authority  of  newspapers^  but 
em  thai  «f  meat  eanfal  infomumts^  and  of 
lettoKB  from  Affra,  and  upon  the  penonal 
kcowled^o  of  persons  whose  namea  he 
voald  mention  to  the  noble  Lord. 

On  QnestioQ,  agreed  lo;  and  ordered 
aeeaedingly. 


SiimiFlELD  MARKET  REMOVAL  BTTJ,. 

K\R\   GRANVILLE,  in  moving  the 
Second  Heading  of  this  Bill,  referred  to  tlic 
■iiierioiiii  ioqniries  eod  propositions  which 
\md  been  made  in  reference  to  Smithfield 
market  durlnc;  the  present  century.  In 
1S09  the  Government  had  expressed  an 
0|Haioa  against  it ;  and  in  182S  the  buteh- 
an  of  IdOndon  hod  memorialieed  against  it. 
IttliCfWibre  could  not  be  alleged  that  in 
proposln:,'  the  Bill  now  before  their  Lord- 
ships, the  Government  had  not  acted  with 
doe  deliberation.    The  lost  Parliamentary 
of  Inquiry  unanimonaly  reeom- 
that  the  Government  should  take 
themselves  the  duty  of  removing  the 
nuisance.    Upon  that  recommendattnn  the 
GoTcmment  acted,  and  appointed  a  iluyal 
Commisaioo  comi>osed  of  petXNiB  of  differ- 
ent politieal  opinions ;  and  the  Bill  which 
he  BOW  proposed  to  be  read  a  second  time 
iras  founded  upon  the  report  of  that  Com- 
The  Bill  was  one  which  did  not 
require  much  explanation.    It  proposed 
tte  appointment  of  a  certain  number  of 
CemiisiiiMn  diuged  with  the  duty  of 
pmcr.rin^  a  site  for  a  new  market  in  the 
-uburban  districts,  and  of  slaughterhouses, 
a  necessary,  connected  with  the  market  ; 
and  also  eoapowered  the  Commissioners  to 
Moey  under  certain  restrictions,  to 
t  officers,  to  make  certain  bylaws, 
e.    There  wa.s  also  a  clause  in  the  Bill 
wkic*h  must  remove  aU  gi-ound  of  complaint 
en  the  seore  of  grievance  on  the  nart  of 
lAw  Ct^  of  London,  for  by  that  clause  it 
wonld  be  ccrapctent  for  the  City  of  London, 
^ithiu  six  months  after  the  passing  of  the 
Ltd,  to  undertake  all  the  functions  cou- 
nseled with  the  maasgement  of  the  new 
msrket.   Not  anticipating  any  great  oppo- 
sition to  the  second  reading  of  the  liill,  he 
wwdd  content  hlmseif  with  saying,  that 
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though  the  passing  of  the  BOI  mij^hty  as 

was  inevitable  in  effecting  these  great  chan- 
ges and  improvements,  inflict  some  injury 
on  certain  persons  connected  with  the  pre- 
sent Smithfield  market,  yet  it  would  en- 
hance th«  Tahie  of  the  property  in  the 
neighbourhood  byfomoving  a  nuisance  from 
which  the  regular  course  of  trade  suffered. 
The  Bill,  by  providing  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  largo  market  in  a  suburban  spot, 
woold  remoTO  from  a  part  of  the  town  in 
which  the  i»opnlatton  was  most  dense,  an 
intolerable  nuisance  necessanly  nccompa- 
nying  a  cattle  market  situated  in  the  heart 
of  London.  It  would  be  surprising  if,  in 
the  present  advanced  state  of  oinlisstion, 
a  cattle  market  shoold  be  retained  on  its 
present  site,  which  was  selected  for  t!iafc 
purpose  more  than  500  years  ago,  when 
London  was  so  much  smaller  than  now  ; 
and  if  it  shoold  be  longer  permitted  that 
droves  of  cattle  should  be  driven  by  day  and 
by  nigV.t  thronch  the  most  populous  streets, 
to  the  danger  and  alarm  of  all  passers-by, 
and  giving  opportunity  for  scenes  of  dis- 
gu.sting  cruelty  which  mnst  havo  the  worst 
effect  on  the  population.  In  removing^  the 
nmrliet,  lie  believed  that  they  wnnld  get 
rid  of  this  great  amount  of  evil,  atibrd 
greater  facilities  to  the  graziers  and  deal- 
ers, and  abo  enable  the  consnmers  in  this 
metropolis,  amounting  to  above  2,000,000 
of  persons,  to  obtain  meat  of  a  much  bet- 
ter quality,  a.s,  in  consequence  of  the  insuf- 
ticient  room  in  ^Smithfield,  and  the  cruelty 
the  drovers  were  obliged  to  resort  to,  the 
cattle  now  suffered  great  deterioration. 

Bill  read  2*  (acM>rding  to  Older),  and 
committed* 

THE  ECCLESIASTIOAL  TITLES 

ASSUMPTION  BILL. 

ThoMARQUESSof  LANSDOWNE  moved 
the  First  Reading  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Ti- 
tles Assumption  Bill,  and  said  that  as  he 
wished  their  Lordships  should  have  duo 
time  for  delibaatioo,  he  proposed  that  the 
Bill  shodd  be  read  a  Second  Time  that 
day  fortnight. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  he  felt  on 
all  occasions  that  the  rules  of  that  House 
were  not  only  binding  in  anihority,  but 
were  founded  on  good  sense,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  it  was  not  customary  to  oppose 
the  first  reading  of  a  Bill  which  was  sent 
up  to  their  Lordships'  House  from  the 
other  Hoose  of  Parliament.  This  role  had 
rarely  been  set  aside,  and  he  was  not  aware 
it  had  ever  been  done  by  their  Lordships. 
At  the  same  time»  howevor,  the  present 
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Bill  was  of  60  irritnting  a  clmrnetor,  at  j 
least  in  that  part  of  tlie  empire  with  whieh  I 
lie  WAS  nioal  elosely  connected,  ihit  be 
wiehei  the  fact  to  be  distinelly  ttndeteleod, 

that  the  principle  of  a  nioasure  o  ir/lit 
not  to   be   considered  as  affirmed  by  a 
first  reading.    For  his  own  part  lie  beg- 
ged tliat  be  might  not  be  imderakwd 
te  approve  of  the  Bill,    as  extending 
to  Ireland,  and  as  amended  bv  Sir  F. 
Thesigcr.    Though  the  title  of  the  Bill 
had  not  boen  changed  since  its  iotroduc- 
iien,  ite  eoAflftMiite  bid  been  inelerlaliy 
iHered,  daring  its  progress  thitragh  the 
Commons:  and  llmt  had  been  done  against 
the  irill  ol  the  Government,  so  that  be 
oonld  not  now  clearly  understand  who  were 
the  real  fathers  of  the  present  measure. 
The  Bill,  as  originally  introduced,  was 
framed  for  the  purpose  of  repelling  an 
aggreaaioa  against  which  their  Lordships 
bad  teeelfed  tnany  petitioiM;  and  be  waa 
inclined  to  ooncur  generally  with  the  pe* 
titionrrR  in  their  complaint?,  thou[;h  not 
in  their  demands,  nor  in  fbo  tone  of  their 
remoDStranees.    If  the  Bill  had  been  limit- 
ed wiUdn  Ut  proper  bonnda— ^tbe  ro- 
asting an  unjustifiable  aggression,  there 
could  not,  and  ought  not,  to  bo  much 
reason  to  complain.'    But  looking  at  the 
Bill  as  it  now  came  before  their  Lordships, 
be  ooald  not  bat  oondemn  it,  moved,  as  it 
was,  to  bis  unfeigned  regret,  by  Her  Majes- 
ty's Oovcmment,  though  many  of  its  pro- 
visions had  been  given  a  force  and  an 
agency  tiineh  strcmger,  and  beftring  upon 
mooh  more  sensitivo  interests,  than  had 
been  affected  by  the  Bill  introduced  by 
the  Government — Amendments  were  adop- 
ted which  had  been  resisted  by  the  Go- 
Terament  — >  tbe  Bill  to  a  great  extent 
being  carried  by  repeated  divisions  against 
them.    Another  large  party  had  objected 
to  any  Bill  at  all;  and  a  noble  Lord  (the  Earl 
9i  Derl^),  whose  absence,  and  the  cause 
of  it«  they  nnat  all  regret,  bad  roeom- 
mended   another  and  a   far  preferable 
coarse  of  proceeding.    Although  he  dif- 
fered from  some  of  the  propositions  hud 
down  by  the  party  in  the  eiber  Hoose  re- 
presented by  Sir  Jamaa  Gnhara —  [  Cries 
of  "  Or-flcr  !  "]     He  rmtrnfled  that  he 
>vas  quite  in  order.    Who  had  ever  objoeted 
to  designatiug,  as  snob,  the  friends  of  Vox, 
or  the  party  <rf  Oaaning  I  Hie  object  waa  to 
prove  that  the  Bill  baa  no  real  friends,  and 
was  not  snpportf'd  hy  !iny  great  party  in 
the  titate.     lie  begged  to  impress  on 
their  Lordships  that  the  present  Bill  was 
Iwl  the  measure  el  the  Geranmoit  ia 

Ii9rdMinU§agU 


orltrinftlly  introduced.  It  had  been  alter- 
ed m  every  essential  point.  The  Bill  waa 
introdoeed  apon  the  sole  greead  el  fpAm 
ling  Papal  aggreslion;  bat  it  had  been 

fat  Lii  v  framed  fo  n-^  to  affect  a  part  of  tho 
empire  to  which  that  ag!^re'"=inn  did  not 
apply;  and  from  being  a  iiiii  purportins 
to  prohibit  the  aaanmption  el  eeslesiaaltewi 
titles,  it  was  converted  into  a  measW 
going  much   further,    and   would  now 
very  justly  be  considered  to  restrain  and 
fetter  religious  freedom,  and  to  ertpple 
the  govemmeat  of  a  UOTarabieal  Oboroli 
which  the  Legislature  had  recognised, 
and  which  was  tho  Church  of  one-third 
portion  of  the  people.    He  (Lord  Mont- 
eagle)  had  been  one  of  the  first  who  had  ex> 
pressed  his  ready  determination  to  resist 
the  aggression  which  bad  taken  place;  but 
this  was  no  justificatton  for  this  Bill;  and 
knowing  well  the  alarm  and  excitement 
wUeh  woald  be  pvodoeed  in  his  eomtry  hy 
a  measure  like  the  present^  he  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that,  in  consenting  to 
tho  first  reading,  and  thus  showing  every 
respect  for  the  Uouse  of  Commons,  who  bad 
sentnp  tbeBiO,  he  implied  no  reBveetwliail^ 
ever  for  the  Bill  itself.    He  woold  tahe  tUi 
op]tortunity  of  asking  whetbT  the  Hnrern- 
ment  had  any  objection  tu  lay  on  the  tabid 
of  the  House  a  Copy  of  the  Address  from 
the  Bishops  of  the  Homan  Catholic  Chintsb 
exercising  episcopal  functions  in  Ireland, 
to  Her  Majesty,  respecting  any  measures 
proposed  to  be  adopted  iu  relation  to  the 
Papal  Beesfitft  purporting  to  eraet  qwi  Iswu 
and  ecclesiastical  titles  in  Englandf 
and  also,  whether  it  was  thn  intnntion  of  the 
Government  to  lay  on  tho  table  of  that 
Uouse  any  despatches  from  the  Itord 
Lientenant  of  Irwand  on  the  snb|eet  «f  tbtt 
legislative  measures  consequent  on  tba 
Pnpnl  nesoriiif  parpoTting  te  eenetltttte 
sees  in  England  i 

The  MiOiQUEss  of  LA^SBOWNE  said, 
he  did  not  rise  for  the  pwpose  of  repl  jing 
to  the  observations  of  the  noble  LoHL 
The  fittiiiL'"  time  to  enter  v]\nn  en<-h  fli«i- 
cussion  would  be  upon  a  proposition  l\>r 
adopting  thb  BDl,  wbieb  tbejwere  n»« 
merely  receiving,  in  order  that  their  Laed* 
ships  might  be  enabled  to  put  themselves 
in  possession  of  its  provisions,  ^Vith  re- 
spect to  the  question  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  bfkd  given  notiee,  thtte  eoidd  be  m 
objection  to  produce  the  Addfoaa  t*  irUcli 
he  alluded  :  he  could  not,  howcror,  lay 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  any  cojh muni- 
cation  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 

on  the  witject  of  the  Meaanina  »e  ha  ■dnf| 
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thm  IimI  been  «flWil 
from  hut  IMtt  SttlgMt, 


CHARITABLE  BEQUESTS  ACT. 

Tke  Ihnui  «f  ARGYLL  mid*  he  wti 
to  prop[^  a  Motion,  of  wlnah  h9 

hnd  not  given  noiico,  bat  it  was  one  to 
which  he  thoii^jht  no  objection  would  be 
offered,  as  it  appeared  to  him  that  the-iu- 
fctatttion  lie  loagbt  wrnddaid  in  preparing 
ftr  Ike  Mgaamii  tipnli  11m  measiira  whion 
wo^M  in  a  short  time  ocoupj  the  attention 
of  their  Lonl^hips.    Somo  voars  ago  the 
Charitable  iiequests  Aet  was  passed,  ro- 
Iftting  to  bequests  whiok  might  be  made  in 
Mftodi  to  the  dignitari«s  of  the  Church  of 
Rome.    It  was  known  that  in  the  bequests 
which  had  been  from  time  to  time  made  on 
bdbaif  of  the  ciergj,  their  titles  had  been 
mmi  I  Mid  is  iIm  BUI  of  the  GoTomment 
■felod  iLe  iFifiditf  of  those  titles,  it  would 
be  expedient  to  ascertain  whether  the  bo- 
ctiest  would  be  alpo  invalidated  bv  the  ii?f' 
«i'  tboee  titles.    He  understood  tiiat  there 
«M  •  rotom  of  the  bequests  that  had  been 
ttwdendtrthftt  Act,  ond  he  weaM  now 
moie  for  a  return  of  ererj  devise  or  be- 
TTie?t  which  had  been  made  under  the  Act 
ke  had  2'eferr«;d  to,  with  the  names  of  ttic 
),  and  the  nam«i  and  designations 
MM  to  whom  the  beqtiests  had 
b^n  granted  since  the  month  of  Jeiraary, 
1  S4*J.    Tho  object  he  had  in  view  was  to 
p4it  their  Lordships  in  possession  of  the 
denomination  that  had  been  used 
the  Romen  Catholie  prohttes*  end 
eitent  to  which tilloe  heving  a  terri- 
torial character  had  been  teoognised  io  Ire- 
land hr  the  law. 

The  LORD  CHAIhCLLLOR  was  dia- 
fmed  to  doiihi  whether  the  noble  Deke 
woeU,  bj  the  means  he  proposed,  flseeiv 
tarn  how  fnr  i.ny  bequest  had  been  received 
tef&i  sanction.  The  mere  fact  of  a  wiil 
having  been  proved  would  not  be  Buihoient, 
■Isse  seaie  law  proeeediagt  had  been 
talccn  thereupon. 

The  r>iKE  nf  ArvGYLL  understood 
tJiAt  que-tions  had  arisen  in  the  law  courts 
(*:  ireiaml  whether  a  bequest  was  legal  or 
■nl  whfeh  had  heeh  nade  to  a  Roiaan 
CaHMlie  bishop  tmder  the  designation  of  a 
tmitorinl  title,  which  was  illegal  by  the 
ei»tln^  law.  TT('  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  deeisions  had  proooeded  upon  the  illo- 
gslity  of  ttw  title. 

LoBD  CAMPB£LL  said,  that  probably 
Ihs  title  neald  be  neielj  eonndsted  aa  the 


desigwUio  ^soncB,  and  if  the  purpose  o^ 
the  bequest  was  lawful^  there  was  no  doubt 
that  the  legaoj  would  take  efieel#  thoodi 
it  might  be  holawliii  to  assume  the  title 

used. 

The  Motion  was  then  agreed  to. 
House  a4<>i>'*^  ^  To-moftow. 


HOUSE   Oh'   COMMON B, 

3imia]f,  My  7,  ML 

llitlnmis.1    Niw  Wan.'^or  Xnarslberosgkj 
V.  the  iBoo.  Willbm  IM(gUk  IsssiUsSf  da- 

ceased. 

PtTBUo  finuv— 1^  Ifilitia  BaUois  Suspension  i 
Turnpike  Acts  Coattnasaoe;  VtMA  LaW 
AmeDdment. 

1*  Stoefc  In  Ttadsj  Lmd  Ssslstiss}  Tmiipike 
Tniits  AmagiBMnls. 

INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY  BUX. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
House  h&  Conunitleei  Mr.  Benal  vA  the 

Chair. 
Clause  1. 

Mb.  EWART  moved  to  insert  at  the 
sod  of  Chittse  1  the  following  worde : — 

**An9  b©  ft  enacted,  That  stories  of  Wldingtf 
(ns  in  tho  cnse  of  model  lodging-bouM0,  or  of 
AatB,  M  in  Seotfauid),  or  parts  thereof  oooupi^ 
as  separate  dwelUngs,  and  amessed  seimratolx 

tv  tlic  j>M()r-r.it<',  sli.ill  l>o  licM  to  be  inhabited 
<hvr  iii[jg.Uousc8  Qoder  this  Act,  and  shall  b« 
sulijict  to  tha  Mune  UabQitiM  sad  excMpltoM 

as  are,  with  roir-ird  to  inlLibitetl  dwollin;^- 
bottsetj  IB  this  Ao^  and  the  sohedule  th«reto 
annexed,  provided.*' 

It  was  unjust  to  make  a  distinction,  as  was 
done  by  this  BUI,  between  theee  aplrl' 

ments  of  the  poor  which  were  built  hori« 

Eontallv,  and  thn'^e  that  were  built  verti- 
cftlly.  If  a  houieiy  for  improving  the 
dwellings  of  the  working  olasses  shouUl 
lay  out  their  money  upon  housOs  for  tlie 
poor  that  were  of  less  Talue  than  202.  per 
nnniim,  they  would  bo  exempt  from  the 
house  tax;  hut  if  they  built  them  apart- 
menls  in  which  stones  ruso  above  stories^ 
although  the  rent  of  each  set  of  apart* 
ments  was  under  201.  per  annum*  they 

would  hr  linhlc.  About  2,00(>  jtersonS 
were  lodged  HI  the  houses  of  the  so^-ie- 
Ues  for  improving  the  dwellings  oi  tho 
lahourinff  eiasses  in  London*  and  he  wai 
glad  to  near  that  model  lodging  houses 
were  about  to  bo  built  at  Ramsgate  un  l 
lirii^hton.  At  Birkenhead  350  |u  rsuiia 
were  lodged  in  thia  manner,  and  these 

houses  would  oome  under  tlie  operatioii 

of  the  duty,  which  would  operate  imef 
preJudieiaUjr  to 
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Mb.  HUME  thongbt  iho  principle  of  (  he  was  C4miieetod,andlie  foand  iliQl«s«ow 

the  house  tax  much  prefemble  to  that  of  alone  that  there  were  upwards  of  3,000 
the  window  tax,  which  was  grently  ob-  j  persons  who  did  not  contribute  to  the  win- 


jectionahio  on  account  of  its  many  cx 
cmptions.  The  exemption,  howeyer,  of 
hoQseft  under  201.  rent  from  the  proposed 
operation  of  the  Inhabited  Ilouae  Duty 
Bill,  was  in  his  opinion  most  unjust,  nnd 
would  open  the  way  to  every  species  of 
emstou.  He  had  a. notice  on  the  paper 
to  extend  the  tax  over  all  houses  down 
to  40*.  rent,  but  lie  found  ho  could  not 
submit  that  proposition  in  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill,  but  must  ask  the  House,  at 
eome  other  time,  to  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  tilc  whole  House  to  con- 
sider the  proposftl.  Tie  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  have  learnt  enough  to 
adopt  his  prmciple.  The  honse  tax  was 
a  tax  npon  property,  and  should  be  made 
as  general  as  possible,  no  exemptions 
bcinL'  nllowoil.  It  was  a  tax  Aviiicb  tliey 
could  raise  or  lower  without  altoring  the 
maehinerj  of  collection,  which  was  a 
great  advantsgc.  He  thought  the  time 
wns  eoni'n'r  whr-n  taxation  and  represen- 
tation ou^iit  to  be  joined  together  more 
clodoly  thua  they  had  been.  Ho  could  not 
divine  what  improvement  in  the  franchise 
was  to  take  place  next  year,  unless  it  were 
an  extension  to  a  considerable  decree, 
founded  on  some  basis  of  taxation  such  as 
they  set  an  example  of  in  the  Bill  of  last 
year  for  Treliind. 

Mk.  SLANEY  said,  that  the  plan  for 
carryiufj  out  the  project  of  better  bouses 
for  the  humbler  people  in  the  great  towus 
m  these  realms,  was  only  just  in  its  in&ncy, 
bnt  thej  had  every  reason  to  hope  it  would 
go  on  increasing.  Tbe  difficulty  hitherto 
bad  been  that  uo  man  could  subscribe  to 
or  take  shares  in  these  undertakings  with- 
out being  liable  to  his  last  shilling  for  the 
expense.  The  ground  upon  which  there 
should  be  exemptions  in  respect  of  the 
dwelUoga  of  the  humbler  classes  was,  that 
a  man  with  502.  a  year  paid  more  towards 
tlie  taxation  of  the  country  in  proportion 
than  a  innn  ')(  250?. ;  and  so  a  man  with 
250?.  a  year  nvurii  than  one  with  500?.; 
and  ho  therefore  hoped  the  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman wnnld,  if  possible,  relieve  from  tbe 
burden  of  this  tax  that  class  of  dwellings 
to  which  the  lion.  Member  for  Pumfries 
(Mr.  Ewart)  had  refen'ed,  and  which  he 
tmsted  would  very  much  increase  in  num- 
ber in  a  few  years. 

Mn.  ALEXANDER  HASTIE  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  ascertain  the  effect 
of  the  measure  upon  the  city  with  which 


dow  tax,  but  who  would  have  to  pay  the 
Inhabited  House  Duty.  He  was  quite  sa- 
tisfied that  in  ererj  other  borough  in  Scot- 
land a  similar  state  of  things  would  be 
found  to  exist;  and  so  far  from  tbe  ine*> 
sure  affording  relief  to  that  countrj,  it 
would  materially  increase  the  taxation  of 
many  districts  within  it.  If  ^e  tax  n-crc 
made  a  universal  one,  that  would  be  a  dif- 
ferent matter;  but  he  boji"*!  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lhaucellor  of 
the  Exehei|uer  meant  to  maintain  it  on  Iho 
footing  proposed,  he  would  accede  to  the 
Motion. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  would  not  go  into  the 
much  larger  question  alluded  to  by  the 
lion.  Member  for  Montrose  (^fr.  Hume). 
He  quite  agreed  with  him  that  exemp- 
tions of  any  kind  invariably  led  to  great 
frauds  and  evasions;  and  if  he  had  been 
imposing  a  bouse  tax  for  the  first  time, 
and  not  as  a  commutation  for  tl.c  win- 
dow tax,  he  should  have  felt  disposed 
to  adhere  to  the  principle  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  laid  down.  *  With 
reference  to  the  extension  of  the  frea^ 
chise,  he  would  also  state  that,  without 
committing  any  body  else,  bis  opiuiou 
was  very  much  the  same  as  animated 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  namely,  that  the 
payment  of  this  tax  was  tho  best  mode 
of  regulating  it  that  could  be  applictl. 
He  considered  that  it  was  advisable  to 
resist  exemptions  now,  because  if  they 
were  once  granted,  it  wonld  be  impoaaible 
to  repeal  them;  while,  on  tho  other  hand, 
if  tho  exemptions  were  found  to  be  neces- 
sary, they  might  afterwards  be  iuUoducetl, 
and  the  propriety  of  introducing  than 
might  be  considered  in  another  year.  Hie 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ewart)  must  be  a  ware 
that  if  the  flats  were  ditfcrent  properties, 
they  were  exempt;  but  they  were  liable 
if  they  belonged  to  one  proprietor.  Ap- 
plying his  hon.  Friend's  argument  about 
horiaontal  and  vertical  divisiuTis  of  a  house, 
it  was  obvious  that  tho  latter  had  as  much 
right  to  be  excused  as  the  fomer;  and  no 
if  a  person  rented  two  or  three  timea  one 
above  the  other,  they  too  must  be  exempt- 
ed. If  they  ouce  gave  up  the  principle 
that  a  house  was  a  house,  they  would  soon 
find  few  in  which  some  portion  would  noft 
let  as  lodgings,  and  so  tncy  would  *ttr»ptt 
tho  tax  altogether.  If  tlio  clause  ns  it 
stood  on  the  paper  wod  objectionable,  that 
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■elo>ny  proposed  was  mneh  more  so.  for  it 

exempted  all  portions  of  houses  thsi  claim- 
etl  t«»  be  rated;  and  if  that  were  agreed  to, 
he  niiirl't  just  as  well  bid  crood-bye  to  his 
ta-x  at  ouce.  The  plan  lie  had  adopted 
was,  be  wu  eonmced,  a  sound  one, 
■laiiirlj,  to  take  a  low  imte  of  duty,  and  al- 
io^ no  cicmptioTis  whatever:  nnd  he  hoped 
that  if  the  House  maintained  tl.c  tax  as  it 
was,  it  woulU  lead  to  no  ver?  serious  irauds. 
For  tbe  infemation  of  the  non.  Ckotleman 
(Mr.  A.  Hastie),  who  did  not  think  that 
Scotlaiul  would  drrivp  much  benefit  from 
th^^  alteration,  he  could  state  in  conclusion 
Ukat  the  amount  which  the  window  dutr  in 
Scotiaiid  yielded  was  alwot  130,0001., 
vberaw  tbc  estimated  produoe  of  tiio  house 
duty  wa-s  n^.TMHt/ ,  ahowing  «  savbg  to 

^Scotland  of  &t»A>UO^. 

Me.  £>UNCAN  eaid,  that  there  would 
b»  a  grasi  inequality  in  the  operation  of 
1km  tax  m  Sootlsnd,  owing  to  peeuliar  eip> 

enmstancGs  conncptoJ  ^^itll  property  in 
that  country,  which  it  ^vas  dilliciilt  to  ox- 
plain  to  hon.  Gentlemen  unacquainted  with 
medaiid. 

Sm  GEORGE  PECHELL  agreed  with 
&e  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume), 
with  respect  to  the  non-exemption  of  any 
Class  of  houses,  for  the  sooner  every  house- 
bolder  bed  to  pay  tbe  tax,  tiw  sooner  woold 
A  food  agitation  be  got  np  agunst  it.  He 
wa«  opposed  to  tlio  tax  every  way,  and 
although  he  was  not  one  of  the  metro- 
^^'*Xfir  Members,  who  hod  been  charged 
widi  tknatenSng  to  stop  the  supplies,  his 
eonstitaents  were  n  >  less  interested  in  the 
total  and  unqualified  repeal  of  tin;  ->vindow 
tax:  and,  therefore,  as  he  had  undertaken  to 
represent  them,  he  could  do  no  other  thau 
opesa  his  opinion  deeidedly  against  any 
impost  whatever  in  lieu  of  that  tax.  The 
hm.  -Member  for  Montrose  had  rccora- 
n-^ridcd  measures  that  would  render  UTitie- 
ces&ary  not  only  the  house  duty,  but  many 
etiber  taxes.    He  begged  to  ask  the  right 
Ion.  Chaneellor  of  tiie  £.\chequer  bow  the 
tdoation  was  to  be  made,  whether  upon 
that  for  the  poor-rate,  or  on  that  for 
the  meome  tax  ? 

Mb.  W.  WILLUMS  hoped  that  as  the 
fhanonllor  of  the  Bxchequer  had  e:cpres8ed 
liis  concurrence  in  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  ilontrose,  and  had  promised  to 
leoensidcr  the  subicct  next  year,  he  would 
sUaden  this  tax  altmCher  far  the  present 
Session;  for  he  (Mr.W.WiUiams)  was  con- 
TiuccJ  that,  from  the  present  state  of  tlie 
rLTenuo,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
iod  it  uunccc<isary. 

VOUCXVllI.    [third  »£IU£8.] 
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Mr.  PACKE  regretted  that  the  forms 

of  the  ITouso  would  not  allow  him  to  bring 
forward  his  Motion  for  extending  the  ope- 
ration of  the  tax  to  houses  of  10?.  instead 
of  20^.  rental;  however,  when  the  hon. 
If  ember  for  Montrose  moved  his  Amend- 
ment nt  the  brin^^ng  up  of  the  Report,  he 
would  then  inhoduce  it. 

Mk.  UEYWURTII  said,  he  must  m^o 
the  importance  of  doing  jut»tiee  to  the 
poor;  for,  though  the  course  of  legislation 
for  the  last  few  years  had  been  to  reduce 
the  amount  of  indirect  taxation  which  tliey 
jKiid.  they  were  still  more  heavily  taxed 
tliau  the  rest  of  the  cuninuinity. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  would  wish  to  oflTor  a 
few  remarks,  if  the  important  declaration 
which  tlic  hon.  Member  for  Lanibcth  (Mr. 
W.  Williams)  said  was  made  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  really  been 
made->-that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
really  engaged  to  examine  into  the  whole 
question  of  the  house  duty  next  year,  and 
to  reopen  tlie  whole  matter. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  :  I  said,  that  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  assented  to  the 
prinoiple  that  the  tax  should  be  made 
general,  aiul  had  intimated  his  intention 
to  consider  the  subject  next  year. 

The  CIIAi\(JELLOii  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  These  are  tho  hon.  Gentleman's 
words,  not  my  own. 

"Mil.  DISK .VI] LI  said,  ho  was  sorry  ho 
had  not  sneceedcd  in  elicitini:  a  dcfinito 
declaration  iVom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  tbe  eountry  could  not  console  itself  in 
the  present  financial  position  in  which  it 
found  itself,  with  the  communication  thnt 
had  been  announced  by  the  hon.  Mem  her 
for  Lambeth.  If  tho  right  hon.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  made  that  decla- 
ration, he  (Mr.  Disraeli)  should  not  have 
troubled  the  House  then  or  on  a  former 
evening,  lie  considered  the  Bill  before 
tho  House  to  be  extremely  injudicious  and 
impolitic;  and  be  regretted  that  his  hon. 
Friend  thcMemberfor  Sooth  Leicestershire 
(Mr.  Paclce)  was  prevented  from  brlnoin/ij 
forward  his  Amenthnent,  because  the  effect 
of  that  Amendment  would  have  secured 
a  rerenue  from  the  house  duty  at  lesst 
equal  to  what  they  gave  up  for  the  windoir 
dntv:  and  that  was  the  ri^^ht  principle  on 
which  they  ought  to  act.  The  great  ob- 
ject he  wished  to  attain  in  asking  tho 
nouse  to  assent  to  the  Resolntions  he 
moved  on  Friday,  was  to  etfect  those 
alterations  in  the  present  taxation  that 
were  considered  politic,  at  tho  same  tiuio 
tliAt  thero  should  bo  no  material  loss 
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to  tbd  rerenne.   It  wm  on  that  ground 

that  he  had  entertained,  and  still  enter- 
tained, the  opiTiion  that,  in  adjusting  the 
house  duty,  ttiey  ought  to  have  obtained, 
not  a  partial,  but  complete  compensation 
for  the  window  duty;  and  be  thought  that 
of  greater  importance,  as  thej  wtftild  not 
then  have  hccn  tampprin^j  with  their  re- 
sources, and  wasting  the  window  tax.  His 
hon.  friend,  however,  was  precluded  by 
the  mlea  of  the  Hovse  fnm  bringing  for- 
ward his  Motion  at  the  present  time,  and 
therefore  ho  did  not  see  much  clianco  of 
the  House  takinc^  that  more  salutary  course 
which  he  hoped  would  have  been  adopted. 
But,  if  direet  taxation  was  doomed  to  be  a 
more  important  feature  of  their  financial 
system  than  it  had  hitherto  been,  he  hoped 
it  would  be  uiulcrstond  by  the  country — as 
he  believed  it  v.  juld  be  before  another 
year — ^that  the  principle  of  direct  taxation 
must  be  the  same  as  the  principle  of 
indirect  taxation,  and  that  it  must  be  ge- 
neral. 

Amcudment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  fo;  as  was  also  Clause  2. 

Clause  n. 

Mu.  ALKXAXDER  HASTIE  moved 
an  Amendment  to  exempt  certain  public 
buildings,  respecting  which  disputes  arose 
in  oonseqnence  of  a  person  reeling  in  the 
premises  for  the  purpose  of  taking  care  of 
them. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  page  3,  line  3,  after  the  word  '  That,'  to 
Inaert  the  words  'no  Chtircli,  Chapel,  or  place 
nsed  for  public  worsliip,  tliat  no  Collo^',  Mnaeoin, 
School  Uoaw,  Leoturo  Room,  Public  Libnuy,  or 
place  set  apart  Ibr  odueatloiml  w  Micntifio  pur- 
pus(>!<,  and  tlmt  no  ruurt  Tlottse,  Polioe  Offlee, 
Prison,  City  or  County  OtKci'S." 

Mu.WILLYAM  .S  said,  l.oliad  an  Amend, 
ment  on  the  paper,  alter  the  word  "that" 
to  insert  tiiese  words-^ 

**  No  person  shall  be  aasessed,  or  liable  to  be 

n'l^r-s-'Cfh  to  tho  said  duties  in  ro.-pcci  of  any  lands, 
hous«j's,  or  liuildiiigs,  or  parts  of  houses  or  build- 
ings, belon^inp  to  any  society  faiBtitiited  for  pur- 
poses  of  •cirtico,  liicintnro,  or  tho  finr>  arts  ex- 
clusively, cither  as  tenant  or  owner,  and  ooeupted 
1^  it  ftr  tho  traaaboUoo  of  it»  buineM.'* 

He  was  willing,  however,  to  let  bis  Amende 

ment  share  the  fate  of  the  hon.  Hemb^'s 
(Mr.  Hnstio'!^)  projiosition. 

Tho  CHANCELLOR  of  tue  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  must  <mpo8o  the  Amend- 
ment. Buildings  not  inhaUted.  would  not 
be  liable  to  the  duty,  and  if  the  buildings 
were  inhabite  d  \\\c-\  should  be  charged. 

Question  put,  That  these  words  be 
tiiere  inserted. "  ^ 

Mx".  Disraeli 


The  Committee  divided  i^Ajres  40| 

Noes  164  :  Majority  124. 

Mr.  W,  WILLIAMS  then  movod  that 
after  tho  word  *'  that,"  tlie  words  "  all 
hoases  not  liable  to  he  fikssessed  to  naj 
duty  on  windows  Shall  not  be  assessed  or 
liable  to  bo  assessed  to  the  said  duties." 
Tho  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer bad  stated  that  his  object  was  to 
atford  relief  from  the  window  tax.  ^ow 
it  happened  that  in  all  the  large  towna 
(and  this  WM  the  case  in  the  borough 
which  he  rc|MT"Ri?nted  to  a  oon^idorable  ex- 
tent) a  ^rent  nuinbcr  of  houses  would  be- 
come chargeable  to  the  new  house  dutj 
whieb  had  not  fMdd  to  Hie  window  tax. 
This  seemed  to  be  contrary  to  the  prineiple 
laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  COWAN  st^id,  that  in  Edinburgh 
no  fewer  than  2,000  houses,  principallj  in- 
habited hy  artisans  and  derks,  whieh  bad 
been  free  from  window  tax,  would  be  liablo 
tit  t!ir  }in!!so  tax.  He  knew  it  might  bo 
tiiat  this  showed  the  unjust  mode  in 
w\mh  die  former  tax  had  been  imposed; 
hut,  nevertheless*  the  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  felt 
by  these  persons  to  be  a  strange  kind  of 
relief.  He  thought  that  no  sacrifice  <.>f 
principle  would  be  involved  if  the  right 
non.  Gentieman  yielded  on  this  point. 

Sni  WILLIAM  CLAT  thought  that  it 
scarcely  fell  within  tho  scope  of  a  measure 
whose  profe.s.scd  object  was  a  commutation 
of  taxation,  to  levy  an  impost  upon  a  class 
who  had,  up  to  the  present  thne,  been  lo> 
tally  exempt  from  taxation.  The  Bill 
would  assuredly  have  this  operation  with, 
respect  to  a  very  great  number  of  tene- 
ments in  the  borough  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXOHB. 
QUER  said,  that  this  Amendment  was 
utterly  unsupported  by  any  principle.  He 
had  been  found  fault  with  for  exempting 
houses  paying  less  rent  than  202.  a  years 
but  this  proposal  was  that  houses  aboTe 
201.  should  be  exempt,  for  no  other  rea- 
son than  that  because  they  had  not  hitherto 
paid  duty.  Now,  he  thought,  however, 
that  it  would  be  very  unjust  to  exempt  a 
house  that  paid  302.  a  year  rent,  and  to  tax 
one  which  only  paid  202.  Tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  city  of  Edinbur[:b  (Mr.  Cowan) 
had  broiiglit  niulcr  his  notice  a  paper  in 
favour  of  the  proposed  exemption,  which 
contained,  in  reality*  the  strongeet  aiMl 
most  convineincr  arrjnments  in  favour  of 
tho  substitution  of  a  bouse  tnx  for  a  win- 
dow tax.    It  was  stated  that  a  row  of 
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booses,  paying  rent?  from  30?.  to  40?.  per 
anoum,  had  been  buUt  without  a  single 
vindov  in  Aft  M-roomt,  b  vtiasi  to  arold 
die  iriadow  tax.  He  cdttld  see  no  reuon 
irl^atcvpr  wliv  Booh  hoiiMi  fehoold  BOt  pay 
the  house  tax. 

H&.  WAWN  said,  that  he  wondered 
why  those  who  supported  this  Amendment 
did  not  also  propose  to  exempt  from  taxa- 
tion all  hrtiT-ca  hereafter  to  bo  huilt. 
Their  principle,  if  it  was  sound,  would 
go  60  far. 

Ynooorr  DUKGAN  appealed  to  the 
hflL  ICember  (Hr.  W.  Williams)  not  to 

firess  his  Motion  to  a  division.  One  of  his 
Viscount  Duncan's)  principal  arguments 
when  he  brought  forward  the  question  of 
the  repeal  of  the  window  tax  year  after 
Tear  was,  that  architects  huilt  houses  hardly 
nt  for  j>e<^jtlo  to  live  in,  because  they  de- 
Bred  to  put  in  as  few  windows  as  possible 
b  Older  to  Moid  tiMi  tut.  Now  no  homes 
Voidd  be  80  nraeh  benefited  bj  the  repeal 
of  this  tax  as  these  very  houses,  for  he 
Wicvcd  that  in  a  few  weeks  after  tho  Bill 
before  the  House  became  law,  the  adequate 
amalwr  of  windowt  would  be  put  into 

Amendment  nffjafhed. 
Clause  agreed  to;  as  were  also  the  re- 
SiaimDg  Clauses. 
Mb.  T.  DUKCOMBB  oaid,  he  wished 

to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  at  the  end  of 
linR  5  of  the  f^chedule,  after  the  word 
"person,"  to  insert  "for  professional  or 
WMilioBsl  pozposes,  or  by  any  ^rson." 
It  was  voMM  ft  oomplaint  agunst  the 
Jclicdule  hy  many  persons  in  the  ractropo- 
!ts  that  they  had  taken  houses  for  profes- 
iiooal  or  educational  purposes  which  were 
Mdi  hurger  than  they  required  for  their 
private  occupation;  but  yet  that  they  were 
rated  at  9«.  in  the  poinid.  They  con- 
tended that  their  cstabiitshuicnts  ought  to 
Replaced  in  the  samo  category  as  shops, 
ttd  that  they  ahould  be  rated  at  ed.  His 
Amendment  would  include  medical  men 
with  5«t!-^(  ries  attached  to  their  dwellings, 
solicitors  with  their  o£Sces,  schoolmasters, 
•ndpersons  of  that  class. 

The  CHANGBLLOR  OP  m  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  this  question  had  been 
•Irendy  raised  and  negatived.  If  the  ex- 
cniptioa  in  this  direction  were  to  bo  carried 
fivtlier  than  H  went  at  present,  it  might 
Wo»e  almost  mdversal.  Medical  men, 
foi"  example,  often  received  their  patients 
in  their  dining  room;  was  that  to  exempt 
the  whole  house  from  the  dd.  duty  ?  it 

»ight  perhaps  be  argued  abo,  that  a  honae 


was  used  for  professional  ptirposcs  if  an 
old  lady  were  to  knit  stockings  in  the 
drawing  room. 
Amendment  iM^ollood.  Sebednleaigresci 

to. 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBK  said,  he  had  now 
to  move  tlic  insertion  of  tho  clause  of  which 
he  had  gixen  notiee.  Before  doing  so, 
however,  perhaps  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  E.xcliequer 
would  state  whether  he  intended  to  agree 
to  it;  because,  if  so,  ho  need  nut  trouble 
the  Committee  with  any  ohservatioBs.  [The 
Chancellor  of  the  ExonsQUSE :  No !  ]  No, 
of  course  not.  Then  tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ouffht  to  be  ashamed  of  himself. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  called  himsdf  a 
reformer;  hut  he  put  it  to  the  Committee 
whether  a  more  homceopathie  dose  of  re- 
form than  this  had  ever  boon  admini'^tered  ? 
Ho  wished  to  make  tho  Governmont  act 
consistently  with  their  former  pretensions 
ahout  reform.  He  had  taken  this  clause 
vciiinthu  from  the  Incorao  Tax  Act,  into 
which  it  had  heen  introduced  by  tho  Iftto 
Sir  Robert  I'ecl  at  his  suggestion.  Ho 
knew  he  should  he  told  that  this  Bill  was  a 
mere  commutation  of  the  window  duty,  and 
that  all  that  belonged  to  that  duty  should 
bo  transferred  to  this  propo.^cd  substitute 
of  a  house  tax.  But  if  that  were  so,  tho 
law  ought  to  apply  in  all  cases.  They  pro- 
posed to  exempt  the  occupiers  of  houses 
under  20?.  from  tho  operation  of  this  tax, 
and  such  parties  would,  consequently,  not 
be  required  to  pay  this  assessed  tax  as  a 
qoalification  for  voting.  He  should  he 
very  glad  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  some  reason 
why  a  man  living  in  a  house  at  ID^.  was 
not  to  pay  this  tax  as  a  qoalification  for 
TO^g,  while  all  those  occupving  houses 
from  zO?.  upwards  vrould  be  ol)liged  to  do 
so.  Tho  Government  were  worse  reformers 
now  thau  they  were  eleven  years  ago.  In 
1840,  a  Bill  was  brought  into  that  House 
by  Lord  Melbourne,  intituled,  *'  A  Bill  for 
the  Registration  of  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tors." Clauses  24  and  26  of  that^Bill  ex- 
empted electors  from  paying  taxes  as  a 
condition  of  their  registration.  That  mea- 
sure gained  the  AVhlgs  much  nvh;,  and  that 
they  plumed  themselves  not  a  little  upon 
it  was  plain,  from  the  fact  of  the  names  of 
five  leading  Members  of  the  Goremment 
at  that  time  being  on  tho  back  of  the  Bill; 
namely.  Lor  1  T^hn  Russell,  Viscount 
ralmerston,  Sir  .lohn  Tlohhonse,  the  At- 
torney General  (now  Lord  Campbell),  and 
iko  Solioilor  Oeneral  (now  Lord  Trnro). 
L  2 
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He  conceived  that  the  Government  could 
not  cuusistcDtl^'  oppose  this  Amendment. 
Clanee — 

**  PrOTided  always,  and  be  it  Enacted,  Tjiat  no 
neglect  or  omission  to  pay  within  any  limited 
period,  the  Duties  assessed  under  the  authority 
of  this  Act,  in  respect  of  any  House  or  other  Build- 
ing, shall  nrerent  anjr  jterwrn  from  heing  admitted 
or  matnea  on  tiie  RogMter  or  List  o(  persont  enti- 
tled to  VDte  in  tho  Election  ofa  MemlH:r  or  Mem- 
bers to  serve  in  Parliament  ibr  any  cUy  or  boroagh, 
or  fi^  roting  at  any  snoh  Eteotiom." 

Brought  up,  and  read  the  First  Time. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (li'l  not  think  that  his  opposition  to 
the  proposition  of  bis  hon.  Friend  would 
render  him  liable  to  any  cliargc  of  incon- 
sistency. He  was  not  nware  that  he  had 
ever  expressed  an  opinion  different  from 
that  whidi  he  was  about  to  express,  lie 
thought  that  if  people  claimed  the  right  of 
exercising  the  privilege  of  voting,  the 
country  had  a  right  to  call  upon  them  to 
contribute  directly  to  the  e.Tpcnscs  of  the  ' 
State  before  they  were  permitted  to  exer- 
cise that  privilege.  His  hon.  Friend  pro- 
poeed  that  no  payment  should  he  requisite 
in  order  to  be  entitled  to  be  registered.  To 
thift  he  ohjcoted.  There  was  no  hardship 
in  compelling  the  payment  of  a  tax  in  re- 
spect of  which  a  man  bad  a  right  to  the 
franchise.  It  was  a  clear  principle  of  joint 
taxation  and  representation,  that  taxes  , 
must  bo  paid  previously  to  the  eiij<\vnHMit 
of  the  right  of  voting,  under  certain  rea- 
sonable guards.  If  the  right  of  TOtmg 
depended  on  a  taxable  vote,  he  could  see 
no  reason  why  the  tax  should  not  be 
paid. 

Mr.  UUME  wanted  to  see  household 
sofibuie  extended,  because  the  possession 
of  a  house  was  to  a  certain  extent  a  test 

of  ro?«pectftbility,  but  he  could  ace  no  rea- 
son why  the  payment  of  an  assessed  tax 
should  form  an  dement  in  the  exercise  of 
ihe  franchise.  He  thoui,']it  his  hon.  Friend 
was  quite  warranted  in  the  course  he  took, 
by  tlie  dcelaratioiis  of  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  thought  the  nohle 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  ought 
to  explain  the  reason  vrhr  the  Government 
now  opposed  the  alteration  he  suggested. 
The  reasons  the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of 
tiie  Exchequer  gare,  were  the  old  msons 
of  the  Tory  Government,  when  ho  (Mr.  T. 
Buncombe)  proposed  the  repeal  of  the 
whole  of  the  ratepaying  clauses.  The 
public  required  the  repeal  of  the  window 
tax,  entirely  and  without  alloy.  He  wished 
for  none  of  the  right  hon.  QentleiDao's 

Mr,  Z  Jhmcmnbe 
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system  of  chicory  taxation  in  this  matter; 
and  one  of  tiieir  main  reasons  for  the  tra> 
constitutional  repeal  was,  that  this  obnoxi- 
ous test  would  thus  be  removed,  and  would 
no  longer  be  a  restriction  upon  the  exer- 
cise of  the  franchise. 

Ur.  BBOTHBRTON  thought  the  pro- 
position  of  his  hon.  Friend  ihe  ICemher  for 
Finshury  a  perfectly  reasonable  one,  and, 
if  he  divided  tho  Committee,  ho  would 
support  him. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Clause  he  read  a  Second  Time." 

The  Committee  divided  :~Ayes  60; 
Noes  119  :  Majority  59. 

Sir  De  LACY  EVANS  then  moved 
the  followmg  Clause - 

"  Tliat  in  the  ciso  of  any  premises  nroupied 
with  a  dwoUing-bouM,  and  heretofore  exempt  from 
the  rato  or  int^  in  respeet  of  Ibe  windows  or  Itgfats 
tlieroin,  ami  whirh  premises  shall  be  assesstil  to 
the  rate  or  duty  hereby  imposed,  it  stuJl  be  lawM 
for  tiio  oeeiiiiMr  of  sudi  prenisea  to  require  thaS 
the  dwelling-house  occupied  with  such  iiremisea 
sliall  be  assessed  at  the  before-mentioned  rate  or 
duty  of  9<2.,  and  thevenpoB  the  said  premisss  ihalt 
not  be  liable  to  anj  mto  or  duty.'* 

This  clause  would  exempt  manufacturers 
with  large  premises,  who  had  been  hitherto 
exempted  from  the  window  duty,  from  the 
operation  of  this  tax.  He  thought  it  hat 
fair  and  reasonable  that  such  warehouses 
1  as  coaehhuilders,  upholsterers,  carpet- 
makers,  and  others  of  this  class,  should 
be  free  from  the  enormously  heavy  tax 
which  tins  Bill  now  proposed  to  impose  on 
them. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  thought  it  only 
just  to  ])lacc  the  proprietors  of  those  ware- 
houses in  the  same  condition  iu  which  they 
wore  under  the  window  duty. 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXCHB- 
QTTER  was  of  opinion  that  if  tbey  nado 
any  such  alteration  as  was  now  proposed, 
they  would  be  opening  the  door  to  much 
difficulty  and  abuse.  There  were  already 
decisions  of  the  courts  of  law  upon  this 
point,  which  was  raised  nndrr  ♦ho  former 
house  duty,  and  it  would  be  wcU  to  avoid 
doing  anything  that  would  have  Ae  tftol 
of  diaturbittg  these  decisions.  If  these 
warehonsos  were  part  and  parcel  of  a 
dwelling-house,  he  did  not  see  how  any 
distinction  could  bo  made  in  respect  of 
them;  and  if  they  were  separate,  they  would 
be  exempt  by  the  Act  itself. 

Sir  I>-  LACY  EVANS  would  notpress 
bis  proposition  to  a  division. 
Cflause,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
Tresmhlo  agr$td  to;  House  rammed; 
BiUrsporHd. 
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WOODS,  FORESTS,  «tc..  BILL. 
OrcTor  for  Committee  read. 
Uouio  iu  Committee;  Mr.  Bcrnal  in  the 
Cbair. 

Cknse  5,  whiob  prorldcs  that  the  Trca- 
sar;r  may  assign  aepMate  duties  to  each 

Commissioner. 

Ma.  HUME  wished  to  know  what  it 
tras  understood  tho  Commissioners  were  to 

do  as  a  Board  ?  It  v  as  very  extraordi- 
nary, if  there  ^ras  to  bo  a  Board,  that  each 
Commissioner  was  to  bo  responsible  for  his 
Mil  sets. 

YnconiT  DUNCAX  said,  tho  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  bad  been  in  tho  habit  of 
traiijactin^  their  business  without  the  aid 
ui'a  iSecretary.  He  should  like  to  know  if  it 
WIS  inteDded  In  ftatare  that  thej  should  sit 
ssa  Board,  without  a  Socictary  ? 

LuiU)  SEYMOUR  said,  the  department 
of  tilc(  'oIllnIis^^:u^crs  of  Woods  and  Forests 
would  ijc  arranged  hj  the  Treasury.  IIo 
istfljeoaUnot  say  what  thatarraDgoment 
s^glit  he  nntQ  it  nad  heen  settled  hj  the 
Treasury. 

]IiLr.  HUME  would,  therefore,  sub- 
nit  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Seymour) 
•nglit  not  to  press  this  Cbnse  until  he 

(odd  say  who  wore  the  pardes  whom  tlie 

Comraiestoners  might  employ,  what  were 
tlieir  duties,  and  what  their  account- 
sV%. 

ViscocTNT  DUNCAN  said,  perhaps  the 

noble  Lord  (Lord  Seymour)  proposed  by 
this  clau.sc  that  the  Treasury  might  assign 
certain  duties  to  thu  Uoramisaiuners.  If 
tbtt  were  so,  he  (Yiseoont  Duncan)  was  hi 
faToor  of  the  proposition.  He  only  want- 
ed to  know  if  it  was  intended  that  those 
gettlcmcn  should  act  as  a  Board.  Ho 
Uught  add  that  ho  entertained  a  strong 
sigeetion  to  Boards  aoting  without  Seere* 
taries. 

Lord  SEYMOUR  said,  tho  clatisc  gave 
power  to  the  Treasury  to  assign  separate 
osfies  to  each  of  the  Commissioners,  and 
to  make  each  iudiwidual  Commissioner  re- 
sponsible for  his  o^vn  acts.  Tlie  Commis- 
Bioners  would  not  sit  as  a  Board,  hut  they 
yodd  as  accountants;  and  they  would  be 
jointly  liable  for  their  accounts,  though 
in  other  respeeta  each  would  he  responsible 
fcr  his  own  nets. 

Clause  it'jrced  to;  as  wore  also  Clauses 
6  to  10  uiciusive. 

CIsnselL 

Sir  JAMES  GBAHAM  suggested  that 
after  what  had  occurred  on  the  last  night 
tbe  Committee  eat,  it  would  be  better  to 
Urike  oat  Clauses  11»  12,  aud  13. 
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VERNON  SMITH  objected  to  the 
striking  out  of  Clause  11.  The  time 
might  come  when  it  would  bo  thought  heat 
to  get  rid  of  the  Commissioners,  and  to  hare 
tho  business  done  by  the  Surveyor  General. 
He  wialiod  to  liMVi  the  Government  the 
option  in  the  matter.  His  opinion  wns  in 
favour  of  what  tho  late  Mr.  iicuLhum  used 
to  emil  **  single  seatedness  in  office."  He 
regretted  on  that  account  that  the  super* 
intendence  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Sey- 
mour) was  taken  away,  who,  ho  thought, 
ought  to  have  the  responsibility  of  the 
work  as  well  as  of  the  revenue. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  had  a 
doubt  in  his  own  mind  as  to  which  course 
was  tho  best — whether  to  act  through  the 
CommissiffiDers,  or  through  the  Surveyor 
General,  ai^  in  that  respect  he  should  bo 
willing  to  follow  the  course  which  (li?^  Go- 
vernment deemed  most  advisable.  1 1  was 
because  he  understood  the  Govemmcut  pre- 
ferred the  former  course  that  he  voted  for 
it  on  tho  last  night.  He  ohjected,  how- 
ever, to  leave  it  in  tho  power  of  Govern- 
ment to  supersede  that  arrangement  with- 
out coming  to  Parliament. 

Viscount  DUNCAK  said,  thatheagroed 
with  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  V. 
Smith)  iu  his  remarks  with  respect  to  in- 
dividual responsibility,  and  with  his  right 
hon.  Friendf  (Sir  J.  Graham)  as  to  not 
leaving  the  option  in  the  hands  of  the  Exe- 
cutive Government. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  snid,  that  it 
became  the  Cummitlee  to  pay  attention  to 
what  they  were  about  to  do.  By  this  11th 
clause  it  was  op^onal  for  the  Government 
to  place  the  management  of  tho  Woods 
and  Forests  under  tho  management  of  a 
Surveyor  General.  But  they  should  recol- 
lect that  they  had  at  prwent  two  Commis- 
sioners of  tho  Board  of  Woods.  If  thej 
appointed  a  Survi-vor  General,  the  services 
of  these  gentlemcu  would  be  no  lunger  ne- 
cessary, and  they  might  at  once  proceed 
to  give  them  a  retiring  allowance,  whidi 
would  entail  an  additional  expense  upon 
the  public.  As  he,  )!0'vovcr,  stood  alone, 
he  would  not  oppose  his  individual  opinion 
against  tho  wishes  of  the  Committee. 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  tHB  EXCHE- 
QUER considered  it  was  a  very  diireront 
thing  to  leave  it  o]itional  with  the  Govern- 
meut  to  appoint  a  Purveyor  General,  and  to 
say  that  the  Commissionen  of  the  Board 
of  Woods  shootd  he  dismissed  cotUe 
COUte.  It  wn'^  very  desirable  that  tho 
yemment  should  have  tho  power  specified 
in  tho  clause,  which  needed  not-  to  he  en* 
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forced  unless  tho  public  service  specially 
domandcd  it.    The  adoption  of  tho  clause 
bv  DO  means  necessitated  an  additional 
charge  upon  tho  revoDno. 
Clause  agreed  to;  as  were  Glauses  12  to 

21  inchisive. 

Clause  22,  which  regulates  tho  duties 
of  the  Commissionen  in  relation  to  tho 
Bojal  Parke, 

Viscount  DUNCAN  inquired  whether 
there  would  be  annual  estimates  of  the 
expenses  of  tho  different  lodges  in  the 
parks? 

Lord  SETMOUR  said,  that  there  were 

two  clanes  of  lodges — one  allotted  to  ^e 

gatekeepers,  and  the  other  held  bj  £^racc 
and  favour.  The  expense  of  the  fotiner 
was  inserted  in  tho  annual  estimates;  but 
that  of  the  latter*  which  waa  only  for 
l^coping  them  wind  and  water  tight,  was 
dcfi  ayed  out  of  tho  land  revenues  of  the 
Crown.  Tho  occupants  of  these  lod<j-e.s 
wore  obliged  to  duiray  all  internal  and 
Otho'  expenses. 

Mil.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  believed 
that  the  Iodides  referred  to  were  splendid 
mansions.  Txuniour  said  that  tliey  were 
furnished  ut  the  expense  of  the  public. 
Parliament  ought  to  have  the  itmns  of 
their  expenditure  in  tho  annual  estimates. 

Mr.  TKELAWNV  said,  a  very  con- 
siderable revenue  could  !»n  derived  from 
leasing  these  lodges,  many  uf  which  woukl 
fetch  large  sums.  If  tJiis  money  were 
added  to  the  revenue,  the  puhlic  would 
have  the  advantage  of  it. 

Mr.  SLANEY  considered  such  a  pro- 
ceeding would  be  a  direct  violation  of  the 
nnderstaading  which  had  been  made  with 
the  Crown  when  the  House  undertook  to 
defray  tho  expenses  of  the  Civil  List.  The 
right  to  bestow  these  gifts  for  distinguished 
services  was  retained  and  vested  in  the 
Crown. 

LoBD  SEYMOUR  eoncntred  in  the 
opinion  which  had  been  expressed  bj  his 

hon.  Friend. 

ViscoDNi  DUNCAN  did  not  wiah  by 
anj  means  to  intwfere  with  the  grace  ^d 
favour  of  the  Sovereign.  What  be  oh- 
jected  to  was  simply  this,  that  the  expen- 
ses of  the  park-keepers'  lodges  should  be 
provided  for  by  an  annual  ostituuto,  while 
those  of  the  other  class  should  be  defrayed 
out  of  the  landed  xoTennes  d  the  Crown, 
lie  did  not  see  the  reason  for  a  distinc- 
tioD. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Ckuses  23  to  d5  inclusive  were  also 


clause  30. 

Loud  SEYMOUB.  proposed  that  this 
Clause  should  be  struck  out,  in  order  to 

substitute  for  it  certain  other  Clauses  that 
would  give  a  sufficient  audit  of  accounts, 
according  to  tho  suggestion  of  the  boo. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Evesham  (Sir  H. 
Willoughhy). 

ViBoouHT  DUNCAN  wished  to  know 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  new  clauses. 

The  CIIAX^'FLLOR  of  tiih  KXCHB- 
QUER  said,  his  uuble  Friend  need  not 
give  himself  much  trouble  about  these  new 
clauses,  as  they  bad  been  proposed  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Audit. 

ViHcorNT  DUNCAN  was  glad  to  hoar 
that,  which  ho  iiad  not  before  uuderstoody 
but  still  be  would  like  to  see  the  clauses. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  thought  they 
ought  not  to  trust  any  Commissioners,  but 
to  examine  the  clauses  for  themselves. 

Sm  HENRY  WILLOUGUBY  wished 
to  know  whether  all  the  receipts  and  ex- 
penditure in  reference  to  the  land  nvemie, 
putting  aside  that  fat  works,  would  be 
embodied  in  the  acconnts  as  referred  to 
the  Audit  Board  ?  Whether  all  the  ac- 
counts were  to  bo  examined  and  certified, 
whether  they  were  to  baTO  access  to  all 
documents  and  vouchers,  and  if  any  eiTOf« 
were  found,  thoy  would  have  the  power  in 
refer  the  accountfj  back  to  the  department, 
that  they  might  be  remedied,  and  whether 
they  wer«  to  have  access  to  all  documents 
and  vouchers,  and  to  transmit  the  accounta 
to  the  Treasury  when  audited,  with  such 
rcuiaiks  and  suggestions  as  they  might 
think  proper  to  omke,  to  be  afterwards 
hud  hwoTB  PadiamentI 

Lonn  SEY^f OUR  said,  that  in  hi«  de- 
partment of  Works  there  would  bo  no 
difficulty,  as  the  expenditure  was  there 
voted  by  Parliament;  but  with  repord  to 
the  Commissiott  of  Woods  it  was  diSlBrent. 
He  apprehended  in  that  ease,  however, 
that  all  the  accounts  would  be  laid  before 
the  auditors,  and  if  they  were  not  satisfied 
and  should  require  further  informatioD, 
they  would  call  xor  it  and  it  would  be  sup- 
plied; and  aa  soon  after  the  audit  as  the 
House  met  in  each  year  the  accounts,  as 
audited,  would  be  laid  upon  the  table  of 
the  House. 

ViacouxT  DUNCAN  said,  that  wheu 
the  right  hen.  Chancdlcr  of  the  Exche* 
qucr  asked  him  to  place  implicit  confidence 
in  the  Commissioners  of  Audit,  ho  could 
not  help  informing  the  Committee  of  an 
answer  which  had  been  made  to  kim  by 
Messrs.  Wellji  and  Powtotii  who  repre- 
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Mated  the  Audit  CommiflHUoners  ou  a 
wbieh  lie  had  bad  the 

to  preside.  Ho  Mkfld  if  tbexe  was  a 
ivnnt  of  strength  in  the  audit  department? 
i  ue  answer  was,  **  Undoubtedly,  but  not  bo 
muah  in  numbers  as  iu  portious  of  busiuoss- 
file  balitto  and  ezperiMioe^"  There  were 
145  peraoBS  and  sue  Commissioners  in  the 
Audit  Office  ondearouring  to  do  that  which 
246  persons  and  eighte<m  Commissioners 
bsd  failed  to  do.  Tha  OimseqaeDoa  was, 
that  great  arrears  bad  aoonmuatad.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  aBkin_r  too  mucli 
to  desire  to  hare  an  opportunity  to  Look 
at  the$6  CUasea  when  they  had  been 


The  CUANOBLIiOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  there  was  no  objection  i<i  tlie 
clauses  being  seen  before  they  were  ni^roetl 
U>,  and  with  that  view  he  \ijould  suggest 
that  (bo  abnuaa  abmdd  now  ba  noaivad, 
and  the  Bill  lafRSted,  wban  thejaoohl  be 
considered  on  bringin<^  up  the  report. 
With  r^rd  to  the  arrears  in  the  Audit 
(Mbe,  he  could  assore  the  noUa  Lord  that 
thij  bad  been  much  rediuwd  tinea  tbo 
time  to  which  be  referred. 

Mb.  HUMB  wanted  to  know  whether 
dtt  same  rule  did  not  appljr  to  clerks  in 
die  Aodift  OfliM  aa  to  all  tba  etbar  pnblie 
cSeea^tbat  ibay  afaoidd  bafo  a  year's 
trial  before  they  were  engaged  ? 

The  CIIANUELLOU  of  the  EXCHK 
i^UEE  said,  the  rule  was  thu  same  as  m 
dldM  olfaer  aSoee.  and  ba  befiafed  there 
aisnel  *  moracffioiaBt  beard  in  tbapnUie 

ViscoDXT  DUNCAN  said,  he  would  not 
oppose  the  reeeption  of  the  Clauses  now, 
Mt  be  wiebed  ta  obaerva  tbal  the  annual 
statement  of  the  Commissioners  of  Lands, 
which  ought  to  bo  hiid  on  the  table  by  the 
^tk  of  June,  had  not  jet  appeared,  and 
ba  gave  lua  noble  Friend  (Lord  Seymour) 
larnotiee,  that  on  bringing  np  the  report 
he  would  moTC  that  that  statement  should 
be  made  never  later  than  the  30th  April. 

Clause  struck  out. 
^  Gfamaa  87,  for  earing  the  righti  of  par. 

Mr.  HENLEY  wished  to  know  what 
rights  there  were  to  be  saved. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
f^BR  laidt  tbara  waa  one  valoabla  and 
important  ]neee  of  patnmage  that  would 
be  pre^^^rved  to  him — the  right  of  appoint- 
ing a  steward  of  the  Chiltem  Hundreds. 
Claue  ogfrefd  lo;  aa  wwa  tiiaranuning 
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SVPPLT'IHE  NEW  BOUSE  OF 
COMMONS. 

Order  for  Comniitteo  read. 
Afotio!!  made,  nnd  Question  proposed, 
**  Tiiat  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  tbo 
Chair." 

Bib  DBN H  am  NORBETS  toie  to  mora 

the  Resolution  of  which  he  had  given  no. 
ticc.  Ho  said,  the  fact  wris  quite  evident 
that  the  Commissioners  aud  the  architect 
of  the  Honsea  of  Parliament  were  now  at 
issue  aa  to  the  mode  in  whieh  the  bmlding 
should  be  completed;  ho,  thorcfore,  wish^ 
ed  the  House  itsolf  to  step  in  and  decide 
the  manner  in  whieh  the  interior  decora- 
tions should  be  ^ntebed.  It  was  known 
that  Mr.  Barry  was  aud  to  have  gone  bo* 
yond  the  instruetions  he  had  received  from 
the  Commissioners  in  respect  of  the  decora- 
tions of  the  New  House  of  Cummuus.  He 
( Sir  B.  Norreys)  mightstate  aa  afiust,  that  it 
wassudto  be  the  impre.'^  i  n  of  the  Commis* 
sioners,  and  also  of  IIm  rl  ht  hon.  <  'linn- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  the  whole 
interior  of  the  new  House  of  Commons 
waa  to  be  quite  free  from  e<door  or  gilding; 
but  that  Mr.  Barry,  by  some  misunder- 
standing, or  possibly  by  thinking  that  both 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
Gonmnssionera  knew  leas  on  the  subject 
than  ho  did  bimaelf,  bad  taken  advantage 
of  their  absence,  or  of  their  bcin;^  asleep, 
and  had  commenced  df^corating  tlie  House 
as  ho,  beiug  the  architect,  thought  it  ought 
to  be  deoorated  and  completed.  Bnt  un- 
fortunately ho  was  detected  by  the  Chan- 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  stopped  him 
in  the  middle  of  his  operations;  and  then 
Mr.  Barry,  like  a  child  deteeted  in  a  fault, 
pleaded  that  be  bad  not  intended  going 
any  further  with  his  decorations  than  ho 
had  done.  Still,  what  had  been  done, 
was  done  in  spite  of  the  Commissioners. 
He  (Sbr  D.  Norreys)  believed  that  Mr.  Barry 
waa  right,  and  that  tbo  Commissioners 
were  wrong,  and  that  the  Chanccdlor  of 
the  Exchequer  also  was  wrong.  His  wish 
was,  that  Mr.  Barry,  whom,  as  their 
arofaiteot,  they  had  allowed  to  expend 
2,000,000?.  of  money,  should  at  least  be 
permitted  to  lay  on  the  table  a  statement 
of  the  manner  in  which  ho  would  profes- 
sioually  recommend  that  the  decorations 
abonld  be  completed.  He  did  not  ask  the 
House  to  ado^  bis  (Sir  D.  Norreys*)  opin- 
ion, or  the  opmion  of  Mr.  Barry,  or  of  the 
Commissioners.  What  he  desired  was, 
that  Mr.  Barry  should  have  an  opportnni^ 
of  making  such  a  statement  as  ho  had 
 •   ^    If  Ibo  House,  on  receiving  it, 
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dill  uot  atri  ee  with  Mr.  Carry,  then  it  was 
quite  cotii|)etoa(  for  them  to  |NMS  a  resota- 
tton  that  that  gentleman  ahould  oeaso  car- 

ryiug  out  his  own  views  on  the  subject. 
Bnt  at  present,  ciicumstanccs  were  in  a 
very  uusatislactory  state.  Ou  the  14th  of 
Apnl,  the  hon.  and  gallaat  Member  for 
Westminster  (Sir  De  Lacy  Evans)  brought 
forward  a  ^lotion  on  the  subject;  but  after 
a  long  discussion,  the  quostion  vva«  left  in 
a  most  uusatist'actory  position,  iiut  wimt 
was  the  BtatemenC  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lancaster  (Mr.  T.  Greene)  on  that  oeca- 
sion  ?  The  hon.  Member,  being  ooe  of  the 
Commissioners,  said — 

**  Tho  ConmussioDors  had  to  dctcrmino  upon 
the  deoonitloiis.  fbmiture,  and  fittings,  subject  to 
tho  approval  of  the  Trea-iury  with  regard  to  the 
oo«t.  lie  did  not  wiah  it  to  be  undentood  that 
be  said  there  wM  an  vndentanding  with  Mr. 
I'niTy  .i«  to  tlie  ornaiiieiits,  but  that  tlit*  Coininin- 
sioncrs  confcrrtHl  with  him  on  the  subject.  lie 
thought  Mt.  Barry  did  underttaiid ;  Init  he  waa 
ready  to  believe  tb.it  tliat  gentleman  was  not 
at  all  awaro  what  were  the  wishes  of  tho  Com* 
niaaicnen."— [3  Hazard,  exvi.  190.] 

How  was  it  possible  that  any  gentleman 
should  proceed  satisfaotorily  with  his  work 
when,  f^ter  having  had  a  consultation  with 
tho  Commissioners  from  whom  ho  was  to 
receive  his  instructions  OS  to  the  ornaments 
and  decorations  of  the  building,  those  very 
Commissioners  doolared  that  they  did  not 
know  whether  Mr.  Barry  miderstood  what 
were  their  wishes  or  not  on  the  subject  ? 
He  (Sir  D.  Norrevs)  supposed  tiie  con- 
ference was  similar  to  a  conference  between 
the  Lords  and  Commons,  in  whidi  oertab 
written  statements  were  exchanged,  with 
mutual  bowings,  for  he  >v!i«  certain  no 
words  could  have  p.v.=;*Ml  lirtwijun  th-  djiu- 
missioners  and  the  architect,  ihe  iiuuse 
of  Commons  had  expressed  a  wuh  that 
the  new  building  should  bo  finished  in  the 
plainest  stylo  possible.  Hut  to  build  a 
palace  in  the  style  of  arc'iltecturc  of  a  par- 
ticular period,  and  then,  after  liaviug  pro- 
ceeded with  the  decorations  <tf  the  build- 
ing in  a  manner  suitable  to  that  style  and 
period,  suddenly  to  stop,  was  perfectly  ab- 
surd. It  would  seem  that  it  was  tiie  M-ish 
of  the  hon.  (Jcntleniau  (Mr.  T.  Greene) 
and  of  his  ri  r^ht  hon.  Friend  the  ChanceUor 
of  the  E.xchequer,  that  while  the  New 
Houses  of  Parliament,  in  their  style  of 
arcbitecturo  sbouhl  bear  the  characteristics 
oi  the  IJth,  i-ith,  and  loth  centuries,  yet 
the  interior  decorations  of  the  buQding 
should  represent  a  legislatire  assembly  of 
the  ]  Otb  century.  If  that  wore  the  feeling 
of  the  House,  all  lie  could  say  was*  that 
Sir  J),  Norreyt 


nothing  was  more  absurd  or  more  wasteful 
than  the  expense  incorred  for  the  elabonle 

work  bestowed  vsgwk  that  building.  With 
regard  to  the  course  whicli  the  Hoiiso 
ouglit  to  pursue,  ho  was  of  u|iinujii  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  mere  commuu  scu&o  to 
take  the  bnsiness  oat  of  the  hands  of  tbe 
Conimissionera,  who  were,  no  doubt*  ad- 
mirably qualified  for  cverv  position  except 
that  in  which  they  were  placed.  l!L  t^vet'^ 
Mr.  liarry  uud  the  Commissioners  so  many 
blunders  had  besn  committed,  that  wima 
he  aooompaniod  strangers  through  the  New 
Houses,  ho  felt  inclined  rather  to  npologise 
than  to  commond.  He  did  not  i  ccouiraond 
tho  appointment  ot  any  Committee,  because 
tho  proceedings  of  tbe  Committee  of  last 
year  were  so  nnsatisfaotoiy,  that  ho  trusted 
they  would  remain  unpublished.  All  he 
asked  tho  House  to  do  was,  to  call  upon, 
Mr.  Barry  to  state  how  he  would  recom- 
mend the  huUding  to  be  eompleted,  and  it 
was  then  for  the  House  to  determine  whe- 
ther that  gentleman  .should  be  allowed  to 
finish  it  accordin;^  bis  own  conceptions; 
or  whether  he  should  still  be  fettered  and 
eontrolled  by  Gentlemeii  who  were  so  little 
competent  to  the  di^  assigned  to  them 
that  they  could  not  convey  to  the  architect 
what  their  wishes  and  intentions  were  with 
respect  to  the  completion  of  the  work.  If 
he  were  to  enter  fully  into  ^e  snbject,  ho 
would  suggest  that  a  report  should  also  be 
obtained  from  Dr.  Reid,  stating  what  por- 
tion of  the  new  building  had  been  tnkf'ii 
from  him,  and  what  was  the  extent  ui  bis 
responsibility  for  the  ventilation  of  the 
House;  bat  he  had  not  courage  enough  to 
approach  that  part  «f  the  snbject. 
Amendment  proposed^ 

"  To  leave  out  from  tlio  word  '  Tliat'  to  tlio  cud 
of  the  Que«tioa,  ia  order  to  add  tbe  words  *  tbe 
AreUteee  of  the  New  Pfdaoe  at  Weelialiister,  be 
requesteil  to  biy  before  tlie  IIou.so  forthwith,  .a  Ro- 
]K>rt  in  detail  ou  the  jnanner  in  whieh  he  would 
rocommend  that  tJw  interior  dceorati<KM  of  the 

New  H  nj      of  riiinmofi-',  and  of  tliO  ITall.s 

iiooms  cotmcoted  with  it,  should  be  completed  ; 
and  tliathe  be  direeted  to  preivire  his  pUun  with 
duo  attention  to  tho  •tyie  of  decoration  usnallj 
.-vdopted  at  tho  period  to  which  the  general  arcfai- 
tootanl  ebanetar  of  the  New  Ftlaoe  Is  refiwsUe,* 
instead  thereof." 

Mr.  MO  watt  seconded  the  Motion. 

Tho  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  lie  did  not  feel  called 
upon  to  defend  himself,  for  the  work  was 
none  of  his.  He  did  not  know  whether: 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster  (ICr.  T. 
Greene)  would  feel  it  his  duty  to  answw 
the  hon*  Baraiot.  At  the  same  time  h* 
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coofefaadd  lio  did,  rather  for  Uio  sake  of 
die  Howe*  ^preeata  an j  further  inter- 
fercDce  with  respect  to  the  new  Honse 
of  Commons.   Last  year  a  Committee  was 
ap|»ouitod,  and  he  could  not  agree  with  his 
hMi.  Frind  (Sir  D.  Notrejs)  that  the  pro- 
ceedings cf  that  Committee  were  so  un- 
BAtisfactory  as  lie  had  represented  thein 
to  be.  That  Oominittcc  recommended  cer- 
tain alterations  iu  tlie  building,  and  the 
Btm  woiUd  tee  that  BOine  very  consider' 
•UeiMptDvements  had  Leen  made  in  tlie 
arTin^pnients  of  the  llousi  fnr  tlio  fa«Uity 
of  tlivisioua  and  the  convenienee  of  hon. 
Members.    He  had  spokeu  with  Mr.  Barry 
ud  vidi  the  hon.  Gendemen  opposite  (Mr. 
T.  Greene)  a  short  time  since,  and  he 
hoped  ia  the  course  of  a  fortnic^ht  to  have 
one  or  two  morumg  sittings  in  the  new 
Hiife,  to  give  hon.  Memhers  an  oppor- 
tanty  of  leeting  the  convenience  of  those 
tnan^eracnts.    lie  thought  it  far  better 
to  have  a  practical   supervision  of  the 
House  than  to  call  for  an  architectural 
lepott.    Serenl  Teoottmendntions  were 
Bade  by  the  Committee  lost  year,  many  of 
which  had  been  undertaken  to  bo  canned 
out  hy  the  Uominissioners.    Some  of  them 
had  already  been  tally  adopted ;  ho,  thcre- 
fne.  tbengbt  it  better  to  le»Te  the  matter 
IA  the  hand*  of  the  CoiainnBioners,  than  to 
be^in  again,  hy  rippin;]^  the  whole  thing 
open,  and  confiding  in  the  discretion  of  the 
•lehitBet  m  to  what  further  alterations 
thoold  be  made.    Were  such  a  coarse  to 
be  adopted,  it  would  inevitably  lead  to  fur- 
ther expense,  and  also  to  the  postpone- 
loeot  of  the  completion  of  the  new  House 
«f  CenuMmi.  He  hoped,  therefore,  imteed 
«f  affirming  die  Beeolotion  of  tho  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  House  would  resolve  itself  et 
once  into  a  Committee  of  Supply. 

Ma.  HUME  thought  they  ought  lu  have 
s  report  from  the  Gommiasioners  of  what 
they  had  done  up  to  the  preaeni  time, 
of  which  he  confes.sed  he  was  ifrnorant. 
Kooms  had  been  elected,  he  knew,  which 
Hi  not  soit  the  object  for  which  they  were 
bolt,  and  when  one  roof  did  not  answer, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  .said,  "  Try  another." 
TijAtwas  the  way  they  were  going  onj  aud 
he  wie  sorry  the  House  hsd  not  agreed  to 
take  the  mntter  ont  of  the  hands  of  Mr. 
Bftrrv,  because  it  was  his  (^fr.  Hume's) 
belief  he  did  not  know  his  own  mind.  He 
(Mr.  Hume)  wtu  perfectly  satisfied  that 
Hr.  Berry  ought  to  be  ouled  upon  to  re- 
pert  what  he  intended  to  do  to  complete  the 
bwkh^g,  and  1k»w  he  intended  to  complete 


it;  and,  if  the  plan  was  approved  of  by  the 
Commissioners,  to  complete  it  by  that  plan. 

Who  could  say  now  when  the  bnifding 

would  bo  finished  ?  There  never  was  a 
building  proceeded  with  in  the  manner  in 
whieli  this  hntlding  bad  been  proceeded 
with;  and  when  the  whdle  of  the  money 
had  been  spent,  it  would  be  totally  unsuited 
to  the  ohjf'ctH  for  whie!i  it  ^vas  built.  Let 
Mr.  liarry  have  his  owu  will,  but  let  him 
tell  them  what  he  intended  to  do,  in  oider 
that  they  might  know  when  it  would  be 
finished.  It  was  his  (Mr.  Hume's)  opinion 
that  he  should  never  see  it  finished. 

Sir  De  lacy  EVANS  could  not  agree 
with  the  Motion,  because  it  would  be 
giving  a  sanction  to  some  of  tho  absurdi- 
ties of  which  tho  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  T).  Xor- 
reys)  had  spoken.  He  doubted  whether 
there  should  be  a  statement  from  the  ar« 
chitect  at  all.  Commissieners  having  been 
appoiuted,  it  was  impossible  the  House 
could  recognise  any  other  party.  He  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster  (Mr.  T. 
Qreene)  would  iie  able  to  make  some  state- 
ment as  to  the  present  position  in  whieh 
this  matter  stood.  If  they  went  on  riH 
they  had,  from  year  to  year  voting  large 
sums  annually,  ^ere  would  be  uo  eud  to 
the  expense,  the  alterations,  the  enttinga 
down,  the  buildings  up.  It  would  be  far 
better  to  vote  a  sum  at  once,  and  Imvo  two 
or  three  years  fixed  for  the  compiotion  of 
the  bmlding.  They  wonid  aare,  in  the 
first  place,  5,000^.  or  G.OOOZ.  a  year  for  • 
temporary  buildings;  and  they  might  de- 
pend on  it,  the  longer  the  works  were  car- 
ried on,  the  more  uucoutroUed  would  bo 
the  arehitect. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  the  House  would 
have  the  opportunity,  Itof  re  the  close  of 
the  Session,  of  seeing  whetiicr  tho  altera- 
tions directed  by  the  Cumnutteo  which  atxt 
last  year  had  been  satisfactorily  carried 
out;  and  he  hoped  sincerely  that  ihey 
would  tinil  thnt  tli  v  liad  been  so  carried 
out.  it  was  of  unportanco  that  the  Uouso 
should  bo  satisfied,  because  it  would  enable 
the  Commissioners  to  order  the  remoYal  of 
tho  House  iu  wliich  thoy  were  now  sitting, 
of  the  temporary  ofhces,  aud  of  the  build- 
ings connected  with  the  House  of  Lords 
and  Westminster  Hall,  the  latter  of  whlolt 
were  not  only  unsightly  but  dangerous  to 
the  edifice.  Within  a  very  short  time  tho 
offices  of  the  House  of  Lonls  and  the 
grouudwork  would  be  completed.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Sir  Do  Lacy  Evans),  that  if  a  larger  sum 
was  voted  for  carrying  on  the  worka^  it 
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would  bo  better,  because  tlioy  could  then 
bo  carriofl  on  with  irreatcr  expedition;  but 
the  right  hou.  thancuUor  of  tbo  Exche- 
quer was  the  best  judge  €i  vhai  ooqld  be 
•{Mur^  aad  the  works  had  baen  isarried  on 
iu  accordance  with  the  Votes  agreed  to  by 
that  House.  He  (Mr.  T.  (irecue)  did  trust 
Uiatt  by  the  time  the  Uouae  asaeoibled 
next  yMTt  they  would  be  able  to  enter  into 
the  fttU  OQOopaticHi  of  the  new  House  of 
Commons,  including  tho  approaches,  the 
refreshment  room,  and  the  library;  and 
that  all  thoaei^es,  which  now  completely 
defaced  and  obscured  the  appearance  of 
tho  building,  would  be  removed,  and  the 
whole  completed  in  a  maooer  fiaiiafutory 
to  QkQ  House. 

Hr.  OLAY,  baring  had  as  many  fo- 
feigners  consigned  to  him  as  any  one,  waa 
hound,  in  jiistif^e  to  Mr.  Barry,  to  say, 
that  u|i  iii  tukiiii;  dicm  over  the  new  Houses 
ui  rui  huuieuci,  ho  Lad  never  had  to  make 
any  apology  to  tbem»  and  they  were  in- 
pfeaaed  witb  general  feeUnge  of  adair* 
ation. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tho  Question," 
put,  ai^  agned  to* 

Main  Qneation  pot,  and  ngrH^  %^ 

SUrPi^Y— MISCELLANEOUS  ESTIMATES. 

Honae  in  C<Hnmittee  of  Supply ;  ICr. 
Bernal  in  the  Chair. 

(I.)  Motion  made,  and  Qneation  pro- 
posed— 

"  That  a  mm,  not  exceodiag  ^2,000^.,  bo  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Cbargo  of  Ber  Ma* 
jesty's  Foreign  and  other  Sdotet  Swioes,  to  the 

31»t  day  of  March,  1852." 

Mo.  W.  WILLIAMS  oiyocted  to  the 
Motion.    There  waa  nothbg  in  the  state 

of  our  foreign  relations,  or  in  the  condition 
of  our  Colonies,  that  would  justify  such  a 
large  expenditure.  Ho  looked  upon  the 
cxueuditurc  of  this  monev  to  be  very  pos- 
sibly spent  at  electiotts.  That,  at  all  evmts, 
waa  the  public  impression.  lie  should  move, 
as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Vote  be  re- 
duced to  20,0001. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  i  iuit  a  sum,  not  exceeding  20,0002.,  begrahted 
to  Iler  Am^ty,  to  dut'ray  the  Charge  of  Uer  Ma- 
jesty's Foreign  and  other  Secnrt  Serrioes,  to  the 

Slst  day  of  March,  1852." 

Mit.  CUit:^ Ji WALL  LEWIS  denied  that 
tins  waa  an  eitraonUnaril j  largo  smn.  In 

^e  year  1822  the  Seoret  Service  money 

voted  by  tlmt  House  was  4  1 ,500^  In  1  8l'G, 
it  rose  to  tiU,jOO^.  In  subsequent  years  tho 
Vole  was  reduced.  In  1849  it  was  39,0002.; 

Mr.  T.  Qreeruf 


iu  18/)0  U  was  again  reduced  to  35,000/; 
and  this  year  it  was  proposed  to  take  a 
Vote  only  of  32,00OL,  whicii,  should  the 
Honse  agree  to  H,  woidd  betheloweat  am 
for  secret  service  ever  gtanted  In  tbii  eona- 
try  since  1822.  This  was  a  very  moderate 
amount,  in  reference  to  the  vast  affairs  of 
the  Government.  Hon.  Members  might 
be  perfectly  satisfied  that  no  portion  q|  the 
seoret  service  ever  went  to  toe  pvifnaea  of 
corruption  at  elections. 

Cou>2«HL  SIBTHOIiP  had,  in  pursuaaco 
of  his  duty  as  an  honest  man,  always  rotod 
against  this  Secret  Serriee  nenaj.  He 
attached  no  weight  whatever  to  the  at- 
tempted defence  of  the  Vote  offered  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  dou  n. 
Qorenimettta,  in  these  wittori,  always 
stick  «p  for  each  other}  and,  el  eeorae^ 
the  hon.  Gentkman  was  not  likely  tt>  err, 
*'  stinking  fish."  There  was  PomcihiiiLr  to 
him  sufficiently  suspicious  iu  the  very  ad- 
jective **  aeeret.  **  The  niOM|r  waa  wanted 
for  n  ffood  purpose,  or  it  waa  Bel»  if  &r 
a  good  purpose,  let  that  pnrpose  be  openly 
explained.  If  for  a  bad  purpose,  let  it  be 
not  voted  at  all.  To  him  it  was  perfectly 
obTbiis  that  the  GoToraraeot  was  ashamed 
to  state  what  it  really  did  with  these  an- 
nual Votes.  Wouhl  the  right  hon.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  undiertake  to  stand 
np  and  deny  that  the  mraey  waa  devoted 
to  entertainments  in  Downing-atreei  t 
Perhaps  Cardinal  Wiseman  harl  been  cn- 
tertainoil  there.  It  would  not  surprise 
liim  to  hod  tiiat  Ministers  had  bribed  the 
Cardinal  to  eome  to  this  eonntry  some  tiflM 
ago,  and  to  leave  it  again  convenienUy  ai 
the  present  time.  Every  thing  in  tho 
British  llouse  of  Commons  should  be  fair 
and  aboveboard ;  and,  for  his  part,  he 
would  not  tolerate  kw  secret  aeta  in  • 
Minister  of  the  Grown  any  more  than  in  a 
private  person.  Who  would  apsort  that  it 
did  not  go  to  the  disgraceful  purpose  of 
paying  <ipie8  f  Such  a  Vote  was  moet  im- 
proper and  moet  unworthy  of  that  Houses 
and  he  called  upon  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lambeth  to  divide  tho  Committee  on  the 
Vote. 

Mb.  HUME  thought  that  the  time  bad 
folly  eome  when  they  ought  to  reaolfn  to 

dispense  with  this  Secret  Service  mimej. 
it  M'as  true  that  the  amount  liad  of  late 
years  been  reduced;  but,  then,  they  had 
to  eonaider  that  heaadee  this  Vote,  tibsf 
granted  10.0002.  in  the  Oifil  list  to  he 
devoted  entirely  to  secret  «»ervicf^.  and  that 
therefore  they  were  really  asked  to  grant 
42,000<.  this  year.    In  timea  paet  the 
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Xailih  GovttmiMit  li«d  needed  Seeret 
Semae  money  for  tho  paymoDt  of  traitors 

in  foreign  countries;  but  nothing  like  this 
coaid  now  be  conaiderod  uecessarjr,  and 
todi «  Tote  ougbt  no  longer  to  be  found  in 
the  Estimates.  One  Secretary  of  Stole 
did  not  know  what  the  other  Secretary  of 
Stato  was  doing  with  this  money;  each 
^peot  what  he  liked  in  bis  own  dcpartmout, 
SH  ml  even  the  Cabinet,  he  (Mr.  Home) 
believed,  ever  got  eny  acoonnt  of  the  items 
of  this  expenditum.  If  in  peculiar  circuin- 
etancop  M^crct  jcrvicr.s  >vere  rt;(|uucf] ,  tlse 
Guvmuuuut  had  ample  means  available 
Mtof  the  10»0002.  voted  for  this  purpose 
ia  the  Civil  List,  lie  should  therefore 
rote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lambeth. 

Viacoujrc  PALMERSTON  could  not 
eoBieoieBtly  tell  his  hon.  Friend  how  this 
money  was  expended,  but  he  could  fairly 
enough  show  how  it  was  not  expended. 
He  could  asfiuxc  hin  hon.  Friend  that  no 
part  of  it  v»8  ever  expended  in  bribery  at 
elections.  On  this  pomt  his  hon.  Friend 
B)i^t  be  quite  at  case.  The  amount  of 
Secret  Service  money,  as  ha<l  been  stated, 
had  of  lato  years  been  greatly  reduced, 
tad  VM  in  gradoal  progreaa  of  being  still 
farther  reduced;  but  at  no  time  wonid  it 
be  poesiblo  for  a  Government  to  avoid 
tpeoding  certain  occasional  amounts  wliich 
it  might  ba  efisentiai  tor  the  public  sorvioc  to 
heap  aeorot.  InfiMrmntion  of  nn  important 
character  was  from  time  to  time  required, 
vhich  could  not  possibly  be  procured  if  tlie 
uuues  of  the  perbouii  by  whom  that  in- 
fionaation  was  afforded  were  to  bo  made 
pubUc. 

Ha.  DISRAELI  said,  that  haying  for 
fourteen  years  given  a  sih-nt  vot»>  in  favour 
oi  uiiii  item,  against  which  so  much  of  udiuni 
•ni  indignntton  bad  been  directed,  he 
niahed  to  give  a  leaaon  why  he  should 
repeat  it  on  the  present  occasion.  They 
liacl  heard  a  remarkablo  charge  made  that 
iiight  by  au  hou.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  Wii- 
fiutt)  who  represented  an  important  me- 
tropolitan  constituency,  and  who  alweys 
ppoke  on  all  subjects  with  statistical  ac- 
curacy. The  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth 
had  announced  that  there  was  uothing  in 
the  state  of  enr  foreign  reletionat  or  In  the 
condition  of  our  coloniea,  diat  eoiUd  justify 
any  large  '^r  cttraurdinary  expenditure. 
He  (Mr.  Dibracii}  had  reociyed  that  au- 
WNHiMment  with  considerable  satisfaction, 
baeanaa  he  had  not  been  nware  that  the 
state  of  Europe  or  of  the  colonics  was 
sash  that  wq  might  cyngratuUte  ouiselvea 


with  a  hope  of  dieir  pcrpetnal  trnnqnillitj^ 
or  that  the  general  condition  of  our  aAuiB 
was  of  such  a  kind  as  demanded  no  con- 
siderable expenditure.  The  hon.  Member 
had  also  annoaneed  to  the  House,  ahnost 
authoritatively,  that  there  was  a  general 
opinion  abroad  that  the  sum  demanded  by 
the  Government  of  tho  country  for  secret 
service  money  was  rcaUy  spent  in  iudu- 
eneing  etecttons.  "Now,  that  was  rather  a 
startling  announcement  in  this  year  of  the 
Crystal  Palace  to  bo  made  in  that  House, 
where  distinguished  foreigners,  by  some 
mysterious  agency,  were  sometimes  pre- 
sent and  eonseiona  of  their  debates.  He 
thought  that,  after  agredng  to  thU  Veto 
for  a  period  of  fourteen  years,  he  might 
protest  that  iu  giving  his  support  to  it  ho 
was  not  voting  fqr  money  that  was  to  b^ 
spent  for  purposes  €ii  in^uencing  the  eleo- 
tions  of  this  country.  Ho  did  not  seQ 
that  elections  were  conducted  on  such  a 
miserable  and  meagre  scale  that  32,0002, 
could  possibly  produce  the  slightest  influ- 
ence on  them.  There  was  a  blue  book 
upstairs  which  showcil  that  tho  election  of 
one  Member  of  Parliament,  returned  for 
tho  liberal  constituency  of  Norwich,  cost 
aa  much  aa  32,0002.;  and  he  did  not  wish 
that  foreigners  should  go  back  and  convej 
the  impression  that  a  vote  of  32,000?.  was 
necesi>ary  to  maintain  tho  Government  in 
office,  and  sufficient  to  iuflueuce  tho  con- 
stituencies of  this  free  countiy.  Tha| 
was  an  intolerable  stain,  which  we  ought 
all  to  rise  and  protest  against.  There 
were  few  persons  who  had  a  greater  ro- 
spcct  for  toe  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Colouol  Sibthorp)  than  he  himself  had, 
and  there  was  no  one  who  would  more 
readily  defer  to  that  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tlumau's  opinion;  but  he  couid  nut  believe 
that  thb  sum  had  been  expended  by  the 
Government  in  cuoouraging  tho  movementa 
of  Cardinal  Wiseman.  And,  as  a  Member 
of  the  Opposition,  influenced,  however,  by 
thotiti  feelings  which  miluenced  all  men, 
he  felt  bound  to  atoie  that  he  did  not 
think  that  the  Government  had  been 
guilty  of  any  extraordinary  hospitality  in 
Downiog-street.  But,  seriously  speaking, 
he  thought  it  would  become  tho  Govern- 
ment more  firankly  to  explain  tbia  vote 
that  they  were  iu  tho  habit  of  doing.  It 
was  not  for  him  to  penetrate  ihr  mysteries 
of  Downing-atreet;  but  ho  knew  that 
there  were  a  number  of  persons  in  Europe 
who,  iu  the  courae  of  the  last  great  strug- 
gle in  which  we  were  engaged,  had  ro- 

ceired  i^eaaiona  Irom  thia  oountiyi  and 
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were  considered  by  tlic  Government  of  the 
dfi}'  ns  most  important  services.  Of  course 
tlio^e  pcnsiuns  were  gradually  diminishing, 
aud  tiiut  he  behevetl  to  be  the  reason  why 
the  vote  was  duniniabing  in  amount.  If 
that  were  the  fact — and  he  spoke  on  good 
authority — ho  tlioni,'lit  it  would  be  just  ns 
well  if  the  noble  Secretary  of  State  would 
frankly  appeal  to  the  Cummittee  auU  tell 
tiiem  whiftt  was  the  fact,  that  a  con- 
siderable item  of  the  secret  service  mo- 
ney was  apportioned  to  the  payment  of 
these  annuities  and  pensions,  which  were 
every  year  diminishing.  The  vote  at  pre- 
sent was  for  32«000{.;  and  was  there  any 
Oentlcnian  in  that  Honse,  looking  to  the 
mairnitLide  of  the  transactions  of  this 
country,  who  could  suppose  that  that  vras 
a  sum  too  large  to  place  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Seoretaries  m  State  for  carrying 
on  tiie  affiurs  of  ti  e  country  under  peooliar 
circumstances  ?  lie  should  support  the 
grant;  but  he  could  not  give  his  vote  in 
silence  without  noticing  the  exaggeration, 
and  he  wonid  say  the  irratitniality,  wUch 
pervaded  the  speedi  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth. 

Mr.  C0]U)EN  saw,  in  the  nature  of  the 
remarks  which  bad  been  made  upon  this 
VotOt  the  best  possible  argument  against 
the  proposal  of  such  a  Vote.   The  first  hon. 
Oentloman  (Mr.  W.  Williams)  who  had  spoken 
on  the  matter,  ventured  a  surmise  that  the 
Government  spent  the  money  in  influencing 
elections.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Membei* 
for  Lincoln,  who  next  spoke,  gave  freer  rein 
to  his  imagination,  and  suggested  that  the 
money  went  in  convivial  entertainments. 
[Colonel  SiUTUOEP :  Hear,  bear!]  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  gone  still 
further,  and  had  talked  of  the  Government 
being  in  the  habit  of  employing  spies.  [Co- 
lonel SinTHORP  :  IToar,  hear  !  J  Then  came 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume), 
who  confessed  a  suspicion  that  the  English 
Government  did  not  hesitate  to  hire  traitors 
In  foreign  conntries.  Was  it  extraordinary, 
when  such  a  vote  was  proposed,  that  such 
explanations  should  bo  ventured  on  ?  Could 
the  Governmcut  assign  honourable  reasons  ? 
Was  it  honourable  and  aboreboard,  and 
straightforward  and  honest,  to  propose 
such  a  Vote  at  all  ?    If  the  purposes  to 
which  the  money  was  devoted  were  honour- 
able, let  the  Vote,  like  the  other  Votes,  be 
detailed  and  explained.   The  interpreta- 
tions put  upon  the  Vote  in  that  House,  were 
precisely  the  interpretations  which  the  pub- 
lio  would  put  upon  it.   Let  the  House,  on 
Jfr,  JDUraeli 


they  were  goarantoed  to  them  for  what  |  the  other  hand,  examine  the  relies  made 

"  to  the  opponents  of  the  Vote.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  0.  Lewis)  who  had  spoken 
first,  had  attempted  to  show  that  there  had 
been  a  diminutiun  of  late  years  in  this 
Vote.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
deny,  that  since  1822  we  had  expended 
1,000,000?.  in  '"^ct-ret  service."  The 
noble  Lord  (Viscouut  Palmcrstuji)  who  fol- 
lowed, denied  the  imputation  that  tho 
money  went  to  the  influencing  of  eleetions; 
and  no  doubt  the  money  allotted  to  tho 
noble  Lord's  d(>partmcnt  did  not  go  in  that 
way.  But  the  noble  Lord,  nevertheless, 
admitted  enough  to  justify  what  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  and 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Colonel  Sib- 
thorp).  The  noble  Lord  acknowledged 
that  tho  Foi*eign  Office  sometimes  had  to 
pay  for  secret  •*  iuformatiou.'*  What  did 
this  mean  but  paying  spies  and  traitors  9 
It  could  not  be  legitimate  information  that 
was  paid  for,  or  it  would  come  through  tho 
legitimate  channels.  He  (Mr.  Cobden) 
bad  great  doubts  about  this  secret  infor* 
mation.  In  nine  cases  ont  of  ton,  these 
secrets  were  lies.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire  (ifr. 
Disraeli),  who  came  la%t,  insinuated  that 
the  money  went  to  the  colonies.  [Mr.  Dis- 
R.\EU  denied  that  ho  had  said  io.]  Tho 
hon.  Gentleman  certMnly  indirectly  sug- 
gested that  the  colonies  and  the  Continent 
were  not  in  a  ?tate  to  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  dispense  with  this  money.  This 
was  far  from  being  complimentary  or  con- 
ciliatory to  the  colonies.  It  would  haTo 
been  a  safer  argument  to  admit  that  the 
money  went  to  the  corruption  of  electors 
at  home.  The  whole  course  of  the  discus* 
sion,  he  (Mr.  Cobdeu)  coutonded,  clearly 
showed  how  impolitic  a  proposal  this  was. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  divided 
the  Committee,  he  would  vote  with  tho 
hon.  Member — his  great  obieet  was  to  got 
rid  of  the  Vote  ultogethcr— but,  iu  the 
meantime,  he  was-  ready  to  cut  it  down  to 
2U,Oi!0^. 

\Ui.  NEWDEGATR  said,  he  should 
reniind  the  hon.  (xcutleman  the  MrTnbrr 
for  tho  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  that  in 
the  year  1845  a  sum  of  100,000{.  had  been 
subscribed  by  the  Anti-Com-Law  League, 
and  that  that  sum  had  been  placed  entirely 
at  tho  disposal  of  the  Committee  of  tho 
League.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  him> 
self  been  a  leading  member  of  that  Com- 
mittee, and  he  (Mr«  Newdegate)  remem- 
bered to  have  read  a  speech  in  which  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed  his  grati- 
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tit  Supplp-^ 

tuJe  for  the  confidence  which  had  been 
placed  in  him  and  his  associates  by  the 
mbfcribm  to  the  fund.  That  was  a  some- 
lAat  cunous  circumstance  in  the  history 
of  an  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  so  rehe- 
sieiiUj  opposed  to  tbo  allowance  of  a  sum 
of  32,00w.  t9  the  GoTernment  for  carrying 
OB  the  less  pnblio  bnmness  of  this  great 
empire. 

Mr.  COBDEN  sniil,  if  the  hon.  Gentlo- 
mn  bad  been  himself  a  subscriber  to  the 
Asti-Oorn-Law  League,  he  would  have 
been  better  aeqnninied  with  the  facts  re* 
htin::^  to  it.  Tlv  Anti-Corn-Law  League 
published  its  accounts.  It  had  no  secret 
serrice;  all  was  aboveboard,  and,  if  it  had 
sot  boon,  it  would  not  have  lesiilted  as  it 
did. 

Mn.  DISRAELI  .said,  he  mn.st  deny 
tbat  he  had  intimated  that  any  portion  of 
this  money  was  expended  on  the  colonics. 
He  had  no  IntenUon  of  imputing  anything 
of  tiiekind.  All  he  said  was,  that  he  was 
BOt  aware  that  the  colonics  were  so  trn?!- 
ipSL  He  did  not  wish  to  enlarge  upon  the 
■ceoswty  of  Goreninients  having  Ae  power 
to  apply  secret  service  money.  There  were 
nnracrous  instances  in  which  flic  employ- 
nicDtof  secret  service  money  1  j  i  evented  [ 
misfortune,  had  secured  peace,  iiad  pre- 
reoted  fortified  cities  bebg  taken,  and, 
b  more  than  one  instance,  had  prevented 
bflt''--'^.  It  would  be  ft  waste  of  time  to 
urge  tiiesc  things  on  the  hon.  Member  for 
tbc  West  Hiding,  inasmuch  as  the  hon. 
Heniber  despised  history  and  defied  es- 
P^cnce. 

Mb.  NKWDEGATB  said,  that  tho  ac- 
oooots  of  the  AnU-Gwn-Law  League  had 
nererbeen  rendered  until  after  the  League 
had  been  dissolved.  During  the  period 
tlio  League  had  been  in  active  operation  it 
had  never  made  its  accounts  public. 
^  COLOKEL  SIBTIIORF  said,  he  was  not 
Ok  the  hahit  of.  supporting  the  hon.  Hemher 
fir  Lambeth  (Mr.  W.  WUliams) ;  but  if  he 
st'T^portcd  him  on  this  occasion  it  would 
be  iu  con«?equGnce  of  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  Priond  the  Member  fur  Buckingham* 
lUre. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  mU,  he  was  not 
gnrpri«M  at  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
haiushirc  supporting  this  Vote,  for  he  had 
■ever  known  a  Qratleman  in  that  Honse 
vho  had  either  heen  in  office,  or  who  look- 
ed forward  to  office,  who  had  not  been  a 
supporter  of  this  vote.  When  the  hon. 
Gentleman  found  his  way  into  Bowning- 
■treet,  and  had  the  disposal  of  this  money, 
he  had  no  donbt  he  would  speni  it  ratiim* 


ally,  and  he  wns  quite  sure  ho  i^-ould  not 
spend  it  in  entertainments.  Various  opin- 
ions had  been  expressed  as  to  the  applicv 
tion  of  Ihis  money.   He  had  stated  that 

there  was  a  prevalent  impression  in  the 
public  miud,  that  a  portion  of  it  was  spent 
in  corrupting  voters  at  elections.  If  the 
Government  would  oonsent  to  refer  the 
Vote  to  a  Select  Committee,  fairly  chosen, 
he  would  withdraw  his  opposition  to  it. 
The  Chamber  of  Deputies  in  France  ap> 
pointed  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  every 
Item  of  expenditure  for  Secret  Service 
Monev  in  that  country;  and  whv  slinil.l 
they  not  do  tho  ^r\mc  in  this  country  f  if 
Government  would  not  do  this,  he  must 
trouble  the  Committee  to  divide^ 

The  Committee  divided  :«Ayes  41 ; 
Noes  140:  ^[njniity  99* 
Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  226.566?.  Printing  and  Stationery. 
Mr.  HUME  said,  there  was  an  item  of 
6,0002.  for  the  London  Gazette,  Tho 
Gazette  was  published,  in  his  opinion,  in 
a  very  injurious  manner.  The  Govern- 
ment raised  by  it  upwards  of  15,0001.  It 
would  be  much  better,  in  his  opinion,  to 
reduce  the  price,  and  give  it  a  more  general 
[  cii-culation.  Tfovernment  ought  not  to  be 
traders  in  newiipapers.  There  was  also  a 
sum  of  300^  for  the  Exhibition.  That 
was  a  paltry  sum,  and  he  should  have 
wished  that  tho  K  :h:l>!t!()ii  had  not  owed 
anything  to  the  public.  lie  would  also  ob- 
serve that  the  present  system  of  allowing 
a  monopoly  of  printing  Acts  of  Parliament 
was  bad. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  said,  ori- 
ginally  tlie  London  Gazette  was  voted  for 
as  a  separate  eBtabltshment.  The  objeo- 
tion  was  made— and  he  was  not  sure  whe- 
ther it  was  not  hy  hh  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Htiine)  himseir — that  the  whole  receipts 
siiould  be  paid  into  the  Exchequer,  and 
that  the  whole  expenditure  should  he  voted 
by  Parliament.  In  accordance  with  that 
principle,  an  r^-lt'^^mtion  was  made  last  year 
that  the  receipts  fur  the  Gazette  should  be 
paid  into  the  Exchequer,  aud  that  the  whulo 
of  the  outlay  shoula  be  brought  into  tiie 
Estimates.  That  was  the  reason  why  the 
Estimates  appeared  in  this  form.  With 
respect  to  the  price  being  too  high,  he  had 
only  to  say  it  was  not  tho  object  of  the 
Government  to  pnhlbh  a  newspaper.  If 
!  they  were  to  do  so,  an  objection  would  be 
made  that  they  were  interfering  with  tho 
trade  of  newspapera.  And  the  Gazette 
could  hardly  be  oonsidered  in  that  light. 
It  was  merely  for  the  purpose  of  publtshiDg 
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official  announcements,  and  eompljing  with 
the  requirements  of  Tarious  Acts  of  Farlia- 
tnents,  that  certain  atmonneomeDta  slioiild 
appear  In  the  Gazette.  With  respect  to 
the  promulgation  of  the  Acts,  the  distribu- 
tion, ho  holieved,  was  under  tlic  superinten- 
dence of  the  officers  of  the  House,  and  he 
was  not  aware  that  an^  diminution  could 
be  effected.  On  the  entire  Vote,  howeTer, 
there  had  been  a  diminution.  In  1840  it 
was  277,000?.  ;  in  18.50,  2fi0.000?.  and  in 
the  present  year  it  was  226, 000^.,  showing 
a  diminution  of  51,000^.  since  1849. 

Ua.  RBTNOLPS  complained  that  oot 
t)f  the  whole  sum  of  226,0002.,  Ireland  re- 
ceived only  14,8SG?.,  while  last  year  she 
received  19,940^.  He  complained,  more- 
over, tliat  printing  and  binding  were  done 
in  England  for  the  use  of  the  GoTemment 
offices  in  Ireland,  whereas  there  was  not 
only  a  Treasury  order  requiring  that  it 
sliuuld  be  done  in  Ireland,  but  it  could  be 
done  there  equally  well,  and  30  per  cent 
ebeaper.  Bendes  this,  he  found  an  item 
of  20,000^  for  similar  charges  in  the  office 
of  Inland  Revenue  of  Enc^latid,  but  not  n 
penny  fnr  the  same  dopartinoiit  in  Ireland. 
Did  that  arise  from  the  books,  &c.  being 
sent  oyer  from  England  ? 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  also  objected  to 
the  3001,  for  the  prlntinp;  and  stationery 
of  the  Oonimission  for  the  Exhibition.  lie 
understood  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose (Mr.  Hnme)  had  been  many  times  at 
that  Exhibition.  He  was  happy  f  >  s  ty  he 
had  never  been  once.  The  whole  alFair, 
instead  of  being  any  advantage  to  the 
country,  was  a  curse;  and  he  every  day 
was  told  hj  those  connected  with  it  that  it 
bad  turned  out  to  be  a  disa])pointtnont  and 
a  humbusf.  Consldorincc  that  it  had  been 
the  means  of  cxtractiiirr,  by  some  trick, 
fraud,  or  conjuration,  300,000?.  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  people,  he  thought  it  was 
shameful  to  call  on  the  Committee  to 
Totc  for  it  this  i>altrv  item  of  300^. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  thought,  for  the 
credit  of  the  Exhibition,  that  tho  sum 
ought  not  to  be  (diareed. 

Mb.  LABOUCHBRE  said,  the  Govein- 
meht  thought  it  right  that  the  House 
should  defray  the  expenses  incident  to  the 
issue  of  the  Royal  Commission.  The  Ex- 
hibition was  maintained  by  private  contri- 
bution ;  but  he  did  not  think  the  expenses 
of  a  Royal  Commission  <Night  to  be  defray^ 
cd  in  that  manner. 

Mr.  COBDEN  sail],  he  uiidcr.stood  an 
arrangement  had  been  come  to  that  the 
publications  of  the  Hooso  afaoidd  bo  issued 
Mr*  C.  Lmit 


in  an  octavo  form,  by  which  ore  third  of 
the  expense  of  printing  would  be  saved. 

TiBCouKT  M AHON,  as  a  Member  of  tho 
Committee,  said,  the  subject  had  recelTod 
their  attentive  consideration;  but  it  did  not 
appear  there  could  be  any  great  savins  of 
expense.  The  Committee  had  decidecT  on 
trying  the  experiment,  to  enable  hon. 
Members  to  judge  of  tho  compai^tilTe 
merits  of  the  two  sizes. 

Mr.  HENLEY  considered  the  ootaro 
form  the  most  convenient  as  to  portability, 
but  not  80  easv  to  read. 

Vote  agreti  fo. 

The  following  Votes  were  also  agreed 

to : — 

(3.)  L1,000?.,  Law  Charges,  England. 
(4.)  8,6702.,  Mint  Prosecutions  relating 
to  Coin. 

(5.)  17,700?.,  Sheriffs*  Expenses,  Offi- 
cers of  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  kc. 

(6.)  9,0802.,  Insolvent  Debtors  Court. 

(7.)  87,8402.,  Law  Expenses,  Scotland. 

(8.)  60,0002.,  Ditto,  Ireland. 

(9.)  35,500?.,  Police  of  Dublin. 

(10.)  200.0002.,  Charges  formerly  paid 
out  of  County  Rates. 

(11.)  15,4722.,  Inspection  and  General 
Superintendenoe  of  Prisons. 

(12.)  251,269^,  Govemmeot  l^riaona, 
ka. 

(13.)  1]  7,1002.,  mintenance  of  Pri- 
soners in  County  Gaols,  ka, 

(14.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  put— 

"  That  a  Bum,  not  exeeedin|jOd,860f.,  be  g^nt- 
cd  to  Her  Majesty,  to  tl^frny  Expenses  conncctei 
with  Uie  Trausportatiou  ol  Conviets,  to  tho  Slst 
day  of  Msttth,  IWS." 

Ma.  HTJMB  said,  that  he  ooald  not 
think  they  were  warranted  in  spending 

money  in  sending  out  convicts  to  Van  Dio- 
nien's  liiuul,  in  tho  face  of  the  universal 
disapprobation  expressed  there.  He 
thought  that  die  Vote  should  at  leaat  be 
suspended  mitil  the  state  of  matters  tb«re 
was  better  understood,  and  until  we  had 
sonic  assurance  that  our  sending  convicts 
there  would  not  be  attended  with  very  la- 
mentable consequences.  The  last  packet; 
brought  information  that  the  inhabitanta 
had  formed  a  union  for  the  purpose  of  pr^ 
venting  the  landing  or  employment  of 
convicts;  and  he  thought  if  the  Colonial 
Office  could  not  grow  wise  by  experience, 
bnt  still  persisted  m  sendbg  conricta  to  the 
colony,  that  House  shonla  interfere  an<I 
refuse  the  moans  of  carrying  out  fucIi  a 
policy.  lie  should  take  the  sense  of  tlio 
Committee  upon  the  Vote,  unless  Govern- 

mcnt  would  postpone  it  uatfl  after  tho 
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arriTal  of  the  next  despatches  from  the  j 
telonj. 

Mb.  CORNBWALL  LBWIS  said,  he 
saw  DO  good  to  result  from  postponin  g:;  thi=; 
Vole  for  a  fow  days.  At  tlic  f  amr  time 
be  could  assure  iiis  hon.  Fneud  that  the 
fltfenuiMiit  irare  doing  all  in  their  power 
ll  dimiiiWi  transportation.  An  examina> 
\\m  of  the  estimnfe'^  wo  aid  show  this.  He 
thought  that  the  Committee  would  agree  to 
Ae  Yote  when  tbej  took  into  consideration 
tte  ciKOinstaoees  of  the  case.  The  ex- 
pense of  the  Government  prisons  and  con- 
Tiet  establishments  at  home  would  be, 
for  the  present  jear,  251,000^  against 
337fOOO{.  in  the  pre^Mms  year,  being  an 
inereaae  of  14,0(X)I.;  en  inerease  which 
mainly  owin;^  to  the  greater  propor- 
tion of  pri^soncrs  who  wore  suflfcrinj:;;  pun- 
ishmcQt  at  home,  as  compared  with  those 
vbe  were  sent  to  the  eoTontee.  The  ex- 
peosei  of  the  transportation  of  convicts 
was,  last  year,  lUi.OOOi.,  the  vofo  pro- 
posed for  the  present  year  being  only 
98,000^1  being  a  diminution  of  21,000i.; 
A*  M«t  of  the  conTict  estaUiahmenta  in 
tbe  colonies  was,  ]aat  jear,  200,0002., 
while  the  vote  for  tho  present  year  was 
wjIt  183,000?,,  showing  a  further  decrease 

I7t000{.  It  appeared,  therefore,  from 
Am  Hema,  that  the  eost  of  prisoners  in 
this  country  was  increasing,  while  that  of 
tbe  prisoners  suffering  transportation  in 
tbe  colonies  was  diminishing  ;  showing 
thflnbj  that  the  Oowernment  were  at  pre- 
nat  decreasing  rather  than  increasing  the 
proportirm  of  prisoners  sufTering  transpor- 
tation in  the  colonies.  The  same  infer- 
•nw  was  borne  out  by  a  reference  to  the 
Bimiber  of  prieonera  imder  pttnishment  in 
this  countrr,  which  waa  last  year  9,828, 
this  Yc^  r  1 0 .  S76 .  He  thought,  therefore . 
that  as  th<  syntcra  of  transportation  must 
W  flnintaliicd  to  some,  and  probably  to 
a  eoDsiderabIc  extent,  and  as  Government 
*ere  diminishing  rather  than  increasing 
it,  there  could  be  ne  reason  for  withhold- 
ing tho  Vote. 

lb.  HUMS  aaid,  that  he  did  not  com- 
pWn  of  the  amonnt  of  money  faivolvod  in 
the  Tote,  hnt  of  onr  tlirowing  our  crimi- 
nals upon  the  shores  of  Van  Dicmon's 
I**nd,  not  merely  in  opposition  to  the  pro- 
tests of  the  inhahitaatB,  hut  contrary  to 
the  pledge  given  by  Bail  Grey  in  one  of 
his  despatches,  that  no  more  convicts 
sboidd  bo  sent  there.  This  was  a  direct 
Vieaehof  public  fath,  and  on  that  ground 
k  olgeeted  to  tiio  present  Vote. 

Ml*  Auntnuii  OOFBLANJ)  taid,  that 


1 12,000  of  the  best  inhabitants  of  Van 
Dl«nen*a  Land  had  emigrated,  or  had 
given  noti4»D  of  emigration,  fri  ni  tlienco  In 
ponscquonco  of  the  number  of  criminals 
sent  there.  lie  hoped  that  this  Vote 
would  be  postponed,  at  all  events,  for  a 
few  days. 

The  CHANCELLOR  Of  TiiE  KXCHB- 
QUER  said,  that  it  was  perfectly  impos- 
sible for  Government  to  stop  transporta- 
tion at  once;  all  that  the  Government 
eoold  do  waa  to  dimintah  its  extent.  Koir 
not  merely  was  a  less  sum  of  money  ex- 
pended, but  tho  (llmini'shcd  vote  showed 
the  intention  of  Government  to  send  out 
a  smaller  nmnbor  of  e(«ndeti.  They  were 
not  sending  eonwiets  to  Tan  Bientm'a 
Land  alone;  arrangements  had  been  mado 
for  despatching  a  lar^r^  number  of  convicts 
to  Western  Australia  and  to  tho  northern 
part  of  New  South  Wales,  the  inhahitantA 
of  which  were  anxious  to  have  them. 

Mn.  G.  HAMILTON  said,  he  had  heard 
of  sentences  being  commuted,  and  convicts 
set  at  liberty  without  any  recommendation 
to  mercy.  Agabat  Bueh  a  ajstem  he  pro- 
tested. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  felt  certain 
that  the  system  of  transportation  must  al- 
ways be  resorted  to;  hut  there  were  many 
colonies  in  whieh  tho  confiets  woold  he 
gladly  received,  and  they  need  not  ho 
forced  upon  otiiors. 

Mil.  HEXLRY  regretted  to  remark  that 
a  larger  proportion  of  our  critntnals  wMtl 
being  retained  in  this  coontij.  Howe?er» 
it  might  be  hoped  that  some  of  these  con- 
victs could  be  reformed.  He  looked  with 
apprehension  on  the  retention  of  great 
numbers  of  eriminals  in  this  eountry, 
where  they  could  hardly  be  so  llkdy  to 
find  employment  on  their  liberation  aa  in 
a  distant  country. 

Mb.  BtJNOAN  said,  merchants  were 
actually  leaving  Van  Diemen's  Land  on 
account  of  the  continuance  of  tho  convict 
system.  A  detail  of  tho  results  of  the 
system  would  astonish  the  House. 

Mb.  YERNON  smith  eould  confirm 
that  which  iiis  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tliG  Exchequer  had  observed,  that 
the  vote  was  not  restricted  to  Van  Pio- 
meu's  Laud,  but  partly  applied  to  other 
colonies  where  the  convicts  wotdd  be  wil- 
lingly received.  He  certainly  thought  it 
^vould  ho  Tmdesirahlc  to  force  them  on  co- 
Ionics  which  did  not  desire  to  have  them. 

Cai^aut  HARRIS  thought  that  tho 
country  had  a  right  to  look  to  our  colonies 
to  raeeiTO  oar  oonncts  without  CdDphdnt. 
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A  great  mistakd  had  been  made  originally 
in  establishing  penal  colonics;  it  had  tended 
to  create  a  kind  of  distinction  between 
those  colonies  and  others,  and  to  produce 
the  idea  that  it  was  a  disgrace  to  receive 
connots*  It  was  to  be  regretted  that  the 
system  of  transportation  should  be  preju- 
diced by  the  rashness  and  recklessness  of 
the  Colonial  Office,  which  hod  partly  co- 
operated in  indaebg  an  impression  that 
transportation  was  objeetionablo,  and  would 
be  discontinued.  If  proper  measures  were 
taken  to  prepare  the  way  for  the  reception 
and  eiuployment  of  convicts,  he  believed 
that  the  system  of  transportation  might  be 
beneficial.  In  Canada,  for  instance,  con- 
victs were  nctwnllj  required  to  construct  fx 
railway.  The  impression  was  getting  abroad 
that  transportation  was  to  be  discontinued, 
and  that  the  convicts  were  to  serve  out 
their  punishment  at  home.  He  thought 
Government  should  speak  out  on  this  ques- 
tion, and  not  leave  the  country  in  a  state 
of  uncertainty.  He  beliered  that  many 
portions  of  our  eolonics  might  be  made 
ftTnilablc  for  the  reception  of  convicts,  and 
without  anv  stiirtna  ntt  Hjhin<^  to  colonies 
consenting  to  such  an  arrangement. 
Mb.  AGLIONBV  said,  that  with  re- 
<  t  toVan  Piemen's  Land  there  could 
be  but  one  opinion — that  that  colony  had 
a  right  to  complain  of  a  breach  of 
faith.  Tho  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  spolcen  of  colonics  wil- 
ling to  receive  convicts.  In  reference 
to  those  Australian  colonies  of  which  ho 
had  any  knowledge,  and  New  Zealand, 
he  did  not  beticTe  the  people  were  wil- 
ling  to  risk  the  demoralisation  of  them- 
bpIvcs  and  their  fatnilles  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  convicts.  AViih  respect  to  other 
colonics  he  would  &ay  uothiiig,  because  he 
knew  nothing  wbatever  of  them.  If  tibey 
wanted  convicts,  let  them  have  them;  but 
he  implored  the  Government  not  to  take 
all  the  reports  of  Governors  on  the  sub- 
ject, as  if  they  expressed  the  wishes  of 
the  colonies,  when,  in  point  of  fact,  they 
might  only  be  founded  OH  the  Statements  of 
a  few  indivitluals. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  the  dis- 
eusnon  which  had  just  taken  place  tended 
to  show  tho  diflBu^mties  which  tlic  Goyern- 
ment  had  to  encounter  in  dealing  with  this 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire (Mr.  Henley),  representing  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  feeling  of  this 
country,  said  that  it  was  a  great  evil  that 
the  number  of  convicts  kept  in  this  country 
should  have  increased,  that  our  gaoU 
Captain  Harris 


should  be  crowded  with  them,  and  that  the 

same  number  of  convicts  should  nut  he 
transported  as  formerly.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Aglionby), 
on  the  other  hand,  maintained  that  it  was 
a  great  evil  tiiat  any  coavieta  shooM  be 
sent  either  to  Van  Dicmen's  Land  or  New 
Zealand,  and  he  objected  to  tho  continu- 
ance of  transportation  to  our  colonies.  He 
(Lord  John  Russell)  must  say,  in  die  first 
place,  that  although  Bermuda  and  Gibral- 
tar were  places  to  which  a  certain  number 
of  conv'rt'5  niipjht  be  sent,  yet  no  great  ad- 
ditional number  could  be  sent  to  any  other 
place  except  Australia.  That  them  was 
any  of  our  colonies  anxious  for  our  convicts, 
was  very  little  to  be  credited.  There  were 
some  parts  of  New  South  Wales — Moreton 
Bay,  for  example — which  were  ready  to 
receive  our  convicts;  but,  generally  speak- 
ing, the  agitation  now  going  on  thronghont 
Australia  was  against  convicts  being  sent 
to  any  part  of  the  Australian  c<^nies. 
They  said,  and  there  was  a  great  deal  ef 
truth  in  the  representation,  that  if  convids 
were  sent  to  V"an  Dicmen's  Land,  they 
would  afterwards  find  their  way  to  New 
South  Wales  and  other  parts  of  Aus- 
tralia; and  what  they  desured  was  that 
there  should  be  no  more  transportation  to 
the  Australian  colonies.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  spoken  last,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Home),  hod 
mixed  up  with  this  subject  a  grave  charge 
against  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies. He  (Lord  John  Russell)  believed 
that  that  charge  was  totally  unfounded. 
When  the  present  Government  came  into 
office,  they  found  that  for  some  yeara  a 
great  number  of  convicts  had  been  sent  to 
Van  Diemcn's  Land,  and  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colouies  who  immediately 
preceded  them^^he  meant  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  the  Ifembcr  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  (Mr.Gladstonc) — impressed  with 
the  great  evil  which  this  over-transporta- 
tion had  caused,  had  given  directions  that 
transportation  to  Van  Diemen*s  Land 
should  be  suspended  for  two  years.  A 
plan  was  afterwards  contemplated  by  the 
present  Secretary  of  Stato  for  tho  Colo- 
nies not  to  pot  an  end  to  transportstioo, 
but  to  make  tho  convicts  undergo  a  certain 
portion  of  the  jjunishment  in  this  country, 
and  then  to  send  tlicni  out,  not  as  traus- 
ported  felon^s,  but  as  exiles,  upon  tho  con- 
dition that  they  should  not  leave  the  Aoa- 
tralian  colonies  without  permission.  That 
plan  was  afterwards  changed  to  a  plan  for 
sending  them  out  with  tickets  of  leave; 
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hat  this  did  not  imply  nny  promise  with 
respect  either  to  Van  Dicmca's  Land  or 
Ner  South  Wales.  There  was,  therefore, 
■0  breach  of  faith  in  the  matter.  He  wm 
iaelioed  to  think  that  the  Governor  of  Van 
Diemcn's  TianJ  had  misunderstood  some  of 
tbe  despatches  which  he  had  received  from 
the  SeereCaiy  of  State,  and  iliat  he  had 
aneoaadondj  held  language  which  had  led 
to  the  expectatiou  that  transportation  had 
ceased;  but  that  was  quite  a  difforont  thing 
from  giving  a  pledge  that  it  should  cease. 
Harii^  taid  tbii,  he  (Lord  John  Bnssell) 
vodd  not  then  enter  into  the  great  subject 
which  was  involved  in  the  question  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  raised. 
He  vould  onlj  saj  that  he  thought  it  muiit 
be  quite  ohviotts  to  hon.  Herabert  that» 
whether  thcjr  resolved  to  maintain  trans- 
portation, to  diminish  it  in  a  certain  de- 
pee,  or  to  abolish  it  altogether,  it  was 
uponiUe  to  make  a  sudden  ehapge  in  the 
sjrjteoi  which  was  in  operation*  Tho  hon. 
Member  for  ^TL  ntrnso  had  talked  of  waiting 
a  few  days  for  further  advices  from  Van 
Biemen's  Laud;  but  tho  hon.  Member  did 
aoC  teem  to  otmsider  that  the  peraone  were 
convicted,  that  their  triab  wore  over,  and 
that  thcjr  occupied  the  prisons  and  !iulks  of 
this  country;  and  that,  if  the  Uouso  were 
to  resolve  that  thej  should  not  he  trans- 
ported, H  would  be  neeeMarr  to  make  pro- 
vision for  their  support  in  this  country,  at 
the  risk  of  great  expense  and  great  evils 
to  this  conn  try.  He  wouid  only  say,  fur- 
ther, that  every  means  ought  to  be  taken, 
and  that  he  bdienred  every  meana  were 
taken,  in  order  to  ascertain  what  parts  of 
Australia  were  TrilliiiE:;  to  receive  convicts; 
&iMl  that,  with  regard  to  the  number  of 
cowiela  sent,  tbey  would  be  very  much 
guided  by  that  consideration.  He  quite 
sdfflitted  that  a  great  number  of  convicts 
io  a  particular  colony  was  a  great  moral 
eiil  He  thought  that  the  extent  of  trans- 
portatioa  •boida  Be  measured  by  the  num- 
ber of  people  in  tho  colony  to  whom  the 
eonricta  wpre  sent;  that  if  a  small  number 
of  convicts  wero  sent  to  a  colony  where 
there  waa  a  great  demand  for  labonr,  and 
where  the  general  tone  off  eoeiety  was  in  a 
bealtliy  state,  tbe  re<»ijU  would  bo  produc- 
tive of  good;  but  that,  if  a  Inrcro  number 
of  convicts  were  scut  among  a  thm  and  free 
popohition,  tbe  nenlt  wonUI  be  a  serioiui 
evU.  But  these  were  matters  to  be  con- 
wdered  from  time  to  time,  and  tbey  would 
be  so  considered  by  the  noble  Lord  tbe  Se- 
cratarv  for  the  Colonies,  and  by  the  right 
boa.  Baronet  the  SosrelMj  of  State  fm 

lOU  OXVIII.  [thud  nsiBS.] 


the  Homo  Department.  Tie  begged  tbe  Com- 
mittee further  to  consider  that  if  they  were 
to  make  a  great  change  lu  the  whole  system, 
it  wmdd  not  be  sotSeient  to  make  a  ebange 
in  the  Vote  asked  for  in  Ibo  Committee  of 
Supply,  but  that  it  would  bo  necessary  to 
make  a  change  in  the  Grimiual  law;  be- 
cause so  long  as  tho  law  said  that  for  cer- 
tain offences  offenders  must  be  punished 
with  transportation,  it  was  impossible  that 
the  Government  could  take  upon  them- 
selves to  declare  that  this  law  should  nut 
be  eanied  into  effloet. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  some 
consideration  ought  to  be  given  to  tbe  univer- 
sal expression  of  disapprobation  by  the  colo- 
nies of  the  present  system  of  transportation. 

LoBB  NAAS  said,  that  all  the  colonies, 
with  the  exception  of  Australia,  having  de- 
cidedly declared  against  the  rAc^ption  of 
convicts,  and  the  people  at  home  being 
equally  unwilling  to  retain  them,  he  saw 
no  alternative  but  to  create  new  convict 
settlements  in  Australia. 

Mu.  EWAKT  said,  that  on  ono  occa- 
sion he  wont  with  a  deputation  to  the  lato 
Colonial  Secretary  on  the  subject  of  trans- 
portation to  Van  Diem^*s  lland,  and  he 
was  deeply  struck  with  an  observation 
which  was  mado  by  one  of  the  deputation, 
which  was  this,  that  be  had  a  wife  and  Ave 
children  in  Van  Biemen's  Land;  bat  rather 
than  they  should  continue  exposed  to  tlie 
contamination  of  tho  convict  system,  he 
would  see  them  all  dead  at  his  feet.  He 
(Mr.  Ewart)  coincided  with  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Hume)  so  far  as  Van  Biemen's  Land 
was  concerned;  but  be  wouhl  !jo  ftirthfr 
and  say,  that  as  a  general  principle,  they 
ought  not  to  concentrate  tlie  poison  of 
transportation  in  any  one  colony.  At  tbe 
same  time,  while  he  was  anxious  for  the 
purity  of  our  colonics,  hn  felt  bound  to  con- 
sider tbe  welfare  of  our  owu  country,  and 
he  confessed  he  looked  forward  with  some 
anxioty  to  the  futuGe  for  some  means  of 
disposing  of  our  convicts  by  transportation, 
which  he  had  always  lield  was  tho  only 
sound  system  for  correcting  tho  crimiuai, 
aa  well  as  puntsbmg  crime.  The  present 
Minister  of  tho  Interior  of  France,  M. 
Leon  Faucber  had  also  expressed  liis  opin- 
ion in  favour  of  tho  system  of  deportation. 
It  vraa  only  within  the  last  two  months 
that  a  Commission,  appointed  in  France, 
had  reported  upon  a  nmilar  subject — tho 
deportation  of  their  criminals  to  Algiers. 

Mb.  HUME  said,  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
John  Bossell),  who  bad  appealed  to  him, 
wodd  recoUeot  that,  wb«n  tbe  Qoremmenl 
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Jiscoutiuued  transporUtiou,  be  (Mr.  Hume) 
objeeted  to  it  u  impolitia;  but  yet  be 
was  of  opinion  that,  if  continued,  it 
ought  to  bo  continued  on  a  eystem  that 
would  satisfy  the  colonies.    The  system, 
bowever,  as  it  bad  been  eondaetod  hy 
the  various  Govemon,  was  such  that  the 
colunles  were  driven  to  ilctcrmlnc  tlicy  would 
receive  no  more.    When  the  wAAa  Lord 
denied  that  Earl  Grey  had  broken  faith 
with  tbe  colomeB,  he  (Mr.  Home)  would 
uy  no  more  till  he  had  read  Earl  Grey's 
letter,  and  the  resolution  of  the  colonists. 
Speaking  of  the  reformation  of  criminals  iu 
prisons,  having  no  faith  in  it  himself,  ho 
nad  visited  the  prisona  peraonaUy,  bad  in- 
quired at  the  governors  of  those  places  the 
opinion  thoy  entertained  of  their  efficiency 
iu  that  way,  and  he  had  heard  tbe  opinion 
of  fire  of  the  oMest  eldermen  in  London— 
[  Laughter] — hon.  Gentlemen  might  laugh 
if  they  pleased,  but  five  uf  the  oldest  ami 
most  experienced  of  the  pJilormcn  hud  de- 
clared that  tbe  result  ui  tiieir  cxporieuce 
was,  that  no  rdbnnation  eoidd  be  effeeted 
by  prison  oonfiuement.    Ho  complained  of 
the  GovernTncnt  sending  out  1,500  convicts 
and  throwiug  them  upon  au  infant  colony 
who  bad  f»rtaed  a  le^ue  to  protect  them- 
seWes  against  the  injnstiee  <h  the  Colonial 
Office.    If  the  Government  would  give  a 
pledge  not  to  send  these  convicts  to  Van 
Piemen's  Land,  he  would  not  oppose  the 
Vote;  but  be  woold  not  agree  to  tbe  grant 
of  a  single  shilUng  for  the  purpose,  under 
present  eircumstance8»  of  sending  Gonvicts 
to  Australia. 

Captain  HARRIS  begged  to  read,  in 
support  of  a  statemttit  he  bad  previonslv 
made,  the  following  passage  from  a  spee<m 
delivered  by  Earl  Grey  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  on  the  5th  of  March,  1847  : — 

"  Tlicrc  is  .mother  Bil!— the  Prison  Bill — before 
us,  intimntcty  cuiin.vted  with  it,  of  which  I  uball 
also  move  the  m'-coiuI  reading  this  •vvoiiig,  but 
which  is  iK't  in  itself  nf  vfry  much  more  import- 
ance, lu  wliule  obj''(-  l  IS  U»  Uiakc  a  cliuiige,  aud 
I  believe  i\  very  necessary  change,  in  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  governing  bodies  of  three  natiounl  pri- 
sons of  Pontonvillo,  MiUbank,  and  Parkhurst.  But 
though  those  two  measures  are  not  in  thoni!«olvfs 
of  any  very  groat  importaooe,  X  ttiink  it  is  right 
that,  in  nonng  the  weeoxtA  nadiiif  ef  tlut  Dill,  I 
shuuM  f  .iU  ycnir  Lor  l-^liii''*'  attention  to  tliowholo 
subject  of  secondary  punishments ;  for  this  reason, 
that  theee  an  tlw  only  meMom  of  » leflifaitivw 
kind  which  it  is  necessary  for  Go  v<  mm  cut  at  pre- 
sent to  introduce  to  Parliament  iu  carryiug  into 
effect  a  chanifo  in  the  policy  of  the  country  with 
rrv:pcct  to  puiiiisiiiiK'iits  (if  ;i  vi  ry  iiupoi'tant  kimf. 
That  ctiango  is  of  no  IfbS  extent  t!i.in  .1  virtn.il 
aboUtioa  of  the  qrstani  of  tmnsporution,  vrhich 
haa  so  many  yean  pmailid  ludfir  dtfteent 

Mr,  Mutae 


{LOEDS} 

g^uIatioQs  and  modifications  as  a  mode  of  pmirik* 
nent."   [3  Hamard,  xc.  898.] 

From  that  extract  it  would  appear  tlmt  ho 
(Captain  Harris)  had  not  exaggerated  what 
was  sud  by  the  noble  Earl. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  saw  a  charge  for 
religious  instruction  on  hoard  the  convict 
ships,  and  wished  to  know  if  provision  was 
made  for  all  denominations  of  religion,  or 
whether  in  a  ease  where  the  majority  on 
board  were  Roman  CathoUca,  while  thej 
were  nJcquatoly  provided  for,  no  proTiaion 
was  made  fur  other  sects  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLB  aaid, 
tbat  when  the  great  majority  of  eonvieta 
were  Roman  Catholics,  chaplains  were  ap- 
pointed; hut  where  there  was  only  a  small 
number  of  persons  professing  a  difcrcnt  re- 
ligion on  board,  it  was  impossible  to  find 
chaplains  for  every  ditTen  nt  creed. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ay«a  98; 
Xoes  9  :  Majority  89. 
\'ota  agreed  to;  as  was 
(15.)  183,0301.  Convict  EataUiabmenta. 
House  resumed:  Reaolntiona  to  be 
ported  To-tnorrott\ 

The  House  adjoumetl  at  One  o'clock. 
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ATTOENIES  AND  SOUCITORS  RSOULA- 
TION  ACT  A2IENDMENT  BILL. 

Tbe  Mahqubss  of  CLANRICARDE,  in 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
oht^tirvc'd  that  it  was  introduced  for  tbe 
purpose  of  to  the  graduates  and 

students  in  the  Queen's  Colleges  in  Ire- 
land the  same  advantages  and  privileges 
which  were  enjoyed  hy  the  students  and 
graduates  iu  the  EngUsh  Universities  with 
regard  to  their  admission  aa  attorneys  in 
the  Courts  of  Common  Law,  and  as  solici- 
tors in  the  Court  01  Chancery.  He  could 
not  refer  to  the  Queen's  Col!e|:re9  in  Ire- 
land without  congratulating  their  Lord- 
ships  on  the  great  suooess  with  whicb  theiy 
had  been  attended*  notwithstanding  taa 
severe  ami  selfish  opposition  to  whifdi  thqf 
had  been  exposed. 

LoKD  MOKTKAGLE  joinod  hm  noble 
Friend  in  his  eongratulations  to  thnr  Lord- 
ships, lie  condemned,  in  strong  terms, 
the  lesolutiona  of  the  Synod  oC  Xhurlot 
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atjainst  these  Colieges,  but  observed,  that 
so  strong  had  been  the  opposition  which 
tiwj  InI  met  with  fimn  a  Jarge  portion  of 
liie  Boman  Catholic  cler^»  that  remon- 
Btrances  against  the  decision  eoroe  to  by 
tbe  Synod,  and  in  favour  of  mixed  educa- 
tion, signed  by  many  hundred  persons, 
olMgy  as  well  as  laf,  had  been  amtreMed 
to  the  Sec  of  Rome  ;  and  these  protests 
were  so  strong  that  the  hishops  had  not 
reotnred  to  forward  them  to  Kome4 

Bflt  feed  2*»  aoeording  to  Order,  and 
cmmitUd  to  a  Oommittee  ti  the  whole 
Hmm. 

LODCUKO-HOtrSES  BILL. 
The  Sarl  of  SHAPTBSBURT  then 
atofedthe  Second  Heading  of  this  Bil1»  and 
in  ?Q  doing  said  that  he  felt  that  it  would 
be  ncee^ry  for  him  to  detain  their  Lord- 
dups  for  some  two  or  three  minutes  by 
MBM  prdiminarj  obeenrationB*  not  bo  mueh 
to  prove  the  existctice  of  a  great  sooiid 
mischief,  as  to  explain  and  justify  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  remedy  which  he  proposed  to 
Apply  to  it.  But  first  he  must  give  them 
MOM  no^n  of  the  present  state  of  things, 
and  that  could  not  bo  done  without  a  state- 
ment of  details  ;  but  as  their  Lordships 
bad  ahvady  passed  a  Bill  for  the  regulation 
efMmnmn  aoittee,  he  thonght  that  tiiey 
■qlttheapttnid  Ihe  most  pratneted  and 
^i?j*nsting  particulars.  The  mcas\irc  •^vliioh 
he  had  then  to  propose  was  intended  prin- 
eipallv  for  what  might  be  termed  the  sta- 
wxary  population*  "  The  migratory  popu- 
lation was  that  which  chiefly  resorted  to 
the  common  hnTii^r".  Trhil«t  tho  stationary 
^olation  was  that  which  resided  in  our 
Mi)p  towns,  and  spread  themselves  orer 
Ml  in  ililbreDt  directions.  It  was  to  im» 
proTc  the  condition  of  the  latter  population 
that  he  now  introduced  this  Bill ;  and  to 
^ve  them  seme  slight  notion  of  the  condi- 
tioa  ia  which  that  popnlation  was,  erea  in 
the  most  favourable  view  which  could  be 
taken  of  it,  he  would  read  to  their  Lord- 
sbips  a  return,  which  had  beeu  made  to  I 
the  Statistical  Society,  at  the  instanoe  of 
his  noUe  Friend  (the  Bail  of  Harrowhj),  in 
1342.  The  result  of  an  inqmstien  made 
i>J  that  soeie^  in  that  jear  was  as  fol- 
lowi: — 

"  Total  &Tnilie8  inspeoted,  1,465  ;  total  rooms 
vltolc,  2,174 ;  mmn;  one  room  for  whole 
JuiinT,        ;  two  ronniH,  40,s  ;  throe  ditto,  'J  l ;  ] 
^  ditto,  17;  five  ditto,  8 ;  six  ditto.  4 ;  soveu 
1 ;  eisht  dkto,  1 ;  rsmshdag  thtss  <sot 
MMrtaiDed/" 

M  «M  %  umgle  of  the  Mdition  in 


which  the  ]ioj)iihifTon  lived  in  one  of  tlie 
wealthiest  parishes  m  the  motropolis  ;  but 
what  mnst  be  the  state  of  thiM  in  its 
less  favoured  dtstricts,  such  as  Whitecha* 
pel,  Sliorcditcb,  St.  Luke's,  Siiitalfjelds, 
and  others  which  he  could  easily  name  ? 
The  return  which  he  had  just  read  to  their 
Lordships  showed'  that  929  families  were 
sleeping  in  one  room.    He  would  say  no- 
thing of  the  cases  in  which  they  would  find 
two,  three,  or  four  families  residing  in  tlmnQ 
single  rooms.    He  wonld  say  nothing  of 
their  condition,  nothing  of  the  want  of 
fresh  air,  nothing  of  the  contaminated 
character  of  the  room,  nothing  of  the  pri- 
vies for  several  hundreds,  nothing  of  tho 
want  of  water,  nothing  of  the  want  of 
drainage,  nothing  of  the  vast  mass  of  filth» 
nnthing  of  the  neglect  of  tho  authorities, 
and  of  tho  helplessness  of  tho  people,  no- 
thing of  tho  want  of  everything  that  was 
necessary  to  the  comfort  and  hwth  of  the 
wretched  inmates  of  these  miserable  dens. 
Ho  confessed  that  ho  should  like  to  detain 
their  Lordships  with  details  on  these  points, 
in  order  that  he  might  impress  on  th«r 
minds  how  dreadfid  the  real  state  of  things- 
was,  and  how  nccessarv  it  -(vas  fi  r  thera  to 
apply  to  it  an  immediate  roincdy.  For 
this  was  not  a  state  of  things  applying  only 
to  that  great  metropclie-^it  applied  also 
to  the  small  towns  and  yillages  scattered 
over  this  cTf*^!^*  country.    Their  Lordships 
would  find  tliat  even  worse  things  than 
these  were  revealed  to  them  by  tbe  ravages 
of  disease.    It  was  the  ravages  of  the 
cholera  which  first  revealed  these  rotten 
parts  of  our  8y8t«'m,      it  would  do  again, 
if  we  did  not  previously  provide  a  reoiedy 
against  them.    He  requested  their  Lord* 
sUps  just  to  let  him  state  what  were  the 
secrets  which  the  cholera  revealed  to  us. 
Let  not  their  Lordships  run  away  with  the 
notiuu  that  our  villages,  so  beautiful  to  the 
passers-by,  were  fnU  of  Arcadian  simpli- 
city and  parity.    Ko  such  thing  ;  in  such 
villao'es  were  the  most  oHensivi?  localities 
that  could  be  found.    It  was  true  that  no 
remedy  had  yet  beeu  provided  for  the  evils 
whidi  prevailed  there^fbr  this  Bill  only 
applied  to  cities  and  1)oroughs  which,  ac- 
cording to  the  last  census,  had-  a  popula- 
tion of  10,000  inhabitants.    Ue  would  just 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  Hovse  two 
instances  winch  showed  that  in  onr  villages 
there  was  a  state  of  things  which  of  itself 
was  sufficient  to  breed  a  pestilence  through- 
out the  United  Kingdom,    i^'irst  of  all,  ho 
wonld  hffing  nndereonsidevadoiithe  pictore 
of  liitdumii  aa  agriooltvnl  viUaga  in  the 
M  Z 
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county  of  Norfolk,  with  »  population  not 
much  exceeding  500  inWlitenU.  This 
was  the  report  of  the  inspeeton  of  pt^a- 
looB  pUoeH  in  that  dittriet : — 

"  During  tlic  prevaloucc  of  the  Inte  epidotnic 
ebolera,  about  ono-ftflh  of  tbo  iobabitaou  wcro 
Attaek^,  mnd  tbedmttn  in  tme  month  wm  8.8 
por  cent  of  the  whole  pryml  inon.  On  cxaminin;^ 
tbe  patients  wbose  Utcs  liud  been  spam],  I  fuuud 
tbem,  with  Muunodf  na  «xception>  in  a  state  of 
great  physical  prostmtion.  Four  or  five  years 
previously  the  ▼iUagc  was  afflicted  witli  typhus  ; 
tlie  ttme  hoaSM  were  reoently  attacked  with 
cholera,  and  only  about  five  weeks  before  my  in- 
quiry influen&a  was  so  prevalent  as  to  seiie  al- 
uoatuiiifenHdly  naa  and  beaat.*' 

But  eren  tins  deaeriptioii  wu  Bofthiog  to 
that  given  of  another  village  in  the  same 
county  of  Norfolk — ho  moant  the  villaorcof 
Nordelf.  It  was  well  worthy  the  atten- 
tion of  their  Lordships  :~ 

"There  is  no  kind  ofdrainairc  in  the  place  ;  the 
houses  are  small,  unvcntilatod,  dark,  damp,  and 
dilapidated ;  tbe  floors  are  of  bnok,  uneren,  bro- 
k«o,  and  ftill  «f  eavitiw ;  tha  ffoob  decayed,  un- 
safe, and  abounding'  with  holes  ;  the  rooni3  are 
inconvenient,  comfortless,  and  filthy  iu  the  ex- 
treme :  pis^tyes  and  privie«»  in  the  fenlest  eon- 
dition,  are  situated  within  a  few  feet  of  bed- 
nlaces,  in  which  I  saw  many  patients  in  cholera, 
lying  fliiTeloiKMt  in  the  disgusting  effium  from 
tbt  sarroonding  abominatiom." 

Sneh  was  the  report  of  the  inspector. 
Now,  let  their  Lordships  mark  the  rosult, 
*•  There  were  52  cases  of  cholera  among  a 
population  of  150."  Fifty  cases  of  cho- 
lera ill  the  small  popvlotioii  of  this  village! 
Wliy,  it  swept  away  one-third  of  its  whole 
population.  What  would  their  LoHships 
have  felt  if  such  a  rate  of  mortality  had 
occurred  m  that  metropolis?  Whv,  it 
would  have  carried  off  no  loss  tiun  700,000 
of  the  inhabitants  of  London.  BfOrything 
was  (lone  which  could  be  done  to  check, 
the  ravages  of  that  pestilence.  And  mark 
tiie  reooU : — 


**  After  the  cleansing  operations,  commenoed 
on  the  7th  of  December,  only  four  additional  cases 
of  obolera  occurred,  U^^etber  with  a  few  cases 
of  diarrhcea,  that  weto  amsted  in  the  very 


That  was  the  sUte  of  things  in  a  small 

parish,  arising  entirnly  nut  of  the  lamen- 
table domiciliary  condition  of  its  residents. 
Now,  there  was,  at  no  great  distance  from 
the  splendid  chiunher  in  whieh  their  Lord- 
ships were  then  sitting,  a  wretched  pro> 
cinct,  which  they  would  do  well  to  see 
with  their  own  eyes,  as  he  had  done,  be- 
fore they  returned  home  that  evening — it 
was  Chureh-lane.  in  the  parish  St.  John. 
Westminster.    lie  had  sclecled  tiiis  pa- 


rish  from  the  report  to  which  he  had  ai- 
rcHidy  nfsrred,  and  he  would  read  to 
their  Lordships  a  snmiiiafy  of  hi  eoa> 

dition : — 

"  Church-lane. — A  picture  in  detail  of  human 
wretchedness,  filth,  and  brutal  degradation,  in 
these  wretched  dwellings,  all  ages  and  both  eem, 
fathers  and  daughters,  mothers  and  sons,  frown- 
up  brothers  and  sisters,  tbo  sick,  dying,  and  dead 
are  herded  together.** 

Ho  could  say,  from  his  own  knowledge, 

that  this  was  no  exaggerated  picture  of 
the  condition  of  tbe  district;  but  the  SOni> 
mary  went  ou  as  follgwa : — 

"Take  an  instanoe: — House,  No.  2,  ai«e  of 
room,  14  fbefeleng,  18lbei  hroad,  six  feet  bigb; 
rent  8f .  for  two  nrfim«i  per  week — undcr-n-nt,  3d. 
a  night  for  each  adult.  Number  of  fanuiies,  J— 
eight  males  above  20;  five  females  above  20; 
four  males  under  20;  five  females  under  M; 
to  til,  22  souls.  Landlady  receives  18«.  a  wMk 
—thus  a  elaar  proat  of  Ite.   Stale  of  leeHi 

filthy." 

Not  to  detain  tbnir  Lordships  longer,  he 
would  now  give  them  the  final  sumoiary  of 
their  inspector,  who  had  visited  161  places 
and  distnets,  eontaining  an  aggregate  popo- 
lation  of  1,912,000  mniIb.    His  statement 
wa.s,  that  the  reports  were  uniform  on  this 
point,  that  the  condition  of  the  domtdles 
of  the  labouring  peasantry  was  sodi  as  he 
had  described  it.    Lot  their  Lordships 
next  consider  the  consequences  which  were 
almost  certain  to  result  from  such  a  melan- 
choly description  of  affairs;  and,  first,  with 
regard  to  the  physical  condition  el  ti»e 
people.    You  could  not  enter  into  their 
habitations  without    srrinpf  tbo  physical 
degradation  ^rliicli  it  j>i-[)l1uccJ.     AU  the 
persona  who  had  faiuted  under  the  dis- 
gusting atroosphero  which  thej  had  to 
breathe  whilst  inspecting  their  tenements 
— all  who  could  bear  testimony  by  per- 
sonal experience  to  the  deleterious  miasma 
which  reigned  within  them,  concurred  in 
stating  that  they  could  enter  fiillr  mto  the 
feelings  of  those  who  occupied  them;  for 
tboy  tborasclves  had  felt  the  same  neces- 
sity tor  some  stimulus  to  support  exhaust- 
ed nature  which  tho  inmates  lelt  The 
depression  of  strsogth  and  eneigy  vhidi 
was  there  produced  created  a  strong  pro- 
pensity for  intoxicating  drinks.  Fever 
was  never  absent  from  such  abodes.  Hon- 
dreds  and  thousands  were  atraeh  hy  it» 
and  hecame  easy  subjects  for  cholera,  or 
any  other  epidemic.    It  was  a  mclancbolir 
fact,  that  in  such  place.s  fever  selected  for  its 
attacks  the  heads  of  families,  and  not  only 
the  heads  of  families,  hut  all  who  were  i« 
the  prime  of  Ui^  and  were  the  fiiihen  aad 
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mothers  of  healthy  children.  That  fact 
ma  elearij  esUbliahed  bj  the  records  of 
oar  fever  ho^taia;  and  in  the  returns 

from  those  e^ta^ilishmcnts  their  Lordships 
woaki  find  that  tho  greatest  mortality  from 
fever  always  prevailed  among  the  most 
ngorous  patients.  From  a  eourt  adjoining 
way's  Ion  Lane,  in  a  space  not  larger  than 
tbp  chamber  in  which  he  was  then  speak- 
lag,  84  cases  had  been  8ont  to  the  Fever 
Uospital  since  February  laiit,  and  more 
mm  ware  itill  going.  CeoU  their  Lord- 
8b!;»  Boppote  thai  theee  phjaieal  evils 
produced  no  mi-^chiovous  moral  conse- 
qaeoces  ?  He  was  sorry  to  have  to  inform 
mm  tint  they  produced  the  most  fatal 
anl  deadly  consequences.  They  generated 
hibits  of  drinking — they  led  to  the  over- 
tlirow  of  decency.  Every  function  of  na- 
ture was  performed  in  public — there  was 
MieliraDeat  for  any  purpoee  tiiere  was 
■tdonntic  ed  LI  cat  ion — nay,  edaeation  it- 
self was  useless,  if  children  returned  to 
their  homes  to  unlearn  hy  example  wimt 
tkjf  had  learned  by  precept.  lie  grieved 
tonfleet  that  in  these  dens  there  eoald  be 
BO  doowBtio  truning  of  that  deaeription 
which  was  more  valuable  tlinn  any  other 
tnioiiig — the  training  of  tho  mother;  and 
dttt  the  want  of  such  domestic  training 
eould  not  be  compeoaated  by  any  ajBtctn 
of  public  education  which  could  be  devised. 
Tlsis  ho  mvr  daily.  Ho  had,  as  roany  of 
tkur  Lordships  periiaps  knew,  been  for 
woe  tune  eoiuMcted  with  the  ragged 
tell  I  K  recently  eetabHahed  in  the  metro- 
polis. Most  of  tho  ragged  children  whom 
ihej  saw  abotit  the  streets  attended  those 
ichools,  and  nut,  be  trusted,  without  beue- 
tL  A  young  boy  or  gurl  reeetwed  there 
■H&l  Immiis;  but  they  returned  to  the 
»ti!rle  room,  in  which  six  families  might 
he  residing,  without  any  regard  to  the 
mtraiots  which  were  necessary  for 
<^  locial,  moral,  and  itligions  Vie,  and 
tlicjloet  in  one  hour  all  the  decent  im- 
Jffessions  which  they  had  gained  in  the 
previous  six.  Until  this  source  of  evil 
vwe  mofed,  all  jonr  hepes  to  improve 
the  morals  ot  yont  people,  aU  jour  efforts 
to  give  them  a  useful  and  religious  cduca- 
two,  wiii  be  vain.  You  must  stop  this 
tding  fountain  of  disaster,  ii  you  would 
*W7  into  exeentiMi  the  benevoleiit  and 
prondent  views  wliidi  yon,  in  common 
*iih  all  who  have  property  to  protect,  en- 
tertaio  towards  the  lower  classes.  There 
We  other  consequences  from  this  state  of 
Aiop  to  wbiob  lha  wuhed  to  call  the  afc. 


its  financial  consequences.  It  was  clear 
to  him  that  a  great  port  of  the  pressure  on 
the  poor-rates  was  produced  by  the  con- 
dition to  which  the  people  were  reduced  by 
their  habits  of  into-Tication,  and  by  the 
fever  which  always  raged  in  their  dwel- 
lings, owing  to  the  canaes  he  had  already 
assigned.  Thousands  of  widows  and  or- 
phans, deprived  of  their  iintural  protectors 
in  this  manner,  were  yenriy  carried  to  t!io 
poorhouse,  and  there  bccamo  a  pennaiicnt 
charge  On  tiie  xates,  or  dee  were  supported 
by  private  diaiities.  He  would  give  an 
instance  of  the  working  of  this  part  of  tho 
system.  During  the  prevalence  of  the 
cholera  it  was  reported  to  the  Sanitary 
Board,  that  theiv  was  a  eourt  near  Chia* 
wick  in  such  a  crowded  and  filthy  con- 
dition, that  if  the  cholera  broke  out  there, 
its  ravages  must  be  deplorable.  Mr.  Grain- 
ger brought  the  cue  under  ovr  notice. 
We  told  Uie  parish  authorities  to  remove 
from  that  court  some  of  i]\r  fainillcs  re- 
siding in  it;  for  we  ^v;iriicil  them  tiiat,  if 
they  did  not,  and  the  cholera  ravaged 
it,  the  resolta  would  be  meet  danger- 
ous.  Within  three  days  after  we  had 
given  that  notice,  the  cholera  did  hrevik  out 
there.  It  seized,  like  fever,  on  the  heads 
of  the  families.  In  one  day  several  died, 
and  fourteen  children  were  in  consequence 
carried  to  tho  public  workhouse  to  become 
a  permanent  cliarge  on  tho  poor-rates, 
when  the  expenditure  of  IQl,  in  the  first 
instaoee  might  have  rescued  the  pariflk 
from  farther  eipenae,  and  have  saved  the 
lives  of  their  parents.  He  was  quite  sure, 
from  calculations  which  be  had  made  \s  it  li 
his  two  excellent  friends,  Mr.  Chadwick 
and  Dr.  Southwood  Smith,  that  if  the 
sanitary  condition  of  our  towns  should  bo 
improved  necordiTig  to  the  plans  which 
they  superintended  and  suggested,  within 
ten  years  from  this  time  the  poor-rates 
would  he  reduced  to  one-third  of  theur  pre- 
sent amount.  It  was  a  partial  endeavour 
to  meet  tbis  state  of  things  that  induced 
him  to  propound  a  measure,  founded  on  a 
principle  already  recognised  hy  thdr  Lord- 
ships in  the  Baths  and  Wasbbouses  Act. 
Let  it  he  observed,  in  the  first  place,  that 
tho  Bill  was  permissive,  and  not  compul- 
sory ;  and,  in  tho  second,  that  it  was 
founded  on  the  assumption  that  such  msti' 
tutions  as  those  wliich  he  was  then  about 
to  propose  were  altogether  reninnerntive, 
selt-supporting,  replacing  both  principal 
and  interest,  without  anything  of  an  elee- 
mosynary chaiaoter  alwut  them.  He 


totmcl  tiidr  IiOKdihipe»  and  those  were  irouid  jusi  fumidi  their  Lordshqpe  with 
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iastaoco  of  tbo  mode  in  which  a  similar 
•xperimeiii  had  been  tested  by  cxperienee. 
Ho  was  oonnectod  with  a  society  for  ame- 
liorating the  situation  of  the  labouring 
classcf ,  and  for  improving  their  domiciliary 
condition.  That  society  had  proceeded  on 
Ubis  prinetple,  tbat  it  was  Impossible  to 
improve  their  domiciliary  condition  unless 
they  could  be  made  to  study  their  own 
interests.  We  constructed,  therefore, 
'  houses  of  eveiy  deseription ;  we  tried 
houaea  of  eveiy  sort — from  those  contain- 
ing only  rooms  enough  for  one  family  to 
the  largo  barrack,  in  which  several  fami- 
lies, with  two  or  three  rooms  each,  reside 
wider  tiie  same  roof.  In  every  instanoe 
we  have  found  our  outlay  remunerative. 
We  hare  expended  in  building,  and  in  im- 
proving and  adapting  existing  houses, 
23,000^.;  and  the  net  result,  deducting  all 
ineideatal  expensea  for  &e.,  are- 

ngea  6  per  eeiit,  or  5|  per  eent  on  tbe 
new  buildings,  and  12  per  cf»nt  upon  the 
old.  And  all  this  we  have  done  at  rents 
sever  more,  and  sometimes  less,  than  what 
waa  pud  for  the  most  scanty  and  fool  ac- 
commodation. Look  at  the  average  rent 
paid  in  Snow's  iients,  Westminster,  a  vile 
place,  where  In  1844  it  was  2s.  4^<i.  per 
week  per  room.  Look  at  tbe  apartments 
occupied  by  the  London  Dook  labourers, 
for  which  they  paid  an  average  rental  of 
35.  a  week,  altbough  nothing  eould  exceed 
the  iilth  which  polluted  them.  lu  many 
lodging  houses  nom  1«.  6A  to  3«.  *  week 
was  paid  for  a  nngle  bed,  sevcml  sleeping 
in  the  same  room,  wanting  in  everything 
like  comfort  and  cleanliness.  There  was 
one  remark  whioh  he  had  made  before, 
and  whioh  he  would  Tenture  to  repeat 
then 

"  It  had  been  wid  tbat  an  increase  of  rent  was 
a  conaeqimioe  which  the  working  peo^  would 
not  be  able  to  bear.  AMmnini^  an  tnevMUc,  be 

was  convinced  that  they  would  l»o  al»lc  to  bear  it 
from  tbo  greater  hcaltli  tbey  t-njoyed,  a&d  tbe 
greatsr  SCtlTiif  and  diligence  they  would  bo  able 
to  bestow  OB  their  worii/' 

Sni^sing,  for  the  sake  of  argoneBt,  ihat 
what  be  now  propoaad.  would  lead  to  the 
payment  of  an  inerea.««ed  rent  by  the  work- 
ing  men,  he  thought  he  could  show  tbat 
thej  would  he  enabled  to  bear  such  in- 
crease; for,  living  in  unwholesome  dwel- 
lings, thov  Inst  about  tbirtv  days  by  ill 
health  in  every  year,  and,  putting  tbe  loss 
at  1^.  6c2.  a  day,  the  lusa  by  the  year  was 
45s.,  and  wbeii  they  rsmoTed  nom  mi- 
wholesome  to  hettw  regulated  lodgbgs, 
their  health  was  grcatlj  improToi.  lie 

The  Horl  o/  She^teOw^ 


should  never  forget  the  remarli.  made  by 
a  woman,  who,  having  removed  to  one  of 
the  improved  lodging  houses,  observed  that 
it  was  a  blessed  thing  to  dwell  there,  for 
by  the  wages  she  earned  she  now  wa«  en- 
abled to  Uvo,  Uiough  she  norcr  could  do  so 
before.  He  eould  not  give  a  better  proof 
of  the  advantages  resulting  to  the  poor 
people  from  the  improved  air,  drainage, 
and  comfort  in  their  lodgmgs,  than  bj 
stating  the  faet,  that  when  iSbm  aholera 
was  ra^ng  in  Churcb-laoe,  there  was  not 
a  single  case  of  sickness  in  the  great  lodg- 
ing house,  which  was  as  near  to  Cburch-lane 
as  ho  was  to  the  woolsack  at  that  moment. 
This  waa  ■  not  merelj  the  ease  with*  the 
lodging  houseahdoDging  to  thesodety  with 
which  he  was  connected,  but  an  equally 
favourable  account  might  be  given  \\\ih 
respect  to  all  the  model  lodging  houses  iu 
London.  He  had  ebowa  that  the  establiob- 
mcnts  such  as  he  proposed  to  eneeuraga 
by  the  present  Bill  were  remuuerattve,  and 
fully  paid  their  expenses,  repaying  both 
principal  and  Interest.  The  operation  of 
the  Bill  would,  in  the  first  instanee*  bo 
liniittMl  to  boroughs  and  parishes  not  hav- 
ing less  than  a  population  of  10,000  per- 
sons; and  it  was  provided  that  the  council 
of  any  IxM'ough  might  adopt  the  Aet,  the 
expense  to  be  charged  on  the  horon^ 
fund;  that,  on  the  requisition  of  ten  rnt'^- 
payers,  churchwardens  might  convene  a 
vestry  to  determine  whether  the  Act  should 
be  adopted;  but  the  Reeehrtiona  were  not 
to  be  deemed  carried  unless  twe-thirda 
vi  fofl  for  them;  that,  when  the  Act  wag 
adopted,  the  vestry  should  appoiut  com- 
missioners for  carrying  the  same  into  effect, 
and  that  the  overseers  should  le^,  as  part 
of  the  poor-rate,  such  sums  as  the  vestry 
should  deem  necessary;  that  yestries  of 
two  or  more  parishes  might  concur;  that 
town*eo4md1a  and  eommissiotien  migbt 
erect  lodging  booses,  or  adapt  buildiiu^a^ 
or  purchase  existing  hotipes;  that  if  lodg- 
ing bouses  were  considered  unnecessary, 
or  too  expensive,  they  might  be  &o\fd  with 
the  approval  of  the  Treaaunr;  timt  tke 
eounoil  and  eommissioaera  might  make  hjw 
laws,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  Then  came  a  provision 
which  was  necessary  to  prevent  abuse,  and 
it  was  to  the  effect  that  no  persoa  rec^vhsf^ 
parochial  relief  should  be  a  tenant  of  thea^ 
lodging  houses,  oTcopt  tbe  rolief  was  given 
on  account  of  accident  or  temporary  illness. 
The  Bill  waa  guardod  in  eveiy  respect 
against  tbe  probahiiilgr  of  jobbing,  mad 
againat  iti  beitig  eonveited  Jiito  akwweaj* 
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mrj  uses,  which  would  entirely  dcstroj 
die  f^jeei  hi  Tieir.  A  too  r»pia  and  too 
gBoeral  adoption  of  the  Bill  was  also 
gtiarded  against,  and  it  liad  t!iis  nrlvan- 
tagc,  that  if  faulty  it  coukl  not  bo  widoly 
»read,  as  one  or  two  failures  would  utterly 
cneek  its  opnation.  The  BHl  violated  no 
pindple,  mti  merely  enabled  a  locality  to 
froriuc  what  a  labouring  man  could  not 
Itoride  for  himself.  Thoro  wcrr  reasons 
vhy  this  undertaking  should  not  be  left 
to  priratc  speeolators.  First  of  a11»  they 
Araak  Tory  much  from  it,  because  it  re- 
^jiired  a  great  deal  more  care  and  super- 
T'e'..n  than  any  private  indiindual  was  in- 
clined to  bestow  on  it,  and,  moreover,  pri- 
Tate  speculators  had  a  tendency  to  havo 
leoonne  to  small,  nairow,  and  confined 
howes;  for  there  was  no  donht  that  snch 
iwttscs,  without  having  any  arrangements 
for  decency  and  comfort,  gave  a  much 
larger  profit  than  constractions  on  the 
||yi  sseh  as  lie  proposed,  and  such  as 
were,  in  his  opinion,  indispensable  for  the 
c^nfort  and  decency  of  the  population.  Tn 
proof  of  the  enormous  profits  yielded  by 
reij  small  houses,  ho  mentioned  an  in- 
sbHwe  of  a  boose  belonging  to  tiie  society 
intb  vUeh  he  was  eonne^ed,  and  which 
tlscT  now  kept  as  a  mere  curiosity.  That 
ioDse,  notwithstanding  every  moans  of  com- 
fart  and  decency  were  afforded  in  it  eoni- 
fsnd  wftb  otber  booses  of  the  same  size, 
idaned  SO  per  eent  on  the  outlay.  What, 
ften,  mnst  oe  the  profit  made  by  those 
*hfy,  liavin;i  a  lar^jc  number  of  thcfc 
small  houses,  took  from  the  inmates  the 
MBe  amoont  of  renty  witboat  giTing  any- 
f^f  IWc  the  same  accommodation  as  the 
«-c>iv  he  belonnred  to?  There  were  at 
prv?c!:t  a  Tast  number  of  gchemes  for  the 
imprvrrement  of  the  working  classes,  and 
be  Mt  assnred  that  those  olasses  would,  if 
As  epportanity  was  affor&d  them,  also 
rnjr^ve  themselves.  The  concurrent  tcs- 
iiii'  ny  of  all  persons  conversant  with  the 
^bits  of  the  people  went  to  show  that  the 
inprofemeat  of  their  donoetliary  condition 
iTYcnicd  all  those  frightfid  pictores  which 
be  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  present  to  their 
Lordships.  On  this  subject  also  he  might 
l>ring  to  bear  the  testimony  of  foreign  na- 
fbM.  Helmew  no  one  sobjeet  which  bad 
Si  nmbh  ezdied  the  interest  of  fbrsign 
nations  as  that  of  the  erection  and  manacre- 
meot  of  lodfnng  houses  for  the  people. 
Their  Lordships  would  be  surprised  to 
Issr  of  Ae  amonnt  of  eoirespondence 
iAoA  had  proceeded  from  all  parts  of 
"~     fi  from  Fans,  Qenimiiy»  Spain, 


Italy,  and  also  from  the  United  States, 
asking  for  plans.  He  could  assure  tbeir 
Lordships  that  not  a  few  of  the  foreigners 
who  arrived  here  to  see  the  Crystal  Palace, 
came  to  him  dcsirin:^  to  ho  taken  round  to 
those  establishments  formed  for  the  benefit 
of  the  working  classes;  and  they  expressed 
their  opinion  that  nothing  was  more  satis- 
factory, or  more  fall  of  promise  for  tlio 
wellhcing  of  this  country,  than  the  eflforts 
made  for  the  advantage  of  the  working 
people,  more  particolariy  in  that  particu- 
lar direction  to  which  he  now  called  tbeir 
Lordships'  attention.  The  present  really 
was  a  measure  by  which  they  wonld  g\vo 
to  the  working  man  that  which  he  had  a 
ii*;lit  to  possess— a  full  and  free  opportu- 
nity for  the  development  of  his  energies. 
It  was  really  heartbreaking  to  see  the 
effect  produced  on  the  honest  workman, 
who  came  up  to  this  capital,  by  being 
compelled  to  place  himself  in  some  filthy 
locality  and  some  iH-TentOated  bouse.  H!e 
had  seen,  and  he  could  hrbg  evidence  to 
the  same  effect  from  others  who  had  more 
opportunities  than  himself  of  witnessing 
the  circumstance,  young  persons  in  the 
vigour  of  their  IKe,  and^  quite  capable  of 
earning  30$.  or  355.  a  week,  completely 
broken  down  within  eight  or  ten  months 
of  their  arrival  in  this  town,  in  conse- 
qucnco  of  tho  unhealthy  mode  in  which 
they  wwe  compelled  to  Kre,  and  either 
carried  to  their  graves,  or  reduced  to  a  po- 
sition of  hojielcss  want.  A  noble  Friend 
whom  he  saw  opposite,  would  no  doubt 
corroborate  what  ho  stated,  when  he  said 
that  this  was  no  exaggerated  picture.  Hero 
he  could  not  help  mentioning  what  he  had 
before  noticed  in  nriothcr  place,  that  Mr. 
Porter,  in  a  little  treatise  called  S'clf-im- 
poscd  Tajcatiatiy  showed  that  the  working 
people  of  the  tTnited  Kingdom  expended 
annually  on  gin»  other  spirits,  tobacco,  and 
beer,  no  less  a  sum  than  57,000,000/. 
Now,  if  the  habits  of  those  classes  of  the 
people  were  improved,  what  au  advantage 
would  be  guned  if,  instead  of  that  amonnt 
of  money  being  so  spent,  it  were  expended 
in  f  brn'trin^'  Ts-holc^omc  bread,  meat,  cloth- 
ing, education,  and  uomfortable  and  decent 
dwellings  I  He  had  propounded  tho  present 
measuTB  to  the  House  of  Oommons,  where 
H  was  received  with  great  favour;  and  ho 
tnntcd  tliiit  it  would  be  received  with 
equal  favour  by  their  LorJahips,  who,  he 
was  ^uite  sure,  would  not  fall  short  iu  this 
labour.  He  l^t  eonvineed  that  their  Lord- 
ships, while  tbey  lia  l  a  common  interest  in 
tlMdeeen^  and  comfort  of  all  their  fellow- 
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subjects,  wonl  !  shotr  that,  notwithstanding 
the  ditl'erciice  of  station  and  fortune,  they 
were  under  the  influence  of  common  sjm- 
pathwB  and  s  common  Christianitj. 

Moved — That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*. 

The  Marquess  of  NORMANBY  had  on 
more  occasions  than  one  called  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  the  necessity  of  legisla- 
tion on  this  subject,  and  he  ww  expressed 
his  antiifaetion  at  finding  the  cause  taken 
up  by  one  so  well  calculated  to  advance  it. 
Witli  regard  to  the  limitation  in  the  Bill, 
he  must  observe  that  the  e?Ufl  to  be  re- 
medied existed  almost  to  the  same  extent 
in  localities  which  would  aot  come  within 
the  operation  of  the  measure,  and  he  should 
have  preferred  if  the  limitation  in  respect 
to  a  population  of  10,000  had  not  formed 
part  of  it.  Elnowmg,  however,  the  vigour, 
seal,  and  energy  of  his  noble  Friend  on 
these  matters,  and  having  witnessed  the 
favourable  mannor  in  which  his  appeal  had 
been  received  by  their  Lordships,  he  felt 
Btire  that,  if  the  present  measure  ebould 
prove  successful,  it  would  only  be  consider- 
ed as  an  instalmont,  and  that  next  year  its 
operation  would  bo  extended  to  those  lo- 
calities now  excladed  from  the  Bill,  but 
vhich  stood  equally  in  need  of  improTO- 
mcnt  in  the  dweUings  of  the  working 
classes. 

Lo&D  KINNAIRD  was  aware  that  the 
machmery  of  the  present  Bill  could  not  be 
acted  on  in  Scotland;  but  when  it  came 
into  successful  operation,  he  trusted  their 
Lordships  would  agree  to  apply  its  provi- 
sions to  Scotland.  In  proof  of  the  bene- 
ficial effects  produced  by  the  establishment 
of  comfortable  lodging  houses,  he  referred 
to  one  formed  in  that  neighbourhood,  the 
establishment  of  which  had  caused  all  the 
other  wretched  lodging  houses  to  be  shut 
np;  and  he  added  as*  a  proof  that  such  in- 
stitutions were  not  unattended  with  mwtX 
advantages,  that  on  the  day  of  the  expect- 
ed riots  in  1848,  all  the  lodgers  returned 
to  the  dweUiog  and  reported  their  pre- 
sence* 

The  Eabl  of  HARROWBY  suggested 
that  when  Bills  were  brought  before  Par- 
liamcut  for  wideninc:  the  streets,  makinjr 
improvements  in  the  metropolis,  and  de- 
Toloping  the  resources  of  property  thereby, 
care  should  be  taken  to  insert  in  such  BiUs 
a  provislou  for  the  erection  of  structures 
similar  to  those  contemplated  by  the  pre- 
sent measure,  for  the  aocommudation  of 
the  displaced  population.  That  population 
could  not,  on  account  of  its  necessities,  ex- 
tend beyond  a  certain  area;  and  if  lai^ 


streets  were  made  on  the  sites  of  their  pre. 
sent  dwellings,  they  could  only  occupy  ano- 
ther spot  in  a  more  crowded  condition,  im* 
loss  care  was  taken  to  proidde  proper  ae- 
commodation  for  them.  In  conclusion,  he 
congratulated  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury)  on  now  presenting  himself  to 
their  Lordships  in  the  character  which  he 
had  hitherto  deserredl^  home  out  of  that 
House — as  a  most  dismterested  friend  of 
the  working  classes. 

The  Makqcess  of  LANSDOWNE  did 
not  rise  to  say  anything  in  support  of  the 
pr^nt  Bin,  beeause  all  their  Lordshina 
who  had  heard  the  statement  of  the  noblo 
Earl  must  feel  that  it  required  no  support, 
but  spoke  for  itself,  and  claimed  universal 
approbation.    There  had,  however,  fallen 
from  the  noble  Earl  an  observation  which 
he  thought  not  the  least  valuable  of  his 
remarks — that  they  would  labour  in  vain 
in  respect  to  the  education  of  the  people, 
unless  Uiey  accompanied  their  efforts  is 
that  direction  by  some  provbions  similar 
to  those  now  recommended.    In  reference 
particularly  to  what  liad  fallen  from  the 
noble  Earl  in  respect  to  ragged  schoob,  he 
(the  Marquess  of  lisasdowne)  haTing  taken 
part  ftn*  many  years  in  the  administratioa 
of  the  public  grant  for  the  support  of 
schools,  nad  felt  the  greatest  desire  to  sec 
the  progress  of  those  particular  schoob  ad- 
verted to  by  the  noble  Earl.   The  ragged 
schoob  were  TCty  pruaeworthy  institutions; 
but  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  that  the 
circumstances  by  which  the  children  were 
surrounded  at  home,  did  away  with  all  the 
beneficial  results  of  attendance  at  the  rag- 
ged school.    Beformation  was  mudi  need- 
ed in  this  respect,  for  in  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  homes  of  the  poor,  a  constant 
moral  deterioration  of  their  children  was 
going  on;  and  whatever  good  might  be 
done  to  ihem  by  the  ragged  schools,  was 
undone  by  the  examples  they  beheld  under 
the  roof  of  their  parents;  for,  after  all. 
whatever  might  be  attempted,  morality  or 
immorality  roust  be  inculcated  under  the 
roof  of  the  parents.  He  thorefere  thou|^t 
that  the  providing  more  decent  and  more 
wholesome  liabitations  had  a  bearlnc^  on 
the  education  of  the  people,    lie  approved 
of  the  limited  application  of  the  Bill,  for 
confining  it  in  the  first  instance  to  large 
towns,  would  set  an  example  of  voluntary 
action  which  would  ultimately  lead  to  the 
general  adoption  of  the  system.  He 
thought  the  House  was  indebted  to  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Hanewhy)  for  Ida 
siiggestioii  tfaaty  while  gnal  and  migmfi* 
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601  streets  were  being  constructed,  it  was 
worthy  of  couslderation  whether  it  would 
not  bo  possible  to  make  some  provision  for 
tbe  displaced  population.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  saj  that  their  Lordships  should 
make  a  Standing  Order  in  their  Journals 
on  the  subject,  but  there  mio^ht  bo  a  Stand- 
ing Order  in  their  own  luiuds  when  Bills 
for  constructing  large  streets  eame  trader 
their  eonnderation. 

Od  Question,  JResolved  in  the  Affirmative; 
Bill  read  2'  aceordinglj,  and  commiUed  to 
s  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 

House  adjourned  till  To«aiorroir. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
TtMday,  My  8, 1851. 

Mboxu.]   Fobuo  Bills. —  2°  Mercantile  Ma- 
riM  Aet  AMrfaMnt;  MiUtla  BaUots  Sw 

Cim.  BILLS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Order  &r  Committee  read. 
Heme  in  Comailttee;  Mr.  Beroal  in  tbe 

Chair. 

Clause  22. 

Hb.  RETNOLDS  begged  to  draw  the 
tlleation  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 

ind  to  an  incident  connected  with  the 
office  of  the  Kecorder  of  the  City  of  Dub- 
lb.  Up  to  the  year  1841,  the  Recorder 
had  been  elected  by  the  Corporation;  but 
bf  Ae  proriaions  of  the  Irish  Municipal 
Act,  tbe  power  of  appointing  linn  was  taken 
from  the  Corporation,  and  vested  in  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  for  the  time 
bdng.  But  though  the  Corporation  had 
heoi  reliered  of  the  patronage,  they  were 
itiU  under  the  obligation  of  paying  a  por- 
tion of  the  Recorder's  salary;  and  he  now 
wished  to  be  informed  whether  there  was 
tty  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Gorern- 
MBt  to  remove  that  burden  from  the  Cor- 
foraUon  of  Dublin  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  SOMKIIA'ILLE  re- 
plied  that  the  question  alluded  to  by  the 
hoB.  Member  bad  nothing  whatever  to  do 
«ilh  the  Mbjeet  of  the  BiU  before  the 
Committee.  He  believed  that,  in  reference 
to  tbe  grievance  complained  nf  hy  the  lion. 
Member,  the  people  of  Dublin  had  no  more 
lesson  to  complain  than  every  other  town 
IB  Ivdaad;  and  he  had  no  intention,  on  the 
<tf  ttie  Government,  of  mtroduoiog 
measure  on  tbe  f^ubjcct. 

Mg.  REYNOLDS  said,  that  in  no  in- 
*taoce  lu  Ireland,  except  that  of  Dublin, 
a  Coipoialioii  who  had  parted  widi  its 


patronage  remained  subject  to  the  lialuUtj 

to  pay  a  salary. 
Clause  agreed  to* 
Clause  73. 

Ma.TOBRENS  M'CULLAGH  begged 
to  move  an  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice  :  it  was  to  expunge  the  words 

or  under  a  tenancy  from  year  to  year." 
These  words  were  few  in  number,  but  they 
involved  an  important  principle.  For  se- 
veral years  past  there  had  been  a  policy 
pursued  by  the  rigb.t  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  which  he  was 
aided  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
which  hod  now  reached  its  climax.  This 
policy  might  he  termed  an  anti-tenant 
policy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  W. 
Somerville)  came  into  office  pledged  to 
bring  in  Bills  to  ameliorate  the  condition 
of  the  tenants  in  Ireland.  He  bad  brought 
in  one  or  two  Bills,  which,  however,  fell 
far  short  of  what  the  occasion  required. 
The  verdict — the  damning  verdict  of  their 
policy,  was  to  be  read  in  the  fact  that 
under  the  system  they  had  pursued  with 
rognnl  to  the  land  question  in  Irelnnd — for 
he  would  not  miuce  matters — he  charged 
most  distinctly  upon  the  system  they  had 
pursued,  the  damning  fact  that  2,000,000 
of  their  fellow-countrymen  bad  been  either 
starved  to  death  or  banished  for  life.  Ho 
should  not  abuse  the  English  language  by 
calling  it  emigration.  Emigration  meant 
voluntary  going  out  to  seek  a  home  else- 
where. But  their  dealing  with  Ireland  had 
changed  tho  very  meaning  of  the  words 
e.\ile  and  home;  they  had  made  America 
the  only  place  an  Irishman  could  think  uf 
with  respect  to  home.  Thoyhad  taken 
away  the  few  secnrities  which  remained. 
There  was  not  n  man  in  Ireland  >vho  was 
not  aware  of  the  direful  effects  of  what 
was  called  the  *'  quarter-acre"  clause.  The 
next  step  was  taken  last  Session.  About 
this  time  last  year  there  came  a  flight  of 
Bills  from  the  other  House  of  T'lHinmeMt, 
each  of  them  having  for  its  object  tho 
diminution  of  some  one  of  the  remaining 
securities  of  the  people.  The  Irish  Members 
stopped  these  Bills  in  transitu,  and  thus 
unwillingly  lengthened  tho  Session  two  or 
three  weeks;  and  he  had  hoped  that  that 
lesson  would  have  hod  some  etfect  on  the 
Government.  Bnt  there  were  some  people 
who  could  neither  learn  nor  unlearn  any- 
thing. The  Coftimittce  would  be  astonished 
perhaps  to  find  that  this  was  an  adjourned 
debate.  Tho  very  words  of  this  clause 
were  to  be  found  in  die  first  Clause  of  m 
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ill  Ireland."  The  first  clause  of  that  Bill, 
which  WW  introdaeed  last  year  into  the 
IIouso  of  Lords,  was  to  enable  the  owners 
of  land  to  sue  by  ejectment  for  recovering 
the  possession  of  land  and  tenements  in 
that  country  by  persons  huldiug  from  year 
to  year.  Tint  was  the  ycry  power  whieh  this 
Bill  proposed  to  give.  The  right  hon.  Home 
Secretary  of  State,  last  year,  when  that 
"Rill  canio  down  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
declared  that  ha  would  not  support  such  a 
Ctause,  and  it  was  taken  out  of  the  Bill. 
And  yet  they  had  the  very  same  Clause 
inserted  in  a  Bill  which  hud  nothin<;,^  to  do 
Avith  the  immediate  relations  of  landlord 
and  tenant.  Had  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  changed  his  mmd  t  Did  he  think 
that  what  was  wrong  in  1850  was  right 
now  ?  Or  did  he  think  there  were  still  too 
many  pcuplc  in  Ireland,  and  that  he  must 
take  measures  to  lessen  them  ?  Because 
that  was  the  qnesHon  they  had  to  decide. 
Let  him  (Mr.  T.  M'Cullagh)  address  Eng- 
lish Gentlemen.  In  their  fortunate  coun- 
try no  landlord  had  the  power  to  serve  an 
^ectment  on  a  tenant  from  year  to  year; 
and  hecanse  2,000,000  of  people  had  heen 
■weeded  from  the  face  of  Ireland,  were 
they  prepared  to  give  a  power  to  the  pro- 
prietary class  in  Ireland,  which  they  them- 
selves bad  not  ?  Would  their  constituents 
thank  them  for  causing  more  Irish  panpers 
to  come  here  in  their  transit  to  another 
country  ?  The  details  of  the  eensns  were 
withheld,  and  withheld  without  cause;  but 
he  believed  the  analysis  of  the  census 
would  prove  that  to  n^her  fiunhie  nor 
fever  eoold  they  attribute  one-fourth  of  the 
decrcaso  that  had  taken  place.  They 
must  find  a  means  of  keeping  up  the  life 
blood  of  the  country.  Why,  a  paper  in 
this  dty  had  gravely  asked  what  tne  num- 
ber of  the  population  of  Ireland  was  to  he, 
and  ohserved  that  it  had  been  .said  tliat 
4,000,000  of  people  were  quite  enough  fur 
Ireland.  Fever  and  famine  had  hccu 
abroad  in  the  sonth  and  west  of  Ireland, 
and  it  was  generally  Biipposed  that  there 
was  their  harvest.  There  they  no  doubt 
committed  fearful  havoc;  but  famine  and 
fever  were,  comparatively  speakinr^,  un- 
known in  Ulster;  and  in  Lonster  the  peo- 
ple were,  comparatively  speaking,  well  to 
do.  Now,  in  Ulster,  there^wero  406,000 
persons  less  in  18i>l  than  there  were  in 
1841;  and  this  in  a  province  which  the 
rest  of  Irdand  was  tannted  with  not  imitat- 
ing.   How  was  this  IllnBtrated  and  ex- 
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plained  ?  By  the  fact  that  in  Ulster  there 
were  G3,60S  human  dwellin;^s  less  than  in 
1841.  What  was  the  use  of  industry— 
what  was  the  use  of  thrift— what  was  the 
use  of  the  mixture  of  populadon,  which 
they  were  so  fond  of  boasting  of?  Wliat 
was  the  use  of  loyalty  and  order,  Avhich 
they  extolled  so  much,  ii  the  result  was, 
that  ont  of  2,400,000  persons  409,000 
were  fugitives  from  the  land  in  which  they 
irr  ro  horn  ?  In  Ulster  the  tenants  had 
what  they  called  bargains  with  their  land- 
lords, and  under  these  bargains  they  had 
got  what  they  called  tenant-right  —  he 
begged  pardon  for  using  that  seditions 
word  in  that  assembly.  The  mass  of  these 
tenants  were  from  year  to  year,  and  they 
proposed  to  do  with  regard  to  these  tenants 
what  they  would  not  ventore  to  do  in  enj 
English  eoQttty.  Then  with  regard  to 
Leinster,  there  hnd  been  a  diniinution 
during  the  last  ten  years  of  337,000  per- 
sons. Was  that  caused  by  famine  and 
fever?  He  did  not  underrate  the  sad  ef- 
fects of  those  causes;  hut  be  had  reason 
to  believe  that  if  a  census  had  heen  taken 
just  after  1S47,  they  would  have  found  no 
such  decrease  of  the  population.  The 
diminution  was  attributable  to  the  eztirp»- 
tion  of  the  peasantry  by  eviction,  and  "by 
the  demolition  of  their  humble  houses.  In 
Leinster  there  were  42,529  fewer  hoxises 
in  1851  than  there  were  ten  years  ago. 
lie  believed  that  the  two  last  harveats 
would  have  donemnch  to  restore  the  coun- 
trv  had  the  Government  come  forward  with 
tiie  Bills  which  they  promised  when  tlicy 
took  office — had  they  done,  what  he  be- 
lieved the  late  Eari  of  Besborough  wonidl 
have  done  had  he  lived  and  remained  in 
oiHce.  They  had  abandoned  their  pledges 
so  far  as  attempt.s  to  realise  them  were 
concerned.  But  the  people  were  gone,  the 
people  were  going.  Ae  asked  them  in  the 
name  of  constitutional  right,  in  tite  name 
of  civilisation,  in  the  name  of  a  merciful 
God,  were  they  prepared  to  stimulate  a 
system  which  he  again  said  had  depopn> 
l&ieA  the  country  f 

Amendment  proposed,  line  15,  to  leave 
out  the  words  or  under  a  tenancy  ttom 
year  to  vear. " 

Mb.  UATCHELL  said,  he  should  not 
go  into  the  general  questtOQS  whidi  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bondalk  hadl 
introduced.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman appeared  to  him  to  have  totally 
mistaken  the  import  and  meaning  of  the 
propoeed  Clrase.  He  had  aHeged  that  tiie 
emt  of  the  Gkune  mm  toeoabblaiidlards 
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ia  IrciaDd  to  clear  their  estates.  Now, 
ahlMHigh  a  teDMit  firam  year  to  jear  bald 
dMi  kad  iHily  at  the  wiu  of  tlic  landlord, 
he  was  entitled  to  n  notioc,  and  that  ar- 
rnnijemeTit  o'  the  law  was  not  souQ;ht  to  be 
disturbed  bj'  ibis  Bill.  It  had  nothing  at 
aB  to  do  with  the  qQettion  of  title,  or  with 
tiM  tgoebnent  of  tenants  who  were  pre- 
pared to  abide  hy  their  contracts.  The 
Clause  only  provided  that  in  case  a  tenant 
fam  year  to  year  should  ovre  a  year's  rent, 
ud  would  not  pay  it,  the  landkrd  should 
h»  at  liberty  to  reaort  to  a  proeeeding  to 
compel  tho  tonant  to  pay  that  rent.  If  a 
man  wont  to  an  owner  of  land  and  said, 
**  I  will  take  dO  acres  of  land  of  you  at 
MLa  ^ear.'*  and  the  landlord  said,  "I 
viBWtityou/'  and  they  put  those  seven 
or  right  words  down  in  writing,  the  land- 
Ifird  would  then  have  tlio  remedy  which  it 
was  proposed  by  this  Bill  to  give  in  the 
CMO  of  tsoanta  fegarding  whose  holdings 
Am  was  no  wHuen  agreement.  The 
boD.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  had 
b«CTi  pleased  to  say  that  ho  (Mr.  Hatehcll) 
vas  an  advoeato  of  anti-tenant  legislation. 
ISkm,  as  he  viewed  this  olanse,  it  would 
hkte  qoite  a  contrary  eflfeot  to  tiiat  which 
vaa  predicated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. At  present,  if  a  tenant  f>wrd  a 
year  I  rent,  the  landlord  could  not  cnturce 
itcucpt  by  giving  a  six  months'  notice  to 
^put»  imleh  must  expve  at  iihe  end  of  Ae 
year,  so  that  by  that  time  there  would  be 
two  years*  rent  in  arrear,  and  then  anotlipr 
iialf-vear  expired  before  the  landlord  could 
t  his  ejectment.  That  was  an  anomaly 
the  law,  and  it  was  to  meet  that  ano- 
Hilj  the  present  Claase  was  introduced. 
If  there  had  been  a  contract  in  writing, 
the  landlord  would  have  been  enabled  to 
htve  obtained  an  ejectment  without  giving 
■tCiea.  The  Ofidenee  Iwfore  the  D 
Commission  showed  the  neces^y  of  an 
alteration  in  the  law  to  the  effect  now  pro- 
posed. At  present  the  landlord  gave  his 
iotice  to  quit,  and  that  caused  irritation  in 
the  Bind  ef  the  tenant,  who  went  to  his 
ysrtcff  seations*  attorney,  and  if  he  could 
ai«oover  a  mistake  in  the  date,  or  any 
•tbcr  flaw,  the  tenant  set  his  landlord  at 
^tfiaooe,  and  a  state  of  war  between  laud- 
Imd  and  tenant  eavee.  A  lawsnit  followed, 
sad  the  reealt  waa  an  eviction,  the  tenant 
all  this  time  i^p^^ndin*;'  hi'^  substance  in  rc- 
•toting  the  landlord,  instead  of  honestly  ex- 
erting hb  industry  to  pay  hid  rent  and 
MO  thoeoatiaet  he  had  entered  into.  In 
•msequence  of  tho  praaeat  stale  <tf  the 
law,  the  landlord  waa  eonipelled  to  senro 


(/fwlbndl)  mu,  843 

his  tenants  with  notices  half-yearly,  not 
fiir  the  purpose  of  getting  nd  of  the  ten- 
ants,  bnt  to  enable  him  to  i*ecover  tho  rent. 
Possession  was  the  condition  on  which  the 
rent  was  to  be  paid;  but  if  Gentlemen  said 
that  the  tenant  was  to  hold  possession  and 
pay  no  rent,  then  he  had  no  more  to  say. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  was  glad 
to  sec  so  many  Gentlemen  fion;  England 
present  on  this  occasion,  as  it  would  bo 
only  necessary  to  make  them  properly  un* 
derstand  the  principle  wUdi  was  mrolyed^ 
to  ensure  their  coming  to  a  fair  decision 
on  the  question.  There  was  no  doubt  but 
that  these  proceeilings  were  mere  patch- 
work legislation,  and  that  a  better  oppor- 
tunity never  offered  for  dealing  compra^ 
hctisively  inth  the  great  question  cf  land- 
lord and  tenant  than  at  the  present  mo- 
ment ;  but  tho  Governmeut  had  missed 
tho  opportunity,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that 
it  was  lost  for  ever.  There  was  the  In- 
cumhered  Estates  Court  transferring  the 
property  of  Ireland  into  stranger  hands  ; 
and,  in  fact,  many  matters  conspired  to 
render  the  present  a  must  favourable  time 
for  the  introduction  of  some  well-considered 
measure  on  that  subject*  There  was  no 
doubt  but  that  the  present  question  affected 
the  rrrcat  hulk  of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland. 
The  evidence  taken  upon  the  Devon  Cora- 
mission  was  so  much  useless  lumber,  for 
no  measore  had  ever  been  framed  upon  it. 
Two  learned  friends  of  his  at  the  Bar  had 
written  a  book  with  a  view  to  show  how 
the  marrow  of  the  report  of  that  Commis- 
sion could  be  applied  to  the  existing  law 
in  Ireland;  and  they  said  that  they  thought 
it  would  he  an  improvement  in  the  law  if 
the  present  system  of  notices  to  quit,  which 
this  Clause  went  to  abolish,  was  so  abo- 
lished. The  complexity  of  the  question  of 
the  law  of  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland 
would  be  known  from  the  fact,  that  in  the 
reiirn  of  Geor^'e  III.  sixty  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment  had  reference  to  that  subject,  and 
the  law  of  distress  occupied  thirty  Acts, 
and  no  attempt  had  ever  been  made  to 
condense  and  systematise  that  great  body 
of  enactments,  and  the  lawyer  bad  to  grope 
bis  way  through  all  those  Acts  to  know 
what  the  law  was.  Both  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland  were  oppressed  by  the 
number  and  complexity  of  the  laws  ;  and 
the  greatest  boon  that  House  could  confer 
on  the  country  would  be  to  condense  and 
sybletuatitiu  them.  Although  he  (Mr. 
Whiteside)  had  voted  against  those  Clansea 
in  the  Bill  relating  to  landlord  and  tenant 
in  tho  Committee  npttaiis,  he  would  not 
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vote  for  their  being  now  expunged.  He 
wished,  however,  to  state  that  this  was  in 
fact  the  Count  J  Coorts  Bill  for  Ireland. 
In  England  the  principle  on  which  the  new 
County  Courts  were  framed  was  that  of 
uniformity,  but  the  local  courts  in  Ireland 
he  had  heard  called  '  *  schools  for  perjury. " , 
It  would  be  a  wise  reform  to  abolish  those 
old  local  courts  in  Ireland,  as  they  had 
been  abolished  in  England,  and  to  assimi- 
late the  law  in  tbe  two  countries.  In  con- 
clusion, he  had  only  to  express  a  hope  that 
the  Judges  of  the  proposed  conrts  would 
be  selected  for  their  own  merits,  totallj 
iiratpeetive  of  political  party  or  femQy  in- 
fluences, and  thereby  secure  the  duo  ad- 
ministration of  the  law,  by  placing  it  in 
the  hands  of  learned  aud  properly  quaUficd 
persons. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  was  astonished  how 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Enniskilleu,  who  had  so  eloquently 
opposed  the  73rd.  Clause  in  the  Commit* 
tee  up8tain»  conld  h»T6  so  mm^oosl^ 
ehanged  his  nund  on  the  sobject  But  if 
his  speech  on  the  present  occasion  was 
good  for  anything,  it  ought  to  persuade 
tho  Committee  to  reject  the  Bill.  The 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  end  leemed  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  seemed  to  him 
also  most  extrnovdinary.  If  it  had  been 
delivered  immediately  after  the  Devon 
Conimissiou,  he  could  have  understood  it; 
but  in  the  year  1851,  after  the  quarter- 
aere  danse  and  the  poor-law  had  worked 
rmt  their  pnms  of  mortality,  and  the  law 
of  cji  ( tinent,  too,  had  been  strained  to  the 
maximum  power  of  oppression,  he  confes- 
sed he  eowd  not  n«deiiitand  snch  a  speech. 
He  would  ju3t  call  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  to  tho  number  of  Civil  Bill 
ejectments  which  had  been  brought  iu  cue 
eonnty  in  Ireland— he  meant  the  county  of 
Tipperary,  to  show  how  the  work  of  es- 
tate clearing  had  gone  on.  In  1844,  the 
number  had  been  27,000  ;  in  1845, 
37,000 ;  iu  1S4G,  4-,000  ;  in  1847, 
142,000$  in  1848,  when  the  calamities 
of  Ireland  had  commenced,  they  had  fallen 
to  82,000  ;  ill  1849,  to  34,000  ;  and  in 
1800,  when  the  process  of  ejectment  had 
done  its  work,  tlio  number  had  beca  only 
24,000.  The  people  by  that  period  were 
in  their  graves,  in  the  workhouses,  or 
across  the  broad  Atlantic.  In  the  year 
1851  the  poptilntion  ought  to  have  in- 
creased to  0,000,000  aud  some  odd  thou- 
sands. It  was  rapidlv  increasing  untO 
1847,  and  now  it  was  lednmd  to  6.500,000, 
Mr.  WhiitM 


and,  deducting  this  from  the  9,000,000, 
at  which  the  population  ought  to  stand, 
there  was  a  blimk  of  2,500,000  of  humaa 
life  to  fill  up.  The  great  organ  of  pnlristt 
opinion  in  this  country,  the  Ttaies,  had 
estimated  that  within  a  iriven  period 
1,000,000  of  persons  had  emigrated  to 
America.  He  believed  that  estimate  was 
eiaggerated ;  but  taking  the  figures  mm 
correct,  and  deducting  that  1,000,000 
from  the  deficiency  of  2,500,000,  there 
was  the  appalling  fact  that  1,500,000  per- 
sons had  been,  in  four  years,  sent  to  un- 
tunely  graves  for  the  want  of  the  necaa 
saries  of  life.  He  maintained  that  the 
Clause  of  the  Bill  before  them  was  totally 
at  variance  with  tho  title.  But  if  a  notice 
to  quit  was  to  be  supposed  a  relief  to  the 
tenants  of  Ireland,  he  would  pray  that  ihej 
should  be  protected  from  sncn  mercy.  Se 
maintained  that  it  was  a  landlord's  Clause, 
and  as  such  he  should  offer  his  must  stren- 
uous opposition  to  it.  lie  had  moved  fur 
papers  relatiTe  to  the  Kiirosh  and  Eimia* 
tymon  workhooses  last  April,  but  they  had 
not  yet  been  furnished,  to  enable  him  to 
bring  that  case  before  Parliament.  How, 
ever  ho  would  take  a  future  opportunity  of 
doing  80.  He  could  tell  the  right  hoa. 
and  learned  Attomey  Oeneral  for  Irel&nd, 
thnt  ^\hr'n  those  ropresentatires  who  really 
felt  compassion  for  the  sufferings  of  the 
people  returned  to  their  constituents,  a 
rally  would  be  made  to  nni  an  end  for  ever 
to  such  patchwork  legislation  as  the  pre* 
sent,  which  was  intended  only  still  further 
to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  landlords. 
Uowever  the  proposed  Bill  might  be  oq  the 
whole  a  nsefol  one,  he  was  prepared  tm 
endanger  its  passing  sooner  than  allow 
such  a  clause  to  remain  in  it. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  L.  --<  d  to  explain 
that  the  reason  why  he  had  opposed  the 
Gboses  in  the  Committee  apstaira  wna, 
that  they  were  misnlaeed  in  the  wreaeiit 
Bill. 

Uu.  MOOKE  thought,  aUljou^h  the 
liuu.  aud  learned  iieutlemau  ^Mr.  Whiu^. 
side)  had  considered  the  present  qneatioa 
was  likdy  to  be  decided  by  Buglish  Mem- 
bers, that  he  might  be  disappointed,  and 
that  it  would  be  decided,  as  it  ought  to  be, 
by  Irish  Members.  He  could  nut  under- 
Stand  why  the  hon.  and  learned  GfeathnBaa 
voted  one  way  in  the  Committee  upstairs, 
and  on  tho  present  occasion  he  intended 
voting  directly  contrary.  Tho  system  of 
legislation  which  was  adopted  towards  Ire- 
land might  haTo  a  good  ooject,  but  it  was 
all  m  the  wrong  way. 
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Mr.  J.  OrONXELL  said 
Clause  attempted  to  do  that  wliich  the  Bill 
fflMl  jmt  tried  to  do,  md  wbieli  liad 
been  defeated.    If  this  were  ao,  what  new 

fight  hnd  been  thrown  on  the  subject  ? 
The  lendoncv  of  tlie  policy  of  Parliament 
ought  to  be  to  compel  the  landlords  to  give 
hues  to  their  tenwils.  The  right  hoa. 
Ion.  mmI  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  said  the  prrsont  sv?- 
tem  led  to  war  between  lindlord  and 
teoant,  which  ended  by  eviction;  but  this 
cbue  woold  eoahle  them  to  begin  by  evie- 
tilNi.  He  thought  it  a  lasting  disgrnco  to 
the  statesmniT?ltip  of  that  llonse  that  no 
measure  had  been  brought  forward  and 
carried  which  would  settle  this  question  on 
a  just  bttis.  Until  it  wM  settled  there 
aeier  would  and  never  eoold  be  peace  in 
Wn-'fl.  Hr  rlid  not  cxpcct  that  it  would 
ever  be  his  fortune  to  nddresa  the  Honse 
&g&in,  and  he  could  not  avoid  takiag  that 
opportunity  of  reminding  them  of  oroken 
|>rotniscs  and  pledges  unfulfilled.  lie  fore- 
told the  result  of  their  policy  last  Session, 
and  he  told  them  it  was  not  then  ton  lato 
to  retrace  their  steps,  to  deal  kindly  with 
fte  people  of  Ireland*  and  to  do  them  jus- 
tiee;  bat  instead  of  that  they  were  going 
on  in  the  same  partial  system  of  legisla- 
tion, which  could  do  no  good,  but  must 
caubc  an  increase  of  misery  in  the  coun< 
try. 

'Me.  BOBBUCK  wanted  to  hnow  what 
they  were  all  talking  about  ?  Thoy  had 
lieard  a  v^roixt  deal  of  the  census,  and  now 
they  had  had  a  larewell  speech  from  the 
hoo.  Gentleniatt  the  Uemher  for  Limerick, 
vhidi  eertainly  appeared  to  him  to  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  present  Bill.  As 
far  a&  he  understood  it,  when  a  tenant  held 
under  a  lease,  a  landlord  in  Ireland  had 
the  power  of  ejectment,  and  it  was  pro- 
posed that  in  ease  of  tenant  from  year  to 
year,  if  the  tenant  was  a  year  in  arrcar  of 
his  rent,  the  landlord  should  have  the  same 
SQQimary  process.  It  was  apparently  a 
^nestion  whether  an  arrear  of  rent  of  one 
year  should  not  be  cquiTalOBt  to  a  six 
moDths'  notice.  Now  he  could  not  very 
well  understand  that  putting  out  a  man 
who  was  in  arrcar  was  the  highest  possible 
inio&tice;  hut  if  a  man  were  in  arreaR  a 
vhole  year's  reot/he  did  not  see,  for  the 
honest  and  fair  protection  of  tho  tenant, 
that  anything  more  was  required.  He 
Qiost  know  that  ho  was  in  arrear,  and  he 
vas  not  tidcen  by  surprise;  and  that  being 
le,  he  ihonld  like  to  hear  the  arguments 
of  hoa.  ind  iMvnod  Qentleaien  opposite^ 
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Bills  were  always  to  him  a  matter  of  aston- 
ishment. H«re  was  a  sort  of  mmdum  ga- 
therum. He  faooied  that  this  was  a  Bill 

for  tho  regulation  of  certain  courts  of  Inw; 
but,  in  this  Bill,  which  was  to  regulate  pro- 
cedure, here  was  a  Clause  which  changed 
the  snhstanee  of  tho  law.  He  entreated 
the  right  hon.  and  Ic  atood  Gentleman  tbo 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to  deal  with 
this  matter  in  a  systematic  manner.  If 
they  were  to  deal  with  procedure,  let  them 
have  prooednris  only;  and  when  they  were 
dealing  with  the  sobstance  of  the  law,  lot 
them  have  the  Fuhstnnee  of  tho  law  only. 

Mr.  ROCHE  said,  it  was  impo^^sihle  to 
discuss  this  question  properlr  w  ithout  go- 
ing into  the  general  state  of  Ireland.  One 
of  the  greatest  otiIs  of  thatconntry,  no 
doubt,  was  the  Tin?^tisfnctorv  state  of  the 
Inw  of  landlord  and  tenant.  But  this 
was  an  attempt  to  legislate  so  as  to  in- 
crease  the  power  of  the  landlords;  and  he 
contended  that  it  was  unfair  to  introduce  a 
Clause  havin:!:  Ptieh  an  oftect  in  such  a  Bill. 
The  decrease  in  the  population  of  Ireland 
was  in  a  great  measure  owing  to  evictions; 
the  proof  of  whielTwas  in  &e  fiiet  that  it 
was  in  the  rural  districts  only  that  the  de> 
crease  had  taken  place.  Great  Britain  in- 
creased from  1821  to  1831  in  population 
15  per  cent,  whilst  Ireland  in  tho  samo 
period  Increased  14^  per  eent.  During 
this  period  Connanght  inereased  22  per 
cent,  Munster  14  per  cent,  whilst  frnm 
1841  to  1851,  Ireland  has  decreased  20 
per  cent.  Connaught,  which  increased, 
from  1821  to  1831.  22  per  cent,  has  now 
since  1 841  doereasod  28  six-tenth  per  cent; 
and  Munstcr,  whieh  before  increased  14 
per  cent,  baa  now  decreased  23  five-tenth 
per  cent.  In  the  cities  there  had  been  on 
increase.  Forty-three  per  cent  had  been 
the  increase  of  towns,  and  20  per  cent  the 
decrease  of  counties.  Then  in  houses  the 
decrease  hod  boon  20,068.  In  the  samo 
time  the  population  had  decreased  by 
1,659,330,  or  a  nnmber  Tory  nearly  equal 
to  the  whole  population  of  Switserland 
twenty  years  ago.  Another  proof  was  in 
the  fact  that  there  are  now  2ti8,U00  houses 
less  in  Ireland  than  there  were  in  1841. 

Mb.  M QBE  O'FEBBALIi  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  Clause,  as  being  inserted  in  a 
place  to  which  it  did  not  belong.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  was  right  in  describing  it  as  a 
Bill  of  procedare.  It  contained  no  less 
than  twenty-five  Clauses  relating  to  that 
most  important  sntgecty  the  tenure  of  land* 
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ed  property  ia  Irelaud,  and  Clauses  of  that 
nttare  ought  not  to  be  iaCvodnoed  into  smh 

»  moasare.  Ho  also  objected  to  the  prO' 
posed  AincnJnicnt  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
MembcvforDuudalk(Mr.T.  M'GulIncfb),  for 
tlie  aikuiii  reasous  as  those  stated  hj  the  right 
hum  and  learned  Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ite- 
land.  He  would  ask  the  Ooremment,  lert 
that  subject  might  be  taken  up  as  a  means 
of  disturbing  the  people  of  Ireland,  to  strike 
all  the  Clauses  out  of  tlio  Bill  which  ailected 
tbat  part  of  the  snbjeot,  until  next  jear, 
when  they  might  bring  In  a  more  compre- 
hensive and  satisfactory  measnre.  As  Uiey 
had  waited  for  ten  years  without  doing 
auythiug,  they  might  easily  wait  for  six 
months  longer. 

Sib  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE  said, 
that  if  the  Clause  were  struck  out,  similar 
clauses  would  remain  in  twenty  other  Bills. 
The  only  question  which  the  Committee 
bad  now  to  eonBider  was,  whether  the 
words  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  T.  M'Cullagh) 
were  an  improvement  to  the  Bill  or  not. 
Ue  assured  the  Committee  that  his  motive 
In  supporting  the  Clanse  was  to  improve 
the  condition  of  both  landlords  and  tenants. 
He  believed  that  the  Clause,  so  far  from 
being  a  landlord's  Clause,  was  n  tenant's 
Clause,  framed  to  act  beneficially  for  both 
parties.   Tt  was  a  mere  begging  of  the 

3uestion  to  refer  to  the  census  and  to  the 
rains  of  emigration,  when  hon.  Gentle- 
men representing  Irish  constituencies  would 
not  endeavour  to  amend  the  law.  His  de- 
sire was  to  get  rid  of  the  harassing  system 
of  six  monthly  nottees  to  qnit.  He  be- 
lieved that  nothing  could  be  eone^red  to 
set  landlord  and  tenant  by  the  ears  more 
effectually  than  thosGk  pcriudieni  notices  to 
quit.  He  knew  of  an  estate  iu  the  uorih 
of  Ireland  where  the  regular  custom  was 
to  append  a  notice  to  quit  to  every  receipt 
given  for  rent.  Th's  Bill  was  directed  to 
improve  the  relations  of  landlonl  and  ten- 
ant, and  not  to  complicate  tiiein  further. 
By  the  present  system,  the  landlord  was 
compelled  to  torment  the  tenant,  and  to 
nnsettle  him  in  his  liolding;  Avhile,  in  case 
of  ejectments,  the  landlord  lost  eighteen 
months'  rent.  Surely  it  was  not  unreason- 
able to  give  the  landlord  posscesion  of  his 
land  at  die  loss  of  a  year  and  a  half's  rent. 
He  spoke  as  an  Irish  landlord,  who  had 
lived  the  greater  part  of  his  life  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  unhesitatingly  declared  his 
conTiction  that  the  tendency  of  this  clause 
would  bo  materially  to  improTe  the  lula* 
tioDS  between  landlord  and  tcOAIlt. 
Mr.  M,  O'FerraU 
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Mk.  ROEBUCK  said,  the  r^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  had  -  somewlial  { 
peildeied  him.   The  ru^ht  hon.  Gentle*; 

man  said  the  tenant  was  harassed,  and  was 
prevented  from  exerting  himself  by  having 
notices  to  quit  continually  served  upon 
him.  He  could  underatand  the  fcnift  of 
that  atgument;  but  the  right  bon.  GenUe* 
man  went  further,  and,  by  way  of  curing 
this  evil,  he  proposed  to  ^\vp  the  lantllor.l 
more  power  tuuu  ho  already  had,  and  that 
was  what  he  could  not  understand.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  this  was  a  most 
important  subject.  If  so,  why  was  it  tliat 
the  riL:;lii  luni,  ^rmtlriivin  did  not  hrwi'^  in 
a  Bill  to  deal  with  it,  and  not  in  a  i>iU  pro- 
fessing to  reffukte  procedurab  intvouaee 
a  Clause  whidi  altoiid  the  snbatanee  of 
the  law  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  80MERVILLE  said, 
he  cotild  enable  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  understand  it.  If  this  Bill 
passed,  there  would  be  no  necessity  to  be 
continually  giving  notices  to  quit. 

Mr.  SHARHAN  CRAWFORD  said, 

the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

the  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  fully  con- 
firmed what  had  been  said  by  himself  niid 
others  on  that  side  of  the  House  as  to  the 
tyrannical  power  exercised  by  many  land- 
lords  in  Ireland.  Certaiidy  nothing  could 
bo  more  tyrannical  than  with  a  receipt  for 
rent  giving  a  tenant  notice  to  quit,  and  keep- 
ing him  in  a  continual  state  of  degrada- 
tion. He  olgeeted  to  this  Clause  because, 
among  other  evils,  it  would  create  a  dit- 
couragcment  to  the  granting  of  leases.  It 
was  this  want  of  security  that  caused  the 
people  to  emigrate.  He  deeply  regretted 
that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell) 
was  not  present,  for  if  he  were  iu  the 
House,  he  (Mr.  S.  Crawford)  would  havo 
asked  him  whether  pnlilic  faith  had  not 
been  broken  with  the  Irish  people  by  the 
nop.-production  of  some  comprehensive 
measure  directed  to  this  subject.  Thej 
had  lately  given  the  tenant  at  will  the  pn-' 
vilegc  of  the  franchise,  but  now  they  were 
introducing  a  Bill  which  would  place  the 
tenant  still  more  in  the  power  of  the  laiid> 
lord.  He  had  waited  in  vain  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  some  Bill  on  the 
subject  of  the  law  of  landlord  and  tenant, 
but  iu  vain,  and  he  now  gave  notice  that 
he  would  himself  do  bO  during  the  next 
Session. 


Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pto> 
posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  «f  tfi« 
CUmae." 


Digitized  by  Google 


{Jott  8, 1851  y 

Ayes  65; 


The  CommiUee  divided: 
24:  MajoritjSl. 

Question  put,  '*  That  Uie  Clause,  as 
iMDded,  stand  piul  of  the  BilL" 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  56; 
Xoci  20 :  Majoriij  36. 

Remaining  Ckuiscs,  and  the  Sdiedales, 

niTced  to. 

House  resumed ;  Bill  reported  as 
ameaJed. 

THE  SOTRfD  DUES. 

lb.  CLAT  n  i  ^I  t  u  ask  the  noble  Lord 
U-e  Sccrctarr  of  Stftto  for  Foreign  Affairs 
— ihis  being  vLe  year  during  which  (under 
liid  agreement  of  1841  with  Denmark 
ngol&ag  the  does  leTted  by  that  eountry 
m  goods  passing  the  Somid)  notiea  can  be 
gi?rti  of  terminating  such  agreement;  whe- 
lVt  it  is  tlie  iniuntion  of  llcr  Majesty's 
Ooreniiuent  so  to  give  notice;  also,  whe- 
dMr  any,  and  what,  negotiations  hare  heen 
f&tered  upon  betvcen  this  country  and 
Roisia,  or  Prussia,  having  for  their  object 
tie  OMumutation  of  these  dues  for  an  im- 
mediate money  payment  to  Denmark,  or 
«A«  eompensatioa  ? 

ViioorxT  PALHEBSTON  begged  to 
i^om  the  hon.^  Member  that  the  agrec- 
SKiit  of  1841  related  to  a  tariff  which  iiad 
uisted  since  1645,  and  that  certain  duties 
coBkmed  in  it  were  lower  than  those  which 
vve  exaetad  anterior  to  1841.  Tho  ar- 
nigMBent  of  that  year  not  only  brought 
•i^wn  all  duties  to  tho  scale  of  1G45,  but 
u  urn  reduced  ^uje  below  that  scale,  and 
it  vas  therefore  on  advantageous  arrange- 
aat  to  this  and  other  countries.  Her 
llijcsty's  Government  had  not  taken  any 
steps  to  dissolve  the  existing  agreement 
with  ifio  Danish  Government,  nor  had  any 
ic^tijitiond  at  uresent  been  entered  into 
01  the  tobjecL  He  ( Visooont  Pahnerston) 
tboQ^t  the  House  woold  see  thai,  indfr- 
pewiently  of  all  other  considerations,  ond 
#ettiBg  aside  tlic  (juestion  whether  it  would 
W  expedient  to  teriuiuate  tlte  agruomeut, 
d>»mescnt  moment  was  not  one  at  whicli 
it  would  be  right  to  do  anything  tiiat  might 
the  appearance  of  pressing  hardly 
*pwa  Denmark,  wlncli  country  had  so  re- 
teidj  passed  thruugti  a  severe  struggle. 
Ha  VDokl  not  pronunnoe  any  judgment 
BpoQ  the  parties  in  that  question;  but  this 
*M  cl  arly  not  the  time  at  which  a  gcncr- 
**s  and  friendlv  ( lovernajcnt  would  tako 
toy  step  thai  might  bo  considered  of  a 
Mleehaneter, 

Ml.  HUMS  begged  to  aak  iho  aoUe 


Extemion, 
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Viscount  whether  we  hod  not  a  right  to 
protect  our  own  ships  ? 
Sabjeet  dropped. 

COURT  OF  CUAXrERT. 
ViscorNT  PALMERS  Tux  reported  to 
the  House,  That  the  Address  of  the  Uouso 
of  Commons  of  the  27th  day  of  June  last, 
that  Her  Majesty  would  bo  graciously 
pleased  to  add  to  the  Cumraissioners  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  practice  and 
proceedings  in  the  High  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, two  or  mwe  persons  not  (tf  the  pro- 
fession of  the  Law,  but  such  as  to  Her 
Majesty  may  seem  qualified  as  men  of 
business  to  assist  in  and  make  more  ef- 
fectual the  labours  of  the.  Coniuiission- 
ers;  and  also  praying  that  Her  Kajt^iy 
would  be  graciously  pleased  to  cause  In- 
structions  to  he  given  to  the  said  Commis- 
sioners, to  direct  their  inunediate  attention 
to  the  course  of  business  before  the  Mas- 
ters in  Ordinary  of  the  said  Conrti  so  as 
to  report,  as  speedily  as  may  be,  their 
opinion  as  to  the  proper  steps  for  regulat- 
ing the  business  in  those  Offices  iu  such 
manner  as  to  diminish  the  delay  and  ex- 
pense to  the  iSintm,  has  been  laid  before 
Her  Majesty.  And  that  Her  Majesty  has 
given  directions  acconUngly. 

CnURCU  EXTENSION. 
Viscount  PALMERSTON  reported  to 
the  House,  That  Her  Majesty  has  received 
the  Address  of  the  House  of  Omnmous  of 
the  1st  day  of  July,  1851,  praying  that 
She  will  he  graciously  pleaded  to  take  into 
Her  consideration  the  state  of  spiritual  de- 
stitution existing  throughout  England  and 
Wales;  with  a  view  that  Her  Majesty  may 
be  pleased  to  direct  the  ndi  ])tion  of  such 
measures  as  She  may  deem  expedient,  for 
affordiug  luure  efficient  relief  to  the  spiti- 
tual  wants  of  the  people,  and  for  an  ex- 
tension of  the  parocliiaf  system  correspond- 
ing to  the  growth  of  a  rapidly  increasing 
])iipulation,  by  the  help  which  may  ho 
drawn  from  the  resources  of  the  Establish- 
ed Church  itself:  And  that  HerMaj^  ty 
has  commanded  him  to  inform  the  House, 
that  the  attention  of  Her  Government  had 
previously  been  directed  to  tlio  best  means 
of  rendering  the  resources  of  the  E&tub- 
lisbed  Chnreh  availablo  for  affording  more 
efficient  provision  for  the  spiritual  wants 
of  Her  People  in  Knglaud  and  Wales,  and 
tliat  they  may  he  assured  of  Iler  cordial 
cuucurrcuco  in  the  adoption  of  well-con- 
sideied  measoies  for  promotuig  this  im- 
portant  objeot. 
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ATTORNIES  AND  SOLICITORS. 
Lord  ROBERT  GROSVENOR,  in  ask- 
ing the  House  for  leave  to  re-introduce  a 
BQl  to  repeal  the  Attoroies  end  SolieitorB* 
annuel  certificate  duty,  said  hon.  Members 
would  be  glad  to  hear  that  ho  should  be 
exceedingly  brief  in  his  obscrviUions. 
Lu^t  year,  ho  hod  stated  at  some  length 
the  origin,  nature,  and  operation  of  this 
tax.  He  had  shown  to  the  Houso  that  it 
had  every  vice  in  principle  which  a  tax 
could  possibly  have,  and  lliat  its  operation 
was  in  uonsc(jueuco  partial  aud  uppressive. 
And  he  had  great  reason  to  belieTO  that 
the  House  had  bem  satisfied  with  his  ar- 
guments; for  though,  upon  a  fifth  division, 
the  ri[rht  lion.  ( 'haiicellor  of  the  Exehequer 
had  gut  a  majority,  yet  oa  four  previoub 
oeeasions  the  House  had  affirmed  the  prin- 
ciple he  advocated — on  one  occasion  by  a 
majority  of  259  to  224 — a  considerable 
majority  for  the  Motion  of  a  private  in- 
dividual. It  was  therefore  useless  to  urge 
reasons  of  the  Talidity  of  which  the  Honse 
had  declared  itself  satisfied.  The  repeal 
of  tbis  tax  w.is  virtually  carried;  the  only 
question  was,  the  time  when  it  should  take 

Sloce.  It  might  have  been  a  moro  pru- 
ent  course  for  the  risht  hon.  Chancellor 
of  the  Bxcheqner  to  have  ineluded  it  in 
his  arrangements  for  the  year  ;  but,  as 
Finance  Minister,  he  probably  thought  it 
necessary  more  severely  to  test  the  opin- 
ion of  tne  House  before  yidding  to  it. 
He  (Lord  R.  Grosvcnor)  hod  intended 
bringing  forward  tbis  (jucstion  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session:  but  be  bad  thought 
it  would  not  be  well  to  do  so  during  a 
Ministerial  crisis,  or  when  it  might  inter- 
fere with  more  important  measures.  At 
the  present  period  of  the  Session  lie  could 
hardly  hope  to  proceed  much  further  with 
the  measure;  all  he  could  do  would  bo  to 
ask  permission  of  the  House  to  lay  It  on  the 
table,  with  a  view  to  proceed  wiUi  it  next 
Session.  It  would  bo  most  unwise  and 
impolitic  in  the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  oppose  this  Motion,  as 
the  House  would  no  doubt  adhere  to  Its 
former  judgment.  But  so  little  did  he  de- 
l^re  to  embarrass  his  right  hon.  Friend  in 
any  way,  that  if  he  would  only  give  him 
to  understand  that,  next  year,  if  the  in- 
come tax  were  granted,  and  no  unforeseen 
ctrcumstaoces  arose  to  make  it  impossible, 
he  would  repeal  this  duty,  he  (Lord  R. 
Grosvenor)  would  be  contented  «lmplv  to 
lay  the  Bill  on  the  table,  or  even  not  to  do 
so  much.  If  he  could  not  have  that  as- 
Burance  from  the  right  hoD.  Gkntleman,  it 


would  be  hie  duty  to  press  the  Motion  to 

division. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  r 
peal  the  Attorniss  and  Solieilan  Anaiial  OertM 

c:itc  Duty." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHIi 
QUER  said,  it  was  bis  paiuful  duty  to  resis 
the  Motion.  U  would  he  far  more  agree 
able  to  him  if  he  could  remit  all  the  taxea~ 

if  he  could  say  yo<;  to  all  the  numerous  dc 
ptitations  who  came  to  Downing-stroet  ask 
iog  for  the  reduction  or  remission  of  som 
tax  or  other.   But,  nnfbrtnnatdj,  it  wa 

his  duty  to  resist  those  applications  wbiel 

he  did  not  tbink  wcro  founded  on  soum 
principles;  and  llir  pn  hcnt  was  one  whicl 


ho  considered  iu  that  category.  He  hat 
already  carried  through  the  House,  to  it 
last  stage,  the  financial  proposal  for  th« 

year.  Some  had  reproached  him  for  no 
allowing  a  sufficient  n)ar<;iu  in  the  cours 
of  the  present  year;  aud  the  hon.  Membe 
for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Bisnwii)  hai 
hrouglit  forward  a  Motion  declaring  tha 
no  reduction  whatever  of  taxes  ouj^ht  ti 
take  place,  and  that  no  further  revcnnt 
should  bo  sacrificed.  He  could  not  sup 
pose  that  the  hon.  Gentlemoi  who  sup 
ported  that  Motion  could  possibly  agree  u 
the  Motion  of  his  noble  1  riend.  lie  ha( 
felt  it  bis  duty  to  stand  by  tbo  proposal  Ik 
had  wade  to  tbo  House;  it  would  havt 
heen  exceedingly  unfortunate  had  ho  with 
drawn  from  the  country  the  boon  promise* 
in  the  early  part  of  tbe  Session  :  be  wn: 
therefore  bound  to  resist  this  Motion.  I!< 
would  put  it  to  hon.  Qentlemea  on  his  owi 
side  of  the  House,  whether,  in  their  opin 
ion,  tbis  was  the  first  tax  of  which  thei 
sbould  claim  tbo  repeal.  They  were  it 
favour,  generally  speaking,  of  a  rcductioi 
of  duties  pressing  on  the  consuming  popu 
lation :  would  any  one  get  up  and  saj  that 
this  was  such  a  tax  ?  They  had  heen  it 
favour  of  the  reduction  of  duties  on  ran 
material,  as  affording  tbe  means  of  employ 
mcnt  to  the  people :  would  any  oue  saj 
that  this  was  a  tax  interfering  with  tht 
employment  of  the  people  ?  Hon.  Mem 
hers  on  the  other  side  had  expressed  thcii 
opinion  that  the  first  reduction  ought  t( 
be  reduction  of  the  income  tax ;  bui 
every  sixpence  they  sacrificed  in  repeal 
ing  a  tax  of  this  kind,  so  far  prevmitec 
the  possibility  of  the  reduction  thc^ 
souLfbt.  If  both  sides  of  tho  House  wert 
ot  opinion  that  this  was  the  first  tax  that 
ought  to  be  repealed,  be  should  haro  nc 
more  to  aaj  in  oppotttiOD  to  it.   If,  oq  tb< 
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fontrarj,  tbej  thought  that  it  onght  only 

to  take  its  turn  with  other  taxes,  and  that 
there  were  others  which  had  a  prior  claim, 
let  them  resist  this  Motion.  As  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  propose  tbe  ndnetioii  m  the 
m-eseiit  j9Bf,  it  would  be  more  unwise  on 
nia  part  to  ^ivc  nny  pledge  as  to  the  next. 
He  had  reserved  but  a  very  modcritc  sur- 
plas  after  renealing  the  window  duty, 
■boot  300,0002.  t  ond,  at  present,  thej 
kaew  not  what  claims  might  be  niule 
Tipon  tliem  for  the  cost  of  the  Kaffir  war. 
Woold  it,  then,  be  wise  in  him  to  pro- 
mise, or  for  the  House  to  pledge  itself, 
to  si«rifioo  120,0002.  a  year  in  this  tax, 
loolDDg  at  the  circnmstanees  which  night 
occar?  If,  in  the  course  of  next  year, 
there  should  be  a  considerable  surplus,  and 
the  House  was  prepared  to  maintain  the 
meoinetftz  as  it  stood,  then  he  would  take 
into  coBsidetttHon  what  other  taxes  should 
be  r<?duced  or  modified.  Until  they  knew 
what  would  be  the  probable  income  and 
expenditure  for  next  year,  it  would  be  un< 
vise  sad  injvdieioos  to  pledge  themselves 
te  sacrifice  120.0002.  The  eontnry  po- 
licY  had  always  been  acted  upon  by  his 
predecessors.  Should  the  House  now 
pledge  itself  to  repeal  this  120,0002.,  it 
vobH  he  to  that  extent  incapaoitated  next 
year  from  vedneing  taxes  whieh  it  might 
be  thought  more  necessary  to  get  rid  of. 
The  tax  complained  of  was  not  tin  ospecial 
burden  upon  the  attomies  and  solicitors; 
•OBTejancers  and  other  parties  paid  the 
sme  tax.  He  hoped  tiie  Hovse  wonld  not 
a^c  to  repeal  this  tax,  cither  in  the  pre- 
sent vear  or  the  next,  till  they  saw  what 
was  their  financial  position,  and  until  it 
WBS  known  whether  tbe  incomo  tax  was  to 
Is  renewed  or  not. 

Lord  ROBERT  GROSVENOR  said, 
ss  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  confined  him- 
self merely  to  general  assertions,  and  had 
Bot  vcnlured  on  the  hopeless  task  of  at- 
tempting to  prove  the  justice  of  this 
tax.  he  would  refrain  from  making  any 
leplr. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  162;  Noes 
133:  llajorityaO. 

List  of  lite  Ayes. 


A<Uir,  R.  A.  S. 
Aleock,  T. 
Arkwright,  G. 

BsihT.jT 

Baird.J. 

B*l<lock.  E.  II. 


Baiikcs,  n 
Baring,  li,  li. 
Barrow,  W.  H. 
Bateson,  T. 
Benbow,  J. 
Ber«sfoKl,  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  II,  F. 
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Blake,  M.  .1. 
Blandford,  ISueq.  of 
Blowitt,  R.  J. 
liooth,  Sir  R,  G. 
Bremridge,  R, 
Bnsoo,  M. 

Bllrk,  L.  W. 

Burrcll,  Sir  C.  M. 
Castlorcagh,  Viset. 
Caylcy,  K.  S. 
CbapUu,  W.  J. 
CfamttertOD,  Col. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Christopher,  R*  A. 
Clay,  J. 
Coclis,  T.  S.' 
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in  by  Lora  Bi  QromioT  and  ^irFiederle 

THE  BALLOT. 
Mu.  n.  BERKELEY  rose  to  move  for 
leave  to  briug  iu  a  Bill  for  the  Protection 
of  the  Parliamentary  Electors  of  Qreaft 
BritiiB  and  Maad  bj  taking  tho  votes  hj 
w»7  of  Ballot.   The  hoo.  Gentleman  o^ 
served  that  nerer  was  it  so  important  to 
make  nn  cifort  in  this  cause  us  at  the  pro- 
sout  mouieut.    Thej  wero  upon  the  eve 
of  a  general  eleetlfiii*  and  it  would  lie  n 
struggle  of  no  common  order.    It  was  one 
in  which  tho  landocracy  bade  fa?r  to  ho 
arrayed  against  popular  rights,  in  which  all 
that  wealth  and  power  could  effect  would 
Im  effwted  agaioat  poverty  and  dependeneoh 
and  in  which  the  political  bully  would  gn 
forth  to  trample  upon  the  rights  of  e1o<>tor«. 
unless  there  were  interposed  between  hini 
and  ins  victims  the  proteotiug  shield  of  the 
ballot.   He  ealled  upon  kia  lion.  FHends. 
therefore,  who  had  hitherto  8up|HKted  faim 
in  this  ^fot'on,  to  unite  with  hiin  onco  again 
in  advocating  this  cause,  and  in  endeavour- 
ing to  pertiuade  the  }r  irst  Miniiiter  of  tho 
Crown  diat,  without  proteetioii  to  Pui»< 
mentaiy  votera,  no  plan  of  reform  whieh 
he  might  contemplate  would  give  satisfac- 
tion to  the  people,  or  could  be  otherwise 
than  a  nullity.    He  begged  to  tell  the 
noUe  Lord  that  he  might  extend  the  eoB> 
stitueneiea^  hot  ihat  tiie  aetion  of  open  vo- 
ting would  contract  them;  that  he  might 
increase  the  number  of  electors,  but  that 
with  it  ha  would  increase  the  arena  of  iu- 
timidaiion  and  c(»Taptton,   Of  what  vao 
nonld  any  Pariiamentary  reform  he  to  ihe 
tenantry  of  great  estates,  or  to  tho  trades- 
men of  the  cities  throughout  England,  un- 
ksa  they  were  afforded  protection  againat 
their  landlords  and  their  enstomeie*  awl 
allowed  to  givo  a  free  and  conscientiona 
vole  without  fear  of  ruin  ?    To  introduce 
reform  without  the  ballot,  was  to  attempt 
to  cure  a  superficial  disease  in  the  electoral 
system,  while  the  cancer  flawing  at  ila 
vitala  was  left  unheeded.    He  "knew  no 
question  which  reflected  so  much  ignominy 
upon  its  opponents  as  this  question  of  the 
ballot.  It  was  simply  a  proposition  to  give 
to  the  electors  throughoat  Uie  klBgdom  an 
undoubted  and  legal  right;  and  its  rejec- 
tion by  that  Ilouse  seemed  to  him  to 
amcnnt  to  a  virtual  condemnation  of  tkn 
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poritjof  eleciio^.  We,  the  advi^cutu:)  of  iho  lUc  uilitr,  tliat  ho  should  iio^  place  it  at 
BMwvra  (sai4  ^  Hon.  GenilemaQ),  Iwve  |  the  ditpoaition  of  a  feet  of  the  realiii. 

torn  the  lut  rag  of  i«iioning  from  your  i  Then,  says  the  elector,  I  consent;  hut 
shoulders,  and  there  you  stand,  denuded  !  grant  me  protection  from  the  Peer  and  the 
in  tho  face  of  the  world,  an  indecent  picture  persecutor.  Now  wlmt  13  the  reply  ?  It 
ui  naked  ubslructivcuess.  Ho  found,  froiu  1  is  hero — emhalmed  in  the  pages  of  Han- 
tbe  pages  of  Santcatd,  ihat  the  noble  Lord  sard.  The  opponents  of  the  measure  are 
qmaidered  that  the  present  Bystem  worked  filled  with  virtuous  indlgoation.  "Pro- 
well,  and  that  he  ifcarcd  a  change.  The  tcction!"  say  they — "why,  yon  coward! 
Doblo  Lord  liail  never  be^n  very  cxplitit  and  you  are  a  liar  too,  you  vrish  to  lio  and 
with  regard  tu  the  change  which  i^e  dread-  tu  couceal  it.  You  uumauly,  un-Engligh 
ed,  bit  ne  iieared  a  ehaage.  Now  he  asked  poltroon.  Protection,  indeed!  why,  yuu 
Bun,  could  that  system  be  said  to  work  want  to  upset  our  glorious  eopsUtution ! " 
well,  the  terrors  of  which  detcrro  1  a  full  '  Now,  what  makes  this  the  more  exquisitely 
third  of  tha  electors  of  this  country  from  |  absurd  is,  that  all  those  auion^  tliem  who 


reeordiug  tkeii'  votes,  whiio  it  permitted 
the  eormption  and  intimidation  of  the  ma- 

jority  of  those  who  did  vote  ?  which  allow- 
ed forty-eifjht  Peers  of  tho  realm  and 


were  directors  of  tho  iiauk  of  England,  all 
who  wore  directors  of  the  India  House,  all 
those  of  the  Trinity  House,  all  who  were 

members  of  clubs  in  Great  Britain  and 


seventeen  wealthy  Members  of  i'arlianiont ;  Ireland — and  their  name  was  legion — all  of 


to  return  to  that  House  niqety-eight  Mem- 
tsrs  bjdirofffciineonstitutiQnal  Interference, 
in  ipile,  toOt  of  the  Sessional  Orders  made 
annually  against  the  interference  of  Peers? 
which  converted  agricultural  voters  into  a 
mere  electoral  flock  of  sheep  ?  which,  once 
is  seven  jaars,  or  oftener,  couTorted  this 
eountry  mto  one  ?ast  mrena  of  drunken 
ooofusioD  and  corruption  of  all  kinds  ? 
which  was  one  great  lio  throughout  ?  which 
mated  to  a  man  in  theory  that  which  it 
oenied  him  in  practice  ?  and  which  com- 
{limeated  a  man  upon  his  liberty  while  it 
rendered  him  a  slave  ?  Yet  that  was  the 
systcmwhicb  tho  noblo  Lord  thouL'bt  worked 
weiL  But,  supposing  for  one  momeuL  that 
Ae  result  was  good,  then  a  good  end  was 
sehiered  by  moans  the  most  abominable, 
the  most  abandoned,  and  the  most  uncon- 
Btitutioti.ll.  That  was  the  way  in  which 
the  good  cud  was  achieved,  and  upon  the 
\ona  of  tha  dilemma  he  was  williqff  to 
Wve  the  noble  Lord.  How  he  invited  the 
noble  Lord  to  tell  (bo  House  why  when  in 
England  a  man  was  so  admirably  jirotected 
in  almost  all  his  rights,  ho  should  be  de- 
lied  protection  in  his  capacity,  of  a  P^r- 
iiene&taiy  elector.  Why  should  this  in- 
fidiotis  distii|ction  ba  made  t  For  instance, 
»  man  might  buy  a  carriage.  After  lie 
paid  the  purchase  money,  and  a  ta.\  upon 
It,  he  might  drive  where,  wlten,  aud  how 
be  pleasod— he  was  protected  in  that  right. 
The  same  with  a  horse — tax  and  turnpike 
paid,  he  might  ride  the  animal  where  he 


them  sought  the  protection  of  secret  voting 
^nay,  so  enamoured  were  they  of  it,  that 
they  could  not  erect  a  statue  to  the  late 
Sir  Robert  Peel  without  tho  ballot;  and  a 
political  club — aud  a  great  political  club, 
too — was  so  in  love  with  it  that  they  not 
onty  elected,  but  expelled^  their  members 
by  ballot.  There  had  been  an  instanee  of 
that  lately,  and  if  they  were  to  vote  for 
giving  protection  to  the  voter  by  the  bal- 
lot that  night,  to-ntorrow  they  would  be 
expelled  from  their  elub  by  the  ballot. 
When  proposing  this  Motion  last  Session* 
he  had  ventured  to  make  some  statements 
upon  the  backsliding  of  certain  hon.  Mem- 
bers upou  this  question,  aud  he  had  deeply 
deplored  that  the  right  hon.  !paronet  tho 
Seeretary  of  Stale  for  the  Home  Departs 
ment  should  have  held  it  necessary  to 
withdraw  his  support  from  it,  giving  no 
better  reason  than  that  the  action  of  pub- 
lic opinion  bad  taken  so  beneficial  an 
effect  that  the  ballot  was  no  longer  needed. 
Upon  this  subject  let  him  just  call  into 
court  that  illustrious  witness  who  lately  de- 
scended from  tho  moon,  and  took  up  his 
station  at  Aylesbury.  Surely  some  good 
counsel  might  be  derived  from  an  azami- 
nation  into  the  details  which  had  been  laid 
before  them  by  that  worthy.  He  passed 
by  Aylesbury,  however,  with  the  brief  ob- 
servation, that,  while  the  man  from  tho 
moon  spoKe  to  the  corru||>tion,  bribery,  and 
treating  that  went  on  m  that  borough, 
intimidntinn  al.so  flourished  in  full  force; 


thought  fit.  But  a  man  buys  a  freehold,  '  and  be  did  not  believe  that  there  ever  was 
leati  a  house,  and,  paying  taxes,  becomes  i  au  election  at  which  the  screw  was  moro 
entitled  to  a  iwte.  Ton  reco^ise  his  sevwely  put  upon  the  electors  by  the  land- 
right  to  this  vote  on  two  conditions:  thelocracy  surrounding  the  town,  than  in  tho 
Wfitthfit  ha  iboDld  not  barter  it  for  nionex  ildofition  between  Bethell  and  Ferrand. 
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And  let  the  Houbo  reraember  tbat  Ayles- 
bury mi^bt  be  regarded  as  a  type  of  what 
towns  situated  in  the  hearts  of  counties 
would  be  at  tbe  next  general  eloctioo. 
One  word  as  to  the  Falkirk  bai|;h8.  The 
hon.  Member  for  those  burg^  had  been 
returned  from  that  nest  of  corruption  as 
**  duly  elpctcfl."  lie  had  risen  in  his 
place,  be  Imd  iuid.  las  hand  upon  bis  heart, 
and  had  assured  the  Honse  that  he  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  drenching  the 
electors  M-ith  whisky;  nnd  it  would  be  both 
pei"sonal  and  unpfirli.aracntary  if  they  were 
to  doubt  the  hon.  Geutlemau's  word.  There 
oonld  be  no  qnestion,  also,  bnt  that  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Albans  could  rise  in 
his  place,  and  lay  his  hand  upon  his  heart, 
and  assure  them  that  he  knew  nothing 
whatever  of  "  Bell  niotal,"  and  was  entirely 
innocent  of  "  Sovereign  Alley.  *  *  But  with 
reference  to  what  took  place  at  the  last 
St,  Alhans  election,  he  would  quote  frotu 
the  report  in  the  Timei  newspaper.  The 
report,  which  was  dated  "St.  Albans, 
Ohrisftnas  eve,"  contained  the  following 
ftassages: — 

"  The  contest  commenced  at  eight  o'clock  thU 
morning — if  contest  it  could  bo  oalled — where  au 
immense  amntMr  of  the  eoiurUtueiM}7  had  long 
before  the  poHing-dny  yielded  to  tlie  blanJisli- 
ments  and  aodaotions  of  Mr.  Bell's  i^nta.  The 
•ooDe  presented  hj  the  bormif  h  all  £17  wm  any- 
thing but  calfulatofl  to  lo;id  to  tho  belief  tli;it 
Father  Mathcvr's  dUciplcs  were  very  numerous 
there.  All  busmeBs  was  snapended,  the  shope  were 
closed,  tho  ancient  freoroon  came  forth  into  the 
strocta  in  tbe  intejosest  state  of  hanger  and  thirst 
that  ever  fell  on  man  with  ell  the  good  Hdngt  of 
the  world  armind  them,  and  a  paaser-liy  rnii^'lit 
have  imagined  that  tho  crews  of  a  &lii]i wrecked 
end  fiunished  navy  wcro  making  up  for  tho  p^i^'a- 
tions  of  their  rafts  in  the  taverns  and  liostelries  of 
this  fiunous  town.  Toward;)  midday  tbe  bii^lits 
presented  in  tho  prineipat  streets  were  absolutely 
disi^usting.  Drunken  men  and  women  were  rolling 
and  staggering  about  the  streets,  or  lying  in  some 
inetaneet  in  the  curious  places  which  inebriety 
Bcleets.  Postchriises  wer^^  dt'^bTTifr  a^ont  Inflon 
with  tlic  lie.ivieist  freights  ot  drunken  and  '  mdc- 
pondent '  voters,  smoking  cigars  and  pipes,  and 
indnlgin^^  in  short  efibrts  of  oratoijr." 

The  Times  also  gate  an  account  of  the 
close  of  the  poll,  when  it  appeared  tliat 
both  tho  candidates  addressed  the  people. 
He  did  not  find  in  Mr.  Bell's  speech  much 
matter  tw  eomment.  That  hon.  Gentle- 
man merely  told  the  drunken  mob  that 
they  bad  greatly  and  ''loriously  distin* 
guished  themselves,  and  he  found  out  that 
the  conduct  of  his  electors  was  the  coun^ 
terpart  of  that  of  the  Qoards  at  Waterloo. 
Mr.  Garden,  on  the  other  hand,  asserted 
that  in  Ins  defeat  he  had  nchioved  a  vic- 
tory (Mr.  Garden  knew  nothing  of  the 

Mr,  E»  Berkeley 


kidnapping  which  his  witnesses  would  un- 
drrrro),  and  that  he  hnd  broken  down  tho 
barriers  which  combined  fraud,  j)ersonal 
interest,  and  local  eorrnption,  had  raised 
against  him.  In  the  course  of  hia  speeeb 
Mr.  Garden  used  theie  remarhable  ex- 
pressions : — 

I  was  told  that  if  I  would  pat  the  bribery 
oAth  to  every  elector  I  might  win  my  seat;  bot  I 
refused  to  do  SO,  Ibr  I  did  not  wish  to  peril  tba 
future  Itappincss  of  those  men  who,  liaviu^^  taken 
a  bribe,  would  not  soruplo  to  swear  they  had 
never  reeeived  oae." 

If  confirmation  of  tbat  opinion  were  needed* 
they  had  it  in  the  recorded  fiiet,  tiiat  at 

one  period  of  die  proceedings*  when  tbe 
brll)ery  oath  was  read,  it  was  received  by 
the  pure  and  iTrimaculate  electors  of  St. 
Albans  with  shouta  of  laughter  and  de* 
rision.  Indeed,  they  seemed  to  think  the 
briheiy  oath  an  exceedingly  good  joke. 
He  wished  to  remind  the  House,  that,  by 
establishing  a  system  of  secret  voting^. 
they  would  place  the  suborner  'entirely  at 
the  mercy  of  the  suborned.  They  could 
not  prerent  a  nan  from  purehaaing  a  vote, 
but  they  could  prcTOnt  mm  from  knowing 
whether  the  vote  was  paid  in  return  for 
tbe  bribe.  By  tbe  operation  of  the  ballot 
four  diiitiuct  events  would  be  cast  into  the 
shade:  firstly,  whether  the  elector  whose 
vote  bad  been  purchased  voted  as  tho 
briber  expected  ho  would  do;  secondly, 
whether  the  elector  so  bribed  voted  fnr  tho 
opponent  of  tho  person  for  whom  liis  vote 
was  purchased;  thirdly,  whether  the  elec- 
tor, after  his  vote  had  been  purchased* 
might  not  split  his  vote  between  two  oppo- 
sing candidates;  and,  fourthly,  whether  tho 
elector  voted  at  all.  Was  it  likely  that 
5L,  102.,  or  201.  notes  would  he  thrown 
into  such  nn  ocean  of  donht  and  conjeetsref 
lie  thought  it  was  contrary  to  common 
sense  to  entertain  such  an  expectation. 
Ho  (Mr.  Berkeley)  had  obtained  on  thia 
subject  tbe  opinions  of  many  persons  who 
were  accustomed  to  conduct  elections,  and 
they  all  concurred  in  the  opinion  that  in- 
timidation would  he  completely  set  aside 
by  tho  ballot.  They  also  considered  tbat 
the  ballot  would  he  a  prerentive  of  htibeij 
in  all  populous  constituencies,  though 
some  doubt  might  exist  as  to  its  effect 
upon  smaller  constituencies.  This  waa 
quite  sufficient  for  him,  for,  inUmidatioo 
once  destroyed,  he  would  be  well  contented 
to  take  the  chance  of  bribery,  diminished 
as  that  ehanee  would  bo  by  secret  Toting. 
Ho  conceived  that  intimidation  involved 
the  priuciplo  of  bribery  io  its  worst  form. 
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They  might  reward  an  elector  for  his  voto, 
aod  ia  so  doiug  they  wero  not  guilty  of 
any  act  of  tyranny,  although  they  acted 
tttconstitatioiiaUy;  bat  vlieii  thej  mtiinU 
dated  an  elector  to  give  his  vote,  or  pun- 
ished him  for  !:^ivifiij"  it,  thoy  acted  not 
Duly  as  tyrants  but  as  robbers,  and  there- 
fore he  held  that  intimidation  was  infinitely 
wvm  than  bribery*  Among  the  evils 
which  intimidation  included  ho  would  place 
exelosiTO  dealing,  the  withdrawal  of  cus- 
tom, the  ejectment  of  tenants,  and  those 
iiujuisitoriai  searches  into  the  lives  and 
fiMMes  of  flleolon,  the  reenlts  of  vbicli 
vere  used  to  twiel  from  them  falae  Totes. 
In  order  to  sliow  the  eflect  of  the  present 
BTstem,  hn  would  lay  before  the  House 
some  particulars  respecting  tho  last  elec- 
lini  Butii.  They  had  been  told  bj 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bir- 
minirhnm,  that,  at  a  contested  election 
for  that  Ixjrough,  at  least  one  thousand 
eitK;tors  abst&iued  from  voting  iu  consc- 
•enee  of  mtunidaiioii.  Now  he  (Mr. 
Btriulej)  bed  written  to  a  gentleman  with 
a  view  to  ascertain  the  effect  of  that  sys 
tem  of  intimitlntion  in  the  cit}'  of  Batli,  and 
his  friend  had  sent  him  a  sort  oi  analysis  i 
the  votiog.   His  eonrespondeDt  said^ 

"  Ik  WM  »  qviat  elMtfoD,  no  beer-houses  open- 

•H  :  there  wore  a  few  instanoes  of  dirrct  inthnida^ 
tioB,  but  thu>-  were  the  oxoeption,  not  tho  rule. 
On  the  register  8,130  doctors,  of  whom  only  3,151 
polled,  namely,  1,110  for  Scobelt,  nnd  1,041  for 
SutcUlfe — uu{>oUed,  87'.) ;  of  whom  250  quitted  or 
desul,  100,  mostly  Tories,  out  of  town,  50  ultra- 
H.Tflirr.Is  who  did  n^t  tliink  Cnptiin  Soobell  enough 
ia  advauoe,  30  Lathoiics  w;io  objected  to  his 
•piiriwM  <»  leligious  mattorH  goin^'  too  far.  There 
▼<Te  wmsequeiitly  449  who  dared  not  to  vote, 
aod  wlio,  upon  bcmg  couvassed,  replied, '  We  wish 
CtpUin  Scobell  saccess ;  we  will  work  for  him 
priratelj,  b«t  if  We  TOtd  WO  BM^M  Well  olOfO  our 
t^iuiaeM."* 

New  if  there  were  449  electors  in  Bath  de- 
tened  from  voting  by  intimidation,  how 
many  did  the  House  imagine  were  deterred 
from  placiucr  themselves  on  the  rp{ji«tor  ? 
This,  then,  was  the  electoral  system  which 
wetked  well !  He  (Mr.  Berkeley)  asked 
ior  the  ballot  as  the  greatest  btwn  ^at 
eoold  possibly  be  bestowed  upon  the  agricul- 
tural constitiieneios.  The  right  of  tenant- 
fsrmers  to  rote  was  now  a  mere  nullity.  He 
tiioQgfat  the  best  plan  that  could  be  adopted 
■ider  the  present  system  on  great  estates, 
woold  be  to  allow  the  steward  t6  send  in  a 
list  of  votere  at  the  time  of  the  election  to 
the  sheriff  of  the  county,  with  the  name  of 
the  candidate  for  whom  they  Toted  append- 
ed le  it.  These  imfortonate  anddegiaded 
HHtt  weidd  then  be  sared  from  haring  to 


rido  to  the  next  market  town  to  tell  a  lie. 
He  could  assure  the  House  that  ho  felt  a 
deep  interest  for  tho  tenant-farmers  of  Eng- 
land. It  was  true  he  had  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  objeet  to  them  in  tho  character  of 
sohHer?  or  constnblo'^,  solely  on  the  ground 
that  they  were  niuiiduiplined  and  disobedi- 
ent, but  he  would  do  them  justice  in  their 
civil  capacity.  There  was  not  a  better 
drilled  or  more  obedient  body  of  Rectors  In 
Europe.  The  adjutant  and  the  colonel  had 
no  means  of  compelling  obedience,  but  it 
was  not  so  with  the  landlord  and  the  stew- 
ard. The  fitrmer  might  refuse  to  go  ont 
to  fight,  bnt  lie  must  not  refnse  to  go  out 
to  vote.  If  he  refused  to  go  out  to  fight, 
no  punishment  followed;  but  if  he  refused 
to  go  out  to  vote,  condign  punishment  en- 
sued. He  (Mr.  Berkeley)  was  prepared  to 
assert  that  from  1835,  when  evidence  was 
taken  on  the  subject  before  a  Parliament- 
ary Cofnniitteo,  down  to  1851,  the  state  of 
tyranny  and  slavery  in  which  tho  agricul- 
tural eonstitaeoeies,  were  held,  had  con* 
tinued  with  unabated  rigour.  At  present 
the  farmers,  galled  by  low  prices  and  high 
rents,  had  bec^iin  to  murmur  at  this  sort  of 
dispensation,  and  were  inclined  to  believe 
that  they  were  not  truly  represented  in  that 
House.  The  last  South  Nottingham  elec- 
tion offered  a  strikin<:!j  instance  of  this  fact. 
He  held  in  his  hand  the  Times  report  of 
the  proceedings  at  that  election.  He  had 
seleeted  ^e  rates  report,  firstly,  beeause 
the  reports  of  that  paper  were  generally 
correct,  and  admirably  written;  and,  sec- 
on<1Iy,  because  tho  Times  had  ni;iinfcsted 
a  diioct  bias  against  the  question  hu  then 
brought  forwanl.  It  could  not  be  supposed, 
therefore,  AatthesCatemenks  ho  was  about 
to  read  wore  written  with  any  bias  in  fa- 
vour of  his  proposal.  He  found  in  the 
TimeSf  after  a  statement  of  tho  result  of 
the  election,  these  remnkf 

**  The  remit  astonisliet  everybody.  That  in  tho 
most  aristocratic  county  in  England,  with  tho 
huidlorda,  almost  to  a  man,  banded  together  in 
snppoii  of  their  nominee,  a  scion  of  one  of  the 
largest  landed  proi>rintorf«  in  the  county,  ho  should 
bo  defeated  by  a  plain  country  gcntlonian,  a  re- 
tired solicitor,  wi(b  WMToety  an  aere  of  buad  ef  Us 
own  in  the  ooontsr,  sppstn  truly  auHrfelloni»auu^ 
vcilous  indeed  ! " 

How  did  tho  Tinus  account  for  that  mar- 
vel ?    The  Timet  said^ 

<*It  era  be  onlf  Moovafad  ftr,  by  the  ftotef 

the  losses  of  the  occu]  inr^  of  land  for  the  last  two 
years  renderiag  them  indifferent  to  whether  the/ 
bo  expelled  the&  hoBMiteadioriiOt." 

The  TlimM,  therefor^^  admitted  that  the 
peaahj  for  a  free  and  indepeadeut  vote 


vaB  expulsion  from  a  homestead.  The  ac- 
count procwded  : — 

"  Mr.  Barrow  has  fbr  maoy  yean  presided  at 
Bbd  teketi  fuH  in  fhelf  ftrmm'  olii%«  and  m«0tr' 

ing?.  Lord  Newark  hns  TifviT  bcpn  sr-cn  by  one 
farmer  iu  a  tbousand  until  tUia  cootcst,  and  dur- 
ing this  eleotion  manj  who  voted  for  lilm  did  so 

with  extreme  reluctance.  In  snnr'  eases  farmers 
t?erc  actually  dragged  from  thinr  hiding-places  in 
h».y  or  straw  staolu,  taken  tu  the  poU,  Had  forced 

to  vote  nsrninst  thrir  wishes.  In  many  instances 
the  answer  to  the  (jiuestion,  *  For  whom  do  you 
Yote  ? '  was  '  For  Lord  >l'\v,\i-1;,  I  suppose,'  th'' 
unwilling  tenant  looking  at  the  same  time  into  his 
landlord's  fooo  for  a  nod  of  assent." 


Surclj  the  House,  after  hearing  this  talc  of 
bumiliation  and  degradation,  selected  from 

the  Times,  an  advocate  of  open  voting, 
would  ponnit  liim  tu  npustropln.so  that  great 
orgaii  of  the  press,  and  exclaim  0  tempora ! 
0  mores  I  Ho  would  read  one  very  short 
extract  more  from  the  Times,  for  the  bene- 
fit of  any  hon.  Memljcrs  who  might  bo  suf- 
ficiently weak  and  duhxled  to  liclievc  that 
the  Sessional  Orders  against  the  iutcrfe- 
renco  of  Peers  wero  ever  intended  to  bo 
carried  out : — 

*•  In  the  Bingham  district  a  very  clever  ruso 
was  played  otf,  which  bad  the  effeot  of  turning 
some  Tot«B  fbr  Ifr.  Barrow.  During  the  previous 
liight  Mils  wore  posted  in  every  village  piir[)orting 
tooome  from  a  uohleaum  who  lias  been  oonspicu- 
ons  In  blassfaif  his  tenantry  in  &votir  of  Lord 
>'(  wal  k,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy,  '  South 
I^'uttiughamshire  Election :  Lord  Chesterfield 
hereby  announces  to  his  tenantry  that  bo  tskM 
no  part  in  this  contest,  and  he  -wishes  them  to 
exercise  their  eleeiive  fraochiso  whichever  way 
ther  fed  diqpoiOd.~>Br0tb7,  Feb.  13." 

He  voold  liDiplj  put  it  to  th«  House 

to  consider — when  this  miserable  trick- 
ery, this  mere  election  squib,  could  carry 
the  votes  of  some  electors — what  effect 
the  ballot  would  have  had  on  tbo  olcc- 
tloiL  for  that  eounty.  He  considered 
that  it  wonhl  be  much  better  to  take  the 
franchise  away  altogether  from  the  tenant- 
farmers  than  to  expose  them  to  the  degra- 
dation to  which  they  were  now  subjected. 
He  asked  country  gentlemen  how  they 
could 
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uniforms,  their  bands  playing  "  See,  the 
Conquering  Heroes  come  !"  while,  at  an- 
other time,  these  same  gentlemen  were 
i^ttiDf  th»  farmers  like  rata  in  haj- 
stadcfe  and  strawstacks,  whoro  they  had 
crawled  in  their  degradarm?),  to  prevent 
thcjuselves  from  hom<^  c otiipelled  to  vioiato 
their  consciences  and  to  tell  a  lie  in  the 
face  of  Qodi  to  the  detriment  of  mankind. 
Oh!  for  the  pencil  of  HogAtth,  or  the 
ston  otypo  of  Punch,  to  immortalise  the 
discovery  and  dragging  forth  of  the  glori- 
ous yeomanry  awT  independent  ewBtoni 
from  haystacks  and  atrawstaoks  1  fbr,  in  a 
fhturo  and  more  improved  age,  some  pic- 
torial ninnument  would  sufoly  be  necessary 
to  couvtnce  people  that  such  things  could 
be  in  England  ita  thn  nineteenth  century. 
He  irould  give  the  House  one  more  in- 
stance of  tlio  workiiifr  of  the  electoral 


system  in  an  agricultural  district — the 
county  of  (jioucester.  It  appeared  that 
there  was  in  that  connty  a  Mr.  Handel 
Oossham*  of  Wiekwar,  who  had  been  ft 
very  active  partisan  of  the  defeated  rnn- 
didate  at  the  last  West  Gloueestershiro 
election.  Ho  believed  bis  hon.  rdlative 
would  eonitrm  his  statement  that  Mr.  Coss- 
ham  was  a  higKly  respectable  man.  Mr. 
Oossham  had  lately  joined  a  total  absti- 
nence society,  and  at  a  meeting  of  that 
society,  held  in  Bristol  on  the  lOth  of 
February  last,  which  was  reported  in  the 
Bristol  Mercury^  ho  made  a  speccti  re 
markable  for  its  good  sense,  its  moral 
courage,  and  its  penitential  totte.  Mi*. 
Goasl^m  said — 


"  ThAt  thcto  were  toany  pdtttfsri 

nootoil  wiih  htrnne  <1rink.  He  hm'  ;i  /r  'nt  deal 
to  do  with  the  last  West  Qlouccstershire  elootimi: 
he  repented  it  now,  and  ever  shOoU.  TlifO  drink- 
ing at  tli;it  •  loction  was  enough  to  cormpt  all 
England,  zuuoh  wore  the  ooantf  of  Giouoester. 
The  reason  tbej  had  not  better  men  to  represent 
tlicm  was  that  the  (Iriiiliini::  custom  had  mn^r^ 
elections  so  expensive  that  the  best  men  would 
not  come  forward,  whilo  those  that  did  tvok  good 
Care  when  they  got  into  riirliament  to  mahatiM* 
electors  repay  what  thuy  had  cost  theui." 


reconcile  it  to  their  consciences  to 

perpetuate  a  system  so  cruel  and  uncon-  Now  ho  (Mr.  Berkeley)  found  that  in  this 

stituUonal  in  its  operation  ?    At  one  time  speech  Mr.  Handel  Cossham  was,  whether 

the  eonntry  genuemeli  eulogised  these  consciously  or  imconseionsly  he  eotdd  not 

unliappy  people  to  the  skicB,  and  described  tell,  expressing  the  sentiments  cf  old  Bflt- 

thc  tcnftnt  farmers  as  the  free,  hardy,  in-  nicl  Defoe,  and  almost  in  his  very  words, 

dependent  cultivators  of  the  soil;  wliilo  at  The  coincidence  was   most  remarkable, 

another  timo  those  gentlemen  were  found  He  (Mr.  Berkeley)  might  rcmiml  the 

diriTing  their  tenants  to  the  poll  like  a  House  that  in  1708  Daniel  Defbe  pnhlish- 

herd  of  swine  to  iho  next  market  town,  ed  a  review,  in  which  he  lashed  the  clec- 

At  one  time  the  country  gentlemen  ]daee(l  t'"-nl  "v^^tein  of  the  day,  and  rccomnienfle-l 
these  teimnt-farmers  on  horseback  side  l>y  :  tiic  ballot.  It  would  be  seen,  on  reterenco 
side  with  themselves,  dreased  iu  gaudy  I  to  Ilansardt  that  Mr.  Ward  quoted  with 
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considernTilo  rffect  from  that  work  wlion 
he  brought  the  nuostion  of  tho  ballot  Ho-  ! 
fore  the  House  in  1842.  Now,  in  17i'), 
two  fean  iftef  Dttfbe's  wot'k  was  ttttUiflhed, 
a  Bill  to  ghne  eleetors  the  protoetton  of  the 
ballot  passed  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  was  rejected  by  tho  House  of 
Lords.  He  (Mr.  Berkeley)  c(msidered  Uie 
t^eetbn  tif  tiuit  BUI  MmtX  tmootiititnlloiial, 
lieeaasd  the  House  of  Lords  encroached 
on  the  priyileges  of  tho  House  of  Com" 
mens  when  they  interfrrorl  in  the  electoral 
arraogementa  of  that  House.  The  Lords 
of  tmt  day,  howeter,  seemed  to  have 
keen  as  detoMifarad  aa  tba  IiOtds  of  the 
present  day  to  keep  a  grasp  on  the  collars 
nf  the  constituencies,  f\Ti(l  they  knew  that 
if  the  people  got  the  ballot  thej  would  be 
compelled  to  relax  that  grasp.  Defoe's 
aartuns,  neverthaless,  did  not  ceaa^;  but 
in  1716  he  published  another  work,  en- 
titled Thoytfjhfii  on  Trade  and  rtihlic 
Spirit,  which  contained  fresh  strictures  on 
tho  corruption  of  tho  electoral  system. 
Now,  the  eoiDddenee  of  opinton  batw«en 
Baiiii^  Defoo  and  Mr.  Handel  Cossham 
Was  remarkable;  their  thoughts  seemed  to 
go  pari  pas f^^'.  For  instance,  Mr.  Handel 
Cosahxun  strongly  deprecated  the  political 
crOa  of  strong  drink,  and  bore  nenitential 
testimony  to  thosa  evils.  Daniel  Befoe, 
on  his  part,  said — 

"  Tho  frequent  orders  of  tho  House  against 
treating  to  strong  drink,  brit>erjr,  and  corruptions 
in  eteciiona,  hare  had  but  little  effect ;  for  most 
people  bolicTO  tliey  are  eaailjr  wmivi ;  but  one 
ffcat  &uli  lies  in  the  eleo(or%  Which  are  gene- 
rally of  that  sordid  temper  to  sell  their  votes, 
birthrights,  and  country  for  a  small  stun*  or, 
w^t  is  wene,  a  pot  of  ato.** 

Again,  Mr.  Cossham  believed  that  great 
expenses  wero  inclined  at  elections,  and 

that  when  mom  got  into  Parliament  tlicj 
eontrived  to  repay  themselves  for  their 
outlay.    What  said  Daniel  Dofoe  ?— 

"  la  this  bad  age  men  go  to  groat  cxp^nsofi  to 
b«  returned  for  some  pitiful  borougli ;  but.  yuu 
Diost  not  suppose  this  is  for  public  spirit,  for 
there  are  few  men  to  be  found  though  of  never  so 
gre^t  estates  that  will  scrro  without  round  sala- 
riea,  if  tfaej  have  net  stieng  insBasttoas  to  pas 
fois^  alwk." 

And  this  sterling  old  writer  concluded  by 
declaring  that  "  tho  corruptions  at  elec- 
tlens  are  so  rivetted  in  the  nature  of  the 
people,  tfiat  tiie  only  remedy  is  by  way  of 
balloting."  He  (Mr.  Berkeley)  begged  to 
t^^T'k  the  Hou°e  for  tbe  nttfntion  with 
trhich  they  had  heard  liim,  and  would,  in 
oonelosiout  make  an  appeal  to  the  nobiu 

I^id  tl  the  liMd  of  iba  deiwtwiie&t. 
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That  noble  Lord  stood  pledged  to  further 
Pnrlinment iii-y  n'f'orni.  He  (Mr.  Bcrkclev) 
wan  «^ratciui  tu  the  noblo  Lord  for  that 

pledge,  bat  bo  bopad  tbe  noble  htisd  woold 
not  turn  aside  from  this  great  branch  of 

the  question.  Shortly  after  tho  passing 
of  the  Reform  Bill,  Mr.  Grotc  came  to  the 
eonclusion  that,  in  order  to  complete  the 
electoral  system,  jproteslioii  to  the  ^ter 
was  necessary*  Hie  (Mr.  Berkeley)  did 
not  l:nnu-  linv,-  mmiy  hon.  Members  might 
vote  with  liini  that  night,  but  ho  did  know 
that  there  were  150  Members  of  that 
Home  wbo  agvead  widi  Mr.  Grote,  and 
among  them  were  those  bearing  great 
names,  men  remarkable  for  talent  and 
"\visflom,  with  whom  the  noble  Loinl  was  in 
daily  communication.  Ho  (Mr.  Berkeley) 
was  prond  to  Btnnber  among  the  names  of 
those  who  supported  the  qnestion  the 
revered  name  of  Romilly — one,  who  com- 
bined with  that  name  hi^li  position,  great 
talents,  and  great  populari^.  He  (Mr. 
Berkeley)  was  also  supported  in  bis  opin< 
Ions  on  this  subject  by  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, than  whom  no  legal  gentleman  was 
better  acquainted  with  the  present  elec- 
toral system  and  its  working  than  his 
learned  Friend.  He  was  supported,  also, 
by  the  high  antbority  of  the  Solicitor  Gen- 
eral, whose  eloquence  and  sound  judgment 
went  hand  in  hand,  and  whoso  brilliant 
defence  of  the  question  could  not  ea^jily 
be  forgotten  when  the  House  came  to  a 
resohinon  in  ito  ftmMir.  Bat,  if  he  wero 
strong  in  modem  legal  authority,  was  he 
not  equally  so  in  ancient  legal  authority  ? 
He  had,  on  a  former  occasion,  shown  tho 
House  that  Lord  Chief  Justice  Holt  con- 
sidered it  **  a  great  privilege  to  elect  those 
who  are  to  bind  Ufis  and  nMp«rty  by  tho 
laws  they  make — a  privifet^o  not  to  bo 
deputed  to  another."  This  great  privi- 
lege, aa  ho  (Mr.  Berkeley)  liad  shown, 
howe?w,  was  not  dented  to,  bnt  was  ao- 
tually  seized  upon,  by  others.  Sir  W. 
Hinnkstone  laid  it  down  that  the  Hniinc  of 
Uommons  **  should  he  elected  of  tlie  peo- 
ple, to  make  the  laws  for  the  people,  and 
to  ebeek  the  tendency  of  laws  framed  by 
the  House  of  Lords."  He  (Mr.  Berkeley) 
had  shown  that  this  great  constitutional 
maxim  was  completely  set  at  naught  by 
the  fact  that  the  majority  of  the  Members 
of  Hie  House  of  Commons  were  the  nomi- 
nees of  the  House  of  Lords.  He  begged 
to  ask  t!io  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  tiio 
<T0vernment  to  reconsider  the  question  for 
the  sake  of  the  people  of  Kngiand.  If 
the  noUe  tmd  woold  glTa  a  pledgo  that 
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ho  would  take  the  subject  into  his  conskl' 
eratiou,  Jie  (Mr.  Berkeley)  would  tDOBt 
nodily  witbdrair  tho  MotioD.  If  the  no- 
ble I  Mil,  however,  declined  to  do  BO,  he 
had  only  then  to  ask  leave  to  brins^  in  a 
Bill  to  give  to  the  Parliamentary  electors 
of  Great  Crituin  and  Ireland  the  protection 
of  the  Wlot,  as  the  only  meftoe  of  en- 
abling them  to  discharge  a  solemn  juty, 
and  of  Becurliig  to  them  the  free  enjoyment 
of  an  important  right,  nnd  a  ^eat  privil^;e. 
Motion  made,  and  Quefition  proposed — 

**T)uii  lenro  be  gircn  to  bring  in  a  BiU  for  the 

Protection  of  tlic  }':irli.uucntary  Elector  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  bj  takio^  tho  Votes  by  way  of 
Ballot" 

MB.TBLLIS  seoonded  the  Motion.  He 
bad  hod  an  opportumty  of  seeing  the  in- 
timidation which  was  practised  at  clcctloDS, 
and  ho  was  persuaded  that  the  voter  could 
not  be  protected  unless  Parliament  ex- 
tended to  liim  the  shield  of-  the  ballot. 
He  looked  upon  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J ohn 
Russell)  as  the  natural  leader  of  reform; 
and  in  the  name  of  tho  electors  of  this 
country  he  called  upon  him  to  reconsider 
this  question.  Ho,  therefore,  expected 
that  he  would  make  the  ballot  a  part  of 
his  promised  refonn.  The  principle  of  the 
ballot  was  adopted  in  all  their  clubs,  in 
their  literary  and  charitable  institutions; 
and  why  should  it  not  be  given  as  a  shidd 
to  the  tenant-Hanner  and  the  tradesman  ? 
He  admitted  that  it  was  natural  for  a 
tenant  to  vote  for  a  good  landlord,  and 
that  would  still  be  done,  but  ail  landlords 
were  not  good.  Ho  knew  that  working 
men  in  manufaotories  had  been  coereed  by 
both  parties  in  a  manner  which  was  dis- 
graceful to  the  country.  Ho  hoped  the 
time  had  arrived  when  an  end  would  be 

C],  to  these  things.  It  could  not  possibly 
t  mueh  bnger.  Tho  people  would  de- 
mand their  rights,  and  whoever  was  the 
Minister  he  would  be  obliged  to  grant 
them.  He  belonged  to  the  people  ;  he 
know  their  wants,  their  wishes,  and  their 
requirements,  and  he  knew  that  this  was 
one  of  them.  His  hen.  Friend  who  made 
the  Motion  belonged  to  a  proud  aristocratic 
line,  and  therefore  the  more  honour  was 
due  to  him  for  appearing  as  the  advocate 
of  the  measure.  He  did  not  believe  there 
oottld  be  any  independence  in  a  borough 
where  there  were  only  200  or  300  electors 
unless  voting  by  ballot  was  in  operation. 

Mb.  HUME  said,  he  had  heard  with  the 
greatest  satisfaction  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  placed  this  Motion 
before  the  House.    To  him  (Mr.  Unme) 
ifr.  E.  Bwkeltjf 


that  speeoh  appeared  unanswerable,  and 
he  eowd  not  undentaad  bow  any  man  pro- 
fessing a  denre  to  give  freedom  and  prao* 

tical  reform  to  the  people  could  hesitate 
for  a  moment  to  cive  his  support  to  a  Mo- 
tion for  vote  by  ballot,  seeing  that  it  was 
intended  to  afford  ptoteetion  to  the  eoasti* 
tution,  by  giving  a  constitational  defence 
to  the  people  in  exercising  their  right  to 
elect  Members  to  that  House.  He  was 
sorry  that  there  shonld  be  apparently  any 
difforenee  of  opinion  on  that  m^tet  Ha 
unfortunately  lost  tho  opportunity  ho  bad 
of  bringing  forward  his  Motion  on  Parlia- 
mentary reform  on  a  previous  occasion, 
and  therefore  ho  was  oblig^  to  give  noUee 
that  he  would  bring  it  on  as  an  Ameiid- 
ment  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
H.  Berkeley).  But  he  had  since  consid- 
ered that  their  object  was  the  same,  and 
though  he  believod  that  the  country  re- 

?nired  more  than  was  proposed  by  his  hon. 
'riend*  he  should  be  sorry  to  interfere 
with  any  proposition  by  which  that  House 
was  to  he  made  the  constitutional  organ  to 
represent  the  wishes  and  feelings  of  the 
people  at  large.  He  naked  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  CkiTernment  to  aet 
when  he  had  the  power,  in  the  way  in 
which  he  wished  to  act  when  he  had  not 
the  power.  It  was  by  that  means  that 
they  proved  the  sincerity  of  men.  At 
times  when  the  hopes  of  reformers  wm 
low,  when  the  chances  of  thmr  soeeess 
were  but  small,  still  the  iiohlo  Lord's  voice 
was  heard  assisting  the  cause.  What  then 
were  the  noble  Lord's  sentiments  ?  In 
1832,  as  soon  aa  he  had  the  power,  tfaa 
noble  Lord  came  f(»irard  as  the  oi|^  of  the 
then  Liberal  Government,  and  announced 
tho  Reform  Bill,  which  was  subsequently 
passed.  He  (Mr.  Hume)  asked  no  more 
from  the  noble  Lord  than  the  fulfifanoit  of 
the  sentiments  which  he  then  expressed. 
The  noble  Lord  declared  that  the  time  for 
the  nomination  of  Members  of  Parliament 
had  gone  by — that  the  people  of  England 
would  no  longer  permit  Peers  of  the  realm 
to  nominate  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  who  ought  only  to  be  elected 
by  the  people.  Then  the  noble  Lord,  in 
bringing  forward  a  measure  for  tho  exteo- 
non  of  the  raffirage,  deolared  timt  then 
ought  to  be  no  constituency  with  a  lesa 
number  than  300,  and  that  he  hoped  to 
sec  in  some  boroughs  double  that  uuhiIh  r. 
Those  who  opposed  the  Reform  Bill  m 
that  day  often  reproaehed  its  pronotara 
with  reaping  little  or  no  advanl  igc  from  it; 
but  tha  benafito  whieh  that  BiU  had  wor- 
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funA  en  ibis  ttmilry,  he  flfr.  Hume)  was  |  and  loiight  to  prevent  the  spread  of  thoea 

principles  by  banishing  the  persons  who 
advocated  them.  And  what  had  been  tbc 
TOH\\]t  i  In  179?  and  1793,  when  there 
was  the  same  dcuiuDd  lor  reform  in  this 
eonntiy  that  there  was  now,  what  was  the 
state  of  our  charges,  and  what  was  the 
amount  nf  the  debt?  The  amount  of  the 
debt  wfts  then  about  240,000,000?.,  and 
the  annual  charge  9,2i>0,000i.  They  went 
to  war  in  order  to  ennh  reform  principles; 
they  fuled  in  their  ohject,  for  since  then  a 
greater  degree  of  reform  had  been  ob- 
tained than  was  ever  contemplated  by  the 
reformers  of  1792.  On  the  tennination  of 
the  war  there  was  an  addition  to  the  debt 
of  600,000.000^,  leaving  an  annual  eharjge 
of  21,000.000?.  on  the  country.  That 
was  the  result  of  tiie  etlorts  of  the  landed 
proprietors  who  obstructed  the  progress  of 
reform.  He  had  no  hesitation  In  Bsy> 
ing  he  looked  to  a  xefonn  in  the  consti- 
tution of  that  House  as  a  means  of  lessen- 
ing taxation  and  checking  extravagance  in 
the  public  expenditure.  The  House  of 
Commons  might  he  said  to  he  the  taxing 
organ  of  this  eonntry*  and  unless  it  was  ft 
perfect  machine,  and  acted  on  sound  prin- 
ciples, they  could  not  effect  those  changes 
which  he  was  anxious  to  see  carried  out, 
both  in  their  legislation  and  their  expendi- 
ture. He  would  not  read  the  proceedings 
at  a  meeting  of  the  **  Friends  of  the  Peo- 
ple," in  that  day,  in  which  an  ancestor  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  the  Duke  of  Richmond, 
and  Colonel  Sherman,  thefiither  of  his  hen. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Roohdale,  took 
part;  but  he  might  state  that  the  object 
of  the  reformers  of  that  period  was  to 
remove  from  the  House  of  Commons  all 
the  inflnenees  whwh  prevented  hradicial 
changes  in  the  eonstitution,  and  whioh 
upheld  a  system  of  class  interests  in  that 
House.  He  said,  the  noble  Lord  ought  to 
proht  by  the  example  of  the  history  of  that 
day.  Lie  (Mr.  Hume)  would  ask  if  it 
could  he  reasonably  expected  that  peaoe 
and  contentment  should  reign  in  this  coun- 
try, if  the  Legislature  persisted  in  denying 
to  six  out  of  every  seven  males  in  the  coun- 
try the  right  of  a  voice  in  1tb»  election  cf 
representatim  ?  With  regard  to  the  share 
which  the  people  had  in  the  representa- 
tion, every  other  romitry  in  Europe,  Rus- 
sia excepted,  stood  superior  to  England; 
and  was  such  a  state  of  things  to  he 
tolerated  hy  the  artisans  of  this  country  ? 
He  therefore  counselled  the  noble  Lord  at 

    _      this  time,  when  employment  gave  wages, 

and  wages  gave  conteutmeut)  that  this  was 


to  estimate.  No  man  eonld  tell 
what  might  have  been  the  consequences  if 
the  old  system  had  been  persisted  in,  nnt] 
if  tbe  poiiplc  of  England,  let  loose,  imd 
acted  aa  the  people  of  other  eountries  had 
done.  But  there  were  two  points  reserved 
br  the  noble  Lord  in  that  intr(  ilnr  t<>rv 
speech — namely,  the  ballot  and  triennial 
rsrliaments.  Oo  that  occaatun  the  noble 
Lotd  imd  these  were  pmnts  of  great  im- 
portance, hut  he  was  anxious  to  see  the 
trial  which  would  be  made  of  the  reforms 
he  proposed;  if  it  should  be  found  they 
vcre  incomplete,  then  would  be  the  time 
It  bring  forward  the  questions  of  the  ballot 
and  triennial  Parliaments.  He  (Mr.  Hume) 
woold  tell  the  noble  T.ord  tVint  tlic  advan- 
tages they  had  contemplated  from  the 
pusing  of  th^  Reform  Act  had  not  been 
ftudiioed,  and  the  time  was  eome  when  he 
oittht  to  propose  that  very  reform  of  the 
VaDot  which  he  held  back  until  a  trial  was 
made  of  the  Reform  Act.  But  he  (Mr. 
HoiQCjwasnot  satisfied  with  that  single 
He  ooQsidered  there  were  other 
ipwtant  reforms  necessary,  the 
most  important  of  which  was  the  extension 
of  the  franchise.  Believing  as  he  did,  on 
tlie  authority  of  oar  bMt  and  most  consti- 
tmiQinl  iawyeffs— Blaekstone  and  oAers — 
dnt  ererr  man  in  tliis  country  who  pid 
laies,  and  performed  the  duties  required 
of  him,  as  an  Englishman,  by  the  State, 
ought  to  have  a  voice  in  the  election  of  re- 
iraMQtatiTee  to  that  Hoase,  he  had  over 
wen  tbe  humble  advocate  of  an  extension 
of  the  suffrage,  though  he  was  not  bound 
or  wedded  to  any  particular  mode  of  ex- 
tending it.  He  haid  put  down  firat  in  his 
Mdtioa  «ttension  of  the  suffrage,  and  pro- 
Moi  to  all  persons  in  the  exercise  of 
tbat  suffrage.  He  then  took  the  second 
point  which  the  nohlo  Lord  reserved, 
uaoieiy,  the  duration  of  Parliaments,  whioh 
W  bad  often  heard  the  noble  Lord  say  it 
■nglift  be  deairahle  to  limit  to  four  years. 
That  would  certainly  be  better  than  seven 
jcars;  but  in  his  (Mr.  Hume's)  opinion 
thno  years  would  be  preferable  to  four 
jssrs.  It  was  to  him  (Mr.  Hume)  a  mat- 
t»  of  economy.  The  House  might  be 
surprised  when  he  said  that  on  economical 
pnoeiples  there  ought  to  be  a  reform  in 
tiie  represeutatioD.  Uo  was  old  enough 
te  reeoUect  the  struggle  that  was  mode 
^t^on  the  Prendi  war  to  obtain  a  reform 
in  Parliament;  and  he  told  those  who  then 
fwwated  reform  that  they  deaired  that  war 
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tbe  InotiMiil  ibr  Idm  to  eofiw  ftrwird  snd  I  ests,  and  bo  tiie  ineaiiB,  fn  fttt  eeonmntcal 


grant  an  extension  of  tho  suffrage,  and  j  point  of  y'lew,  of  bringing  about  a 

thn  prntoction  of  tho  vote  by  ballot.  IFo  rcliirtfon  in  the  public  oxpoiiiliture.  He 
(Mr.  Ilumoj  was  anxious  that  sumothincT  (Mr.  Hume)  was  anxious  tliat  the  ilivision 
ehould  be  done.  New  circumstances  had  i  should  simply  be  on  tho  ballot.  Some  of 
taken  plaeo  ainee  be  bad  last  proposed  tbts  bis  fHends  bad  told  bim  that  bis  Amend- 


question.    The  policy  of  the  Qorommcnt 

!md  been  nlterod,  and  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self had  declared  that  every  colony  con- 
nected with  this  country  Avas  entitled  to 


ment  was  too  extensire  in  its  seope.  Ho 

was  desiroiiiH  of  takin;^  from  CTery  mnn  the 
pretence  of  not  coming  to  a  decided  vole. 
Notwithstanding,  therefore,  the  teraia  ul 


Britisb  institnUoiiB — ^meaning  thereby  ro-  his  Amendmeut,  bo  sbonld  not  press  It, 
sponsible  government — and  uat  tho  people  but  content  himself  with  simply  supporting 

the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  {Mr.  II. 
Berkeley).    It  was  his  earnest  desire  to 


_  ^   ^  ^ 

should  clcet  those  who  governed  them. 
Another  event  had  occurred  which  he  re- 
garded with  great  satisfaction.  They  had 
had  a  rcpresimtation  tto  Ireland  6n  the  prin- 
ciple of  property  and  assessment.  Was  it 
possible,  under  these  circumstances,  that 
tho  people  of  England  would  remain  con- 
tented ^tb  tbe  existing  system  ?  He  beld 
in  bis  band  a  paper  taken  from  the  Parlia- 
mentary records,  Avhieh  showed  that  in 
Calne,  in  lleigate,  and  in  other  boroughs, 
there  were  only  from  150  to  250  electors. 
He  tberefbro  asked  tbe  noble  Lord  to  re- 
deem the  pledge  which  ho  gave.    In  five 

of  tho  metropolitan  boroughs  there  were  '  would  attend  any  reasonable  ami  proper 


see  tbe  reform  party  set  up.  and  again 
acting  with  tbe  energy  and  principle  whicb 

formerly  characterised  them.  The  noble 
Lord  had  allowed  that  powerful  reform 
|)arty  to  linger  on  from  year  to  year,  until 
it  was  almost  inanimate.  -It  was  m  tbo 
power  of  tho  noble  Lord,  by  a  satii^&ctory 
and  well-timed  measure  of  reform,  to  reani- 
mate and  reunite  that  jnirty.  If  he  avail- 
ed himself  of  tho  opportunity  which  now 
presented  itself  of  doing  that,  bo  wxmid 
be  backed  by  tbo  people,  and 


89,000  electors,  who  elected  twenty-four 
Members;  whilst  in  twelve  other  boroughs — 
namely,  Andover,  Knaresborongb*  Tavis* 
tock,  Thetford,  Evesham,  Marlborough, 
Lymington,  aud  five  others,  with  a  body 
of  electors  numbering  only  3,509 — the 
same  number  of  Members  w«re  retamed 
as  in  those  fire  metropolitan  boroughs. 
The  inequality  was  so  great  that  he  was 
satisfied  it  could  fin  !  no  advocate  in  this 
country.  Unless  the  ballot  was  to  bo  in- 
cluded in  the  noble  Lord's  sebeme  of  re-* 
form  next  year*  it  would  not  give  satis- 
faeUon.  It  would  not  give  that  protcetion 
to  the  voter  whieii  his  (Mr.  Hume's)  hon 


measure  of  reform  which  the  uublc  Lord 
might  introduce. 

OAFTAm  SGOBELL  sdd»  be  oonid  as- 
sure the  House  that  he  had  bad  no  inten- 
tion of  addressing  them  that  evening,  but 
having  had  the  honour  of  presenting  a  pe- 
tition from  tbe  city  wbieb  ne  bad  tbo  ho- 
nonr  to  represent,  which  was  numeroiislj 
signed,  ana  which  bore  on  this  subject,  lu 
could  not  remain  silent,  lie  knew  that 
there  could  bo  little  novelty  in  connexion 
witb  tbat  tbpie.  Perhaps  be  himself  was 
tho  greatest  novelty,  being  the  last  penon 
who  had  entered  tho  House.  He  had  de- 
clined to  canvass  the  three  thousand  clec- 
Friend  (Mr.  11.  Berkeley)  had  shown  was  i  tors  of  Bath,  considering  the  office  of  can- 
Bo  important,  even  witb  a  Umited  eonstitn*  vassing  not  merely  unnecessary  but  de- 
cncy.  lie  could  not  help  asking  why  were  ;  grading.  He  took  the  more  open  com'se 
the  benches  opposite  so  empty?  It  was  of  meeting  his  constituents  in  their  seroml 
because  the  hon.  Members  who  usually  oc-  wards.    He  had,  therefore,  had  full  op 


ct^ied  tbem  were  regardless  of  the  in 
tefests  of  tbe  people.   He  hoped  that 


portunity,  both  personally  and  from  those 
gentlemen  wbo  bad  learned  tbo  views  of 


would  be  borne  in  mind  by  the  people  of  j  the  electors,  to  know  the  fact  that  great 
England,  if  they  were  to  have  a  general  intimidation  was  used,  that  threats  had 


olecti<m  next  Session,  which  sconied  pro- 
bable.  He  thought  it  was  more  tnan 

likely  that  the  electors  would  take  into 


been  beld  out  to  tradesmen,  that  various 
means,  sbak«i  of  tbe  bead  in  some  in- 
stances, sending  for  bills  in  others,  were 


their  consideration  this  important  faet,  ;  not  very  usual,  but  were  not  unusual  mcnns 
tbat,  few  as  the  electors  were,  if  they  j  of  intimidation  resorted  to  in  the  city  of 
Would  buj,  act  honestly,  they  might  send  Bath  during  the  contest.    He  might  bo 

asked  whether  he  was  hi  favour  of  vote  by 


a  very  different  order  of  fepresentatim  to 
tbat  House— men  taken  from  the  middle 
classes  who  would  attend  to  their  hiter> 
Jfr.  Bum 


ballot.  Ho  would  say  if  a  hotter  plan  conld 
bo  produced  to  pioteetuig  voters.  Jot  it 
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^plant  tbebaUot,  but  .b  they  never       '  lo}i^^J<^l7<-^^  ^liSSn  tXuy  fa^S 


fceird  of  ft  better  plan,  and  as  the  bailot 
bad  been  established  in  dlflferenl  «(>Qtitrie8, 
It  Bttii  be  Msamed  thAt  the  bftUet  was  the 

onlj  practicable  plan.     It  was  no  new 
thing  for  him  to  be  a  friend  of  the  ballot. 
gr>me  twelvd  or  fifteen  years  ago  ho  had 
had  eaasiderable  experience  «l  en  election » 
mi  hid  then  means  of  closer  ebfiervation, 
yHiia{»,  than  recently,  bocanse  he  had 
eMrassfHl  «5nnic  of  the  constituency  in  the 
case  to  wlueh  he  referred.    It  was  no  un- 
usual thing  for  him  to  find  a  penoe  telling 
Ub  in  a  whisper,  "  1  wish  to  give  my  vote 
to  the  Liberal  side,  but  I  dare  not.  Say 
nothmg  of  it.  Sir."    When  lio  rcycrtcd  to 
ittcideatft  which  had  occurred  within  the 
hit  two  or  three  weAi»  he  could  not,  as 
an  botiest  man,  as  a  faithful  representative, 
abstain  from  declaring  in  that  Iloufto,  on 
the  first  occnsion  on  which  he  had  ftd- 
liresscd  it,  the  sense  he  entoHaincd  of  the 
Justice,  expediency,  end  abaolttte  neces- 
lity  of  sheltering  men  in  tho  exercise  of 
that  right  which  tho  constitution  conferred 
m  them.    It  was  worse  than  trifling  with 
the  population  of  this  eenntry  to  put  Into 
llieheadB  of  conetttaencies  the  power  of 
electing  representatives    without  giving 
iTiem  tho  means  of  using  it  independently. 
The  petition  to  which  he  had  alluded  di- 


rected the  attenUon  of  the  Hoeee  to  a 
htnhhip  irhkh  the  constituency  he  repro- 
Mted  now  felt,  respectfully  stating  that  — 

"The  df«»tor«  of  B.ath  had  lately  prococdod  to 
tittt  a  Member  for  the  city ;  that  in  the  eTOroiao 
ifHwlrigixt,  ami  ill  tlio  disclmrgo  of  th.it  Juty,  tho 
petitieoen  fonnd  very  maajf  eleotora  intimidatod 
b<aa  giTing  Tot«a  bj  thzMita  of  nun  to  their  fit- 


some  <^  my  thiaga  to  mafatain  iny  Eunily ;  and 

all  til  iviiifiily,  or  rather  no  remedy.  I  can  get 
from  aiy  employer  is  this,  '  Go  to  tUo  geaileman 
whom  yoo  v^led  fcr.*  ** 

Tliat  was  hut  one  Instanoe  among  many; 

and  when  such  cases  could  he  accumulated, 
as  they  had  been  by  the  lion.  Gentleman 
who  introduced  tho  MotioH,  it  was  time 
they  sot  about  doing  their  duty,  and  se- 
curing to  those  to  whom  they  looked  to 
elect  proper  representatives  proper  means 
of  doing  so.    The  petitioners  wont  on  to 
remark  that  tho  public  declaration  of  Totrag 
ereated  painfal  dirisiona  in  families  and  in 
society.    The  fact  had  been  glanced  at  in 
the  debate,  that  all  private  clubs  used  the 
ballot;  and  tho  object  was  evidently  to  pre- 
vent clamour,  mJioe,  and  the  display  of 
angry  passions.  Tho  means  were  excellent 
for  attaining  the  end  in  view;  and  when 
the  ballot  was  found  to  be  good  for  the 
protection  of  those  who  had  ouly  the  in- 
dulgeiiee  of  bad  feelings  to  guard  affainst, 
how  much  more  fit  was  it  to  be  applied  in 
a  case  v,horr  it  would  afford  <^ti11  further 
protection — protection  to  men  who,  with- 
out it,  must  either  suffer  ruin,  or  sacrifice 
their  principles   He  therefore  joined  hia 
humble  voice  to  tho  solicitations  of  others, 
in  urging  on  tho.^e  who  had  the  remedy 
for  the  existing  evil  in  their  own  hands. 


A<1.iif,  H.  E. 
A<l;iir,  H.  A.  S. 
Ariiistning,  Bn  B* 
Tiass,  M.  T. 
I  'ici  koley,  C.  L.  G. 


They  properly  told  the  House  that  it  was 
a  duty  they  had  to  perform — that  they 
were  trustees,  as  it  were,  for  those  who 
had  not  totes;  for  there  were  persons 
who  moai  work  the  conatitation  out  of 
doore,   and  who  sent  persons  to  that 
Hou£C  to  work  tho  constitution  within 
doors.    If  he  might  venture  to  add  his  ]  gf^'jf 'j^j 
TOioe  to  Aoee  which  had  been  addressed  I  mo^jit, 
to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, whose  speeches  he  had  so  often 
read  and  admired  out  of  doors,  ho  would 
entreat  the  noble  Lord  to  gire  reform  in 
titne.  What  was  given,  should  be  giren 


that  when  they  were  before  the  conntiy 
next  year  with  a  new  Reform  Bill,  they 
would  take  care  to  make  it  a  liberal  ta'M^ 
sure;  fof  if  it  were  a  little  measure  the  peo- 
ple would  not  be  satisfied;  and  when  they 
got  that  little  they  would  try  to  get  mote* 
Question  put. 

The  ITouso  divided  I— Ajw  87;  Koea 
50 :  Miyority  37. 

Littcftlte  Ates. 


Clay,  J. 
Cobden,  R. 

Cockbum,  Sir  A.  ^»  E. 
C»Uiiia,yf. 


freely,  and  it  would  be  found  to  possess  Crawford,  R.  W. 
tr.  hle  the  value  which  woul  l  attach  to  it  Currie,  R. 
if  it  were  begged  for,  and  at  last,  obtain- !  {^I^^^^f;^  ^.ha.  C.T. 
ed  ahaoat  by  force.    That  very  day  he ,  vj^^j^ 
hsd  rsceiTed  a  letter  from  one  of  his  con- 1  ^ 
stituents,  which  contained  these  words  : — 
"  1  have  b«n  diaobarged  by  mj  employer  for  ^ 


Duncan.  G. 
F.^ans,  Sir  Dt  L. 
Lvaus,  J. 


Evans,  W. 
Ewart,  W.  • 
Fcrgu.s,  J. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Fox,  W»  J. 
Gcach,  C. 

GilNton,  It.  boD.  T*  H. 
GfRBgor,  T.  O. 

Grcnfell,  C.  P. 
Eall,  Sir  B. 
Harris,  K. 
Ilastto,  A. 
Hoiiry,  A. 
Iloyworth,  L. 
Uobhouse,  T.  B. 

Hodges,  T.  L. 

Ihimo,  J. 

Johnatonc,  J. 

lv<Tsha#,  J. 

Lanj^ston,  J.  H. 

Luahington,  G. 

M'CttUagh,  W.  T. 
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M'Taggart,  Sir  J, 
Meagher,  T. 
Miluer,  W.  M.  £. 
Moffiktt,  G. 
Morris,  D. 
Muntz,  G.  P. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'CofUMdl,  J. 
O'Connor,  F. 
U'R'irali,  rt.  hoo.R.M. 
O'Flahcrty,  A. 
Pochell,  Sir  G.  B." 
Perfect,  R. 
Pigott,  F. 
PilkingtoD,  J. 
Power,  Dr. 
Ricnrdo,  O. 
Kioe,£.R. 
RobmiM,  T.  J.  A. 
Roelie,  E.  B. 
Salwejt,  CoU 
SoboldloUl, 
ScoImU,  Capt. 


Scrope,  G.  P. 
Scully,  F. 
Suuth,  J.  B. 
Stausaold,  W.  ft.  C. 
StrioUand,  Sir  a. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Thompson,  Col* 
Thompson,  G. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Villiers,  bon.  C. 
Wakl.-y.  T. 
Walmsk-v,  Sir  J. 
Wawn,  j'.  T. 
Willcox,  B.  M, 
Williams,  J. 
Williams,  W. 
WiUyftmi,  H. 
Vilflon,  M. 
Wood,  Sir  W.  P 

IKLLSttS. 

£Uis»J. 


Armstrong.  Sir  A. 
Baincs,  rt.  hon.  M.  T. 
Batrd,  J. 

TVuin.r^,  rt.  hn.  SirF.T. 
Barrow,  W.  IT. 
Boll,  J. 

Blackstono,  W.S, 
Boyd,  J. 
Brcmridgo,  R. 
Broadlcy,  U. 
Brockman,  E.  D. 
Campbell,  hon.  W« 
Cartor,  J.  B. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Craig,  Sir  W.  G. 
Crowdor,  R.  B. 
Ouirlttf  H. 
Denison,  E. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Dundas,  G. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
French,  F. 
Frew  on,  C.  H, 
Gwyn,  II. 
Ualford,  Sir  H. 
IL-Ulewell,  E.  G. 
llfttchoU,  rt.  hon.  J. 


Iloald,  J. 


llcathcote.  Sir  G.  J. 
Labouchcrp,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Langton,  W.  II,  P.jJ. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lopes,  Sir  11. 
Matiicson,  Gol. 
Moody,  0.  A. 
Nevdcgato,  0.  N. 
Prime,  R. 
Richards,  R. 
Iittfl8«lJi,  Lord  J. 
Sandan,  G. 
Seymour,  H.  D. 
Seymour,  Lord 
SmoUett,  A. 
Townloy,  R.  G. 
Vane,  Lord  II. 
^Yalsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  U. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  It.  iMW.  Sir  0. 

TBLLKBa. 

Ilaytcr,  W.  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 


Bill  orderrd  to  he  broujTit  in  by  Mr.  H. 
Berkeley,  Mr.  J .  Ellis,  aud  Mr.  iluiue. 

POOR  EMPLOYMENT  (IRELAND). 
Mr.  SCULLY  rose  to  move  a  Koso- 
lution  to  give  effect  to  the  employment 
of  the  inmates  of  workhouses  iu  repro- 
diiotive  labour,  so  m  to  endeavour  to  make 
them  Belf-anpporting.  He  laid,  bU  strong 
conviction  was,  tliat  the  existing  system 
wiis  injurious,  not  onir  to  the  ratepayers, 
but  to  the  morals  and  habits  of  the  inmates 
of  workhonses.  There  were  two  leading 
objections  taken  by  the  GoTcrnmcnt  and 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to  the  em- 
ployment oi  the  inmates  of  workhouses  un 
reprodnettfO  labour.   They  stated,  in  the 
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first  place,  that  the  uniform  cfcct  of  tlie 
introduction  of  such  a  system  would  bo  to 
derange  the  discipline  of  the  workhouses; 
and,  in  the  aeoond  piaee*  diat  it  wooM 
bring  the  labour  of  the  paupers  into  direct 
competition  with  thr\t  of  the  industrioua 
classes  out  of  doors.    These  were  serious 
objections,  if  true;  but  be  was  prepared  to 
show  that  they  had  no  foundation  in  fact, 
and  that  the  introduction  of  a  wise  and 
judicious  system  of  employing  the  able- 
bodied  poor  in  wprkhouscs  was  attended 
with  eflfoets  the  verj-  reverse  of  those  4M>m» 
tcmplated  by  the  Poor  Law  Comniis* 
sioners.    In  those  workhouses  where  it 
had   already  been  carried  out — such  as 
Cork — the  result  was  Terj  remarkably  ia 
opposition  to  that  antieipated  by  the  Cem- 
missioners.    The  master  of  Cork  work- 
house stated,  that  previous  to  his  appoint- 
ment, the  system  adopted  iu  the  house  had 
been  a  total  failure,  but  that  the  employ^ 
ment  of  the  inmates  during  the  last  two 
years  on  productive  labour,  and  the  use  of  a 
training  school,  had  been  attended  with  the 
most  signal  success;  a  marked  change  for 
the  better  had  taken  plaee,  and  one  of  ih» 
most  signifioBiit  proofs  of  this  was,  that 
the  prison  cells  had  hecn  taken  down,  and 
workshops  established  in  their  stcnd.  In- 
deed, it  appeared  that,  if  allowed  by  tho 
Legislature,  this  workhouse  eould  nisoa-> 
facture  not  only  for  its  own  wants,  but  for 
those  of  other  workhou.^es  In  Ireland.  Ho 
could   mention    other  workhouses  where 
similar  etfects  had  been  produced,  though 
the  principle  had  not  been  earned  out 
to  the  same  extent.    In  Clonmel,  ao- 
cording  to  the  statement  of  the  master, 
the  industrious  employment  of  the  inmates 
had  given  increased  nunlities  for  maintun- 
ing  discipline  instead  of  deranging  it;  and 
the  same  effect  had  been  produced  at 
Waterford  oiid  other  workhouses.  These 
facts  were  a  complete  answer  to  the  ob- 
jection of  the  Commissioners,  that  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  houses  would  be  interfered 
with.    The  other  argument  they  m:ii1r>  u-^p- 
of,  viz.,  that  it  would  bring  the  labour  uf 
paupers  in  workhouses  into  competition 
with  that  of  the  industrious  poor  out  of 
doors,  would  be  a  very  serious  one  if  the 
case  of  Ireland  was  similar  to  that  of  Eng- 
land.   But  they  were,  in  truth,  very  dif- 
ferent.   Uo  should  be  only  too  happr  to 
tee  manuftMtures  extended  to  Irelaaa;  bttl» 
virtually  speaking,  the  south  and  west, 
and  a  prent  part  of  the  cast  of  Ireland, 
were  wholly  devoid  of  manufactures,  and 
it  was  only  in  the  north  that  maaufito* 
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trarnfr  indu'^try  prevailed.  ITo'^v,  then, 
could  the  inmates  of  the  workhoii  f'l  coni- 
peto  vith  the  labours  of  the  poor  out  of 
doRt;  aad  wire  they  to  nuiiiilM:!  them  in 
idtowM  In  tlie  worklioiises  from  some 
imaginary  fear  of  a  eompetition  that  did 
not  exist  ?  There  were  in  the  workhouses 
of  Ireland  from  90,000  to  100,000  poor 
jtut  it  that  when  fhcy  might  be  madef 
\if  proper  treiinng»  useful  members  of  so- 
ciety; but  instead  of  being  taught  to  be- 
mm  independent  members  of  society  in 
after  life,  they  were  so  treated  as  to  render 
1km  burdens  to  the  different  Unioos  of 
IrelaDd,  to  baeome  paupers  for  life,  and  to 
teare  no  other  remedy  in  the  hands  of  the 
gnanli'xn'*  but  that  of  emigration.  They 
were  employed  iu  breaking  stones,  picking 
Q^ttiu,  and  other  occupations  of  that  kind; 
lad  he  woold  pnt  it  to  the  Hooie  whether 
that  iras  employment  suitable  for  the  able- 
Wied  poor  of  Ireland  ?  In  one  of  the 
BnbHn  Unions  there  were  over  800  women, 
and  bow  did  the  House  think  they  were 
esnployed?  They  were  absolotely  engaged 
in  bands  of  fifty  driving  capstan  mills — 
a  kind  of  employment  on  which  it  was  dis- 
graccfol  to  hare  women  employed,  one  that 
tended  to  make  them  lose  all  self-respect 
ad  eotteet  moral  feelmg.  The  mimhers 
tt  ptssent  in  the  workhouses  of  Ireland 
were  cnnrrooti«»,  and,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
thcvwore  on  the  increase  daily,  lie  found, 
from  a  return  lie  held  in  his  hand,  that  the 
onsber  of  paupers  in  the  workhoases  in 
t'lp  coiintv  of  Tipperary  had  increased  from 
ll\500,  in  1848,  to  about  23,^00  Inst 
year.  But,  though  the  paupers  y.-nc  tlms 
iocrcasiog,  the  work  provided  for  them  was 
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fin  any  thing  like  the  same 
t  had  been  clearly  shown  by 
corre^ondcnrc  v,-!th  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners that  had  been  pnblishcd,  that 
the  officers  of  the  Boards  of  Guurdiuos  were 
ssaoBs  to  carry  out  the  ^stem  of  employ- 
neat  winch  be  now  recommended.  One 
Ttason  he  would  urf,'c  in  favour  of  his  Mo- 
tion was,  that  it  would  make  the  inmates  of 
▼orkhouses,  instead  of  becoming  emi- 
grants, the  means  of  teaching  others  in 
their  own  country  works  of  a  usefnl  nature, 
Pot  only  in  agriculture  but  In  manufac- 
tures of  different  kinds;  and  ho  was  satis- 
fied that  the  great  evil  in  Ireland,  as  re- 
|vded  mamifikctores,  and  one  of  the  chief 
obfttaeles  to  their  progress,  was  the  want 
of  sVilleil  hands. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

*  Tku,  in  order  to  lighten  the  Mvcro  prewure 
«Vl»«i^tlbis  laMu4»itisflspsdienttoflMi- 


litato  by  evorr  means  the  ortiployjnent  of  the  in- 
mates of  workhouses  in  reproductive  labour,  so 
as  to  make  these  cstabUshmenta,  as  far  as  possi- 
ble, solf-supporting ;  and  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commistsioner  to  see  so  desirable  an 
ol»{««t  mr  csRtod  oat/' 

Mil.  O'FI.AITEETY  Beconded  the  Mo- 
tion. 11  u  would  appuai  to  the  good  feeling 
of  the  right  hon.  Saronet  the  Uhief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  who  waa  a  Poor  Law 
Comiiiissioner  himself,  and  entreat  him  to 
pay  attention  to  the  statement  \vliich  liad 
been  made  as  to  the  couditiou  of  the  work- 
house paupers  in  Ireland,  and  the  means 
by  which  that  condition  might  be  ameli- 
orated, lie  held  in  his  hand  a  return  from 
the  Union  of  which  he  was  himself  the 
Chairman,  showing  that  the  only  way  of 
cann  ing  out  the  Poor  Law  in  that  oonntiy 
without  pauperising  the  whole  community, 
was  by  adopting  the  self-supporting  sys- 
tem. In  his  I'nion  it  had  proved  to  he  a 
most  successful  experiment.  They  had 
saTod  in  the  space  of  abont  eleven  months 
npwarda  of  1,0002.  in  the  expenses  of  the 
workhouse.  He  hoped,  thercforo,  tho 
Commissioner^?  would  not  throw  auv  uune- 
cessary  impediments  in  tho  way  to  prerent 
its  being  extended  all  over  Ireland. 

Sift  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLB  could 
assure  his  hon.  Friends  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  tho  Motion,  that  ho  was  fully 
alive  to  the  importance  of  the  subject  to 
which  the  Motion  referred.  It  was  at  all 
times  9i  great  importance,  but  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  considering  the  crisis  through 
which  Ireland  was  still  passing,  and  tho 
great  pressure  which  that  country  had  to 
sustun,  by  reason  of  the  poor-rates,  it  he- 
came  pardcnlariy  important.  The  Motion 
referred  to  two  distinct  matters — ^1.  Tho 
indu'^trinl  employment  of  the  pauper;  and, 
2.  Tho  reproductive  labour  of  the  pauper. 
Now,  tho  Poor  Law  Cmnmissioners  nad 
always  hwa  desirons  of  giving  useful  em- 
ployment to  the  paupers  in  the  work- 
houses, and  that  upon  the  self  supporting 
principle;  but  when  it  was  proposed  that 
the  paupers  should  he  emnioycd  in  what 
was  called  repfodnctiTe  labour — that  waa 
to  say,  that  the  produce  of  their  labour 
should  bo  tali  en  into  the  market,  and  there 
compete  with  the  produce  of  free  labour — 
that  the  ^uper  labourer  should  compete 
with  the  mdependent  labourer — ^the  ques* 
tion  then  assumed  a  totally  different  aspect. 
It  must  he  remembered  that  the  inmates 
of  a  workhouse  were  found  at  the  public 
expense  with  lodging,  food  and  clothiD|f. 
If  those  inmates  were  to  ha  employed  m 
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manufactures,  and  tho  produee  of  thoir  la^ 
bour  were  to  f Mt*  i  into  the  niurVetb  and 
tltere  be  aoltl  m  compoMUou  with  ihe  pro- 
4i|C9  of  ^  l^mtf  )(  WM  evitat  tliai 
free  lebomr  oould  not  soooesBfuUy  sustain 
that  coDipctitinn,  im]  tliat  ihp  independent 
labourer  must,  in  bis  turn,  become  the 
ipmate  of  a  workhouse.  A  distinction  bad 
been  made  between  agricnltimii  labour  end 
raeaufaoturing  labour ;  but  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  principle  equally  applied  to 
both  desoriptions  of  employmont.  Sup- 
posing an  extensive  farm  were  attached  tu 
ft  iponthoue,  ead,  by  meeas  ef  pauper  la- 
boor,  largo  quantities  of  wheot,  ooto,  petiu 
toes,  and  other  articles  were  produced,  it 
was  quite  clear  that  that  produce  raicht  be 
carried  into  the  market,  and  thai  yuu 
might  At  any  iiino  irodeiinU  tbe  lunar. 
Wee  it  not  obvious,  then,  if  the  prineiple 
contended  for  by  the  hon.  Movrr  were  ex- 
tensively adopted,  great  injury  might  bo 
inflicted  upou  the  agricuituroi  interest  of 
Ifelend  ?  The  neeettfiil  expenment  re- 
ferred to  by  ih»  beo.  Heniber  for  Qalway 
(Mr.  O'Flaherty)  in  his  own  Union,  was  a 
case  confined  to  the  self-supporting  sy&tcni 
— ^that  of  maintaining  the  inmates  of  the 
workhoose  out  of  the  prodnee  of  their  own 
lebonr.  So  far  from  the  Conmiiseioners 
throwing  impediments  in  the  way  of  that 
system,  they  had  always  encouraged  it.  In 
many  of  the  Unions  the  Guardians,  by  vir- 
tue of  the  11th  and  12th  of  Tiotoris,  had 
attaohed  iwenty-ive  aeree  of  land  to  the 
workhouses  for  the  employment  of  the 
panpers.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved 
the  Uesolution  (Mr.  Scully)  had  made  one 
suggestion  whioh  was  deserving  of  con- 
sideration. The  hon.  Gentleoian  said  that 
it  might  happen  that  in  certain  workhouses 
there  might  he  a  surplus  of  goods  manu- 
factured by  tho  inmates,  and  that  one 
mode  of  disposing  of  them  might  be,  not 
bj  soiling  them  m  the  open  market,  bat 
by  sending  them  to  otner  workhouses. 
Now,  that  was  certainly  a  very  different 
thing,  and  if  it  could  be  done,  he  at  pre- 
sent knew  of  no  objection  to  its  being 
adopted.  But,  alter  aU,  he  thoaght  it 
would  be  bettor  to  leave  the  whole  matter 
in  the  hands  of  the  Commis^ionor-*.  nn>] 
allow  them  to  exeroiiie  their  own  discretion 
on  tho  subject.  It  was  evident  from  tho 
eonne  tbey  bad  hitherto  pursued,  that  the 
CommliiioDers  wore  not  dispoeed  to  oamj 
their  powers  further  than  what  a  due  re- 
gard to  the  general  interests  of  society  de- 
manded. To  bind  tho  Commibsiouers  by 
a  pledge  neb  aa  that  aontaiaeci  in  the 
Sir  W.  SmmiUe 


Plc  solntton  now  proposed,  would  he  a  most 
objectionable  proceeding.  To  convert  all 
the  workhouBoa  iu  Ireland  into  SO  m^aj 
great  maanfaetoriea,  waa  a  tftUm  whin 
DO  Pariiament  could  sanction.  It  bad 
never  been  adopted  in  England  ;  anJ 
wherever  it  had  been  partially  acted  upon, 
it  bad  been  found  tu  be  duirimcntftl  to  the 

intereata  of  free  hbeor.  Howerer.  be  did 

not  deny  that  such  a  system  would,  ua* 
questionnhly,  work  better  in  Ireland  thsa 
in  England.  For  the  reasons  he  had  jrivcn 
he  could  not  cauiiaut  to  the  Jdotiou,  ana  ha 
hoped  the  Hoaee  would  leave  llie  matter  ia 
the  hands  of  the  Commisaioiier«i  aad  sot 
pledge  them  to  the  dangeroua  piinoi^iii* 
volved  in  the  liesolution. 

Ma.  ROC  HE  hoped  the  iiou&a  vouU 
not  leave  eo  important  a  qoestioa  to  he 
decided  bv  the  Poor  Law  ComouMionfn 
in  Ireland.  That  House  was  the  pr<^>er 
])lacc  in  which  the  question  should  be  de- 
cided. And  what  was  the  question?  It 
was,  whether  the  Legislatnie  wenU  eaity 
out  the  principles  of  pofitieal  eeooemyin 
all  their  integrity  as  regarded  the  support 
of  the  paupers  in  Ireland  or  not  ?  He 
nevertheless  concurred  with  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Seetetai7  liar  IrSand  ia 
the  distinction  which  ho  had  drawn  be* 
tween  employing  pauper  labourers  ia  the 
workhouse,  for  the  purpose  of  tf^aching 
youth,  and  accustoming  them  to  industrial 
habits,  and  employing  them  for  tUo  pui^ 
pose  ef  what  was  c^led  xeprodoctife  b- 
bour.  It  would  be  very  right  to  employ 
paupers  in  the  workhouse;  but  it  would 
neither  be  useful  nor  right  to  convert  tha 
workhouse  into  a  qwnufactory  far  the 
pmrpooe  of  eompeting  with  froe  labour  oat 
of  doors.  The  real  diflSonlty  they  had  to 
deal  with,  after  all,  was  the  great  excess 
of  pauperism  in  Ireland.  Tho  only  mode 
of  meeting  this  difficulty  was  by  applying 
themselvea,  one  and  all,  to  the  great  pro- 
dnctlre  sources  of  the  country.  On  a  for- 
mer occasion  he  called  tlu  attention  of  tho 
right  hon.  Ghauceliur  of  the  iijtchequcr  to 
the  great  benefit  that  might  be  conferred 
on  Ireland  by  eneonntgu^g  the  eqltiTatton 
of  flax  in  that  oonntry,  and  by  extendinc 
fxdvanccs  of  public  money  which  he  allowed 
for  tho  building  of  farm  houses  to  the 
building  uf  scutching  houses  for  fi&x.  If 
that  were  done,  eonsidering  the  great  de- 
mand there  was  for  that  artioie  in  Engtaad, 
remunerative  employment  might  be  given 
to  every  single  man  iu  Ireland,  liut  how 
was  \uB  propositiou  met  1   Why,  the  right 

hen.  ChanoeUov  of  the  Ssebeqner  earns 
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Ao^n  to  tho  Hoooe  with  a  great  majority 
at  his  back,  and  literally  pooh-pooliod  tho 
qnestioB.  What  be  on  that  pocaiiioi^  ^sked 
wt  ligiil  hmu  Gtntlenui  to  do  w|w  to 
•Dcnr  •  partial  d£  the  loap  whioii  be  «  as 
ftppljing  to  the  erection  of  farm  build- 
ings in  Ireland,  to  the  erection  of  build- 
iA|^  for  the  prcparutiuu  of  flax  in  that 
•aoBtiy.  But  tbe  right  bon.  Gentlemaji 
vould  not  lulen  to  the  proposal,  and  it 
f«ll  to  the  <^und.  Nevertheless,  that 
vrxs  one  of  tho  mcnn^  by  which  cncour- 
agemeat  might  be  given  tu  manufactures 
in  Imbad,  aiul  by  wbich  the  great  4ifB- 
fil^  of  pauperism  in  that  ooontry  might 
he  met.  It  would  at  the  same  time  be  a 
most  legitimate  mode  of  encouraging  re- 
ivodactive  labour.  The  Government  was 
imptniUde  fcr  •  great  portion  of  the  pau- 
perism in  Ireland,  for  they  introduced  no 
measures  to  diminish  it.  lie  hoped  the 
bon.  Member  (Mr.  Scully)  would  not  di- 
lide  fill  the  Motion,  as  he  mt  be  eould  not 
inpport  him  if  he  persisted  in  extending 
hi«  Motioii  bejond  the  eelf^rapporting  aja- 
tem. 

Me.  POULETT  SCEOPE  said,  it 
teemed  to  be  (taken  for  granted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Seeretery  for 


ciaX  warka,  whioh  did  noi  enlev  into  gen- 
eral competition. 

Sir  J  gun  WALSH  said,  that  if  he 
bed  understood  the  hon.  Member's  Motion 
to  be  for  4  Urgi  grant  to  eiteUiah  a  pep* 
lin  manufactory  at  Tipperary,  or  a  silk 
manufactory  at  Belfast,  ne  should  bo  the 
first  to  oppose  auoh  a  principle;  hut  he  did 
not  nnderitaad  bipi  to  propose  anything  of 
the  kind.  [Mv,  SepUiT:  Hear,  hear!] 
He  understood  him  to  sng:gcst  the  employ- 
ment of  persons  confiiif-d  in  wfirkboti^^og  in 
some  productive  labour,  a.  belter  uppli- 
eataon  of  time  than  allowing  them  to  i»» 
main  utterly  idle,  and  without  any  Ubenv 
at  all.  lie  (Sir  J.  Walsh)  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland  he  need  not  fear  that  any  labour 
of  tlue  deieription  would  have  a  tendency 
in  the  least  degree  to  displace  free  labour. 
On  the  contrary,  if,  for  instance,  flax  could 
be  manufactured  iu  the  workhouses  of  Ire- 
Umd  by  the  inmatee,  and  the  experiment 
were  successful,  and  of  which  he  bad  lery 
Httle  doubt,  it  would  give  the  greatest  pos- 
sible stimulus  to  free  labour.  The  case  of 
Irelaud  wa«  ditlerent  from  that  of  i^uglaud. 
The  paupers  of  Bngland  wwe  only  a  enaU 
proportion  of  the  population,  and  the  la* 
Ireland  that  political  economy  was  opposed  '  hour  was  only  intended  to  detor  idle  per- 
to  the  employnient  of  tl\c  paupers  in  re-  sons  from  bofMinilntf  inmates  of  workhouses. 


juWuctive  labour.  i>ut  there  was  nothing 
hpolitioal  eeonoray  wbiob  adToeated  the 


liut  iu  Ireland,  by  the  prefisuro  of  curcum- 
etanoei,  by  the  unhappy  reeulto  of  ealam* 


enph^ment  of  useless  in  preference  to  use-  ities  by  irhieb  that  country  had  been  y'u 


fol  labour.  Merolv  employing  paupers  for 
employment  sake,  for  instance,  in  breaking 
stones,  waa  false  political  economy,  and 
eonld  not  have  any  support  from  bim.  The 
argaaNot  oi  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
hare  come  with  great  grace  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House ;  for  it  was  the  strongest 
Protactioiiist  argument  be  had  ever  beard, 
to  contend  that  people  were  to  be  prohi- 
bited from  competing  with  their  neighbours 
because  they  had  greater  advantages.  As 
it  was,  the  argument  was  worthless ;  be- 
eanae  at  preeent  the  Irish  pauper  was 
fed  en  foreign  eom,  and  clothed  in  Eng- 
Tish  manufactures,  .so  that  it  was  clear  they 
would  not  compete  with  their  own  countrv 
men.    At  the  same  time,  he  behoved  tiiut 


sited,  a  vast  p*^reentage  of  tho  ]>opnlation 
had  been  thrown  into  the  workhouses.  It 
was  then  a  point  to  be  considered  how  they 
eould  be  employed  with  benefit  to  themn 
selvesi  and  without  injury  to  the  rest  of  tho 
country.  And,  guarding  himself  from 
agreeing  to  any  application  of  (jovernroout 
fuudtt,  or  large  capital  to  earry  on  eonsid- 
erable  industrial  establishments,  he  eould 
not  see  any  possible  injury  from  assenting 
to  the  propoaition  of  the  hou.  Meiuber  for 
Tipperary. 

CfoMonsL  DUNNB  was  eonvinoed  that 
the  principle  contained  in  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
Sci'Jly)  was  absolutely  necessary  for  car- 
ry mg  out  usefully  any  poor-law  iu  Ireland, 


Ibtie  wife  a  strong  prejudice  against  the  |  He  was  opposed  to  malting  workhonsea 
eaaipetition  of  })aupors  with  the  produo-  large  manufacturing  esteblishmenta  i  bat 

tions  of  inilependent  labourers;  and,  there- '  believing  that  pp.upers  were  most  usefully 
fore,  he  would  suggest  that  the  Motion  employed  when  supporting  themselves  by 
should  be  confiued  to  the  self-supporting  i  productive  employment,  ho  should  cordially 
^Bleaa*  whero  their  labour  would  net  eome  voto  for  the  Motion, 
into  the  general  market  in  the  same  way  Goi.o.nkl  THOMPSON  had  listened  with 
u  be  obser^e(1  the  Government  were  now  attention  to  the  three  last  speakers,  and 
«Bif  logi^g  tho  oi^oTiots  on  publio  and  spe-  cooUl  not  help  beUeving  that,  upon  esi 
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aminlttioti,  thcr  would  be  found  to  be  rigbt.  ! 
If  the  House  would  allow  hira,  he  would 
illustrate  his  view  of  the  question  in  this 
maiiii€r:— Suppose  th«  inmates  of  a  work- 
house in  Ireland  or  in  England  were  to 
grow  cauliflowers,  which  being  not  pecu- 
liarly adapted  for  the  consumption  of  pau- 
pers,  they  sold  in  the  market.  Tbe  roaalt 
would  be  some  increase  of  the  quaukity  of 
cauliflowers  in  tlic  cauliflower  marlcct,  and 
some  diminution  in  the  selling  price  of 
cauliflowers,  and  consequently  in  the  re- 
ward of  labour  in  that  particular  production. 
But  the  money  taken  for  the  cauliflowers 
would  incontinently  ho  sent  into  tbo  potato 
market,  and  there  causo  an  exactly  equal  ' 
increase  in  the  demand  for  potatoes,  and 
eoBsequently  in  their  Belling  price*  and  in 
the  reward  of  labonr  bestowed  on  potato* 
growing.  So  that  in  the  aggregate  there 
was  as  much  good  as  harm.  If  friends 
from  Ireland  would  "chew  upon  this,"  he 
thought  thej  would  be  able  to  make  some- 
thing of  it.  And  he  would  go  further, 
and  inquire  what  would  be  the  conso- 
qoenoes  of  stopping  tbe  pauper  growth  of 
eaulifiowers,  and  taking  the  price  of  the 
potatoes  from  the  ratepayers  instead. 
There  would  not  be  tbe  inflm:  of  cauli- 
flowers into  tbe  market,  to  the  terror  of  the 
growers;  but  at  the  same  time  there  would 
be  a  deduction  from  some  other  dealers,  of 
what  would  hare  been  expended  on  them 
by  the  ratepayers  if  tbe  money  had  not 
been  taken  from  them  for  the  rates, 
which  must  work  those  dealers  as  much 
woe  as  the  others  had  of  joy.  So 
tiiat  in  the  aggregate,  the  naked  result 
was,  that  the  ratepayers  got  nothing,  in- 
stead of  something,  for  their  money.  And 
ihts  was  the  way  in  which  the  support  of 
paupers  was  a  damage  to  a  country,  namely, 
that  without  affec  tine;-  the  rest  of  the  indus- 
try of  the  co'tnti y  1:1  the  aggregate,  it  took 
the  whole  amouui;.  out  of  the  ratepayers, 
as  much  as  if  they  were  obliged  to  throw 
it  into  the  sea.  He  thought  this  argu- 
ment would  in  the  end  1h>  found  to  stand 
good,  and  that  we  should  by  degrees  come 
round  to  the  opinion  that  it  was  advisable 
to  employ  paupers  in  woikhouses  in  all 
ways  which  could  be  made  profitable. 

SibLUCIUS  O'BRIENsaid.  it  was  per- 
fectly ridiculous  the  idea  of  the  mtu-ket 
bebg  overstocked,  to  the  injury  of  the 
agriealturists,  hythe  small  quantity  of  pro- 
duce which  even  several  poorhouscs  might 
be  able  to  raise.  lie  admitted  tlmt  there 
were  difficulties  in  employing  tho  poor  ni 
produelife  employment;  hut  he  uought 

Oohnei  limpton 


these  diflScuUies  might  be  overcome  by  a 
careful  superintendence  by  the  Btmrd  of 
Guardians.  He  should  vote  for  the  Motion. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  ton- 
sidered  it  a  sound  principle  that  every  nsn 
supported  by  the  State  should  work,  and,  if 
possible,  mako  a  beneficial  return  for  his 
labour.  He  supported  the  Motion  on  the 
ground  that  the  reproductive  employment 
of  paupers  would  be  a  far  loss  evil  tbau 
any  to  be  apprehended  from  a  displacement 
of  the  labour  market.  He  was  willing  to 
admit  that  there  might  be  evils  connected 
with  the  course  profMsed;  but  he  thought 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  the  evils 
would  he  much  less  of  allowing  tho  paupers 
to  bo  usefully  employed,  than  in  allowing 
them  to  remehi  in  idleness. 

LOBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  there 
was  one  view  of  the  question  which  had 
not  been  touched  upon  in  the  course  of  tlie 
discussion,  and  that  was  the  immense  ad- 
vantage which  resulted  from  the  indnstrial 
education  received  by  the  youth  of  Ireland 
within  the  walls  of  the  workhouses.  lie 
knew  of  scores  of  instances  where,  in  eon- 
sequ«ice  of  the  industrial  training  reeeived 
within  the  workhouse,  young  persons  had 
been  enabled  not  nuly  to  maintain  them- 
selves, but  to  take  their  relatives  out  of 
the  workhouse.  This  was  not  simply  a 
question  of  political  economy.  Ireland  was 
at  present  in  a  state  of  transition;  and  if 
the  question  was  to  be  met  by  cold  ab- 
stract principles,  tbe  difliculties  wmlor 
which  she  was  labouring  would  be  in* 
creased.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  large 
tracts  of  land  inclosed,  as  if  agricultural 
industry  was  alone  Hkely  to  be  product iv^: 
but  he  wished  to  see  all  kinds  of  industry 
encouraged,  and  not  forbidden  and  thwart- 
ed, as  it  was  constantly,  in  the  case  cl 
trades,  by  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners. 
Ho  thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Tippe- 
rary  (Mr.  Scully)  entitled  to  their  grati- 
tude for  bringing  forward  the  subject,  and 
he  hoped  the  House  would  receive  the  pro- 
])osition  with  that  favour  which  it  so  well 
merited. 

Mh.  J.  WILSON  said,  that  tho  propo- 
sition divided  itself  into  two  parts,  on  one 
of  which  thsj  were  all  agreed,  while  there 

was  a  difl^erence  of  opinion  on  the  other. 
Tho  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Scully)  who 
brought  forward  the  question,  deserved 
great  credit  for  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  tho  industrial  training  of  pauper 
children.  Two  years  ago  an  Act  was  pap«od 
enabling  different  Unions  to  join  together 
to  estftUtth  tdhooli,  ftad  he  bweifed  it  hsd 
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h^en  ntt cruder!  with  the  greatest  advan- 
tei^es;  \nit  he  tlicnt2;ht  the  House  ouj^lit  to 
pau^e  before  recognmiog  the  principle  laid 
iovB  hj  the  bon.  GenSemAn  with  repaid 
to  pauper  labour.    About  five  years  ago, 
after  the  famine  had  taken  place  in  Ire- 
land, a  great  mistake  hnd  bot-n  committed 
m  endeafouring  to  give  outdoor  labour  on 
fiUid  wodks  to  Irith  paupers.   No  one 
Mold  deoj  that  the  eflwct  of  giving  Go- 
vernment aid  in  thnt  pnrticul.ir  way  was 
U)  create  an  undue  and  unfair  competicioQ 
between  the  pauper  and  the  independent 
Umnuot,  and  to  reilnee  large  mimei  <tf 
die  people  to  the  condition  of  State  pen- 
pcrs,  who  would  otherwise  have  been  earn- 
ing iadepeudeiit  wages.  The  riglits  of  the 
independent  labourer  ougiit  to  be  moat 
CMefblljr  guarded.   If  tme  eystem  wore 
tttabUahed,  there  wonld  inetantly  be  a 
competition  between  pauper  and  indepen- 
ilent  !nb(inr.  and  for  every  pauper  that  was 
fed  iudoors,  a  new  pauper  would  be  created 
Mt  of  doors  by  wtAdrnwhig  a  portion  of 
the  labour  on  which  the  free  labonrer  had 
previouslv  existed.    Hon.  Members  would 
also  recollect  the  error  of  the  old  poor-law 
•J6tem  in  Eoeiand»  for  as  long  as  the  prac- 
tiee  was  for  ue  peridi  to  find  employment 
ftr  the  paaper,  the  eflfeet  was  to  oreate 
paoperism,  until,  in  »ome  particular  par- 
hhes,  evcrv  farm  labourer  was  hired  out 
iijF  thti  parish  othcers.    In  Ireland,  as  in 
M^Und,  it  wonld  ^inimih  ihe  wegee  of 
ikt  bhenrer  out  of  doore,  and  increase  the 
number  of  indoor  paupers.     The  same 
system  had  been  tried  not  only  in  England, 
Aod  la  the  public  works  in  Ireland,  but 
iho  in  Holland  and  Flanders.   In  Holland 
more  etre  had  been  taken  in  this  matter 
than  in  any  other  country  in  the  world,  and 
the  result  had  been  the  most  nTiserahlo 
tuiore.    Similar  attempts,  without  any 
ttsm  soeeess,  had  been  made  in  Flanders. 
There  was  nothing  more  injnrions  to  the 
independent  labourer  than  this  sort  of  ficti- 
tiotjs  cunipctition  created  by  persons  bcin^ 
pmly  supported  by  charitable  institutions, 
«r  bj  mstitntions  snpported  bv  public  funds. 
Thsfalne  of  labonr  mnst  find  Its  own  level, 
sod  it  must  not  be  by  encouraging  pauper- 
ism that  they  could  expect  to  improve  the 
eonditton  of  the  labourer.    He  saw  no  ob- 
jiodon  to  the  estabUshment  of  industrial 
■eheols  for  sliildren,  or  even  to  todoetrial 
employment  for  the  purpose  of  recreation 
or  for  procuring  food  for  the  people  in  the 
V(»ridH>U6e;  but  as  to  workhouses  entering 
»to  ennpetiUon  on  a  large  scale  with  free 
l>bs«r,  eidier  in  agrienltnre  or  in  maaofoo- 
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tures,  he  believed  that  to  support  such 
a  proposition  would  bo  fostering  a  very 
dangerous  fallacy.  The  system  that  was 
now  proposed  was  no  doubt  very  popular  in 
Ireland,  beeanse  it  seemed  to  he  a  very 
short  cut  to  a  remedy;  but  short  cuts  often 
proved  to  he  the  longest  road  to  arrive  at  a 
desired  point.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
hK»k  to  the  results  of  the  experiments  that 
had  been  already  made  of  this  system,  and 
hesitate,  before  coming  to  a  conclusion,  to 
pass  a  resolution  of  this  kind,  which  would 
sanction,  in  his  opinion,  a  most  illusive  and 
dangerous  doctrine* 

Mft.  H.  HSBBBRT  said,  he  must  con- 
gratulate the  House  and  the  country  on 
the  fact  that  a  talented  and  influential 
Member  of  the  Government  imd  now  de- 
seribed  as  a  failure  their  policy  in  Irelaud, 
and  the  measures  of  relief  adopted  amid 
the  protests  of  every  man  of  sense,  perse- 
vered in  in  the  midst  of  remonstrances, 
and,  he  would  say,  without  meaning  it 
offensively,  almost  in  spite  of  eommon 
sense — in  spite  of  prophecies  and  repeated 
warnings.  It  was  extraordinary  to  hear 
those  acts  quoted  and  pointed  at  as  a 
warning  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  which  the  GoveniuMit  were 
told  at  the  time  by  hon.  Membws  on  that 
side  would  be  mischievous.  He  begged 
English  Members  to  bear  in  mind  that  the 
properties  of  Irish  Members  had  been  mort- 
gaged to  pay  for  that  pemieions  system, 
which  was  now  described  as  a  failure,  but 
which  was  then  adopted  in  spite  of  every 
entreaty  and  every  warning.  lie  also 
begged  English  Members  to  consider  that 
it  bad  talien  three  jmt*  to  induce  the  Go- 
vernment to  adopt  a  sjstom  reconunmded 
almost  by  every  man  of  common  sense  in 
Ireland — he  meant  the  reduction  of  the 
area  of  taxation.  It  took  three  years  to 
establish  that  principle,  and  at  the  end  of 
the  first  year,  for  the  first  time,  the  Go- 
veranicnt  was  able  to  point  out  a  beneficial 
alteration  in  the  working  of  the  Poor  Law 
in  Ireland. 

Mb.  J.  WILSON  begged  to  explun. 
He  had  not  said  anything  about  the  gene- 
ral policy  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  Ireland,  but  he  had  stated  that  the  sys- 
tem ot  employment  in  publio  works  that 
was  first  attempted  had  been  immediatelj 
abandoned.  These  public  works  had  been 
undertaken  with  the  unanimous  oonsent 
and  sanction  of  that  House. 

Lord  NAAS  thought  it  would  be  a  dan- 
gerous principle  to  allow  worldiooso  pro- 
duce to  oome  into  the  market 'to  oompete 
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with  that  of  the  independeut  labourer;  but 
lie  did  not  beliere  thh  was  con t«m  plated 
by  the  ReMlation,  ftnd  be  flbould  there- 
fore support  it.  It  was  a  great  digadvan- 
tajjo  to  the  o'ovf'rnor^  of  workhouses  to 
have  no  moaua  of  cnipioj^iug  the  paupers 
m  iisefal  labour.  He  eoald  not  belp  oon- 
gratiilnting  the  House  on  tbe  ezAiaordintry 
solicitude  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  oppo 


iu  the  workhouse  at  such  trades  as  would 
contribute  to  bts  support  wUbout  inter- 
feripg  with  public  labour.    It  would  be  an 

exceedingly  wholosome  state  of  things  if 
the  whole  of  the  people  could  be  brntiirlit 
to  support  tbeuMelves  without  beiug  oblijj^cd 
to  go  to  otber  countriea  for  Ibo  oomiDoik 
noeeesariea  of  life.  The  question  bvoogbi 
forward  by  the  lion.  Alctnber  forTipperary 


site  benches  in  favour  of  homo  produee,  I  (Mr.  Scully)  resolved  itself  into  this — were 
aud  did  not  Hee  how  they  could  be  in  dread  i  the  pcu|>le  iu  the  workhouses  tu  be  sup* 
of  such  produce  in  a  few  worlcbouseB.  |  ported  u  idl«n«n;  or  were  they  to  b»¥» 
Sir  henry  BARRON  said,  it  was  the  meens  of  contributing  something  to 
most  desirable  to  encourage  manufactures  their  own  support  by  nsefiU  and  i^rodoo- 
of  a  certain  description.    In  the  Union  tivo  employment? 


with  which  he  was  connected,  uo  loss  than 
serenteen  tradoB  were  earned  on  in  the 

workhouse.  The  Inmates  made  all  their 
own  clothing,  male  and  female,  and  made 


The  CUANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUBR  aaid,  that  the  bon.  Baronet  (Sir 

U.  Barron)  had  found  fault  with  the  hon. 

Member  for  Westbnry's  (Mr.  J.  Wilson's) 


the  furniture  required.  The  great  advan-  false  notions  of  political  eooaomy,  and  the 
tage  wai  in  the  improfed  moral  feeling  cMifiimon  of  hie  ideas,  beeanse  ho  told  nn 
which  had  been  thus  excited;  when  the  that  it  was  a  great  mistahe  to  ^nppoM 

paupers  left  the  workhouse  they  turned  I  that  this  Ilcsolution  meant  anyt^iin  j:  but 
their  industrial  training  to  account,  and  i  labour  within   the   walls   of  the  work- 


earned  their  own  livelihood.  Training 
masters  were  employed  in  the  different 


house.  Ho  thought,  however,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  had  noi 


trades  at  considerable  salaries;  neverthe- .  heard  what  had  taken  place  iu  the  early 

less,  tlic  Union  found  a  saving  in  this  part  of  tlio  debate,  !  ecnuse  if  he  had  list- 
course.  The  hon.  Member  for  Weatbury  ened  to  the  argutueuts  al>out  the  inmates 
(Mr.  J.  Wil&ou)  had  coufuuuded  this  indujii- 1  of  workhouses  raising  their  own  food,  he 
trial  trMoing  with  quite  a  different  system.  |  would  hardly  sujipose  that  the  sole  obiee* 
The  fact  was  he  had  got  so  thoroughly  of  the  Motion  was  to  givo  them  employ- 
imbued  with  a  certain  political  dogma,  that '  inent  iu  the  workhou.se.  Tic  could  hardly 
it  entered  into  his  thoughts  ou  every  sub- 1  tell  what  it  was  intended  by  the  hon.  Baro- 
net to  do  in  Ireland;  but  the  people  of  this 
country  grew  their  com  outside  of  th* 
workhouse.  He  wished  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  consider  the  practical  result  of  the 
ueasure  on  which  they  were  about  to 
vote.  Any  intention  of  giving  eutdoor  re- 
lief was  dihavowed.  lie  should  like  to 
know  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Watcr- 


ject.  It  was  absurd  to  apply  political 
eemioniy  learned  from  books  to  a  country 
in  such  a  state  as  was  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  The  system  adopted  in 
Holland  was  no  other  than  a  vast  system 
of  outdoor  relief.  Here  the  question  was 
one  of  reproductive  employment  for  those 
immured  within  the  walls  of  workliousca. 
Kqually  distinct  from  it  was  the  system  in  ford  would  have,  and  what  the  eniploy- 
opcratiou  iu  England  prior  to  the  euact- '  ment  of  paupers  in  cultivating  farms  at- 
ment  of  the  present  Poor  Law.  It  was  |  taohed  to  workfaonsee  could  be,  if  it  was 
nothing  less  than  misrepresentation  to  not  outdoor  relief  under  anotlier  name, 
make  such  comparisons;  it  was  making  a  '  What  would  be  the  result  of  it  ?  The 
very  bad  use  of  political  economy.  Tliero  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Sir  H.  Bar- 
were  many  kinds  of  labour  carried  ou  ia  ,  run)  said,  there  was  no  similarity  between 
the  worhhooaest  which  were  not  followed  I  the  system  of  raistng  eom  out  of  the  woric* 
in  Ireland  at  all.  In  one  case  it  had  been  I  house,  and  the  system  adopted  in  Flanders 
contemplated  exporting  the  prodiifc  of  the  ami  Holland;  but  the  system  in  thone 
pauper  labour  to  America.  VVuuld  that  countries  was  to  employ  paupers  iu  rai»- 
injure  the  labour  market  oi  Ireland  ?  ,  ing  crops  by  their  labour.  He  should 
Every  honest  man  wished  to  see  the  pou-  like  to  know  the  difference  between  tlie 
per  become  a  useful  member  of  society,  [  cultivation  of  farms  by  paupers  out  of 
and  contiibiite  something  towards  his  main-  a  workhouse,  and  a  system  of  ont^loor  re- 
teuance.  They  did  not  want  him  to  go  lief.  With  respect  to  the  remarks  uf  the 
into  the  pnblic  market  to  compete  witii  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  H.  Herbert), 
honest  labourer,  but  simply  to  be  employed  he  must  say  that  no  person  justified  thia 
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walis  ia  Ireland,  except  as  the 
means  of  saving  life.  The  hon.  Gontlo- 
raan  referred  to  the  decrease  of  the  Irisli 
po^ulutiuu,  and  attributed  it  to  the  mcu- 
mm  of  the  QoToiinieiii.  Somr  os  he  was 
to  see  sneh  a  decrease  as  had  ueeii  shown 
in  the  population  in  Ireland — a  decrease 
of  which  a  great  portion  was  to  be  attri- 
bated  to  the  dxaeasu  and  distress  recently 
inveilini^  in  that  country — he  tliought  this 
povcd  that  the  Government  were  justified 
m  what  they  did;  for  though  they  had  not 
been  successful  to  the  cxteut  they  wished 
io  saving  kumau  life,  yet  there  was  no 
donht  life  had  hesn  saved  to  a  rerj  great 
tstent  through  the  various  means  adopted 
ly  this  country.  Did  the  hon.  Member 
mean  to  say  that  if  the  people  of  Ire- 
land iiad  been  left  to  the  uuassi^ted  ex* 
fftioiia  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  there 
VBidd  not  bare  been  ten  times  as  much 
misery  and  mortality  n«  there  had  been  ? 
But  coniiiiL;  inoi  t'  iiiiDjediately  to  the  ques- 
uua  before  the  iiuusc,  he  would  ask,  if  it 
inis  miended  to  do  that  whieh  the  Resoln- 
tioD  purported  to  do»  namelj,  to  employ 
the  inmatt's  of  the  workLotises  in  reproduc- 
tive labour,  and  80  to  make  tliem  solf-sup- 
portiog  ?  If  so,  there  wa^^  great  danger  of 
Mag  www  irith  the  principle,  tiiat  to  the 
abiebodiea  relief  afforded  in  workhouses 
should  be  made  distasteful  ?  He  would 
ask  whether  it  was  right  to  employ  the 
paupers  in  soch  outdoor  labour  as  a  farm 
itmed  to  tiie  vorkhonse  woold  give, 
sr  m  tiades  which  they  might  exercise 
much  more  beneficially  elsewhere  ?  For 
himself,  he  held  that  to  render  the  la- 
bour the  same  there  as  elsewhere,  was 
oootrsry  to  the  whole  prinoiple  on  which 
the  te«t  of  the  workhouse  was  founded. 
Ireland  might  learn  from  the  expcri- 
cDce  of  England,  and  in  England  we  had 
been  led  to  adopt  the  test  to  prevent 
ftandf— to  prerant  parties  goin^  on  tiie 
ntss  when  they  eoold  maintain  them- 
selves. Nothing  would  countervail  the 
permanent  injury  done  to  Ireland,  to  la- 
bourers as  well  as  ratepayers,  if  they  aban- 
doned the  principle  of  making  the  work, 
hoose  test  as  severe  as  possible.  He  be- 
lierod  that  the  security  of  property  depend- 
ed on  their  maintaining  it  in  full  vigour, 
aad  therefore  should  object  to  any  change 
in  the  law  whieh  took'awar  from  its 
•tringeney.  He  wiinied  the  uish  Mem- 
bers that  any  present  trifling  gain  which 
might  be  obtained  by  the  employment  of 
inoiates  of  workhouses  in  the  manner  pro- 
|OMd  by  the  hoD.  Member  for  Tipperary, 


would  be  more  than  counterbalanced  by  the 
dejiondcnt  spirit  which  that  eniployraent 
would  create  amongst  the  distressed  dis> 
tricta  of  Ireland. 

Sir  H.  BARRON  begged  to  saj*  that 
he  was  himself  a  most  nneqniTooal  sup- 
porter of  til  test. 

Mr,  IIl'^XLEY  onnld  not  at  all  under- 
ataud  too  argumenc  of  the  right  hou. 
Ghaneellor  of  the  Exchequer,  for  whilst- 
he  quite  agreed  that  nothing  could  bo  more 
dangerous  for  Ireland  than  to  break  down 
the  workhouse  test,  he  could  not  ascertain 
by  what  necessary  couue.\iou  ot  icrmu  tLiu 
employment  of  tiie  people  in  the  work- 
house broke  into  thai  test.  It  might,  in- 
deed,  depend  on  the  quality  of  the  labour 
ffiven — whether,  that  was  to  sav,  it  was 
agreeable  or  disagreeable;  but  he  could 
not  see  how  its  l>eing  prodnetive  or  vnpra- 
duotive  could  make  it  more  or  less  of  a  test 
to  the  labourer.  Ho  could  not  see,  within 
the  terms  of  the  Motion,  what  difference  it 
could  make,  if  a  man  was  employed  iu 
breaking  o^um,  whether  he  did  it  so  as 
to  get  something  for  the  workhouse  or  not, 
whether  it  was  reproductive,  or  whether  it 
should  ho  worth  nothing;  and  tho  words  of 
the  Motion  ouljf  wont  to  that — thai  so  far 
as  might  be,  the  labourer  was  to  be  em* 
ployed  in  prodnetiTe  rather  lhan  in  unpro- 
ductive works.  To  anything  which  broke 
down  the  test,  no  man  wonld  In-  more  op- 
posed than  he  was;  but  that  tiiia  proposi- 
tion would  do  80  had  not  been  shown,  He 
thought  that  the  Government  had  been 
rather  hardly  pressed  in  the  matter  of 
Irish  relief,  because  he  recollected  tliat  in 
the  autumn  of  1846,  when  they  came  into 
office,  and  stated  they  should  follow 
up  what  had  hem  commenced  by  the  pre* 
ceding  Government,  no  objection  was  ta\cn 
by  the  Irish  Members  to  the  mode  of  tho 
relief,  but  only  that  it  was  uot  likely  to  bo 
sufficient,  m  could  onhr  look  at  tibe  If o- 
tion  in  the  terms  in  whiflh  he  found  it, 
and  if  the  House  went  to  a  division,  ho 
should  certainly  vote  for  it, 

Mb.  LABOllCHERE  said,  that  every 
Gentleman  who  intended  to  support  the 
Motion  seemed  anxious  to  explain  away  ite 
obvious  meaning;  and  it  had  been  said 
that  it  only  declared  tho  course  which  the 
Irish  Poor  Law  Commissioners  had  hitherto 
pursued.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Henley)  seemed  to 
think  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer's objection  was  solely  against  pauper 
labour  being  productive;  whereas,  as  ho 
put  it,  tlio  question  was,  as  to  the  adop« 
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fion  of  this  prbotple,  whedier  the  roor 

Law  Comnilssioners  were  to  turn  their  aU 
tention  to  nn  inquiry  liovr  paupers  miglit 
be  put  to  work  not  primai'Uy  and  strio- 

eDtlj  as  a  test,  but  primarily  intended  to 
reproductive.  Then  ho  thought  it  would 
be  most  objectionable,  if  the  House  con- 
aidercd  the  course  pursued  by  the  Irish 
Poor  Law  Comuiissiooers  to  be  substan- 
tially pnid«nt»  to  affirm  a  resolntion  wbich 
raised  at  least  a  aup^ition  that  the  House 
desired  some  new  jirinciple.  lie  certainly 
thought  that  whatever  temporary  relief 
might  be  given  to  the  ratepayers  by  mak- 
ing the  Insh  poorhouscs  a  colossal  work* 
shop,  the  ultimate  injury  that  it  would  en- 
tail on  Ireland  in  all  respects,  morally  and 
otherwise^  it  was  impossible  to  calculate. 
Reference  bad  been  made  to  the  relief 
measures  by  whioh  tho  GoTemmcnt.  under 
tho  appallinf^  circumstances  in  which  Ire 
land  was  placed  in 

mitigate  the  fearful  calamity  which  fell  on 
tbat  eonntry.   Ho  bad  never  underrated 

the  frightful  extent  of  the  pressure  on  Ire- 
land in  consequence  of  the  blast  of  the 
|iotato  root;  but,  notwithstanding  bis  deep 
mipfesrion  on  that  point,  he  bad  seen  with 
the  most  painful  feeling  the  lamentable 
account  of  the  diminished  population  in 
Ireland  afforded  by  the  census.  However, 


what  was  called  ihe  soup-kitchen  system 

became  a  most  excellent  substitute. 

Sm  DENHAM  NORREYS  rather  dis- 
trusted the  object  of  the  Motion,  and  could 
not  disconnect  the  hon.  Member  who 
brought  it  forward  from  the  proceeding 
of  certain  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Tip- 
perary,  who  were  in  the  habit  of  selling 
the  surplus  productions  of  the  workhoase 
labour  in  the  public  market,  so  that  the 
Motion  seemed  open  to  all  the  objections 
urged  against  such  a  system.  He  thouo^lit, 
however,  that  the  right  hon.  the  Chauceilor 
of  the  Exchequer  lud  confounded  tbe  em- 
ployment of  the  poor  in  the  worichouse  pre- 
cincts with  the  outdoor  system.  He  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  divide,  as  he 
was  certain  all  were  agreed,  at  least  upon 
tho  general  principle. 

Mb.  SCULLY  said,  he  must  deny  the 
st-iteraent  just  made  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
1 846.  endeavoured  to  I  (8ir  I).  Norrcys),  as  to  the  Tipperary 

Boards  of  Guardians  selling  the  products  of 
workhouse  labour  in  the  puUie  market. 
All  that  was  desired  was,  that  the  Guar> 
dians  should  be  at  liberty  to  employ  tho 
poor  in  productive  labour.  He  was  against 
any  competition  of  workhouse  labour  with 
free  labour  in  agriculture. 

Question  put.  The  House  divided:^-' 
Ayes  42;  Noes  64  :  Majority  22, 


in  reference  to  tho  measures  taken  for  the 
relief  of  ibe  calamity  which  Tinted  Ire- 
land, it  was  more  easy  to  criticise  them, 
now  the  emergency  had  passed  away,  than 
to  devise  measures  to  meet  the  circnm- 
stances  at  tho  time.  Ue  believed  that 
nothing  could  exceed  the  deshne  wtrich  at 
the  time  pervaded  every  class  in  England 
to  go  to  the  rescue  of  Ireland.  At  the 
ixme  he  supported  the  measures  which  had 
heeo  alluded  to,  he  was  conrineed  that  they 
could  not  he'adopted  without  great  conco- 
mitant evils,  and  he  remembered  that  i;i 
1846,  when  the  Government  took  up  tho 
measures  of  the  late  Sir  Robert  Feel's  Ad- 
ministralion  on  the  subject,  he  (Mr.  La- 
houchere)  exposed  himself  to  a  good  deal 
of  reproach  when  he  stated  that  he  expect- 
ed great  evil  from  them;  but  that  all  his  ; 
objections  disappeared  when  he  saw  tho 
neoessi^  of  intiming  with  the  frightful 
destruction  of  life  which  must  take  place, 
without  some  remedial  measures  in  Ireland. 
Even  now,  he  was  far  from  being  con- 
Tinoed  that  those  measmes  with  respect  to 
rdief  in  Ireland  were  not  in  the  first  in- 
stance the  best,  though  after  a  time  it  was 
i!iipo?«ible  to  go  on  with  the  system  on 
accoiiut  of  its  concomitaut  evils,  and  then 
Mr,  Lahoudiere 


List  of  the  AtEB. 
Archdall.  Capt.  M.         Hodgson,  W.  N. 

Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Battisua,  T. 
Blair.  S. 

Blandford,  Marq.  of 
Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Boyd,  J. 

Burroughos,  H.  N, 
Cabbell,  B.  B. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dunne,  CoU 
Farrer.J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Frewen,  C.  11. 
Gallwey.SlrW.P, 
Gilpin,  CoL 
Goold,  W. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Grogan,  E. 
Hamilton ,  T^ord  0. 
llenloy,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 

The  House  adjowmed  at  a  quarter  ajfier 
Twelve  o'clock. 


Jones,  Capt. 
Knox,  hon.  W.  S. 
Langton,  W.  H.  P.  G. 
Mc'.'igber,  T. 
Milr-s  P.  W.  S. 
Milton,  Visct. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Naas,  Lord 
Norrcys,  Sir  D.  J, 
O'Brien,  J. 
CBcMQ^Sir  L. 
Power,  Dr. 

rriiiic,  R. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Thompeon,  Col. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 

TSLLSRI. 

Scully.  F. 
O'Fkhertv,  A. 


EOUSB  07  LORDS, 
Wednesday,        9,  1851. 

Their  Lordships  met,  and  having  gOM 
throii!:'h  tlin  business  on  the  Paper, 
House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 
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HOUSE  OF  COUMONS, 
Wtinuiay,Jui9  9, 1851. 


PcBUc  Bnxf.  —  1*  Attornics  and 
Solicitors  Certificate  Dttty ;  Copgrfaolid  Mid 
InckMore  Comaiissions. 
f*  Amet  of  Absconding  Debtors  ;  Law  of  Eri- 
dcoce  Anendmenli  TampilM  AioU  ContinH- 
■Me. 

OOLOKUL  PROFERTT  QVALmCATION 

BILL. 

Order  for  Coram ittco  read. 

Mb.  TUFNBLL  said,  he  believed  that 
at  tins  ttege  of  ^«  hoo.  Member  for 
Gateshead's  (Mr.  Hutt's)  Bill,  he  was  per- 
mitted, according  to  the  forms  of  the 
House,  to  move  the  Instruction  of  which 
he  had  given  notice.  He  had  to  apologise 
to  the  Houae  for  intnidiDg  upon  its  tiine 
en  llia  present  occasion;  and  the  more  so 
as,  aft^r  the  dcclaratiou  of  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Ministry. in  the 
early  |>art  of  the  present  Session,  and  the 
iileotKms  lie  had  expresied  of  eonsidering 
the  extension  of  the  suffrage  on  an  early 
opportnnity,  he  little  thought  it  would 
Mre  been  his  lot  to  have  supported,  still 
less  to  havo  proposed,  in  the  present  Ses- 
noo,  any  question  touching  the  reform  of 
our  repreaeotatiTe  ayatem.  He  would  have 
Ix^cn  quite  ready  to  have  left  the  whole 
matter  in  the  hands  of  his  noble  Friend, 
who  was  the  person  best  qualified  to  bring 
it  forward,  and  who  alone,  as  he  believed, 
posseased  either  the  experience  to  devise  a 
scheme,  or  the  influence  to  carry  it  into 
effect.  For  this  reason  he  had  voted 
against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Surrey  (Mr.  L.  King)  in  the 
early  part  of  this  Session;  not  because  he 
diai^^wred  of  extending  the  right  of  suf- 
frage in  counties  to  10?.  householders,  but 
because,  after  the  intimation  given  his 
noble  Friend,  he  considered  it  moat  mez- 
pedient  to  laiae  qoeations  of  that  nature 
at  present.  But  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gateshead  introduced  a  Bill,  which,  in 
his  humble  opinion,  tended  to  exte&d  and 
^ve  additional  Parliamentary  aanetion  to 
a  ayatem  whiek  lie  considered  utterly  un- 
■oond,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  take  that 
opportunity  of  calling  the  attention,  of  the 
House  to  a  still  wider  question,  and  ap- 
peaUng  to  Parliament  as  to  whether  a 
property  qoalifieation  was  any  longer  ne- 
cessary to  be  preserved.  In  order  to 
place  the  matter  fully  before  the  House, 
he  would  first  go  through  the  Acts  under 
which  the  quidification  was  established. 
The  petiod  of  our  liiBtoiy  at  whicli  it  waa 


introduced  vras  one  of  the  last  which  he 
should  be  willing  to  search  for  constitu- 
tional precedents.  He  would  describe  that 
period  in  no  language  of  his  own,  bat  in 
terms  far  more  forcible  and  of  greater 
weight  than  any  he  could  have  nscl,  by 
referring  to  an  Essan  on  fhc  Conshtution, 
published  by  his  noble  i:  rieod  at  the  head 
of  the  Mlniatiy,  who  thus  oharacteriaea 
the  period  when  this  restriction  on  the 
free  choice  of  members  bj  the  oonatitueat 
body  was  first  imposed  i-^ 

**  Aud  hero  begins  the  history  of  those  last  few 
years  of  Queen  Anne,  in  which  the  jpross  was 
resteained,  intoietaiioe  Ikvoursd,  our  allws  desert- 
ed, our  enemies  encouraged,  and  a  disndvan* 
tageoos  peace  eonoluded :  indeed,  had  not  Queen 
Abm  died  before  tiie  meataree  of  the  Jacobites 
were  prepared,  the  Elector  of  Hanover  might 
never  bavo  been  enabled  to  ascend  the  Throne  to 
which  the  Act  of  Settlement  had  called  Um.** 

The  Act  of  9  Anne»  e.  5,  whieh  was 
pased  at  this  disgraoefiil  pefbd  of  ear 
history,  was  not,  he  believed,  introduced 

with  any  view  of  promoting  the  general 
welfare  of  the  country,  but  for  mere  party 
purposes,  and  in  fact  to  pave  the  way  for 
the  restoration  of  the  Stuart  dynasty.  In 
proof  of  this,  he  would  quote  the  worda 
used  by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Rus- 
sell) when  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark 
(Sir  W.  Molesworth)  brought  forward  a 
simUar  Motion  in  1837,  on  wioth  oooaaion 
he  ia  reported  to  hare  Mid— 

**  The  change,  with  respect  to  qualilleatioa, 

was  cf^i  rt'^'l  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  owing 
to  the  jealousy  which  then  nnfortunatcly  prevailed 
betwMD  the  landed  and  the  trading  interest.  The 
trading  interest  was  known  to  be  favourable  to 
the  Hanoverian  auoeessiou,  and  to  those  princi- 
ples of  Uberal  polioy  which  did  not  salt  the  tasto 
of  the  landed  gentry ;  and  it  was  to  cherk  th<> 
increaae  of  the  trading  tnflnenee  that  the  landed 
intenat  introdttocd  thi!!  iimovatioa  into  our  Par- 

[3  MoMonlf  xxxfi.648.] 


The  Act  was  not  indeed  extended  to  Scot- 
land ;  and  Tindal.  in  his  History  of  the 
Rdgn  of  Queen  Anne,  expresses  an  opin- 
ion that  the  reason  for  this  was  the  small- 
neaa  of  Uie  hinded  property  in  that  part 
of  the  Kingdom ;  but  perhaps  it  ought  be 
accounted  for  from  the  well-known  inclina- 
tion of  the  great  majority  of  the  Scotch 
gentry  towards  the  House  of  Stuart,  which 
rendered  it  anperflnooa  to  take  any  addi* 
tional  precautions  for  ensuring  the  return 
of  a  Jacobitn  Parliament.  But  the  Act  of 
9  Anne,  which  merely  obliged  a  Member 
to  swear  to  his  qualification,  if  required, 
waa  found  to  he  totally  inoperative.  The 
petitioQa  againat  Members  for  the  want  of 
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qualifications  were  abandoned,  and  it  was 
found  necessary,  in  1717,  to  amend  the 
Act  by  tlie  somewhat  extraordinary  method 
of  a  Standing  Order  of  tho  House,  requir- 
ing the  Member  petitioned  agatnrt  to  state 
tho  rental  and  partieidan  of  his  qualifica- 
tion, by  what  conveyance  or  act  of  law  he 
claimed  the  same,  and  the  names  and  resi- 
dences of  the  witnesses  to  tho  conveyance 
and  jiavnieiit.  It  was  not,  however,  till 
17G0,  by  tlie  Act  of  ?>?>  George  II.,  c.  20, 
that  the  Uouse  obtained  direct  cosjnisanec 
of  tho  matter.  By  this  Act  every  Member 
was  required,  Vefore  lakin^i:  his  seat,  to 
deliver  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  a  paper 
pfntin^ir  in  what  parish  and  county  his  qua- 
litication  was  situated,  aud  also  requiring 
him  to  swear  to  the  truth  of  his  statement. 
Thus,  a  vicious  system  onee  inirodaced, 
by  degrees  was  more  stringently  enforced, 
and  no  chancro  was  attempted  between 
1700  and  tho  Scotch  rtcform  Bill  of  1832, 
when  it  was  proposed  to  subject  Scotland 
to  the  same  restrietions  wbioh  had  been 
imposed  on  English  constituencies,  in  ex- 
acting a  qualification  of  100?.  a  year  from 
Members  of  Scotch  counties.  Tho  Lord 
AdToeate  of  the  day— tho  lato  Lord  Jef- 
frej»  one  of  the  most,  distingvished  men 
who  ever  filled  that  office — with  a  frank- 
ness that  did  him  infinite  honour,  before 
attempting  to  pass  the  clause,  consulted 
his  oomitt^fmio  as  to  the  proposed  mea* 
sure.  The  result  of  his  inquiry  I  will  give 
In  his  own  words,  from  Hansard  : — 

"  The  Lord  Adrooatc  n<lmittod  that  thorn  hn(i 
ttOl  l»en  much  time  to  take  the  opinion  of  Scot- 
laml  iifmii  tliis  clause,  but  the  tunc^  that  had  elapt- 
ed  had  been  indoitnoutlj  employed  for  that  pur- 
pose. As  soon  M  the  clause  had  been  printed,  ho 
Bcnt  off  350  cojMCH  to  tho  .lifferont  borousrhs  in 
Sooilattd  for  their  contiidcraticHi.  Amoo^r  the  an- 
swers lie  had  rsoolwd  (thirt?-Rtx  in  nnmli^r)  thoro 
was  not  OTir  which  appn.vc.l  of  tlic  projwsed  in- 
crease in  thu  amount  of  the  qualification,  bat 
every  one  of  them  exelafmed  ajpOnit  It.  He  was 
sure  that  the  rules  as  to  qiinlifioation  had  not  been 
of  benefit  in  England  ;  but  lie  was  oven  more  fully 
convinced  that,  if  they  had  been  innocuoas  here, 
they  would  be  actually  injurious  in  Scotlsiui.'*— 
[3  Hantardf  xiii.  1060.] 

He  (Mr.  Tnftiell)  had  no  doubt  but  that  if 
the  people  of  Bnghind  had  been  appealed 
to  in  a  similar  manner,  they  would  have 
returned  as  indignant  a  remonptrance  as 
the  constituencies  of  Scotland  against  this 
attempt  to  restrict  them  in  the  free  choice 
of  their  representatives.  Even  during  the 
present  Session  a  remarkable  scene  had 
been  witnessed,  when  tlie  Members  for 
Cork,  Boston,  and  Leith,  took  their  seats 
on  the  same  day — ^the  two  former  being 
tfr.  TwfMU 


obliged  to  ])roduoe  their  qualifications, 
whilst  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate,  as  Member  for  Leith,  took  bis 
seat  without  passing  through  aqy  such  or* 
deal.  It  was  impossiblo  to  deraod  swih 
anomalies  in  onr  eonstitution,  or  to  main- 
tain, for  any  length  of  time,  a  different 
system  in  tho  two  countries.  In  1837  the 
hon.  Baronet  now  Ifember  fw  SoiiUiwarh« 
had  introduced  a  measure  similar  to  that 
to  which  he  now  called  the  attention  of  tho 
House,  and  in  a  most  able  speech  had 
shown  the  injustice  and  absurdity  of  tho 
present  system.  Although  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  was  not  then  carried,  still 
the  discussion  had  boon  most  useful,  and 
led  in  tho  following  year  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  Mr.  Warburton's  BUI,  which  to  a 
certain  extent  mitigated  the  rigour  of  for- 
mer Acts,  by  allowing  personal  property  as 
well  as  real  property  to  serve  as  a  qnalifi- 
cation  for  a  seat  in  that  House.  But  tho 
Act  was  so  framed  as  to  open  the  domr  s1^ 
wider  than  had  origu  lly  been  intended. 
The  Standing  Order  of  171 7  was  no  lonjfcr 
enforced,  a  declaration  was  substituted  for 
an  oath;  and  so  loose  and  vague  a  descrip^ 
tion  of  property  was  teqnired,  that  a  eunu- 
date  might  completely  comply  with  tho 
requirements  of  the  Act,  and,  at  the  satud 
time,  defy  tho  most  sbarpwitted  Commit- 
teo  to  find  out  whether  nis  qualifications 
were  valid  or  not.  It  did  indeed  some- 
times happen  that,  through  the  ignorance 
or  blunder  of  his  aoHcitor,  an  innocent 
Member,  possessins;  substantially  every 
qualifieation,  might  beeome  avietfm  to  the 
absurd  state  of  the  law,  and  lose  his  seat. 
An  instance  of  this  had  been  seen  in  the 
present  Session,  wliero  Mr.  I'rinsep,  whn 
filled  tho  iniporlaut  station  of  an  East  India 
Director,  and  who  in  order  to  be  elected  to 
that  office  must  be  qualified  by  the  posses- 
sion of  2,000^.  in  East  India  stock— now 
worth  between  4,000/.  and  5,000/.  in  tho 
market,  and  returning  an  income  of  200/.  a 
year — was  turned  out  of  Pariiameot  in 
consequence  of  not  having  made  out  a 
sufficient  qualification.  His  qualification 
was  stated  to  be  a  pension  of  1,0001.  per 
annum,  and  a  mansion  in  Hyde  Park  GaN 
dens,  in  the  County  of  Middlesex.  Vlui 
pension  he  had  purchased  by  annual  con- 
tributions whilst  he  was  in  the  service  of 
the  East  India  Company;  but  the  corpus 
of  the  ftmd  bein|;  in  India  and  not  in  l^g. 
land,  the  Committed  tery  properly  decided 
thnt  it  ;L,^1ve  him  no  qualification.  The 
li  Miso  having  been  ascertained  to  be  mr>rt' 
ga^cd,  was  also  dcwly  insufficient,    ii  his 
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Attomej,  possessing  the  wisdom  of  the 
serpent,  had,  instead  of  giving  this  aecu- 
rate  description  of  the  premises,  nierp]y 
stated  all  that  was  necessary  under  tUo 
provisioDi  of  tlie  Act  1  and  2  Victoria,  c. 
48,  tod  described  the  qnsUfieation  as  con- 
dsticgof  **  Leasehold  Estate  in  the  Parish 
of  Paddington,  in  the  County  of  Mi'lfUc- 
sex,"  it  would  have  been  morally  impos- 
rfUe  to  liave  disproved  his  possession  of 
property  to  the  TBlne  of  300{.  a  year  In 
tbat  parid;  and  the  ingeniilty  of  all  the 
lnwyer?,  ns  well  asof  Jiis  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr,  V. 
8mitii),  would  have  been  completely  baf- 
ied.  It  was  thot  ahomi,  therefore,  that 
voder  th  |u  t  ^eat  aystem  no  real  lalbgaard 
existed .  Indc«^d.  ny>on  principle,  althotigli 
it  might  be  extremely  proper  tbat  the  elcc- 
tire  body,  who  were  not  chosen,  but  at 
eiiee  eet  a(»art  by  law  for  the  ezeretae  of 
those  important  functions,  should  them- 
selves possess  a  certain  qunliBcation,  yet 
to  a  body  thns  constituted  it  seems  ridi- 
culous not  to  entrust  the  free  choice  of 
their  representatives.  Thetrae  test  tbat 
should,  if  poflsible,  be  required  for  a  seat 
in  tb.it  House,  would  be  talent,  cbnraetor, 
and  habits  of  business:  but  these  qualifi- 
catious  it  was  impossible  for  the  elective 
Iwdy  to  measure  by  any  partiealar  stand- 
ard, and  property  had  therefore  boen  fixed 
apon  as  the  only  test  which  could  accu- 
rately be  ascertained.  But  if  the  Bill  of  his 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  fur  Gateshead 
■hovld  pass  Into  law,  and  if  property  in 
Kew  Zealand  or  Sonth  Avstralia  should  be 
considered  as  sufficient  to  qualify  a  person 
for  a  scat  in  this  Parliament,  it  is  evidfiit 
tbat  property  would  lose  the  only  (|uaiity 
vhioh  made  it  valnable  as  a  guarantee, 
sad  beoQme  as  dHBcult  to  measure  as  char- 
acter or  talent.  In  the  French  fMmruber 
of  Deputies,  under  Louis  riiilippe,  the 
necessary  qualitication  was  the  payment  of 
9D0f.  a  year  of  direst  taxation,  and  It  was 
eleor  that  if  any  qndiiication  was  at  all  do- 
lirable,  tbi.s  plan  was  infinitely  better  than 
our  own,  and  could  not  ns  easily  admit  of 
evasion,  if  the  present  system  were  to  be 
poserered  in,  H  woidd  be  but  reasonalde 
tonske  the  law  more  stringent  and  search- 
ing, and  it  was  well  known  that  the  House 
▼ould  prove  content  to  do  so.  It  had  been 
ftatd  by  »ome  that  if  the  law  could  not  bo 
oMried  Into  effect,  it  was  at  least  innoeu- 
Ov,  and  that  therefbre  there  was  no 
rtmson  for  change;  but  was  it  nothing  that 
MembrT'i  nboubi  be  in  the  habit  of  break- 
ing, Without  the  slightest  hesitation,  the 
fpUdk  thej  tenaolTW  had  made? 


Was  it  not  a  bad  example  to  show  to  the 

people  how  that  law  was  constantly 
evaded  ?  Was  it  nothing  to  refuse  to  the 
people,  without  any  rea&ou,  that  confidence 
of  which  they  were  well  worthy  ?  J3ut  the 
law,  besides  bemg  inoperative,  was  also 
clogged  with  exemptions  offensive  to  the 
rest  of  thecommnTiity.  He  liad  previou.sly 
asked  why  the  coustitueneies  of  England 
should  not  be  allowed  the  same  latitude  of 
ehoioe  as  {hose  of  Beotland,  whoso  repre* 
sentatives  were  not  inferior  in  eharaeter* 
talent,  or  station  to  those  of  any  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  lie  would 
now  ask  why  the  Commoners  of  England 
in  geneAl  should  not  be  put  on  an  equal 
footing  with  the  eldest  sons  of  Peers  and  of 
Bishops,  with  members  for  the  Universi- 
ties, and  sons  of  persons  qualified  for  hoinnr 
Kuights  of  Shires,  who  migiit  ail  bit  m 
Paruament  without  any  qualification.  In 
the  present  state  of  public  feeling  f!iese 
evomptin!m  were  offensive,  and  could  not 
be  maintained.  The  law,  if  good  at  all, 
must  be  universal,  and  affect  all  alike.  Ho 
thought  he  was  justified,  on  this  occasion, 
in  appealing  for  support  to  the  Protection- 
ists on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  as  it 
was  notorious  that  many  of  the  agricultu- 
ral coustitueneies  had  expressed  a  strong 
wish  to  return  tenant-fanners,  under  the 
impreesion  that  they  were  fully  as  capable 
of  representing  their  interests  in  that 
House  as  the  landed  gentry;  and,  for  his 
own  ^art,  he  could  not  but  think  tbat  an 
infusion  of  Members  of  that  class  might  be 
of  great  advantage  in  their  deliberations. 
The  only  obstacle  whicli  stood  in  the  way 
was  the  Qualification  Act,  as  the  tenant- 
farmers  were  too  poor  to  possess  6UUi.  a 
year,  and  too  honest  to  evade  the  Act  by  a 
fictitious  qualification.  If  this  barri«>were 
once  removed,  the  wishes  of  the  agricul- 
tural eonstituencios  might  forthwith  be 
realised,  and  ho  appealed  therefore  with 
confidenca  to  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  to  support  him  in  his  Motion.  Ho 
had  now  shown  that  the  law  of  which  he 
complained  had  spi  iiuL^  from  a  corrupt  and 
tainted  source;  tliat  the  promoters  of  the 
Act  of  1711  were  influenced  by  motives 
which  he  was  sure  would  in  tho  present 
day  meet  with  no  sympathy  in  that  House; 
tbat  as  subsequently  altered  it  was  com- 
pletely inoperative  and  constantly  evaded; 
and,  under  these  chrcumstanoes,  he  called 
upon  the  House  to  support  him  in  his  a^ 
tempt  to  return  to  tho  old  practice  of  the 
constitution,  to  give  to  the  constituencies 
which  had  been  created  under  tbe  Reform 
Bill,  and  to  those  which  h»  hoped  would 
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bo  soon  created,  the  liberty  of  returnint;  to 
that  House  those  men  whom  they  thought 
best  qualiiietl  by  talent  and  eharaeter  to  re> 
present  their  interests,  ond,  finally,  to  allow 
the  ]ipn]tlc  of  KnL;ln!id  and  Ireland  that 
sauio  free  and  unfettered  choice  of  their 
representatives  which  the  peoplo  of  Scot- 
land enjoyed. 
Motion  made,  and  Qoestion  proposed—* 

"  That  it  Ixj  an  Instruction  to  the  Committeo, 
to  provide  for  the  abolition  of  any  property  quali- 
fication for  the  Election  of  lAenbers  to  aenro  in 
Parliament. 

Mr.  EWART  seconded  the  Motion. 
He  thought  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Gateshead  (Mr.  Uutt)  was  entitled  to 
eredit  for  introdnebg  the  present  Bill;  Imt 
ho  considered  the  piindplo  should  be  ex- 
tended so  as  tq  embrace  the  oliject  of  liis 
right  lion.  Friend  (Mr.  Tufncll),  and  that 
the  anomaly  should  no  longer  exist,  that 
while  the  if  embers  for  Seotland  and  for 
the  Universities  were  allowed  to  take  their 
seats  without  producing  any  property  qua- 
lification, all  other  Members  must  show 
that  they  possessed  a  certain  amount  of 
property.  The  qvalifieation  was  an  un- 
constitutional demand,  and  it  was  time  it 
was  done  away  with. 

Lord  JOIIn  RUSSELL  said:  The 
proposal  whieh  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Tufuell)  has  now  made  comes  before  us, 
ns  I  think,  in  a  rather  singular  shape. 
The  Bill  which  the  House  has  under  its 
consideration  is  a  Bill  for* extending  the 
qualification  of  Members  of  this  House  to 
a  certain  other  description  of  property 
which  is  not  now  admitted  ns  forming  a 
qualification  for  Members  to  sit  in  I'arlia- 
ment;  and  my  right  hon.  Frieud's  propo- 
sition is  that,  by  way  of  amending  that 
Bill,  we  should  strike  out  all  propwty  qua- 
lification, and  abolish  tho  existing  qunlifi- 
cation  altogether.  13 ut  that  is  a  totally 
different  thing  from  the  proposition  in- 
volved in  tho  Bill.  It  is  a  totally  different 
question,  whether  or  not  there  is  any  real 
utility  in  keeping  up  the  present  qualifica- 
tion for  Members  of  Parliament;  and  I 
,  think  my  right  hon.  Friend's  aipmkents 
on  that  point  arc  arguments  which  have  in 
them  a  great  deal  of  weight.  As  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  alleged,  there  was  in  for- 
mer times  reality  in  tho  provision  that 
those  who  represented  shires  should  be 
knights  girt  with  swords;  and  that  the 
reproscntntivos  for  boroughs  should  be 
burgesses  belonging  to  and  residing  in  the 
boroughs  for  which  they  were  elected. 
That  was  a  quaUfieation  whieh  waa  no 
donbt  a  reality,  and  so  Imig  as  it  was  m 
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accordance  with  the  state  of  society  it 
might  have  been  desirable  to  continue  that 
law.  But  the  state  of  society,  as  it  was  in 
those  times,  does  not  exist  now.  Thm 
knights  girt  with  swords  no  longer  appear 
here  as  the  representatives  of  the  shires, 
nor  are  the  representatives  of  the  boroughs 
in  general  burgesses  residing  in  those  M* 
roughs.  So  far,  then,  circumstaiUMS  hmwB 
altered;  and,  so  far  as  they  arc  concern* 
ed,  Farliament  has  abolished  the  provision 
with  regard  to  boroughs,  so  tliat  a  persoa 
not  resuUng  in  tho  borough  and  not  being  a  ^ 
burgess  may  be  elected  and  sit  as  its  re- 
presentative. But  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Anne,  Parliament,  being  jealous  of  the  in- 
ereamng  inflnence  of  trade  and  eoainMroe« 
thought  of  a  new  qualification,  and  the  re* 
striction  then  imposed  appears  to  me  to 
bo  at  variance  with  the  ancient  formation 
of  Parliament;  for,  as  the  citizens  and 
burgesses  representing  cities  and  bo- 
roughs were  previously  required  to  be  per- 
sons residing  and  trading  in  those  cities 
and  boroughs,  and  whose  property  was 
only  iu  their  trade — the  manufactures  and 
wares  in  which  tiiey  dealt — ^it  was  then 
insisted  that  henoeforward  they  should- 
be  landowners,  possessing  a  certain  pro- 

ferty  qualification  in  land.  That  provision, 
hold,  was  a  very  unadvisable  one;  but  it 
was  one,  no  donbt,  intended  to  strengthen 
tliG  landed  interest  in  this  country.  Tho 
law  became  certainly  in  a  more  reasonable 
condition,  and  was  brought  more  in  accor- 
dance with  the  present  state  of  society  by 
the  alteration  made  in  it  some  few  years 
since  at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Warburton — a 
gentleman  who  is  no  longer  in  this  House, 
but  who  was  for  many  years  a  very  distin- 
l^ished  ornament  of  it  while  he  had  a  seat 
m  it.  He  suggested  iu  a  manner  that  con- 
vinced tho  House,  that  the  basis  of  the 
qualification  should  bo  extended  so -as  to 
embrace  persons  who  had  acquired  property 
of  different  descriptions  which  had  grown 
up  since  the  days  when  the  previous  quali- 
fication was  established,  and  which  in  tho 
time  of  Queen  Anne  ought  to  have  been 
the  ground  of  tiie  qualification.  But  now 
that  these  things  have  been  done,  and  these 
various  alterations  made,  is  there,  after 
all,  in  effect  any  security  in  the  property 
qualification  as  it  now  exists  ?  Is  it  not 
notoriooB,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  baa 
said,  that  persons  eleeted  to  this  Hovaob 
who  have  any  credit  at  all,  or  any  connex- 
ions which  can  help  them  to  a  qualification, 
find  no  difficulty  iu  obtaining  one,  and  sit 
here  on  a  quidification  peilaotly  good  in 
law,  althoi^,  in  &et,  tiicy  do  not  poasesa 
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the  amouni  of  property  rcquisito  to  qualify? 
Ererj  now  and  then,  however,  there  oc- 
ean ft  tU6  in  wh&oh  o1ijMti(»i  {b  ndaed 
before  an  Eleetimi  ConuDitled  that  such 
a  Member  has  no  property  qualification; 
and,  although  there  may  bo  fifty  or  sixty  ^ 
other  Members  sitting  in  the  House  with- 
4»t  aoeli  ^nalifieatioiit  t1i«ft  unfortniiate 
Member  it  viMeated.  Therefore,  I  say, 
there  is  no  security  in  the  present  state  of 
the  law  as  regards  the  qualification.  An- 
other notorious  fact — that  which  has  been 
aRoM  to  by  my  boo.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dumfries  (Mr.  Ewart) — is  that  all  the 
Scotch  Members  sit  without  any  property 
qnalificatton.     Aivl  I  fool  that  I  should  be 


as  a  ^fcmbcr  of  Parliament.  T&Uo  tho 
case  of  a  tradebman  in  a  small  tovvu,  or 
a  fanner — such  as  tny  right  hen.  IWend 
has  pat — and  I  have  no  objcotioa  to  see 

the  tenant-fanner  in  this  House,  if  the 
freeholders  and  the  oloctfir^  choose  to  send 
him  here;  but*  for  his  ovvu  sake,  1  should 
tbhilc  bis  Attendsnce  here  during  the  spring 
and  a  great  part  of  tha  siiinmer  would  be 
very  injurious  to  his  ploughing,  his  sowing, 
and  his  other  farming  operations.  So, 
likewise,  with  regard  to  the  small  trades- 
man, his  custom  woold  rerj  moch  suffer  if 
be  were  eompelled  to  attend  here  during 
the  whole  of  tlie  Parliamentary  Session. 
We  know,  as  it  is,  that  there  are  many 


payiDg  a  very  ill  compliment  to  them,  and  persons  with  incomes  considerably  larger 
fboolo  niftlte  a  nest  niidesenred  and  vn^  than  usnally  pertain  to  tEe  class  I,  now 

foonded  statement,  if  I  said  they  were  in-  speak  of,  who,  after  two  or  three  years*  ft(- 

ferior  in  rank,  in  property,  in  intellect,  in  tendance  in  this  House,  find  that  they  can- 
bufiiness  habitf^,  or  in  capacity  for  Icgisla- '  not  afford  to  continue  the  expense,  and  to 


tioa  to  the  Members  for  England  or  for 
Msad.  Thftt  bemg  tbe  case,  I  cci*tainly 
euiDOt  see  why  this  whole  question  of  quali- 
fication shoold  not  be  taken  into  the  con- 
sideration of  I'arliament.  But  I  own  it 
do<»  not  appear  to  me  that  this  is  the  way 
is  wbieh  it  shoidd  be  done.  To  propose  to 
smeod  a  Bill  vronding  a  certiun  new  quali- 
fioiUon,  in  addition  to  that  we  now  have, 
by  yajing  we  will  liavc  no  qualification  at 
til,  does  not  seem  to  mc  to  be  a  proper 
Ottde  of  bringing  the  question  under  the 
eonnderaUon  of  ParUament.  I  think  it 
rather  should  bo  ^one  by  a  speeiftl  Bill, 
brought  in  witli  n  view  to  abolish  property 
qualification  altogetiicr,  or  bv  a  Bill  fur  the 
general  purpose  of  improving  our  whole 
sjrslsin  of  reprmentation,  in  which  it  might 
fonn  a  clause.  And  whether  such  a  Bill 
be  introduced  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  or 
*aj  other  Member,  I  shall  be  willing,  ccr- 
tamly,  to  give  the  question  a  favourable 
ssnsiderstion.  Then  it  is  to  be  considered 
vbedMH-  there  is  any  danger  nt  all — sup- 
posing this  qnf\lification  done  away  with — 
of  Members  being  admitted  to  this  Hotisc 
vbo  sre  not  in  all  respects  as  perfectly 
veil  qotKfied  as  those  who  are  now  Mem- 
Wrs  to  sit  here.  I  own  it  appears  to  me 
that  whnt  forms  in  effect  a  real  qualifica- 
tion— whether  it  be  desirable  or  not — must 
bs  matter  of  dispute.  The  hon.  Gcutle- 
■IB  Opposite  (Mr.  Newdegate)  may  dis< 
Met  fronlliai  idew;  but  what  does  form  an 
effective  property  qualification  is  the  fact 
that  ao  person  without  some  means — at  all 
Cteota,  no  ono  who  does  not  reside  in  Lun- 
dsn—lt  nUa  to  maintain  tbe  state  and 
bear  the  aypaniie  ef  comiug  to  London, 
\em§  bit  own  bud9MS»  to  attend  here 


sacrifice  then*  business  by  remaining  Mem« 
bers;  so  that,  in  eff^t,  you  have,  by  the 
nature  of  things  as  they  exist,  a  real  pro- 
perty qualification,  without  requiring  it  by 
law.  It  is  true,  that  if  you  were  to  have 
the  People's  Charter,  and  Members  wero 
paid  for  their  attendance  in  this  House, 
that  argument  would  not  apply;  but  I  cer* 
tainly  do  not  mean  to  give  my  voto 
in  favour  of  the  payment  of  Members. 
With  regard  to  the  matter  of  the  qualifica- 
tion, though  I  cannot  vote  for  the  present 
Motion,  I  can  assure  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  whenever  it  is  brought  forward  as 
a  wliole  and  separate  question,  I  shall  gifO 
it  my  bcbt  conjiideration  and  support. 

Mb.  newdegate  said,  that  on  the 
other  side  of  tbe  House  there  appeared  to 
be  a  perfect  scramble  among  the  would-he 
Reformers,  They  seemed  determined  on 
depriving  the  noblo  Lord  at  tho  head  of 
the  Oovcmraent  of  the  paternity  of  every 
part  of  tho  anticipatea  Reform  Bill,  so 
that  the  author  of  the  Reform  Bill  of  1831 
might  have  as  little  as  possible  to  do  with 
the  Reform  Bill  of  1852.  He  (Mr.  New- 
degate) had  never  seen  such  a  want  of 
confidence  in  the  leader  of  a  party.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  who  professed  tO  support  tbo 
noblo  Lord,  distrusted  him  so  much  that 
they  were  supplanting  him  on  every  impor- 
tant public  question.  The  present  pro- 
posal bad  been  brought  before  them,  as  tbe 
noble  Lord  bad  truly  stated,  in  a  very  sin^ 
gular  manner.  The  hon.  Member  for  Gates- 
head (Mr.  Hutt),  feeling  probably  that  the 
colonies  had  not  met  with  fair  play  in  that 
House,  bad  proposed  that  tbepossesMon 
of  property  in  any  colony  should  be  a 
quaiificatiou  for  Meoibcrs;  and  what  waa 
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the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  DoYonport  (Mr.  Tuf- 
ncU)  to  that  proposal?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  rfttlier  than  admit  tho  right  of 
the  colonies  to  a  representation  in  that 
House,  would  pUinsfe  tho  House  into  tho 
wide  question  of  the  abolition  of  any  pro- 

{)crty  qualification  vbateter.  The  right 
ion.  Gentleman  Would  retain  a  qualifica- 
tion for  electors,  and  yet  ho  would  abolish  ; 
the  qualification  for  ^(enibers;  and  if  the  \ 
tuoosure  for  tho  introduction  of  Members 
of  the  Jewish  perstmsion  to  the  Honae 
•honld  be  carried  to  its  legitimate  conso- 
quenees,  they  would  not  only  have  the  fol-  J 
lowers  of  every  religious  persuasion — Ma- 
hometans, Hindoos,  and  Buddhibts — sitting 
among  tbep;  hat  for  all  that  he  could  see 
thej  mifffat  also  have  unnaturalised  aliens 
returned  as  ^Members  of  Parliament  lie 
admitted  that  the  law,  as  it  stood,  wa^  de- 
fective. But  if  the  law  was  too  indefinite, 
let  them  define  it—if  it  was  too  restrictive, 
let  them  cxtenil  it — if  it  was  difficult  to 
prove  a  complianee  with  its  mo\  isions,  let ) 
them  simplify  it — if  it  excluded  classes 
like  the  tenaat-fiumers,  who  ought,  in  his 
opinion,  to  be  entitled  to  scats  in  that 
House  in  case  they  should  find  constituen- 
cies to  return  them,  let  the  qualification 
bo  placed  within  their  reach;  but  let  not 
the  Howe,  hecanse  the  present  state  of 
the  law  was  imperfect,  be  plnnged  into  the 
question  of  the  abolition  of  any  qualifica- 
tion whatever;  and  let  them  not  by  that 
abolition  deprive  themselves  of  the  means 
of  identifying  those  persons  who  might  be 
returned  as  Menihors  of  Parliament.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  that  Motion  was  only 
an  attempt  to  get  rid  of  tho  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gateshead  bj  a  mdewind, 
and  that  it  raised  at  a  most  inconvonient 
p(  ricd  a  question  which  the  House  was  not 
prepared  to  discuss. 

Mu.  IlKNLEY  said,  ho  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  at  tiie  head  of  tho  Government 
that  the  propoeal  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Devonport  (Mr.  Tufnell)  had  been 
introduced — he  would  not  say  in  a  very 
irregular,  but  certainly  in  a  very  iuconvc- 
nfent  manner — beoanse  by  way  of  an 
amendment  to  a  comparatively  unimpor- 
tant measure,  aquestion  of  very  considerable 
moment  was  brought  under  their  consider- 
ation. He  could  not  agree  with  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  who  had  brought  forward 
the  Motion,  in  his  statement  of  the  facts 
of  the  case.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman 
nskod  the  House  to  restore  to  tho  people 
of  this  country  their  ancient  rights  m  that 
natter.  But  he  (Mr.  Henfey )  could  not 


find  that  there  had  ever  been  a  period  in 
the  history  of  this  country  where  Memo 
l>ers  had  ever  been  returned  to  Parliament 
without  any  definition  of  their  class  or  po- 
sition.   The  law  upon  tho  subject  bad  been 
altered  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne;  hut 
tho  change  which  had  then  been  eficctcd 
had  merely  substituted  one  species  of  re- 
straint for  another.  Tho  noble  Lord  (Lord 
John  Tvuspf^ll^  had  .stated  that  such  persons 
as  tradesmen  and  farmers  would  find  it 
vciy  difficult  to  leave  their  business,  and  to 
reside  in  London  during  each  Senlon  of 
Parliament.    Now,  every  bodv  who  knew 
how  much  time  was  required  for  a  proper 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  Members  of 
that  House,  would  assent  to  that  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord.   But  he  could  not  ad- 
mit that  the  noble  Lord  had  drawn  a  cor- 
rect conclusion  from  that  fact;  heenuse 
there  existed  in  this  country,  as  in  every 
other  country,  a  large  class  of  persons  who 
went  under  the  designation  of  •*  gentlemen 
at  lari^c,"  and  who  mi^ht  otherwise  bo 
justly  desiniiated  as  political  adventurers, 
who  would  perhaps  recommend  themselves 
by  very  specious  promises  to  dtifcrettt  con- 
stituencies, and  to  whom  it  would  be  no  in- 
convenience to  ?pend  their  time  in  that 
Hou!?e,  whilst  he  felt  certain  it  would  he  a 
great  national  injury  to  have  the  Houso 
filled  with  persons  of  that  description.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  no  real  security  exist- 
ed in  the  present  qualification  against  the 
return  of  improper  individuals.    But  the 
noble  Lord  would  excuse  him  if  he  stated 
that  he  had  illustrated  that  poaitiou  in  a 
very  extraordinary  manner.     The  noble 
Lord  had  told  them  that  persons  of  any 
credit  or  connexions  bad  no  difficulty  in 
obtaining  a  qoaUfication;  but  if  a  man  had 
such  an  amount  of  credit,  or  such  connex- 
ions as  to  induce  another  to  trust  him  with 
the  legal  security  of  such  qualification,  at 
all  events  it  proved  that  he  must  be  a  per- 
son not  utterir  unworthy  of  being  con- 
sidered of  credit.     He  would  not,  how- 
ever, enter  further  into  that  question.  Ho 
had  risen  principally  for  tho  purpose  of 
entering  his  protest  against  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  in- 
troduced the  Motion,  that  the  result  of  the 
adoption  of  that  Motion  would  be  to  restore 
tho  law  upon  the  subject  to  its  ancient 
conditbn;  and  he  entirely  denied  that  it 
had  ever  been  in  the  power  of  the  electora 
of  this  country  to  return  Members  to  that 
House  without  anv  restriction  whatever. 

Mr.  VliHNON  SMITH  said,  he  thought 
that  his  right  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dmnport  had  bm  Bomewhat  miMj 
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blamed  for  the  time  and  mode  in  which  ho 
had  IntrodurcJ  the  present  Motion.  In 
the  first  pla<'f>,  it  should  be  remembered 
tbit  his  ri^hi  hon.  Fricud  had  only  just 
weofiwd  li»  mdependcnt  powers  of  tpeeeh 
Ij  tfae  Miiatioii  of  his  conneetion  witn  the 
Oi^rcmment;      thnt  it  vras  rather  tmfnir 
to  attack  hi<^  r.'z]\t.  hon.  Friend  as  far  as 
reg&rded  bis  indiTidual  position  in  tliat  in- 
tteoee.  I&  the  next  place,  be  should  ob- 
rnn  iSuX  there  Wtm  nothing  unusual  or 
remarkable  in  ihn  proposal  of  his  right 
kon.  Friend,  that  when  n  rnon'^urc  was 
before  them  for  the  abolition  of  a  portion 
tf  ft  icttrietiTo  svBtem,  they  should  st 
nee  do  away  with  it  altogether.  His 
Tizhi  hon.  Friend  believed  that  the  entire 
system  was  objectiouable,  and  he  there- 
fore wished  that,  instead  of  altering,  they 
Md  wholW  abolish  it.   The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  MemborfbrNorth  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Ncwdcgate)  was  enmplctely  mistaken 
in  fsppoting  that  the  object  of  the  Motion 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  to  continue  a 
itrtritfllon  whidi  was  nnjnst  to  the  Oolo- 
ihi,  fcrhb  H^t  hon.  Friend  only  sought 
In  rfmovc  erert  restriction  whatever  in  the 
eas€  under  their  consideration.     He  be- 
liered  that  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
MnW  ht  Oateahead  (Mr.  (  Hutt)  had 
tno  hrtioduced  in  consequence  mainly  of 
tbe  proceedings  before  the  late  Hnrv  ich 
Flection  rommittcc.    He  (Mr.  ^  .  Smith) 
Imd  himself  been  a  Member  oi  timt  Oom- 
Mittee,  sod  It  was  wtth  the  ntuost  relu^ 
Ittet  ke  had  ^t  hfanself  obliged  to  find 
that  a  gentleman  possessed  of  an  ample 
amount  of  colonial  property  did  not  possess 
a  proper  qualitication  for  a  seat  in  that 
Hons.   He  hoped  his  hon.  Pfiend  the 
Menberibr  OAtoshead  would  support  the 
larirer  racasure  which  had  been  proposed 
bj  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
D^Tonport;  and  he  also  hoped  that  his 
hoB.  Frfend  would  not  tnen  press  his 
moB,  but  wotdd  leave  the  matter  in  its 
present  rery  favourable  position. 

Mr.  TUFNELL  said,  that  he  thought 
lie  would  best  serve  the  canse  of  reform  by 
hsrtng  Ae  quMtion  Sn  the  hamls  of  the 
Boble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  GofOrnment, 
»nd  be  would  therefore  beg  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Instruction  which  he  had  mored. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

Vb.  hutt  said,  that  after  the  deela- 
ntioa  of  the  noUe  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  he  should  not  proceed  further 
*ith  his  Bill.  He  thought  that  the  dcci- 
ium  in  the  Harwich  case  was  one  of  great 
^jWiip,  for  Mr.  Prinsco  proved  that  ho 
«d  w  aftMi^  of  1,0001.  a  year  eharged 
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on  the  Bengal  ciril  liind;  but,  notwith- 
standing that,  because  the  corpn?  of  the 
fund  was  in  India,  the  ("onnnitteo  was 
obliged  to  declare  that  he  had  no  qualifi- 
oation,  the  words  in  *'  Great  Britain  being 
specially  mentioned  in  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. This  Bill  was  not  founded  on  that 
ease,  for  his  object  was  to  do  what  he  con- 
sidered a  measure  of  justice  to  the  Co- 
lonies. 

Order  for  Committee  ^Mattffid ;  Bill 
wUhdravm, 

HOME  MADE  SPIRITS  IN  BOIO)  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  QuosUon  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  he  now,  resd  «  Second 
Time."  ^ 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  toe  EXCHE. 
QUER  preaented  a  petition,  signed  by  the 
principal  di.stillcrs  of  London,  against  the 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  though 
he  had  morn  than  once  addressed  the  House 
on  this  subject,  ^ct  he  felt  that  in  opposing 
the  second  reading  he  should  not  do  justice 
to  the  gi  cat  interests  InyolTed  in  this  ques- 
tion if  he  were  not  again  to  state  what  ap- 
peared to  him  the  insuperable  objections 
to  passing  this  measure.  The  ffrounds  on 
which  it  had  been  ad? oeated  hiuerto  were 
those  of  justice,  and  thej  had  heard  not  * 
little  the  cry  that  justice  to  Ireland  was 
concerned  in  the  pasRtng  of  this  Bill.  Now 
bo  must  say  that  to  any  person  whatever 
who  inrestlgated  the  subject,  there  would 
appear  no  <uisim  of  justice  whatever  ott  the 
side  of  those  who  advocated  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  There  was  a  claim  of 
justice  on  the  part  of  those  who  opposed 
the  Bitt.  What  was  aaked  was  that  dotj 
should  be  pud  on  home-made  spirits  when 
they  were  taken  out  of  bond,  as  in  tho'caso 
of  colonial  spirits.  The  principle  of  levy- 
ing Excise  duties  and  the  principle  of  levy- 
ing Customs  duties  were  so  entirely  dis- 
tinct, that  no  analogy  could  he  set  up  be- 
tween them  in  relation  to  tliis  subject. 
The  principle  in  levying  Customs  duties 
was  to  levy  them  at  the  latest  moment, 
because,  up  to  the  latest  moment,  there 
was  no  saying  whether  the  articles  would 
or  would  not  he  exported  —  whether 
they  would  or  would  not  pay  duty  at  all; 
whereas  the  principle  in  levying  Excels 
duties  was  to  levy  them  at  the  earliest  mo- 
ment, so  that,  the  duty  once  paid,  the 
owners  of  the  article  paid  upon  might  be 
relieved  from  any  further  supervision  or 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  Excise.  In 
relation  to  these  homo  spirits,  the  earliest 
momfiot  at  whieh  the  Bxeise  du^  could  be 
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levied  was  that  when  the  spirit  issued  from 
the  worm-end,  and  Him,  therefore,  was  the 
moment  at  which,  for  the  convenienee  of 

the  producer,  tlio  tluty  was  levied,  and  from 
that  time  the  supervision  of  the  Excise  offi- 
cers  censed.  If  they  were  to  levy  it  at  a 
]ater  period,  they  would  hare  a  eonti- 
nuaoee  of  the  supervision  of  the  Ex- 
0180  officers,  nnd  they  would  reverse  the 
principle  on  which  the  Excise  dntics  had 
been  regulated.  lie  quite  ageed  that 
there  might  be  some  gronndof  com- 
pldnt  if  the  duty  on  the  spirit  which  ciune 
into  competition  witli  the  home-made  spirit 
was  unfairly  levied,  ao  as  to  give  a  boon  to 
the  colonial  producer;  but  a  differenee  of 
4d.  a  gallon  above  the  duty  on  home-made 
spirit  was  levied  on  colonial  :  and  this  dif- 
ferential duty,  which  was  levied  in  En<^- 
laud,  Scotland,,  and  Ireland,  was  fixed 
in  1848.  afiker  a  lengthened  inquiry  before 
a  Committee  of  that  Honse.  It  might  be 
said  that  was  an  unfair  settlement,  but  the 
reverse  was  the  case.  It  could  not  be 
proved  that  the  settlement  was  unfair,  be> 
eause  the  eonsnmption  of  cohmial  epirita  in 
Ireland  and  Sootlandhad  fallen  off  since  that 
time;  and  the  consumption  of  home-made 
spirits  had  considerably  increased.  The 
consumption  of  colonial  spirits  in  Scotland 
in  1847.  was  392,000  gallons,  and  in  1850, 
210,000  gallons,  showing  a  falling-off  of 
182,000  gallons.  In  Ireland  the  consump- 
tion was  in  tho  former  year  170,000  gal- 
lons, and  in  the  latter  year  166.000.  But 
what  was  the  consumption  of  home-made 
spirits  in  these  two  countries?  lie  would 
not  go  back  to  1847,  which  was  not  a  fair 
case  as  regarded  Ireland,  but  he  wouid 
take  the  last  three  years,  and  he  found 
that  in  Soodand  the  oonsumptlon  was— 

In  1848  ...M   6,548,000  galloa* 

1849    6,935.000  " 

1850    7,122,000  •* 


In  Irdand  the  consumption 


Ib  1848    7.0r3.00e  gallons 

1849  6,973,000 

1850    7,480,000  » 

So  that  there  had  been  an  increased  con- 
sumption of  900,000  gallons  in  these  two 
countries,  when  it  was  stated  by  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  that  tho  producers  of 
home-made  spirits  were  nuned  by  colonial 
spirits;  and  by  a  return  which  had  just 
been  made  he  found  that  tlic  consumption 
of  Irish  spirits  up  to  the  oth  of  July  had 
gone  on  increasing.  Again,  if  you  took 
the  imports  of  spirits  from  Scotland  and 
Itdatia  into  En^^and,  yon  found  that  while 


the  average  of  five  years  to  182o,  was 
1,400,000  gaUons,  that  of  the  lire  jean 
to  1850,  was  3,400,000  gallons,  exhibit. 

ing;,  he  need  not  observe,  a  most  material 
increase.    It  was  not  pretended  that  tho 
adoption  of  this  measure  would  not  injure 
the  revenne,  even  though  aH  the  tnnsae- 
tions  in  home  spirits  were  free  from  fraud 
and  dishonesty;  but  tbn  p-rand  objection , 
after  all,  was,  that  the  adoption  of  the 
measure  would  open  the  door  to  perfectly 
unlimited  fraud  and  dishonesty,  and,  of 
conse(|uence,  to  an  unlimited  injury  to  iBe 
revenue,  the  only  poi^siblo  mode  of  reme- 
dying the  loss  tu  the  revenue  would  bo  to 
impose  higher  duties  upon  the  classes  of 
spirits  ;  and  though  this  would  obviate 
all  loss  where  the  transactions  were  ho- 
nestly conducted,  it  would  be  no  Jiecti- 
rity  against  fraud,  but  on  the  contrary 
would  inereaae  the  temptatton  to  attempt 
to  eheat  the  revenue.     At  present  the 
amount  of  duty  levied  upon  home  spirit* 
waa  distributed  in  a  manner  highly  favour- 
able to  tho  interests  which  purported  to  be 
■"MMt  aggrieved  by  the  eziBting  system,  for 
while  English  spirits  paid  7s.  lOd.  a  gallon, 
Scotch  spirits  only  paid  ^s.        and  Irish 
spirits  only  2>\  Sd.     Under  the  existing 
arrangements,  again,  the  system  of  vrare- 
housing  spirits  in  remote  parts  ef  the  eono- 
try  was  adapted  to  the  convenicnee  cf  die 
•'innllcr  distillers  in  a  manner  which  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  to  continue  if  the 
proposed  changes  were  cfiectcd.    The  re- 
venue, however,  was  not  the  only  party 
concerned  in  this  quesUon.    There  was 
another  party,  and  that  was  the  English 
distiller,  for  what  was  really  sought  by 
the  Irish  and  Scotch  distillers  was  to  gain 
an  unfair  advantage  over  the  English.  If 
the  change  in  tho  mndo  of  taking  the  du- 
ties took  place,  tlic  Englisli  distillers  would 
not  be  able  to  dcnvo  a  corresponding  benefit 
from  it.   And  he  saw  no  reason  why  they 
should  be  subjected  to  this  additional  dis- 
advantage, because  scarcely  any  English 
spirits  were  eoTisnmed  in  Ireland  or  Scot- 
land, while  the  quantity  sent  to  England 
bat  year  from  Scotland  and  Ireland  amount-  , 
ed  to  about  one-third  of  the  whole  eon* 
sumption  of  England.    For  tbe^p  ron'?on« 
he  trusted  that  the  House  would  not  agree 
to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

Lord  NAAS  sud,  after  all  preparation, 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  tho  Chancellor 
of  tlie  Exchequer  had  advanced  no  new 
argument  against  the  measure.  The  in- 
justice eoro^uned  of  was  palpable.  The 
produce  of  the  home  manufacturer  was  by 
the  ezoiae  laws  plaoed  in  a  lesa  adTanta. 
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jpeo'ip  position  than  that  of  the  importer  of 
ifitK\g:i  aad  coionial  spirits.  As  to  the 
purging  of  oolonial  spirits  in  bond  at 
latt  moment,  beesnse  thej  might  be 
exported,  the  great  complaint  of  the  home 
producer  against  the  present  systein  was, 
that  ic  operated  almost  entirely  as  a  pro- 
UUtioB  to  the  export  of  homo  spirits.  As 
ipfoofof  this,  he  could  state  that  of  late 
mrs  the  exportation  of  our  colonial  rum 
Md  immensely  inoroased,  while,  on  the 
other  Uftud,  tiiut  of  our  bumo  spirits  had 
ibiolatelj  so  diminisbod  that  it  was  not 
ttoQght  worthy  of  a  plaoo  in  tho  returns 
of  the  Board  of  Triide.  The  Chancellor  of 
th'^  Exf'hcquer  said  that  the  Bill  would 
aiier  ibe  present  modes  of  measurement 
—nodes  supposed  to  be  neeessary  for  tho 
Hesritjr  4^  the  rerenne— but  sneh  was  not 
tbe  case.  The  mcasurpmrnt  of  home-  ' 
made  sjiirit'^  wa**  taken  now  three  times, 
m,,  at  the  worm's  end,  when  going  into 
bund,  sad  when  ooming  out  of  bond. 
He  should  like  to  know  what  diere  was  in 
tlieplan  which  he  proposed  to  prevent  this 
iaea*yremeut  heinc:  still  taken.  The  onlv 
differeace  would  be,  that  tbe  charge  would 
Wssde  when  tbe  spirits  were  coming  out 
af  bond,  so  that  overj  security  that  was 
now  obtained  bv  Tncasurcment  could  still  be 
enforced.  Under  his  Bill  the  quantity  to 
W  measured  would  be  ascertainable  with 
Ihs  greslest  ease,  and  wonld  be  subject  to 
nme  of  the  difficulties  and  dangers  con* 
nected  with  the  existing  mode  of  mcasuro- 
ment.  \\"\X}\  ro'rard  to  the  differential  duty 
of  1848,  he  had  said  frequently  before, 
Alt  consideration  could  not  in  the  least 
4egne  embarrass  the  eanTing  of  tiiis  Bill, 
l)€causc  the  Bill  did  not  propose  in  any  way 
to  interfere  with  the  sctttement  which  was 
ioade  m  1848.  It  had  been  stated  that 
tlunessore  would  be  ina  degree  abroach 
tfftiih  and  an  unsettlement  of  a  solemn 
wmpact  made  jn  consequence  of  tlie  Report 
of  the  Committee  on  ('offee  and  Sugar  Du- 
ties; but  Lord  G.  Beutinck,  tho  chairman, 
bsd  in  his  place  in  that  House  stated  that 
the  alteration  of  duties  was  forced  upon  the 
Irish  and  Scotch  distillers.  The  Irish  dis- 
tillers had  never  consented  to  that  ar- 
nogeaient ;  no  Irish  witnesses  were  sum- 
MNwd  before  the  Oommittce ;  and  this 
coaslJeration  of  the  diffcrcntild  dotj  was 
oTily  introduced  into  the  question  inciden- 
tallj.  It  w!\s  clear  also,  when  they  con- 
sidered the  different  items  of  which  the 
^  of  diflereatial  dntj  was  composed,  that 
tbe  differential  doty,  which  was  made  a 
bar  to  granting  a  roost  just  demand,  was 
^Jf  *  bugbear,  because  onl j  a  halipeiin 


or  one-eighth  of  the  whole  amount  of  the 
duty,  was  at  all  concerned  in  this  discus- 
sion* In  Mr.  Wood's  eridence  he  stated 
that  in  cakulatuig  what  the  differential  dotj 

ought  to  he,  one  halfpenny  per  gallon  wns 
the  fiupposed  value  oi  decreases.  He  was 
authorised,  however,  testate  to  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  distillers  wore  j^erfectly 
ready  to  give  up  that  part  of  the  differen- 
tinl  duty  which  wmild  be  alTected  by  this 
measure,  rather  tiian  forego  their  just 
claim,  so  that  let  the  Lhanceilor  take  his 
halfpenny  by  way  of  additional  *  dntj, 
and  give  us  our  just  demand.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  figurei, 
shoM'ing  the  increase  in  the  consump- 
tion of  home-made  spirits,  could  have 
no  weight  whatever  with  the  House,  be- 
cause the  prosperity  of  any  pakicular  in- 
tercut ought  not  to  he  matle  a  reason 
against  tiic  removal  of  a  grievance,  pro- 
vided a  good  ca.se  could  be  made  out.  The 
right  hott.  Gentleman  seemed  to  wish  the 
House  to  infer  that  the  increased  consump-  ^ 
tion  was  the  consequence  of  the  advantage 
enjoyed  hy  tlic  British  distiller  over  the 
colouiui  distiller.  But  the  fact  was  entirely 
different :  the  reason  for  tbe  increase  ia  the 
sale  of  home-made  spirits  had  arisen  sim- 
ply from  a  circumstance  which  did  not  at 
all  affect  the  present  question — the  reduc- 
tion in  the  price  of  the  graiu  which  con- 
stituted the  material  of  those  spirits.  He 
peifeetly  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  if  tlirre  was  to  be  that  reduction 
of  taxation  which  was  {jeuerallv  demanded 
by  the  nation,  the  duty  on  spirits  was  per- 
haps the  last  tax  that  they  ought  to  le* 
duce.  But  the  Irish  and  Scotch  distillen 
did  not  ask  for  any  reduction  in  the  duty; 
and  if,  next  year,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer could  show  that  tho  operation  of 
this  Bill  had  really  ooeastoned  adhninutlon 
of  the  revenue,  those  whom  he  (Lord  Naas) 
represented  would, he  was  sure,  he  quite  wil- 
ling to  consent  to  any  increaseof  duty  which 
might  be  required  to  make  up  tbe  defici- 
ency which  the  revenue  might  have  sus- 
tained. The  amount  of  duty,  therefore, 
had  nothing  on  earth  to  do  with  this  ques- 
tion ;  the  complaint  was  that  they  had  to 
pay  for  an  article  which  at  the  time  when 
the  duty  was  paid  was  not  in  existence. 
Tiiey  asked  for  the  repeal  of  an  unfair 
and  most  unjust  restriction,  and  they  asked 
for  it  on  the  principle  of  justice  alone.  The 
whole  system  of  the  warehousing  would  be 
left  untouched  by  this  Bill;  it  would  create 
no  inconvenience,  and  they  would  have  ex- 
actly the  same  officers,  the  same  locks, 
and  the  same  houses.    The  tight  hon. 
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tlier  temptations  to  collusion  between  the 
excise  ofhcciti  and  fraudulent  distillers. 
But  tho  officers  coidJ  couuive  with  the  dis- 
iniers  now  with  perfeei  ease  if  thej  were 
■odispOBed.  Tho  honesty  ef  tho  officers 
was  the  only  security  to  the  revenue  ;  and 
this  measure  would  not  take  away  a  single 
existing  chock  upon  fraud.    What  was  the 

¥wition  of  the  Iriah  and  Scotch  distillers  ? 
hey,  bj  the  nature  of  their  trade,  found 
it  of  the  greatest  use  to  bond  an  article 
which  became  of  superior  Talue  by  being 
kept  a  conttdenible  time.  Tho  English 
dtatiUer,  on  the  other  hand,  according  to 
the  nature  of  his  trade,  did  not  want  to 
bond  at  all.  He  sold  his  spirits  the  mo- 
ment they  were  made,  to  tho  rectifier,  and 
obtained  payment  directly.  The  English 
diatillers  had  been  opposed  to  bonding  for 
many  years,  merely  from  the  selfish  con- 
sidoration  that  they  did  not  want  it  them- 
selves. They  did  not  want  to  bond  them- 
selv«a>  and  therafture  they  used  all  their 
influence  to  prevent  others  in  the  trade 
from  enjoying  a  considerable  advantage 
from  it — a  dog-in-tho  manger  like  policy, 
which  a  free-trade  Govemmeat  ought 
to  blush  to  encourage.  So  far  from 
the  Irish  distiller  being  in  a  more  advan- 
tageous position  than  the  English  as 
regarded  the  revenue,  the  fact  was,  he  was 
in  a  jfkr  inferior  position.  There  were  not 
more  than  elofen  distiUeiies  for  the  whole 
of  England,  and  they  made  the  enormous 
amount  of  spirits  -which  were  drunk  in  this 
country.  The  House  was  perhaps  not 
aware  that  there  was  not  a  single  Eng- 
lish  distiller  now  distilling  strictly  accor- 
ding to  Act  of  Parliament.  Tho  eleven 
English  distillers  were  mauufacturiug  their 
spirits  in  stills  which  were  actually  illegal, 
and  were  only  sanettoned  by  a  Treasury 
Minute,  and  not  recognised  in  any  Act  of 
rarliament.  But  the  English  distillers 
had  this  further  advantage  over  the  Irish, 
that  thej  obtained  very  large  credits,  and 
were  often  allowed  to  be  in  arrear  with  tho 
payment  c  f  their  duty.  In  fact,  the  eleven 
EngU.sh  distillers  had  a  monupoly  of  tho 
English  trade,  and  they  were  airuid  that  if 
this  restriction,  however  wyust,  was  not 
kept  U|),  the  Irish  and  Scotch  distillers 
would,  m  the  natural  course  of  trade,  send 
more  whisky  to  England,  and  so  interfere 
with  their  business.  The  Irish  and  Scotch 
distiUera  only  asked  to  be  put  on  the  same 
footing  as  die  foreign  and  colomal  dis- 
tillers; and  their  whole  claim  being  a  claim 
of  justice  and  faitness,  a  claim  which  the 
Uoosc  had  on  four  distinct  occasions  ac- 


knowledged, he  hoped  the  House  woaUl 

readily  accede  to  it. 

Mtt.  15KAMST0N  said,  that  seeing  that 
the  interests  of  his  coustitueuts  would  ba 
compromised  bj  the  measure  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Naas)  he  should  move  that  tbo 
Bill  bo  road  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  wwda  "upon  this  day  tluree 

months." 

Mr.  bass  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  brought  Ibrward  ilus  measure  had 

been  misinformed  on  some  points  on  which 
he  had  rested  the  case  of  his  Bill.  Tlio  noble 
Lord  had  especially  complained,  on  tho  part 
of  the  Irish  and  Scotch  distillers,  of  their 
want  of  an  export  trade;  but  where  eould 
he  hope  for  an  export  trade  In  British 
spirits,  when  every  other  country  had  a 
beverage  which  it  preferred  to  anyihiiig 
wc  could  send  them  ?  But  he  found,  uot> 
withstanding,  that  the  foot  was,  tiiat  the 
export  trade  had  actually  increased  from 
73,000  gallons  in  1848.  to  330.000  gallons 
in  1850.  Again,  Ireland  cousumed  fifty 
gallons  of  her  own  spirits  to  one  gallon  of 
colonial  spirits ;  and  Scotland  consumed 
fifty'six  gallons  of  her  own  to  one  gallon 
of  colonial.  It  was  quite  absurd,  there- 
fore, to  talk  of  competition.  The  noblo 
Lord  also  complained  that  the  En§^ish  dis- 
tillers had  a  certain  degree  of  evedit  al- 
lowed them  by  the  Government,  and  that 
the  revenue  BiitTcrcd  loss  in  consequence; 
but  the  fact  was,  that  during  a  period  of 
fifty  years  there  had  only  been  one  loss  of 
tho  kind,  therefore  the  Irish  and  Scotch 
distillers  had  no  great  cause  for  complaint 
on  that  ground.  The  uoble  Lord  said  it 
was  a  question  of  competition  between  the 
English  distQIere  and  toe  Seooth  and  Iriah 
distillers;  but  whereas  there  were  about 
26,000,000  gallons  of  British  spirits  manu- 
factured, 20,000,000  of  th^m  were  made 
by  the  Irish  and  Seotdi.  He  agreed  with 
tho  noble  Lord  that  that  was  no  reason 
Avhy  they  should  not  manufacture  more, 
hut  it  was  an  argument  to  show  that  they 
could  not  at  present  labour  under  any  se- 
rious disadvantage.  They  had  a  total 
monopoly  of  the  consumption  in  their  own 
countries;  and,  when  the  spirit-consuming 
qualities  of  tho  inhabitants  of  those  coun- 
tries was  considered,  that  was  no  light 
matter,  for  an  Irishman  consumed  mere 
than  two  Englishmen,  and  a  Scotchman 
more  than  five  Englishmen.  had  him- 
self seen  tho  secretary  of  tho  body  of  Eng- 
lish distillecd  and  rectifiers  that  very  day. 
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wpi  had  been  assured  by  bim  that  they  I  iDdulgence  and  a  favour,  as  oom^arecl  wiih 


regarded  this  Bill  as  an  attack  \ipon  them 
Even  vv'mag  the  question  as  one  of  <lo- 
me^tic  iiiilustr^,  as  the  hou.  Member  for 
BockiDgbamaliire  (ICr.  Diiraeli)  bad  done 
on  a  fomifir  oeoMiOD,  tbey  ought  not  to  be 
cailed  upon  to  cncoura2:e  Irish  and  Scotch 
iiulu.»>try  at  the  expense  of  English.  The 
Bill  was  one  which  the  House  ought  not  to 


lb.  BBTKOLDS  said,  he  ahould  sup- 
port the  second  reading.  He  maintained 
tkt  the  question  before  the  House,  when 
stripped  of  aU  the  teohnicaUties  in  which 
H  bid  b«Mi  eofelopcd,  wm  aimply  this — 
Wen  tbe  Irish  and  Scotch  distillers  to  be 
alloffcJ  any  deduction  on  account  of  leak- 
age and  evaporation  ?  He  did  not  see  why 
t£e  167  distillera  in  Scotland,  and  tho 
56  in  Ireland,  sboald  be  eaciifieed  for 
tiiu  kncfit  of  ten  or  eleven  inonopoliito  id 
England.  The  Irish  Brigade  were  often 
accused  of  offering  a  factious  opposition; 
but  he  thought  the  Treasury  bench  wore 
vow  offieriiig  a  fkotioua  opposttion  on  a 
qoestioD  upon  which  they  liud  been  beaten 
four  times.  On  the  11th  of  June  last 
Tear  tho  Government  were  beaten  by  a 
majority  of  85  to  53;  on  tho  4th  of  July 
were  beaten  by  135  to  95;  on  tho 
^'th  of  July  tbey  were  beaten  by  121  to 
120;  and  on  the  last  division  the  Govern- 
ment wfTc  ben  ten  again.  481  votes  had 
been  given  in  the  course  of  those  four 
iivisioDs  m  favour  of  tho  Bill,  and  391 
igiunit  it.  The  GoTerament  bad  been 
lieateaa  four  timet,  and  there  they  wcro 
sUll.  lie  believed  they  would  bo  defeated 
sgaio  on  the  second  reading;  and  he  would 
itA.  tbe  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
c|wqtier  whellier  he  intended  to  persist  in 
Vis  factious  opposition  to  the  measure? 
The  settlement  of  1848  had  been  talked 
of  in  that,  discussion;  but  that  arrange- 
iMot  had  been  detemiincd  upon  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  which  did  not  contain 
»  single  Irish  Member,  and  which  did  not 
call  a  single  Irish  witness.  Ireland,  there- 
fiwe,  had  never  consented  to  that  settlo* 
■at  of  the  <|uei>tion ;  and  until  Justice 
««s  done  to  the  Irish  dbtiller,  Irdand 
must  contione  to  repeat  her  demand  for  a 
^urpr  and  more  equitable  adin'^tment. 

^ibi.  GOULBURN  siid,  be  did  not  con- 
lider  this  as  a  t^uestion  of  small  or  of 
nkwr  inpoftance.  He  did  not  eren  eon* 
sider  it  of  small  or  of  minor  importance  as 
regarded  the  Scotch  and  the  Irish  distillers. 
Considering,  as  he  did,  that  these  distil- 
kn  were  now  aiiking  from  tiiui  llouse  aa 


other  dealers  in  .spirits,  to  which  they  were 
not  entitled,  his  firm  belief  was,  that  what- 
ever might  be  the  result  of  the  present 
discussion,  or  of  the  present  Bill,  the  nlti» 
mate  consequence  must  necessarily  be  a 
general  conviction  throughout  tho  country 
that  an  advantage  had  been  conceded  to 
them  which  they  were  not  entitled  to  re« 
ceive;  and  a  reaction  would  follow,  leading 
to  the  depression  of  the  very  interest 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  now  advocated. 
There  was  nothing  more  fallacious  in  tho 
discussion  of  commercial  or  of  financial 
questions,  than  the  taking  u  partial  view 
of  tbe  >eif(nlation8  under  whion  they  were 
placed.  To  say  that  there  was  an  inequa- 
lity of  taxation  in  any  particular  branch, 
without  considering  the  corresponding  in- 
equality in  another,  was  sure  to  lead  to 
£stal  error,  and  to  infoWe  tbmr  financial 
arrangements,  perhaps*  in  inextricable 
anomalies;  and  yet  that  was  the  course 
in  which  the  House  was  advised  to  take  on 
the  present  occasion  by  the  supporters  of 
this  Bin*  The  question  of  spirits  was  « 
question,  as  he  had  said,  of  the  greatest 
importance  to  this  oountryj  because  we 
derived  no  less  than  between  8,000,000?. 
and  9,000,000^.  of  our  annual  revenuo 
from  it,  which  was  paid  easily  and  regu- 
larly into  the  national  exchequer.  It  was 
no  light  matter,  therefore,  to  affect,  by  a 
partial  change  in  the  law,  a  rercnuo  so 
important  under  all  circumstances,  and 
perhaps  most  important  of  all*  hecanse  it 
was  raised  in  a  manner  less  objectionable* 
perhaps,  than  any  other  species  of  impost. 
This  question  of  spirits  was  settled  in 
1848.  Tho  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  city  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Reynolds)  said 
that  as  there  was  not  an  Irish  Member  on 
the  Coiiunittec  which  sat  in  that  year,  Ire- 
land thcrei«'i  *'  was  not  bound  by  tho  result. 
Now,  he  (.\ir.  Uoulburn)  could  state  that 
tbe  case  of  the  Irish  aiid  Scotch,  as  wdl 
as  of  the  English  distillers,  as  against  thai 
of  the  eolonial  distillers,  was  ably  repre- 
sented before  thi^  ('onimitteo,  and  the  Com- 
mittee heard  uil  that  could  possibly  be 
said  on  the  subject.  But  it  was  not  the 
Committee  which  made  the  regulation  as 
to  Iri.sh  spirits — It  was  the  Tlouse  of  Com- 
mons. Every  m.'in  had  an  opportunity  of 
Stating  his  objections,  and  having  stated 
them,  and  bean  oTcrruled  by  the  majority, 
he  was  as  fnlly  bound  by  the  decision  as 
any  other  Member  was.  Viewing  the  set- 
tlement of  1848,  then,  as  a  general  ar- 
rangement, the  question  was,  had  the 
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Scotck  and  Imh  dUtiUers  suffered  any 
injury  under  it,  and  was  there  no«r  any 

ground  for  giving  them  a  special  advan-  j 
ta^e  ?    So  far  as  facta  and  documents  '  \n,,tpy  7  q 
vreut,  he  thought  tiiat  absoiuteif  the  re-  |  Arbuthnott,  hoo.  H. 
verse  of  that  was  the  case.    They  were  1  Arohdall,  Capt.  M. 
told  tliat  tho  distillers  did  not  make  as  \  ^''>'^^>  ^• 


Tht  Honta  diiid«d  :^AjM  166;  Fsm 
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much  spirits  now  as  they  did  in  1835;  but  I  BiS^'Sir  H.  W, 
what  had  that  to  do  with  tho  question  as   w^^yuw ,  W.  h1 

Batc»on,T. 
Benbow,  J. 
Bcntinck,  LSfdH. 
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to  how  far  the  arrangtiincnt  of  1848  had, 
or  had  not,  been  productire  of  benefit  ? 
The  fiiet  was',  that  before  1848  the  spirits 
made  in  Scotland  and  Irdand  amounted  to 
14,000.000  gallons,  while  in  1850  it  was 


20,000,000  gallons.     It  also  appeared  !  Blake.  M.  J. 
that  there  had  been  a  diminution  in  the  p^^^'^f^'^.^^iPv, 
eonsimiption  of  rum  in  those  countries  from  2**°?'  ?^ 
557,000  gallons  in  1 847,  to  360,000  gal-  iwidgc.  R. 
Ions  at  the  present  time;  while  there  had  Brooke,  Loni 


been  a  corre^{>ondiiig  increase  in  the  con 
sumption  of  home-made  spirits. .  The  aug- 
mentation in  the  export  trade  of  Scotch 
and  Irish  spirits  had  been  no  less  than  700 
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per  cent  during  this  period.    Was  that  a  '  Ch.itt^rton,  Col. 
proof  that  the  law,  as  regarded  colonial 
spirits,  was  at  all  prejudicial  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  Scotch  and  Irish  distillers  I 
Nor  bad  tho  English  distillers,  with  all  the 
advantages  thay  were  said  to  posses*?,  been  j  Cotton,  hon.  W.  H,  S. 
able  to  keep  the  Scotch  and  Irish  distillers  ;  ^^^'^'^J^f  § 
out  of  the  English  market,  for  the  last  re-         ^  ' 
turn  showed  that  one-third  .of  the  whole  con- 
sumption of  that  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom had  been  furnished  by  the  Irish  and 
Scotch  distillers.    The  Ilouse  should  re- 
collect that  the  success  of  this  Motion  

would  overthrow  an  existing  arrangement.  I  Du  Pre,ll5.G. 
English  spirits  were  manufactured  under  F^v^^". 
very  different  circumstances  from  those  of 
Scotland  and  Irelund,  for  while  the  latter 
were  bonded  in  a  state  palatable  to  the 
taste  of  the  consumer,  the  English  distiller 
could  Dot  brmg  his  spirits  into  the  market 
before  thej  had  undergone  the  subsequent 
process  of  rectification.  If,  therefore,  this 
Motion  were  agreed  to,  they  must  allow  the 
English  reetifier  to  place  his  spirits  in 
bond,  and  this  would  open  the  door  to  ex- 
tensive frauds  upon  the  revenue.  The 
course  which  the  House  was  asked  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Naab)  to  pursue  was 
dan^rons  to  the  revenue,  dangerous  to 
the  mterests  of  other  dealers  in  sjHritet  ftod 
would  ultimately,  he  was  convinced,  over- 
throw the  small  advantaiifo  which  the  Irish 
now  sought  to  obtain  for  themselves  by 
that  reaction  which  injustice  never  failed 
to  create. 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  'now* 
Stand  part  of  the  Question. 

iff.  Reynolds 
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StricUsnd,  Sir  G. 
TMeknessc,  R.  A. 
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Words  added;  Main  Question,  as  amend* 
cd,  put,  and  agreed  to;  Seeond  Beading 
fut  off  for  three  months. 

VALUATION  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  that  as  far  as  he 

understcKxl  tlie  subject,  the  princrjile  of 
the  Bill  was  to  value  hinds  and  tenement* 
in  Ireland  on  a  scale  founded  upon  the 
priees  of  agricultural  produce,  and  that 
such  valuation  should  continue  in  operation 
for  the  next  fourteen  years.  He  objected 
to  the  returns  of  1849  and  1850,  on  which 
the  calculation  of  prices  isos  based,  because 
he  considered  ibem  incorrect.  He  had  no 
objection  that  the  price  of  agricultural  pro> 
duce  should  be  an  inr^redient  in  the  valua- 
tion of  land;  but  if  it  were  to  be  so,  the 
question  must  be  asked  of  ike  GoTemment 
wbeiher  the  scale  could  be  correct*  or  cor- 
rcsponduig  with  the  prices  at  present  exist- 
ing in  Irehnd.   He  had  moved  for  returns 
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from  thirtj-six  towna.  having  reference  to 
die  priees      agrioultural  produce;  but 
iheeewere  so  mystified  that  ho  thought  the 
recognised  organ  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland  bad  justly  remarked  that  HO  de- 
pepdence  couhl  ho  placed  on  the  figures; 
any  scale  derived  from  them  must  be  totivlly 
worthless  aa  a  criterion  of  agricultural 
prices  in  Ireland,    lie  would  suggest  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland  the  expediency  of  introducing 
into  Ireland  a  mode  of  asccrtainiii!^  the 
average  prices  of  agricultural  produce,  sucli 
as  existed  in  Engwid,  vhere  these  average 
jneM  were  uaecTto  aseertain  the  Talue  of 
tithes,  and  for  other  purposes.    With  re- 
spect to  the  particular  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  be  collod  attention  to  the  circum- 
stance, that  while  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had 
power  to  appoint  Sub-Commissioners,  and 
the  Chief  Commissioner  to  appoint  valuators, 
the  ratepayers  had  no  right  to  name  a  sin- 
gle individual.     Uo  objected  to  a  more 
arbitrary  Court  of  Appeal*  soch  as  the  Bill 
proposed,  and  thought  it  monstrous  that 


expressing  his  iadifidnal  opposiiion  to  tha 

measure. 

Sm  DENIIAXC  NORREYS  hoped  they 
would  not  go  on  with  the  Bill  in  its  present 
form,  and  that  before  they  proeeeded  with 
the  measure  tliure  would  be  some  modifio»<- 

tion  of  it.  The  present  valuation  had  cost 
over  270,00O^,  which  uuist  liave  been 
drawn  from  the  couuty  rates  iu  Ireland. 
Besides  that,  there  were  the  salaries  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Valuation,  which  were 
paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Not- 
withstanding that  expense,  twenty  -  six 
counties  only  were  valued,  and  six  coun- 
ties were  still  unralaed  in  respect  to  what 
was  called  the  uniform  valuation,  though 
the  work  had  been  going  on  for  twenty- 
one  years.  And  now  they  were  about  to 
commence  a  Taluation  on  a  new  principle, 
after  all  their  waste  of  time  and  of  money. 
He  must  coniplaiji  of  the  injustice  which 
had  been  done  by  this  Bill  to  town  pro- 
perty particularly  iu  Ireland.  Formerly  a 
general  average  valuation  was  made  of 
houses,  and  then  one<third  of  the  value  was 


those  small  holdings  below  51.,  which  had  struck  oflf  to  bring  them  down  to  their 
hitherto  been  exempt  from  county  cess,  comparative  value  in  relation  to  the  land 


should  be  brought  under  taxation.  The 
entire  machinery  of  the  Bill  was  very  eom- 

plicated;  there  were  numerous  forms  and 
technical  points  to  be  observed,  and  ho 
apprehended  that  the  measure  would  be 
distasteftil  to  the  country.   As  matters 

stood,  they  had  had  enough  of  Yalnation 


in  the  district.  It  was  admitted  that  up  to 
1846  the  valuation  of  land  was  about  25 
per  cent  under  its  letting  value,  and  about 
33  per  cent  was  struck  off  the  value  of 
houses.  Five  years  since  the  valuation  of 
land  was  25  per  cent  under  the  letting 
value,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  ia  five 


Bills  for  Ireland,  and  he  tliought  the  com-  '  years  hence  the  vnhiation  might  not  bo 


plicated  machinery  of  the  present  Bill 
would  rather  make  matters  worse  than 
Otherwise.  The  cost  of  the  primanr  valua- 
tion in  the  part  of  the  country  with  which 
he  was  connected,  under  the  present  Act, 
was  22,00(J/.,  or  ocl.  in  the  pound  on  the 
valuation,  and  the  expenses  under  this  new 
Bill  would  be  equally  great.  He  thought 
a  commission  of  valuation  in  each  county, 
with  a  sufficient  staff,  to  go  from  barony 
to  barony,  would  lead  to  a  correct  valua- 
tion in  Irdand;  and  he  hoped  the  adf^tion 
of  some  such  scheme  would  not  he  over- 
looked by  the  Government.    It  was  most 


again  under  the  real  value;  but  by  this 
Bill  the  towns  were  to  be  subject  to  taxa- 
tion according  to  the  full  value,  and  the 
33  per  cent,  which  had  hitherto  been 
struck  off  on  making  them  liable  to  the 
couuty  taxation,  was  not  in  future  to  be 
struck  off.  If  the  Government  were  re- 
solved on  proceeding  with  the  Bill*  he 
trusted  they  would  oidy  adopt  that  portion 
of  it  which  applied  to  tenement  valuation, 
and  that  the  urcscnt  towuland  valuation 
might  be  completed. 

Sir  JOHN  YOUNG  supported  the  ICo- 
tion  for  going  into  Committee.    Tlie  pre- 


important,  both  as  re-iarded  the  Registra- !  sent  Bill  was  brought  in  to  avoid  the  evils  in- 
tion  Bill  of  last  Session,  and  the  Incumber-  I  cideut  to  the  existing  system  of  valuation  in 
ed  Estates  Court  in  Ireland,  that  a  correct  I  Ireland;  and  he  thoi^t  the  objection  whidi 
valuation  should  bo  established  in  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Scully) 
CfMintry;  but  he  objected  to  the  mode  of  had  taken  with  regard  to  the  scale  of  prices 
obtaining  it  laid  down  in  the  present  Bill,  j  of  agricultural  produce,  was  a  point  which 
It  would  depend  upon  the  view  of  the  mea-  might  be  well  considered  in  Committee, 
sure  taken  by  the  Irish  Members  whether  Mr.  SHARUAN  CBAWFOBD  said, 
ho  should  move  in  the  present  stage  that  he  should  oppose  the  Bill,  because  he  con- 
the  Bill  be  postponed;  and,  therefore,  in  sidercd  that  it  was  based  on  false  principles, 
meantime  he  contented  himscil'  with  1  and  would  not  practically  answer  the  pur- 
Mr.  /ScuWy  • 
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I  for  wliicb  H  was  btended,  tbougb  he  |  Lordali^  that  he  would  mfoim  fli€in  ni 


▼as  willing  to  admit  that  the  present  law  the  course  which  he  intended  to  pursue 


with  regard  to  two  ver}^  iin|tortant 
Bills,  one  of  which  had  couie  tu  a  ^ccoud, 
and  the  other  to  a  third  r^ing.  Thoie 
Bills  had  exoited  great  attention  in  the 
country,  and  much  interest  had  been  ex- 
hibited regarding  them  both  in  and  out 
dispute.  He  wuuld  not  then  enter  into  the  of  the  profession.  He  would  uuw  mentioa 
lolgaot  of  the  areragesi  hot  he  would  sug- 1  the  coarse  he  intended  to  pursue  respect- 
|;cst  that  the  House  should  postpone  going  ing  both  BtllSt  4nd  the  reasons  which 
mto  Committee  on  the  Bill  until  they  had  had  induced  him  to  pursue  it.    The  Ex- 


was  in  an  anomalous  state,  and  required 
&jueudmeat.  It  was  of  great  importance 
to  here  a  eorreot  tenement  valaation  in 

Ireland,  seeing  that  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  settling  the  value  of  the  franchtne 
in  that  country  in  cases  where  it  was  in 


they 

some  cfEcient  mode  of  tAkiu^;  the  averages 

correctly. 

Kb.  ROGHE  said*  a  neceaaity  existed 

for  an  uniform  system  of  valuation  in  Ire- 
land; but  he  admitted  that  was  one  of  the 
desirable  things  which  appeared  to  hiui  to 
be  next  to  impossible.  It  was  still  more 
dssinble  that  that  valnatioD  ihould  be  a 
conect  one.  Of  all  times  the  present  was 
the  most  inopportune  to  commence  such  a 
valnation  in  Ireland  as  that  which  the  Bill 
proposed.  He  denied  that  the  present 
|rioet  of  a^cdtural  prodnce  in  Ireland, 
cqisdany  the  price  of  beef  and  mutton, 
bore  that  relation  to  each  other  which  was 
put  down  in  the  Bill.  He  would  counsel 
tbe  House  to  wait  until  the  different  rela- 
tions of  property  were  fixed;  and  the  state 


pur 

tension  of  the  County  Courts  Bill  (No.  2) 
was  a  Bill  to  transfer  tho  country  juris- 
diction in  bankruptoy  to  the  County  Court 
Judges,  thus  saving  the  expense  of  the 
existing  Courts  of  Bankruptcy.  Consider- 
able onjcctions  had  been  nri^ed  against 
this  Bill  both  by  the  Bankruptcy  Com- 
missioners and  the  Jndges  of  the  County 
Courts,  on  account  of  its  retrospective 
operation.  It  had  been  said,  that  if 
a  banister  had  left  hi-?  profession,  to 
tako  upuu  himself  tho  oiliec  of  a  Judge 
in  the  County  Courts,  without  any  sti- 
pulation that  he  should  reside  in  his 
district,  he  ought  not  to  be  compelled 
to  ro.siilo  permanently  in  that  district.  lie 
so  far  agreed  with  those  wlio  advanced  this 
objection  as  to  think  that  the  Act  should 


ef  the  country  bccamo  more  settled,  before  j  be  made  prospective,  and  should  not  affect 
they  applied  themselves  to  make  a  really  ,  the  Judges  already  appointed.  It  was  not 
true  and  fair  relative  valuation  of  land  in  his  intention,  however,  to  proceed  any  fur- 


Ireland.  If  they  persisted  at  present, 
they  ran  the  risk  of  committing  serious 
errors. 

Ma.  MONSELL  would  sugcfcst  to  the 
lion.  MenilMT  for  Tipperaiy  (Mr.  Scully), 
tiiat  it  would  be  bettor  that  the  House 
sheold  g<»  nt  once  into  Cmoniittee  on  the 
Bin,  than  thai  boQ.  Members  should  at 
tbat  moment  iwse  a  diMmision  on  the 
cUuses. 

House  in  Committee;  Bill  committed |>ro 
formdi  Honae  resumed;  Committee  report 
pngms* 

The  House  adjourned  at  tirenty-four 
niantes  afier  fire  o'clock. 

HOUSE  Of  LORDS, 
Tkmtdof^  My  10, 1851, 


1.^  Pdbuo  Bills.  —  2'  BurgMMt  hiu! 
Frremcn's  r.irli.nment.iry  Francbiso ;  Gun- 
povdiir  Star&tt  (Liv«r|K>ol)  Excmptioa  Repeal. 

COUUTI  COURTS— JURISDICTION  IN 

BANKRUPTCY. 
Lord    BROUGHAM    observed,  that 
l^ut  ten  days  ago  he  bad  told  thoir 


ther  with  that  Bill,  nor  with  any  portiou  of 
it,  during  tho  present  Session.  It  was  a 
measure  which  ought  to  be  taken  up  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  un  the  woolsack, 
aud  ought  to  ho  carried  through  Parlia- 
ment as  a  Govcruuient  measure.  lie  should 
only  continue  to  take  charge  of  it  if  they 
declined.  The  other  was  a  Sill,  in  favour  of 
which  he  had  presented  many  petitions,  aud 
which,  he  verily  believed,  would  confer  great 
benefit  on  the  country.  It  was  a  Bill  to 
confer  upon  the  County  Courts  in  certain 
esses  an  equitable  jurisdiction.  lie  would 
not  at  present  say  anything  further  on  the 
subject,  than  that,  in  his  npprehonsiou,  no 
single  measure  would  tend  uiore  to  facili- 
tate  the  working  of  the  great  plans  which 
occupied  aU  men't  minds  at  present  for 
amending  tho  proceedings  in  tho  Court 
of  Chancery.  To  make  that  Court  toler- 
able to  the  country,  it  would  be  found  ne- 
cessary, in  addition  to  the  new  arrange- 
ments id  the  proceedings  which  were  now 
under  consideration  in  the  other  House, 
to  make  a  fundamental  improvement  in 
the  proceedings  thcmsolves.  Increase 
its  judicial  force  as  you  would,  stil) 
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jou  would  not  give  ft  real  and  sub*  I  a  measure,  miscalled  an  Amendment,  xram 
Stantial  relief  to  that  Court  and  to  the  i  uitroduccd  iipon  this  subject — not  by  the 
country,  if  von  did  not  make  a  very  great  '  Govornment,  but  by  a  private  indiviiluall — 


• — lie  would  liot  say  a  radical — alteration 
in  its  proceedings.  In  his  belief,  the  addi- 
tion of  an  equitable  jurisdiction  to  the 
County  Courts  vrouhl  be  a  relief  useful  and 
eaUitarj  to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  but  yet 
not  enough  to  satittfy  tho  country.  He 
was  sonj  that  he  was  not  in  a  position 
to  proceed  farther  with  that  measure  at 
present — they  were  now  at  tho  10th  of 
July — and  he  should  not  hare  the  least 
chance  of  getting  such  a  measure  as  this 
passed  into  a  law  dnring  the  present  Ses- 
sion. He  therefore,  however  reluctantly, 
proposed  to  postpone  that  Bill  till  next 
Session. 

MEROH&NT  SEAMEN'S  FUND. 

The  Eabl  of  ELLENfiOROUGH  rose, 

in  pursuancn  of  his  notice,  to  move  for 
certain  reports  and  returns  relative  to 
the  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  which  he 
thought  onght  to  be  in  the  hands  of  their 
Lordships  before  they  proceeded  to  discuss 
the  measure  on  this  subject,  which  was 
likely  to  come  up  to  them  soon  from  an- 
other place.  That  measure  was  so  much 
mixed  np  with  money  matters  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  their  Lordships  to 
make  any  alteration  in  it;  and  he  should, 
therefore,  otTer  a  few  remarks  upon  it  now, 
in  the  hope  that  they  might  be  louud  use- 
ful elsewhere.  He  viewed  with  great 
regret  this  measure  for  winding  up  the 
^ferchant  Seamen's  Fund;  but  it  would 
be  in  vain,  ho  believed,  to  bring  forward 
arguments  in  the  hope  of  persuading  Go- 
vmiment  to  desist  from  the  measure  which 
they  had  already  brought  In.  He  would, 
however,  state,  in  the  presence  of  the 
noble  Earl  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Earl  Granville)  the  reasons  why 
that  measure,  if  persisted  in,  should  not 
be  carried  out  in  the  way  developed  in  the 


and  was  at  last  acquiesced  in  by  the  Go- 
vernment vety  reluctantly.  By  that  mea- 
sure—the  Act  4th  and  dth  of  William  IV., 

c.  34 — the  contribution  of  fjd.  per  month 
by  seamen  in  the  merchant  service  to 
Greenwich  Hospital  was  to  cease  frooi  the 
Ist  of  Januaiy,  1835,  and  20,0002.  a  year 
was  to  be  advanced  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund  to  Greenwich  Hospital  to  make  ijood 
the  deficiency  caused  by  the  cessation  of 
such  contnbutiuu,  and  the  whole  of  the 
payment  was  ihenc^rward  directed  to  be 
paid  to  the  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund.  But 
unfortunately  that  measure  contained  a 
provision  grant! nff  pensions  not  ouiy  to 
the  widows  of  ail  seamen  who  were  killed 
or  drowned  in  the  serricOt  but  likewise  to 
the  widows  and  orphans  of  all  such  as  had 
contributed  for  twenty-one  years,  or  who 
died  in  the  profession.  This  important 
measure  was  passed  at  the  end  of  the 
Session,  without  any  steps  being  taken  to 
ascertain  its  financial  capability;  Commit- 
tees were  appointed  in  1 S40,  1844,  and 
1847  on  the  subject,  and  then  upon  calcu- 
lation it  was  ascertained  that  instead  of 
the  9f.  contributed  by  seamen  on  the  aver- 
age during  the  year,  it  would  have  re- 
quired the  payment  of  21.  \5s.  per  annum 
to  support  all  these  pension?,  and  the  re- 
sult was,  that  the  fund  had  become  irr&> 
trievably  bankrupt.  The  Bill  was  intro- 
duced for  the  alleged  purpose  of  benefit- 
ing the  merchant  seamen,  and  it  was  said 
that  it  was  hard  that  they  should  be 
obliged  to  contribute  6^.  to  Greenwich 
Hospital,  from  which  they  derived  no  bene- 
fit. That  was  not*  however,  strictly  eor- 
rect,  for  almost  all  merchant  seamen  passed 
in  succession  into  the  naval  service  in  time 
of  war,  and  moreover  the  shipowners  paid 
one  of  the  sizjpences  for  the  seamen;  hot 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act  he  bad  men- 


provisions  of  this  Bill.     The  Merchant '  tioncd,  the  payment  of  the  whole  shilling 


Seamen's  Fund  was  established  so  far 
back  as  the  reign  of  William  HI.;  but  the 
arrangements  at  present  in  force  were 
founded  on  an  Act  passed  in  the  time  of 

George  II.  In  the  second  ycfir  of  the 
reign  of  that  king,  an  Act  was  passed 
whereby  the  merchant  seamen  were  bound 
to  pay  to  Crreenwich  Hospital  a  tax  of  6<2. 
a  month  out  of  their  wages  to  provide  fat 
the  relief  and  support  of  disabled  seamen, 
nud  of  tho  widows  and  chiklrcn  of  such  r-f 


was  thrown  on  the  seamen.  That  change, 
therefore,  was  a  benefit  to  the  shipowners, 
and  not  to  the  seamen.  In  eonsequence 
of  a  Commission  oi  Inquiry,  a  Bill  was 
introduced  on  the  subject  in  1847,  in 
which  it  was  proposed  that  the  shipowiiers 
should  pay  Is.  per  ton  to  the  fimd;  but 
unfortunately  the  Government  wwe  in- 
duced by  the  opposition  of  the  shipownera 
not  to  press  it  to  a  successful  issue;  and 
matters  had  now  come  to  this  unfortunate 


tiicm  as  should  be  killed,  slain,  or  drowned  .  result,  that  the  Government  proposed  a 
in  the  merchant  service,   la  the  year  IBZi  Bill  for  windittg  np  the  fimd.   The  — 
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ber  of  persons  affected  bj  tbo  Bill  could 
bardJT  be  leM  tbrnn  500,000;  aad  they 
were  desenring  of  tlie  most  kind  eonsidera- 
tion  of  tho  House  and  the  country.  One 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  was,  tlint 
hereafter  there  should  be  no  contributions 
on  the  part  ef  any  persons  who  had  not 
already  contribnteo  to  tho  fund;  and  an- 
other provision  necessarily  introduced  was 
that  tlio  Government  should  bear  some  of 
the  weight  of  the  pensions  already  incur- 
red; bat  what  he  took  exception  to  was 
the  part  which  related  to  those  who  had 
not  had  pensions  granted,  but  who,  having 
paid  to  the  fund,  had  an  inchoate  right  to 
them.  That  provision  was  introduced,  he 
would  not  say  insidiously,  hut  most  care- 
lassly  and  baatily.  The  Bill,  moreover, 
after  enaeting  that  any  seaman  should  be 
entitled  to  a  pension  who  should  have  con- 
tributed for  sixty  months  before  the  Act, 
or  partly  before  and  partly  after  the  Act 
(in  aeuaer  afterwards  provided),  provided 
"  that  no  seaman  should  be  entiUed  who, 
after  the  time  fixed  for  tho  commencement 
of  future  contributions,  and  before  finally 
quittii^  the  service,  should  fail  to  contri- 
Me  far  *  period  of  two  years  oontinii- 
oiuly*'*  Now,  this  proviso  wonid  exclude 
a  large  number  who  had  already  acquired 
an  inchoate  right  to  pensions,  by  reason  of 
thor  having  contributed  for  five  years  or 
ristjniontlis,  and  also  would  now  have  to 
coBmhnto  Ibr  two  years  longer,  that  is, 
Iv  seven  years  altogether.  Then,  again, 
ttwas  practically  impossible  for  the  seamen 
to  pay  for  two  years  continuotisly,  as  even 
the  young  seamen  were  not  employed 
sbove  nine  moniha  in  the  year,  the  old 

seamen  not  above  six,  and  they  could  only 
pay  while  they  were  employed.  By  a 
calculation  made  in  1S47,  there  were,  he 
Wlieved,  800  persons  who  every  ^ear  be- 
came entitled  to  tho  pennon  by  heing  worn 
oat;  therefore,  by  the  provision  he  had 
just  referred  to,  1,600  persons  must  be 
deprived  of  all  claim  to  pensions,  for  it 
was  morany  impossible  that  being  worn 
Sit  they  should  oe  aUe  to  eontributo  for 
two  years  "  after  the  passing  of  tho  Act, 
and  before  quitting  the  service."  But  the 
effect  went  beyond  that,  for  a  continuous 
payBflBt  waa  a  thine  unknown  in  the 
sdmunistration  of  the  ICerehant  Seamen's 
Fund;  the  seamen  only  paid  while  they 
I'ere  employed,  and  the  operation  of  the 
dsaie  would  be  to  deprive  of  all  claim  not 
Bsrely  1,600,  hnt  double  that  number  of 
most  deserving  persons,  and  probably  every 
€ae  who  now  MM  an  inelioato  olaim  to  a  pen> 


sion.    Thus  the  Government,  while  gene- 
rously undertaking  to  pay  existing  pen- 
sions, practically  exelndcd  from  benefit  all 
persons  who.  by  contributions,  had  acquired 
a  claim.    Then  there  was  a  provision  in 
i  tho  Bill  that  all  pensions  hereafter  to  be 
granted  should  he  on  one  uniform  scale, 
according  to  tde  average  rate  of  present 
pensions.    Now,  at  present  the  rato  was 
difTerent  at  different  ports;  at  Liverpool, 
in  consequence  of  the  seamen  being  en- 
gaged in  voyages  to  foreign  ports,  their 
contributions  were  very  large,  and  their 
pension  amounted  to  122.;  wUIe  in  other 
ports  where  the  men  were  engaged  in 
the  coasting  trade  it  did  not  exceed  10<. 
Undoubtedly,  on  principle,  all  men  pay- 
ing the  same  sum  shoidd  receive  the 
same  advantage;   and  if  a  new  system 
were  now  to  be  established,  that  prin- 
ciple should  be  acted  upon.    But  these 
men  had  established  rights,  and  now  the 
Government  Bill  for  winding  up  the  Fund 
proposed  the  Socialist  principle  of  equalts- 
mg  all  these  rights,  and  creating  a  uniform 
rate  of,  probably,  about  50$.    Under  this 
plan,  many  would  obtain  an  advantage, 
hot  only  to  the  disappointment  of  the  just 
expectations  of  those  entitled  to  pensions 
at  any  of  the  richer  ports.     The  noble 
Earl  then  adverted  to  another  provision  of 
tho  Bill;  to  the  effect  that  the  aggregate 
number  of  pensions  in  eaeh  port  should 
not  exceed  the  avcrai]:e  of  the  last  fivo 
years,  and  observed,  that  by  it  many  might 
be  deprived  of  pensions  to  which  they  were 
entitled.     Another   provision  was,  that 
"  the  aggregate  number  of  pensions  to  be 
granted  at  any  port  is  not  to  exceed  the 
average  yearly  number  of  pensions  grant- 
ed at  such  port  during  the  last  fivo  years." 
How  would  this  operate  ?    At  all  the  largo 
porte  during  the  nst  five  years  there  had 
been  a  considerable  increase  of  the  number 
granted.    But  supposing  tliat  during  that 
last  year  the  number  was  less  than  tho 
average  of  the  five,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  number  to  be  granted  would  ha 
for  below  the  number  of  parties  who  bad 
acquired  the  right.    Then  there  were  al- 
ways seamen  being  discharged  as  worn  out, 
and  some  sudden  calamity  might  happen 
te  a  Urge  port  whereby  twenty  widows  and 
two  hundred  orphans  might  be  claiming 
the  pension;  but,  bound  by  the  limits  in- 
troduced into  the  Bill,  not  one  of  these 
widows  or  orphans,  so  suddenly  rendered 
destitute,  could  poseibly  receive  any  pen- 
sion.   Then,  again,  there  was  a  provision 
to  the  effect  that  the  aggregate  amount  of 
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pensions  at  each  port  was  not  to  exceed 
that  of  tho  pracediug  year  until  tlie  new 
rules  cnmo  into  force.    Thai,  be  8U]^ioMd, 

was  intended  to  control  nny  oxtravngaRce 
on  the  part  of  tlie  trustees  before;  the  new 
rules  came  into  operation.  But  it  might 
happen  that  during  the  first^eleTm  months 
of  this  year  there  might  hare  been  granted 
pensions  to  the  nmonnt  of  nil  those  granted 
the  previous  year,  and  if  this  were  the  case, 
tho  trustees  would  he  prevented  for  a  whole 
month  from  relieving  anj  case  however 
urgent  or  deserving.  Ho  recommended 
these  matters  to  the  consideration  of  the 
nobio  Earl  (Earl  Granville).  He  did  not 
attribute  to  the  QoTemment  any  intention 
of  doing  wrong  to  the  seamen;  but  ho 
thought  the  measure  afforded  evidence  of 
culpable  negligence.  He  viewed  with  deep 
regret,  with  shaoio  and  humiliation,  the 
determination  of  the  GoTemment  to  wind 
up  the  accounts  of  this  Fund.  Not  only 
all  other  great  States  in  Europe,  hut  the 
smaUer  States,  made  provision  for  their 
worn-out  ticauicu;  and  yet  it  was  now  pro- 
posed that  this  eountry,  which  pretended 
to  the  dominion  of  tine  seas,  and  which 
might  have,  in  a  future  war,  to  contend 
for  its  very  existence,  and  to  depend  for 
its  security  on  the  fidelity  and  affection  of 
the  merchant  seamen,  should  throw  them 
away,  and  tell  them  that  they  were  to  shift 
for  themselves,  for  tho  State  hereafter  had 
no  regard  for  them;  and  tho  poor  seaman, 
who  had  passed  his  life  in  dangers  and 
difficulties,  must,  in  his  time  of  need,  go 
to  the  lioard  of  guardians  and  irot  from 
them,  lilio  a  cotton-spinner  or  a  weaver, 
such  relief  as  they  would  grant.  He 
could  not  hear  to  contemplate  such  a  pos- 
sible termination  of  the  services  of  seamen. 
He  had  always  been  taught  to  consider 
them  as  the  favoured  children  of  the  State, 
and  he  looked  on  the  merchant  beameu 
with  the  same  regard  as  the  seamen  of  the 
Navy.  Ho  could  not  but  bear  in  mind 
that,  under  the  old  law  of  this  country, 
strengthened  by  repeated  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, tho  Crown  was  justified  in  calling 
for  tho  services  of  any  one  of  those  men 
in  time  of  war,  and  ho  must  say  that  at 
least  it  was  an  act  of  impolicy  to  do  anj-- 
thing  to  disgust  theui,  and  teach  them  that 
the  State  did  not  regard  tiiem.  Instead 
of  selecting  the  present  m<mient  for  treat- 
ing the  seaman  with  less  regard,  Govern- 
ment onght,  looking  at  the  tendency  of 
other  measures  rcccutly  passed,  to  do  all 
ihey  possibly  could  to  attach  him  to  the 
country,  and  to  induce  him  to  giro  his  ser- 
Tke  Ewl  of  mienborough 


vices  to  England,  and  not  to  foreign  coun- 
tries.   He  could  hardly  trust  himself  with 

the  further  prosecution  of  this  subject. 
"  I  feel  (continued  tho  noble  Earl)  most 
deeply  many  things  whirli  pass  before  my 
eyes  day  after  day,  indicutuig,  as  I  think, 
that  howerer  this  country  may  hate  in- 
creased in  wealth,  though  not  in  proportioii 
to  tho  increase  of  wealth  among  other  na- 
tions; but,  whatever  its  increase  of  wealth, 
indicating  that  we  aro  not  at  any  rate  in 
mind,  spirit,  and  statesmaaUke  wisdom, 
the  great  people  we  once  wore.  Kaj, 
more  than  that;  I  will  state  that,  looking 
at  what  is  occurring  day  after  day — at  the 
inroads  made  on  our  old  establisbroents, 
and  the  disregard  shown  to  those  who  de- 
serve the  best  of  the  country,  I  am  led  to 
believe  that  one  of  the  greatest  calamities 
which  can  aifect  a  consUtutional  State  is 
the  long  protracted  contiouanoe  of  a  weak 
and  timid  Government."  The  nohle  But 
concluded  by  moving — 

"  Tliat  tlioro  l)o  laid  Lcforo  this  TTouso  a  Copy 
of  a  la.'{wrt  front  Mr.  Alexander  Gleu  Finlaison 
to  the  Ri^ht  lion.  U.  Labouchere  on  the  Merch&nt 
Seamen's  Fund,  dated  tho  13th  of  ^Lircli,  lS,->0, 
and  laid  before  the  House  of  Coiuiaons,  .ind  hj 
them  ordered  to  be  printed  on  the  26tli  of  March, 
1850 :  aiao  any  Kcports  received  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  sfnee  the  Report  of  tho  CommisikMi  of 
1848,  rolatiiiL'  to  tlio  present  condition  tod  pre* 
spects  of  the  Merchant  Seamen'*  Fund." 

Eaul  GRANVILLE  was  tinwilling, 
considcrlug  the  attention  given  to  this 
subject  by  the  nohle  Earl,  to  ^pute  his 
right  to  briii:;  it  before  the  Honso.  lid 
was  <;rateful  for  any  iuformation  which  the 
noble  Earl  might  give  to  the  Government, 
but  he  did  not  tiiiuk  that  the  noble  Earl's 
speech  proved  werj  conclusively  the  ad- 
vantage of  debating  by  anticipation  a  Bill 
now  before  the  other  Honse.  He  thoiicrht 
lie  should  better  consult  their  Lordships' 
convenience,  and  the  regular  despatch  of 
hnsinesB,  hj  refraining  from  going  into  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  at  present;  and  he 
would  only  say  that  when  the  Bill  came  Up 
from  the  other  House,  ho  thought  be  shonld 
bo  able  to  prove  that  the  assertions  mado 
with  regard  to  the  general  character  of  the 
measure  were  erroneous,  and  that  tho  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  did  not  deserve  the  de- 
scription given  bj  the  noble  Earl.  It  was 
with  extreme  regret  that  the  Chnnefnmenl 
felt  themselves  under  the  necessi^  ef 
winding  up  tho  Fund,  and  ho  roricnrrcr!  'n 
what  the  noblo  Earl  had  stated  Avith  re- 
spect to  the  evils  of  the  Act  of  1834,  and 
the  iniarious  exteufion  of  the  henefits  of 
the  Fundf  which  led  to  inoYitable  heak- 
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rrptrrr  hui  ho  mii'^t  reniiud  tlio  noble 
Earl  of  the  great  difficulty  in  which  Go- 
TerumcDts  found  thomsclres  to  meet  that 
iMe  of  afikin.   YaliiaUe  infoHnatlim  w«i 
caatained  in  the  report  of  the  Gommiaaion, 
nnfl  no  one  could  feel  that  any  want  of  rc- 
sp<?ct  was  shown  to  its  suggestions,  for  a 
Bill  was  brought  into  Parliament  by  the 
Fnaideot  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  carrying 
Aeu  out.    But  with  respect  to  all  Go- 
Ttmmcnts,  whether  they  deserved  the  name 
of  weak  and  timid,  or  whether  they  Avere 
the  strongest  possible,  it  was  not  dcsir- 
aUe»  he  apprdiended,  that  ihey  ehoiiM 
pRttBilla  completelv  in  oppotition  to  every 
one  most  interested  and  most  informed  on 
the  subjects  to  which  those  Bills  related; 
and  the  result  of  the  introduction  of  the 
BSn  teoemmended  by  the  Gommlaafon  iras, 
All  ttere  was  scarcely  a  alngle  individual 
connected  with  the  seaports  who  did  not 
declare  his  determined  opposition  to  it. 
Obviously,  then,  it  was  perfectly  impos- 
sible to  press  lite  measure  to  a  stlceessfal 
isHM.   The  Government  tiien  attempted 
bj  snother  Bill,  founded  on  a  different 
principle,  to  induce  the  sailors  fo  subscribe 
a  little  more,  instead  of  depending  on  an 
iDioltent  fund.   This  was  looked  on  by 
the  sailors  and  different  parties  with  d]S> 
taste,  and  now  the  present  measure  was 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
m^t    It  had  passed  through  Committee 
is  the  other  Hoase  that  day,  and  the  Go- 
Wnment  had  persuaded  the  House  of 
Commons  to  behave  with  unexampled  libe- 
rality with  the  view  that  good  faith  might 
be  kept  with  the  sailors  who  had  subscribed 
to  tibe  Fund.    He  therefore  most  deeply 
regretted  to  hear  a  speech  delivered  to 
their  Lordships  calculated  to  convey  an 
idea  that  the  meftsure,  in -^f end  of  consti- 
toting  the  only  practical  aiid  advanta- 
gaoes  arrangement,  eonaidering  the  in- 
lolfeitt  state  of  the  Fond,  would  bear 
hardly  on  the  interests  of  a  class  of  per- 
sons respecting  who«o  merits  his  opinion 
did  not  differ  from  the  noble  Earl's.  He 
coqU  not  eoncnr  in  the  noble  Baii's  obeer- 
ntiafiS  respecting  the  state  of  the  conn- 
try.   From  his  childhood  he  had  heard 
persons,  at  different  time«,  describe  the 
tomtry  as  being  on  the  brink  of  ruin,  and 
Ml  diescriptions  conUntied  to  the  present 
bow;  but  bebeliered  that  the  eonntfy  was 
ncTCT  in  a  more  prosperous  condition,  and 
he  contemplated  the  efforts  mftdo  to  in- 
crease our  commercial  prosperity  and  the 
brtsOcetinl  md  moral  state  of  &e  people 
vith  fedSiigp  of  eonfldeBoe  lather  thali 


witli  the  alarm  eipressed  by  tiie  noble 

Earl. 

Lord  COLCHESTER  blamed  the  Go- 
vemment  for  having  allowed  an  Act  to 

pass  which  prodoeed  the  insolvency  of  tho 
Fund.  lie  regretted  still  further  tliat  this 
Bill  did  not  profess  to  hold  out  any  hopes 
that,  after  the  few  years  in  which  this 
would  be  wonnd  up,  the  6overam^  would 
bring  forward  any  other  measure  to  pro- 
vide for  the  sailors.  There  Avas  hardly 
any  country  in  Europe  which  did  not  pro- 
vide for  its  seamen;  and  he  trusted  that 
the  GhiTeramenk  would  not  let  it  go  forth 
to  the  seamen  of  this  eonntry  that,  when 
this  was  wonnd  np,  they  could  not  look 
forward  to  any  assistance  from  Govern- 
ment after  age  or  other  causes  had  dis< 
abled  them  fbr  active  servlee. 

On  Question,  agrwd  to,  and  ordered  ae- 
cordingly. 

House  adjourned  till  To-moixow. 

flOUSB  OF  OOUltOlfB, 

Thwrtdaif,  July  10,  1851. 

MiNtJTSR.]  New  Wnir.— Tor  Searboroupli,  if. 
the  Earl  of  Mulgravc,  Comptroller  of  the 
Hou!;ohold  :  for  Arandol,  v.  the  Earlof  Anuddi 
mid  Surrey,  Cbiitem  Hundred*. 
Puuuo  BuMw-^l"  Comtabnbunr  Fovoe  (Ir»> 
lan.i). 

2°  Uiiiawml  Oatlis  (Ireland) ;  Turnpike  Roads 
(Irol.^nd) :  Private  Lunatic  Aiyluma  (Ircfauid). 

8*  Chief  Justices'  Salaries ;  Inhabited  Honno 
Duty  ;  Assessed  Taxes  Cuuiposition  ;  Publio 
Works,  Fiihflffiss,  4e. ;  FoUio  Woiki  (lie* 
huul). 

MBROHANT  SBAMBlt'S  FUllll  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
TIouBo  in  Committee;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the 
Chair. 

Clause  1  to  14  agreed  to» 
Clause  15. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  inquired 
if  it  was  tho  intention  of  this  Bill  to  throw 
into  one  the  funds  of  all  the  different  ports 
in  the  kingdom,  and  to  deal  with  them  aU 
alike? 

Mk.  LABOtJGHBRS  said,  it  was  bo. 

lieTcd  by  persons  competent  to  judL^e  that 
there  wns  imt  a  port  in  the  country  in 
which  this  fund  was  not  in  a  state  of  insol- 
ven<n'.  Many  were  in  Bttetf  a  etate  that, 
if  leu  to  themselves,  they  must  either  gra- 
dually reduce  the  rate  of  pension;?  to  such 
a  sum  that  they  would  not  be  worth  hav- 
ing, or  else  they  must  sell  out  from  their 
reserted  fund  to  keep  up  the  rate  of  pen* 
siooA,  la  wfaieh  case  ih^  reserved  fund  must, 
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sooner  or  later,  be  exhausted.  The  pre- 
iOBt  was  A  radicaUy  Ttdons  system,  and 
lie  proposed  to  take  the  assets  as  a  vrholc 
throughout  the  country,  nnd  to  apply  them 
to  the  liquidation  of  the  claims  against  the 
fund,  in  the  niuuiier  proposed  by  the  Bill. 
He  did  not  propose  to  deal  alike  with  aU 
the  ports  of  the  eountiy.  He  proposed  to 
guarantee  the  existing  poimions  at  all  the 
ports,  and,  as  these  peu&ions  varied  in 
amount,  the  richer  ports  would  stilt  derive 
an  advantage  from  their  past  good  manage- 
ment. But  it  would  be  unjust  to  throw 
the  entire  burden  of  winding  up  the  fund 
upon  the  public,  and  not  to  make  the  as- 
sets avfldlable  for  these  purposes. 

Mb.  HENLEY  regarded  the  stateuent 
just  maiV  1  V  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as 
one  of  the  most  painful  which  it  was  ever 
his  fortune  to  hear  frum  a  Mmistcr.  The 
eoBclusiott,  be  feared,  was,  that  the  situa- 
Iton  of  the  merchant  seamen  had  so  much 
deteriorated,  that  a  greater  number  had 
come  upon  the  fund;  or  else  how  had  it 
happened  that  it  had  become  exhausted  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  he  did 
not  think  that  the  condition  of  this  class  of 
persons  had  become  deteriorated.  The 
cause  of  the  present  state  of  the  fund  was, 
that  it  was  originallj  founded  npon  Tieious 
prineiples,  and  oonid  not  be  self-supportinff, 
and  any  intelligent  actuary  would  have  told 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Ilenlcy)  that  the 
fund  would  blow  up  some  day  or  other. 
Wliat  had  ruined  the  fund  was  a  provision 
introduced  into  an  Act  of  Parliament  bj 
Mr.  Pease,  under  which  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  sailors  were  thrown  on  this  fund 
to  an  unlimited  extent.  The  fond  was 
originally  founded  for  broken-up  sailors 
and  the  widow-^  of  those  who  had  been 
maimed  or  killed.  But  the  fund  was  now 
very  much  engrossed  by  widows  and  chil- 
dren, to  the  exclusion  of  the  sailors.  He 
had  not  found  on  the  part  of  the  economisto 
in  that  House  any  indisposition  to  come  to 
the  relief  of  the  seamen.  It  was  not  the  \ 
fault  of  the  sailor  that  the  fund  was  insol- 
vent, and  it  would  be  unjust  and  unfoir  to 
allow  this  meritorious  class  to  bear  the 
loss.  He  had  therefore  framed  this  Bill 
in  a  liberal  spirit  towards  the  sailor,  and 
he  lamented  wat  it  would  be  necessary  to 
tlirow  a  burden  of  from  £00,0002.  to 
800,000?.  upon  the  general  expenditure  of 
the  country.  ITc  could  not  consent  to  any 
proposal  not  to  allow  the  assets  at  ali  the 

S»rts  to  make  up  the  deBcioncy  of  the  fond. 
y  the  arrangement  he  proposed,  he  should 
secure  to  all  the  receivtrs  of  a  pension 

-k  -Mr,  LabauGhtn  * 


every  farthing  that  they  now  received.  All 
those  who  at  present  contributed  to  ibis 
fund  might  continue  to  do  so,  and  tll0^ 
would  derive  the  benefit  of  their  pensions 
when  they  became  entitled  to  them.  At 
the  same  time,  it  would  he  left  optional 
with  the  contributors  whether  they  wonU 
go  on  contributing  to  it  or  not.  Ee  pro- 
posed to  get  rid  of  the  fund,  to  sweep  away 
the  present  system,  and  to  do  away  with, 
the  complicated  management*  and  the  Uttls 
trusts,  with  the  separate  expense  of  mna- 
agcment. 

Mr.  FORSTER  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  undertaken  a  very  ungrate* 
fnl  and  troublesome  taak  in  attempting  to 
settle  that  difficult  matter,  which  should 
have  been  settled  years  ago;  and  he  con- 
sidered the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  en- 
titled to  great  credit  for  the  zeal  and  ability 
he  had  shown  in  the  business. 

Mr.  card  well  said,  that  the  plan 
proposed  by  this  Bill  had  great  advantages 
over  that  brouglit  forward  by  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  last  year,  which  would  lave  had 
the  effect  of  carrying  on  the  present  State 
of  things  ad  injinittim.  They  were  now 
1  about  to  make  a  large  payment  out  of  the 

Sublic  treasury;  and  ho  hoped  they  would 
erjVe  an  important  lesson  from  the  saeri> 
fice  they  were  oblig^  to  submit  to.  The 
whole  of  the  evils  connected  with  the  pro- 
sent  stale  of  the  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund 
arose  from  the  mistakeu  interference  of 
that  House  in  affairs  wluch  tiiej  had  no- 
ihing  to  do  with.  By  a  system  of  inter- 
fering legislation  they  bad  created  reason- 
able expectations,  which  they  could  not 
now  disappoint,  and  whudi  emnpelled  tbms 
to  impose  a  considerable  sum  upon  the 
funds  of  the  country.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  in  some  of  the  large  towns  the 
fund  had  been  better  managed  than  it  had 
been  in  the  smaller  ports. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  the  na- 
son  that  some  of  these  funds  were  better 
I  tlmn  others  was,  that  in  the  early  period 
Q^  their  lives  sailors  were  generally  em- 
ployed in  long  voyages,  and  &y  embarfced 
from  such  ports  as  liOndoa  or  LiverpooL 
When  they  became  old,  they  were  turned 
over  to  the  coasting  trade,  and  then  be- 
I  longed  to  some  small  port,  and  became  a 
pensioner  in  it,  and  the  Liverpool  or  Lon- 
don fund  got  rid  of  him.  This  was  a  case 
of  goin<T  through  the  Gazette,  an  investi- 
gation mto  the  afiairs  of  a  concern  called 
the  Merehaat  Seamen's  Fund,  and  the  un* 
pleasant  disooTery  that  the  parties  who  had 
the  g^ansgement  of  the  foods  oould  no* 
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ptySOf.  in  the  ixmnd,  snd  were  obliged  1  fond  wttlioiit  the  Imbilitioe;  thqr  proposed 
to  come  to  the  State  for  the  deficiency,  to  take  a  portion  of  the  liahilitiet;  striking 

But  he  hoped  it  would  not  1)0  listened  to  '  off  undcservincf  persons, 
for  a  moment  that  any  of  the  funds  should 
be  withheld  from  the  general  fund. 
Claoae  o^^reed  fo;  as  were  the  remain ing 

Mr.  HARDCASTLE  said,  he  thouglit 
it  extremely  unfair  that  the  funds  which 
were  well  administered  iu  certain  ports 
•heold  he  taken  awaj,  and  added  to  the 
feneral  fund.  He  woald  therefore  propose 
the  insertion  of  the  following  Clause 


"  Prarided  alwagrs,  and  it  is  hcrcbj  d«>«larcd, 

Tt'»?with<rtarif!fnfr  anything  heroin  contained  t.,  f!io 
WDtnMj,  Uiat  all  moneys  now  invested  or  siaiulmg 
IB  tt»  oanM  or  names  of  a  trustee  or  trustees  for 
snTontport,  pursuant  to  and  undor  the  provi-^itins 
of  the  Act  4  iuid  5  William  IV.  c.  52,  bliaii  iroin 
iBd  aftar  the  paniiif  of  this  Act  bo  laid  out  or 
(fi«posed  of  in  such  way  and  manner  for  the  bcneflt 
of  the  nuutcra  and  seamen  of  and  belonging  to 
the  port,  for  and  in  respect  of  which  the  Amd  and 
jDoneys  were  collected  or  oontribiited,  as  the 
tnuteet,  masters,  and  leamen  of  soeh  ontport 
(hall,  at  a  meeting  to  be  called  by  a  notice  in 
writtog  oader  the  hands  of  the  treasurer  of  the 
fad,  or  the  reedw  for  the  port,  direct,  such 
ncnict'  to  be  afRxod  on  the  out»>r  door  of  the  Cus- 
t(»-boase  of  attch  port  Sat  at  least  ten  days  prior 
to  thaholdhif  cf  the  saM  meeting,  and  sflok  meet> 
lug  to  be  h<^ld  witUog  three  montht  from  ^e 
fuuogof  this  Act." 

Ifa.  CLAT  sopported  the  Kotion.  He 


Mr.  LABOUCIIEKE  said,  that  the 
Bailors  did  not  prouoso  to  guarantee  the 
existing  pensions,  bnt  they  wanted  the 
funds  to  establish  now  benefit  societies. 

Mr.  J.  H.  VIVIAN  said,  he  should 
support  the  Clause.  The  local  boards  he 
was  acquainted  with  had  worked  well,  and 
they  ought  not  to  be  deprived  of  the  sums 
they  had  saved  by  good  managcuu  nt. 

the  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said  that,  under  all  the  eircnm- 
stauces,  he  believed  that  the  Bill  now  be- 
fore the  Committee  was  the  beet  solntioa 
of  the  difBcoltieB  of  thi  pot  [  lexuig  ques- 
tion. All  cases  of  the  kind  could  only  bo 
arranged  by  sonic  sort  of  compromise,  and 
accordingly  he  had  consented  to  take 
upon  the  puhlio  eharge  a  som  of  at  least 
520,000/.  for  the  purposee  of  this  Aet. 
He  muBt  say  that  that  was  a  very  con- 
siderable sum  to  bo  borne  by  the  public; 
but  if  the  Clause  uow  proposed  should  be 
adopted,  a  still  larger  charge  would  have 
to  be  made  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
He  coitld  Tint  agree  to  that  ]irnpnsition,  be- 
cause lie  thought  it  an  unfair  and  an  un- 
reasonable one. 

LoitD  JOHK  MANNBBS  wonld  support 
the  Clause.    If  the  Bill  were  passed  m  its 


Wievcd  there  was  a  desire  on  t]u>  part  of  present  shape,  a  damper  would  bo  thrown 
the  seamen  to  preserve  those  local  funds  as  ]  upon  all  provident  societies,  whose  cncou- 
the  nocleus  of  beuefit  funds,  to  be  enrolled  !  ragcnient  and  promotion  by  the  Lcgi:ilu- 


seeordrog  to  Aet  of  Parliament,  and  sab- 

jaet  to  the  usual  regulations.  Ho  thought 
tbe  contributors  to  the  fund  oucht  to  have 


tore  was  an  object  of  the  ntmost  national 
importance. 

Mu.  WAWN  thought  it  a  monstrous 


the  option  of  handing  over  their  funds  to  proposition  for  Colchester,  with  its  twenty- 


the  Government.  

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  all  the 

calculations  which  had  been  made  showed 
that  every  delay  occnsioned  a  further  loss 
of  money.  The  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  so  moustrous  a  ono  that  he 
WBS  sore  the  Committee  wonld  reject  it, 
beeaitteh  went  to  apply  the  funds  to  some 
local  purpose,  and  to  throw  the  whole  rc- 
■poDsibility  of  windin'^'  up  the  fund  on  the 
£xebequer.  The  funds  of  ail  the  out- 
Ma  wonld,  he  believed,  realise  180,0001. ; 
wt  if  the  publio  took  the  responsibility 
upon  themselves,  they  would  have  to  make 
aj>  a  sum  equal  to  500,000?.  or  800,000?. 
This  they  were  ready  to  do;  bui  tho  pro- 
posidon  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  to 
sllow  the  seamen  to  take  the  180,000^, 
sad  to  escape  all  future  rcsponsibilitv. 
Ma.  HARDCASTLE    said,  ho"  must 


four  pensioners,  to  insist  upon  keeping  its 
fcind,  while  Neweastle-npon-Tyne,  with 

6,000,  was  uillin<ic  to  give  it  up. 

Sib  G£0RGE1»EC1IELL  did  not  think 
this  ft  monstrous  proposition  at  all.  Ho 
thought  tho  local  boards  ought  to  have  the 
management  of  their  own  funds.  He  had 
been  connected  with  the  local  board  at 
Shorehain,  and  he  found  them  quite  eom* 
potent  to  manac^o  their  own  atfair.s. 

Mft.  LxVBOUCliERE  was  surprised  at 
the  mtrepidity  with  which  hon.  Gentiemeii 
continued  to  press  this  proposition  on  the 
Coinmittee.  Ho  would  only  remind  the 
Couuiiittee  before  they  divided  that  the 
proposal  was,  that  the  Exchequer  should 
have  all  the  liabilities,  and  that  where 
there  were  any  assets  in  hand  in  any  port» 
they  should  be  retained  by  the  port. 

Mu.  DUNCAN,   as   representing  tho 


that  the  sailors  proposed  to  take  the  j  second  port  iu  Scotland,  must  say  ho 
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ihon^lit  it  Tery  hard  that  thej  flhooid  he  (next  Season  they  must  meet  a  oonsiderablo 


'  deficiency  in  the  revenue.  They  would 
have  to  find  a  substitute  for  that  defici- 
ency, and  the  course  of  policy  whi^  had 
been  indicated  was  a  retom  to  direct  taza> 
tion  to  a  considerable  extent.  No^v^  really 
be  could  not  believe  that  the  House  would 
bo  prepared  next  year  to  have  recourse 
to  a  meaenre  fonnded  upon  a  system  wbieh 
waa  only  applicable  to  an  exigency.  H» 
really  could  not  believe  that  next  year  they 
would  recur  to  extensive  measures  of  direct 
taxation,  which  were  to  be  framed  ou  those 
principles  npon  which  existing  measures 
wet  e  iramea— measures  which  were  jiiad- 
fiablo,  in  consequence  of  the  emergency 
which  called  them  forth,  and  which  were 
confessedly  adopted  for  temporary  pur« 
poses.  They  would  next  year  have  to  go 
into  the  whole  discussion  of  the  principles 
upon  wIihIi  direct  taxation  was  founded* 
and  ibey  would  hare  to  encounter  Uiia  most 
di£5cQlt  qnestion  under  the  pressure  of  the 
necessary  nilJition  to  our  taxation,  caused 


deprived  of  their  accumulations. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  HASTIE  said,  he 
thought  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Ghtntleman  a  very  liberal  one,  and  that  it 
was  only  right  that  the  Qovernment  should 
take  the  assets  towards  the  liabilities. 

Sir  JOHN  JOHNSTONE  thought  the 
introduction  of  the  Clause  would  damage 
the  BOl,  and  he  ti  u.sted  the  hon.  Qentle- 
mati  would  not  press  it  to  a  division. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
^  Iluuse  resumed  ;  Committee  report  pro- 
gress, 

INHABITED  HOUSE  DUTY  BILL.. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Mb.  DISRAELI  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  offer  any  further  ohstmetion  to  the  Bill, 
but  he  could  not  permit  it  to  pass  without 
making  another  protest  against  it,  as  one 
of  the  most  impolitic  measures  that  bad 
eter  been  introouced  by  a  Minister.  The 
whole  princqde  of  the  Bill  appeared  to  bim 
to  be  incorrect.  Viewed  ns  a  compensation  '  by  this  impolitic  diminution  of  our  sources 
to  the  revenue  for  the  loss  of  the  window  i  of  revenue.  He  begged  to  enter  once 
tax,  it  was  still  a  burthen.  It  was  only  a  j  more  bis  firm  and  most  conscientious  pro* 
partial  compensation,  and  at  the  same  time  test  against  the  measure,  in  which  he  fett 


it  would  prevent  them  from  having  re- 1  certalu  that  before  next  year  the  majority 

course  to  a  valuable  source  of  revenue 
Ho  was  not  at  all  prepared  for  any  discus 


sion  on  the  Bill  that  night,  but  he  felt 
bound  to  express  most  distinctly  his  disap- 


of  the  House  and  of  the  eountry  would 

concur. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  would  not 
enter  into  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 


probation  of  the  measure.  He  was  certain  Gentleman,  which  bad  been  fully  discussed 
that  but  very  few  months  would  elapse  be-  on  a  former  occasion,  for  it  was  quite  cer 


fore  the  House  and  the  country  would  rc- 
]>ent  having  given  it  their  sanction.  It 
was  quite  open  to  the  Government  to  have 
dealt  with  the  window  duties  so  as  not  to 
cause  any  material  diminution  in  the  reve- 
nue; and  he  quite  agreed  with  the  senti- 
ment expmsed  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Ur.  Glad- 
stone) upon  the  subject.  That  was  a  poli- 
tic and  statesmanUke  sentiment,  and  ex- 
pressed the  true  principles  which  oiight  to 
regulate  our  policy.  He  (Mr.  Bisraeli) 
felt  quite  certain  that  the  compensation 
to  the  revenue  ought  to  have  been  a  com 


tain  that  the  principles  upon  which  the 
Government  had  acted  were  eonaidend 
by  all  economists  to  be  most  reconcileable 
with  sound  policy;  but  he  would  con^atu- 
lato  the  House  on  having  at  length  got  rid 
of  the  window  duty,  which  had  interfered 
so  much  with  the  comfort  and  happineia 
of  the  people. 
Bill  read  3%  and  pamd* 

B0RNEO-«IR  JAMBS  BROOKE* 
Mk.  HUME  rose  to  propose  the  Motion 
of  which  be  had  giren  notice.    He  said, 

that  at  last  an  opportunity  was  affordod 


pleto  one;  and  that  in  the  present  state  of ,  him  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
^e  finances  they  ought  not  to  hare  ac- 1  to  transactions  which  had  long  been  before 

"  "  the  public,  and  to  which  he  had  given  great 
attention.  He  was  sorry  that,  upon  the 
last  occasion  when  this  subject  was  intro- 


eeded  to  any  remission  of  taxes  that  should 
have  involved  a  material  sacrifice  of  the 
revenue.    It  was  quite  open  to  them  to 


have  reconstructed  tho  window  duties,  and  |  duced,  some  bon.  Gentleman  had  diverted 
to  have  afibrded  to  the  hnilders  of  ships  all  tiie  attention  of  the  House  from  iliat  which 
the  relief  that  they  were  entitled  to  expect,  |  was  a  public  question,  to  a  qnestion  of  cer- 

without  any  material  sacrifice  of  revenue,  tain  squabbles  between  private  individuals, 
like  that  which  this  Bill  so  uunecessaril)'  Tie  deprecated  that  course  at  the  time,  and 
threw  away.  It  was  quite  clear  that  in  the  ^  he  still  deprecated  it,  for  he  wished  it  to 
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be  considered  as  a  public  qMostion  of  n;rrat 
ifflportaaoe,  afibctio^  the  character  ol  tins 
CQOiilry.   He  had  dmh  Mk«d  llmt  very 
dsjr  «kj  ho  brought  fonrttid  tins  qnestkm 
xt  .1  period  so  long  subaeqacnt  to  tbe  trans- 
action?    which  it  referred,  and  when  it 
was  impossible  to  remedjf  the  evil,  lie 
eodd  Dot  for  a  nmnont  aoqnietce  in  any 
ndi  <niinoii,  and  he  was  anxiona  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  he  had  cndearoured 
from  a  very  early  period  to  brinf^  the  quos- 
uon  before  their  oousideration ;  but  he  must 
wtf  be  nerer  knew  a  qnestioa  wliicli  was 
kept  io  BO  much  doubt  and  secrecy,  or  in 
vhich  ho  had  encountered  so  much  diffi- 
colty  in  obtaining  from  the  Government 
those  official  documents  and  papers  which 
ought  to  have  been  on  the  table  long  ago. 
A  charge  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  J?urrey  (Mr.  Drummond), 
that  he  (Mr.  Hume)  had  been  urged  on  by 
•■  ndtftdnal  who  wm  hoitile  to  Sir  James 
trooke;  hat  he  domed  that  aooh  wae  the 
fact.    Ho  was  not  the  tool  of  any  man, 
md  he  bad  taken  up  thi.s  question  upon 
lufl  owa  conviction  of  tbe  necessity  and 
joitiee  of  doinlf  so  as  a  pohlie  man.  He 
was  uot  the  oiily  one  who  Uiought  so,  for 
Li'  learnt  that  a  f^rent  public  n'^  sod  at  ion  in 
ihis  metropolis  !iad  Itad  the  matter  under 
iheir  considerauou.    lu  ordor  to  show  that 
he  was  not  aetnated  bj  any  private  or 
personal  feelings  in  the  matter,  he  might 
^■tate  that  it  was  first  brought  under  his 
attention  by  an  extract  from  a  Singapore 
paper  which  appeared  in  the  Daily  Netvs 
of  the  25th  of  June,  1849,  and  which 
stated  that  in  March  and  April  the  naval 
force  of  the  Nemesis,  belonging  to  the 
£ast  India  Company,  and  in  the  pay  of 
the  British  Go? emment,  had  joined  a  col* 
lectiea  of  prahus  with  Sir  James  Brooke, 
and  had  proceeded  to  attack  certain  por- 
tion«  of  the  Dvaks  of  the  Sarebas  and 
^akarran  rivers,  in  the  island  of  Borneo; 
Wthe  paragraph  which  most  attracted  his 
Mteotiou  was  the  one  hi  which  it  wis 
askrfl  \fhetber  it  was  creditable  to  our 
naral  forces  to  aid  or  take  part  in  cruel 
butcheries,  and  brutal  murders  of  the  hulp- 
kM  sad  the  defencelesB  ?  Afker  reading 
this  account,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  came  down  to 
tli'^  Uonse  and  asked  the  First  Lord  of  tho 
Admiralty  whether  ho  had  received  any 
despatch  from  the  Nemesis  ;  and  the  an- 
swer was  thai  dodo  had  heen  veoeifed,  al- 
though  there  was  a  naval  regulation,  by 
which  every  officer  commanding  a  fleet  was 
bouod  to  despatch  to  the  Admiralty  by  the 
ini  eppottuidtj  ao  aeeoonl  ti  «rerf  pro- 


ceeding  of  such  a  nature.  On  the  4th  of 
February,  18;">0,  lie  asked  tho  uoblo  Lord 
at  tho  head  ol  Lhu  GovcrnaiuaL — 

"Whether  he  would  lay  xipon  the  t.iblo  of  tho 
Tlouso  tho  reports  furnished  by  the  coinmaRding 
offioor^  whether  of  Her  Majesty's  or  tho  East 
Indhi  Oontpany's  navy,  engaged  in  operations  for 
tlu"  allt'f,'fd  -supprchsion  of  piracy  .iijainst  tlic  na- 
tives of  Borneo,  oa  the  rivers  Moratatias,  Snrobas, 
Sakarran,  and  other  plaoes  during  1840  ;  together 
with  the  corrpj<poiHlorii'e  between  Sir  Jainos 
Hrooke  and  Uer  Majesty's  Goveroment  on  tbe 
same  subject  t  He  aeksd  the  qiiMtimi*  benase 
very  great  amdalijr  existed  la  the  publlo  ttind  ea 

tlio  subject." 

Till  noble  Lord  said  iu  reply — 

"  i  hnt  the  Government  were  ready  to  lay  upon 
the  table  any  information  they  posscsaod  on  the 
subject  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  rcfiTrL'd. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  not  aware  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  posscnsion  of  any  information 
beyond  the  reports  of  offioers  of  Her  Mansty's 
Navy." 

Upon  the  4th  of  March  he  complained  of 
the  delay  of  the  papers  promised  Dy  tbe  no* 
ble  Lord,  and  upon  the  samedaj  ue  Hohlo 

Lord  said — 

"  lie  had  hoped  that  those  papers  would  have 
been  prepared  oefiw*  FisrIiiiiWBt  met,  and  he  was 
not  at  present  «mM  of  the  €««MI  WhiSh  had  de- 
layed them." 

Upon  the  8th  of  March  ho  gave  notice  that 
he  should  ^ain  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  suhyeot.  On  the  21si  h€ 
moved  for  copies  of  Sir  Francis  Collier's 
orderK  to  Commander  Farquhar,  alluded  to 
in  Commander  Farquhar's  report  of  tho 
25th  of  August,  1849,  in  reply  to  which 
tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  stated  that 
some  of  tho  papers  he  had  not  got,  and 
that  there  was  one  for  which  ho  appre- 
hended he  should  hare  to  write  ont — he 
had  no  objection  to  the  produetion  of  thi> 
papers.  On  the  9th  of  April  he  complain* 
cd  thn^  some  returns  respecting  tho  A.d- 
iniral  s  orders  had  not  been  presented. 
Upon  the  23rd  of  May,  upon  the  vote  for 
head«m(mey,  he  ashed  for  information; 
and  in  reply  to  his  hon.  Friend  tlie  Mem- 
ber for  tho  West  Riding  (Mr.  Cobden) 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  stated — 

"  'Unit  ships  were  sent  specifically  for  the  pur- 
pose of  this  expedition  by  Sir  Francis  GoDler,  tho 
admiral  on  tbe  station.  The  orders  under  which 
they  acted  were,  to  be  exceedingly  carefiil  as  to 
tho  parties  whom  they  attacked  ;  but  his  impress 
sion  was  that  the  hon.  Member  bad  misnnder* 
stood  the  order." 

On  the  12th  of  July  tho  right  hon.  Gcuilo* 
man  said  that  he 

— "had  another  explanation  to  offer.  The  hon • 
Member  tor  Montrose  had  moved  for  tho  naval 
ittstruotions  under  which  tho  parties  acted,  and  it 
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WM  complained  Aat  that  return  lud  not  jrot  been 
made.  Till!  fart  wns,  that  a  copy  of  the  instruc- 
tions had  been  writU  u  lor;  but,  in  consequence 
of  tih*  deftth  of  Sir  Krancii  GolUer.  and  of  other 
oireuDStanccs,  there  Iiad  been  great  delay  in  sup- 
plying it.  But  it  was  quite  clear  that  Sir  Francis 
Collier  must  have  been  a  party  to  the  transaction, 
for  CaptaiD  Farquhar,  in  one  of  bis  oommuni- 
cationa  on  tho  aubjcct,  stated  thai,  in  eMisoqucnce 
of  the  orders  he  leoeired,  ho  did  so  and  9or 
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He  mentioned  these  cirenmstaneete  to  show 
that  he,  at  all  events,  vas  not  chargeable 

with  til'*  dela^'  tlint  had  occurred;  because 
he  had  doue  everything  in  his  power  to 
hnog  the  question  before  the  House  at  an 
earlier  opportunity.  A  point  of  great  im- 
portance connected  with  this  was,  ihnt  we, 
who  were  so  chary  of  life  in  this  country, 
and  who  were  hesitating  oven  whether  we 
sbovtd  permit  punishment  of  death  for 
murder,  were  allowing  murders  to  the  ex- 
tent of  1,500  or  2,000  at  a  time  to  take 
]ilace  under  the  e\"o  of  an  officer  holding 
Her  Majesty's  commissiou,  aud  paid  by  the 
pubitop  and  took  no  notiee  of  the  tranaac- 
tion.  It  was  supposed  by  many  that  he 
wished  to  attack  the  character  of  Sir 
James  Brooke.  Undoubtedly,  so  far  as 
Sir  James  Brooke  was  an  actor  in  those 
scenes,  his  oharaoter  might  be  aflbeted; 
but  this  was  a  question  of  such  a  nature, 
that  in  his  opinion  it  implicated  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  aud  all  parties  who  per- 
mitted these  enormities  without  taking  the 
proper  and  constitutional  course  to  prevent 
them.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  the 
Metiibrr  for  Greenwich  (Admiral  Dundas) 
well  iiuew  that  every  olheer  was  bound 
from  time  to  time,  and  at  the  first  oppor- 
tunity, to  send  in  a  return  of  all  proceed- 
ings and  transactions  in  which  he  was  en- 
gaged; aud  why  then,  he  asked,  at  the 
end  of  the  year,  were  not  Sir  Francis 
Coiner's  orders  to  Captain  Farquhar  sent 
homo  ?  It  was  no  answer  to  say  that  Sir 
Francis  ('(jllior  wns  dead,  because  it  was 
the  duty  of  hi^  successor  to  make  the  re- 
turn. Still  these  instructions  had  never 
yet  been  produoed.    He  had  held  in  his 
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unprejudieed  person  oould  hear  iheie 
ments  and  not  support  his  Motion  for  an 
inquiry.  He  found  in  a  Parliamentary 
paper,  No.  378  of  the  present  Session,  tbo 
following  letter  from  Captain  WaHage  to 
Captain  Jobnstone:— 

^'HOB.Oompanv's  fttcamer  JV^MMlir* 
Aug.  26, 1849. 
"  Sir—I  hare  the  honour  to  hiform  yon  thai,  on 

the  20tTi  of  July,  I  received  instr  ^  t!  from 
Captain  Farq^uhar,  of  Her  Majesty  h  j>loop  Alba- 
tross, Benior  ofDoer  in  Borneo,  to  prepare  to  pro> 

ceed  air.iinst  somi?  |>h  atic.il  stntioiis  between  the 
rivers  S.iravvak  aud  Taujoug  Sirick,  a*»ij»t<.-il  by  a 
iiati\c  iorco  under  Sir  James  Brooke,  K.C.B., 
Rajali  of  SaraM  .'ik,  and  boats  of  tier  Majesty's 
ships  Albatruu  and  Rotfalist. 


"  The  Nemesis  had  hitherto  remained  in  po«i» 
tion,  but  ready  to  move  at  a  moment's  notice  to 
any  point  wIk  ic  licr  >  rvic  es  might  be  required. 
The  tine  for  action  had  now  arrived.  Perceiving 
by  Uie  fire  from  Ohpcain  Farqahar^a  boat*  that 
the  enemy  had  put  to  sea,  I  gave  chase,  and  in  a 
atiorC  time  fell  in  with  scTcutoeQ  jtrahus,  which 
had  saooeeded  in  eeeaping  from  hun,  and  wom 
making  in  line  a-beam  for  the  B.itanp  Lnpar;  on 
coming  abreast  of  them  I  fired  the  starboard 
broadddo  with  canister  shot  along  the  whole  line, 
the  ueare$t  prnlm  being  ahoiit  r^f^n^y  or  thirty 
yards  distant;  the  smaU-aiui  uiea  at  the  samo 
time  keeping  up  a  ooostant  and  important  fire 
on  them.  Wo  then  wore,  breaking  the  line,  ami 
driving  many  prahus  on  shore  in  a  very  crippled 
state,  where  tbqy  fell  an  easy  prey  to  a  division 
of  native  boat*  under  Mr.  Steel,  of  SMrawak. 
who  did  good  service  without  tnternring  with  oar 
fire. 

"We  DOW  followed  five  prahus  which  still 
preased  on  for  the  Batatig  Lupar,  and,  on  oondng 
up  with  thcni,  i)asseil  round  each  successively, 
and  destroyed  them  in  detail,  by  keeping  up  a 
constant  fire  of  gra]>e  shot  and  mnaketry,  until 
tlicy  drined  |p:ist  us  as  helpless  lojrs,  witlimit  a 
living  being  on  board,  their  crews  liaving  either 
been  killed  or  jampcd  overboard,  with  the  hopo 
of  swimming  on  shore,  which  ftw  oonld  possibly 
accomplish.  •         •  • 

"  August  3. 

**  The  foroo  proceeded  up  the  river  Pakao  (a 
bnmoh  of  the  Sarcbas),  leaving  the  iV<Mn<rit«  to 
guard  tlte  main  river,  where  we  captured  or  de- 
stroyed fifty-eight  of  the  enemy,  wbo  were  trjimg 
to  make  their  escape  up  the  river  Paddi. 

"On  the  7th  (lie  inice  refiinied,  havin;^  cajv- 
turod  and  burnt  (alter  a  slight  resistance)  two 
j)iratieal  towns,  a  quantity  of  paddf,  nit,  eotton. 


hand  the  report  of  Captain  Farquhar,  Ac,  am!  on  the  lOth  the  whole  force  assembled 
which,  after  refcrriii!:^  to  the  operations  of  |  tlie  itijang,  aud  pi-wecnied  up  that  riror^  » 
the  cutters  Albatross  aud  lioyaLisl  against 


branch  named  Kanowitt,  up  which  tho  boat*  wont 
to  a  distance  of  forty  milss,  and  deitro!]red  saToral 

villages  on  the  banks. 
"  On  tho  18th  wo  anchored  off  tho  town  of 

Kanowitt,  which  is  situated  in  a  .strong  position 
at  a  point  of  hinil  eonimauding  two  rivers,  and, 
as  tho  inhabitants  had  been  aiding  tho  piratical 
i  towns,  Uer  Majesty's  Consul  General  detcnnined 


tbe  Dyaks,  went  on  to  state,  that  the 

Dyaks,  who  were  attacked  in  their  prahus, 

being  almost  devoid  of  fire-arms,  were  in- 
capable of  standing  against  our  armed 

force,  which  destroyed  everything  in  its   

way,  meeting  with  little  or  no  resistance  J  ihi^t*lbey'sho»dr^y  a  flA^^^^  shMi 
He  would  trouble  the  House  witb  a  brief  iI>'Uy,  thaj  did,  and  the  &roe  retemad  to  Saf»> 

recapitulation  of  some  of  these  enormities,  j  wak." 

and  no  did  not  believe  it  possible  that  any  1  Tbo  whole  gist  of  bis  Motion  depended 
Mr.  Hume  ^ 
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Tipon  this  point — whether  the  Dj'alvS  "^vlio 
vero  thus  massacred  in  hundreds  were 
pirates  or  not — whether  they  had  hccn 
Mting,  or  WW  did  set,  as  pirates;  and  he 
UierM he eoidd  estHl  lisli  the  negative  of 
that  proposition  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House.  Now  a  paper  had  been  presented 
that  Tery  day  to  both  Houses  of  Farlia- 
mait  by  oommftnd  cf  Her  Majesty,  but 
wMt  ground  it  waa  lud  before  Uiem, 
no  man  could  possibly  conjecture.  It  was 
made  up  of  what  were  called  historical 
notes  and  coircspondeDce  ooucerninff  pi- 
tbe  Eastarn  Arehipelago.  That 


stated  that  the  numerous  tribes 
who  were  guilty  of  piracy  in  those  seas 
used  boats  or  prahij«?,  eneh  cuiitaiiiiiif^ 
forty  or  sixty  men,  and  armed  with  small 
MmMo;  that  thej  often  tailed  in  fleets  of 
«z  sr  seven  boats,  sometimes  of  twenty 
boats,  and,  on  cxtraurdinary  occasions,  of 
even  100;  and  they  pursued  their  j)roy  by 
ibe  combined  assistance  of  sails  and  oars. 
Bst  throughoat  the  whole  of  that  doen* 
ment  the  Syaks  of  the  Sakarran  and  the 
Sarebas  were  not  so  much  as  mentioned — 
there  was  not  a  word  about  those  tribes  to 
•liich  the  1,500  or  2,000  persons  who 
we  maHaerad  belonged.  He  wished  the 
Howe,  therefore,  to  draw  a  distinction 
l^^etwoen  those  who  were  pirates  and  those 
who  were  not.  What  would  be  thought, 
ii,  because  a  murder  had  been  committed 
IB  the  sqnare  in  which  he  liTed,  everybody 
beloagiog  to  that  square  was  to  be  pnt  to 
death  ?  Yet  that  was  only  a  fair  analogy 
of  vbat  had  been  done  in  the  indiscrimate 
slaoffhter  of  these  Djaks.  Now,  in  order 
to  aunr  the  irregularity  and  illegality  of 
dwis  proeeedings,  he  would  refer  the 
HoQsc  to  the  Act  of  Parliament  against 
pirates,  which,  while  it  provided  that  if 
titej  resisted  they  were  to  be  killed,  also 
fninded  that  if  they  made  no  resistance 
Asf  ibenld  be  taken  and  brought  to  trial. 
What  should  be  said  then  of  this  case, 
where  men  were  suspected  to  be  pirates 
jet  offered  no  resistance,  while  themselves, 
wives,  and  children  were  destroyed  ? 
hi  addition  to  this  we  entered  into  a  treaty 
00  the  27th  of  May  1847  with  the  Sultan 
of  Borneo,  which  a'ithori«ed  us  to  enter 
^  Bomean  seas  with  a  view  to  the  sup- 
pMun  of  piracy,  and  to  seize  all  vessels 
engaged  in  that  illegal  act;  but  it  was 
stipulated  that  all  persons  offending  shoald 
bo  reserved  for  the  judgment  of  the  proprr 
autborities.  Those  unfortunate  per^utis 
W  never  been  reserved  for  sucu  judg- 
W  and  ho  eontended*  therefm,  that 


both  the  Act  of  Parliament  and  the 
treaty  had  been  broken.  In  addition 
to  this,  the  Admiralty  order  to  Sir 
Francis  Collier  was  to»  the  effect  that 
he  should  rather  endeavour  to  cheek 
jiiracy  by  encouraging  a  good  under- 
standing, and  by  tho  observance  of  treaties, 
than  by  engaging  in  hostile  expeditions. 
In  none  of  these  eases  was  there  the  least 
complianoe  with  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
the  treaty,  or  the  orders  of  the  Admiralty. 
[Tho  hon.  Member  proceeded  to  read  ex- 
tracts from  public  and  private  correspon- 
dence.] Tho  first  letter  r^erred  to  was 
one  from  Sir  Thomas  Cochrane,  then  com- 
mander-in-chief in  the  China  Seas,  in 
which  the  admiral  informed  Sir  James 
Brooke  that  much  more  was  to  be  done  for 
the  represstoo  of  piratical  habits  amongst 
the  tribes  of  the  Bomean  coast  by  the 
spread  of  commerce  and  Christianity,  than 
by  operations  of  a  coercive  nature.  An- 
other letter  from  Sir  Thomas  Cochrane, 
dated  March  5,  gave  direetions  that  if  a 
vessel  was  suspected  to  be  a  pirate  It  was 
to  be  detoincd,  not  blown  out  of  the  water. 
Not  a  single  authority  in  support  of  the 
proceedings  which  had  been  adopted,  from 
either  the  Admiralty  or  the  commander- 
in-chief,  could  bo  produced.  Finding  it 
impossible  to  obtain  from  either  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  or  the  East  India  Com- 
pany any  information,  or  one  smgle  iota  of 
proof  that  Che  Sarebas  and  other  tribes 
were  in  the  habit  of  foraging  for  heads,  as 
was  asserted,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  had  had  re- 
course  to  tho  naval  officers  and  others  on 
the  station  ajt  the  tune,  in  order  to  learn 
what  conoluBt<»i  they  had  arrived  at  re> 
garding  the  character  or  conduct  of  these 
tribes.  But  he  would  first  give  the  opin- 
ion of  Sir  .Tnmes  Brooke  himself  as  to  the 
Sarebas,  in  order  to  sho^v  that  the  men 
were  utterly  unfit  and  unqaalified  to  con- 
tend with  Europeans,  and  unacouaintcd 
with  the  use  of  guns  or  muskets*  in  1845 
Sir  James  Brooke  wrote  that — 

"  The  nrvtires  who  are  addicted  to  piracy  and 
robb«t7  iirti  exceptions  to  tho  general  rule ;  apenr 
and  sword  oomprUo  their  only  weapons ;  the/ 
h.avc  no  niukcts  or  firo-.irms,  and  never  u»o  then; 
iruiii  their  great  dread  of  fire-ariun,  they  con  be 
kept  in  suljeetieii  bjr  a  vetjr  small  llo^  cf  men.*' 

This  was  Sir  James  Brooke's  own  account 
of  the  men  wlunn  he  afterwards  designated 

and  treated  as  pirates.  He  might  also 
refer  to  the  work  of  Mr.  Georp;e  Wiiidsor 
Earle,  published  in  1833  or  1834,  who  de- 
clared that  the  Sarebas  did  not  deserve 
the  oharacter  given  to  them.  As  he  (Mr. 
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Hume)  understood  that  one  of  tbo  officers 
of  tlie  East  India  Company's  service  had 
comiiianded  on  tiic  coast  of  Borneo,  be 
applied  to  that  gentlepMn  for  infonna- 
tioDt  and  rooeired  from  biin  the  foUowing 
Mplj  :^ 

"  Dec.  3,  1850. 
**  I  have  just  reoeived  your  note,  and  I  am 
.^orry  tliat  1  am  not  in  town  to  call  upon  Mr. 
Ilume.  When  I  first  heard  of  Sir  James  Brooke's 
«x]w4Hlon  I  was  led  to  nsfipom  that  the  D^aks  in 
question  wore  noted  and  desperate  pirates  ;  but  I 
subse(|ueaUjr  learnt  that  th^  were  merely  ene- 
mies of  the  Sarawak  tribe,  aid  had  been  so  far 
many  generations,  in  foct  from  time  imni.'inurial. 
Baring  the  sixteen  months  that  I  was  stationed 
on  the  eoaat  Botneo,  Inevar  heard  of  or  saw  a 
pirate,  wliieh  greatly  disappointed  nio,  as  I  was 
led  to  suppose  that  the  coast  abounded  with  them. 
IVom  bronnation  that  I  reeeiTed  from  one  of  the 
jB-incipal  merchants  of  Singaporr*,  I  learnt  that 
■mall  coasting  vessels  under  the  English  flag  had 
been  ia  the  haUt  ef  trading  to  and  from  Bmni 
for  the  last  twenty-five  years,  and  that  they  had 
never  been  molested ;  so  I  have  come  to  the  con- 
elusion  that  the  enemies  of  the  Samwak  tribe  are 
not  pirates  or  enemies  of  this  great  and  happy 
land ;  and  I  cannot  help  telling  you  that  from  ail 
I  have  beard  I  am  thankful  that  the  ship  I 
commandod  WW  not  engaged  ia  tho  bUo  af- 
fair." 

If  nn  iii'iuiiy  v,-pre  instituted,  whether  by 
comiui^siuu  or  otherwise,  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
eoidd  bring  fonrnrd  offioen  wbo  were  ao- 
qoainted  with  the  facts  to  sustain  his  state- 
ments; and  though  he  did  not  wisli  to  ag- 
gravate the  charges  that  were  preferred 
against  Sir  James  Brooke,  he  did  desire 
to  aee  tbe  ebaraeter  of  tbia  ooantty  cleared, 
and  tbe  oause  of  humanity  vindieated. 
He  mii^ht  remind  tlie  House  that  since  he 
first  brouc-ht  this  subject  under  tlicir  no- 
tice, the  Guverument  had  repealed  the  Act 
of  Puliament  under  wlueh,  witbin  two 
years,  no  less  tban  128,0002.  had  been 
paid  as  head-money  for  the  murder  of  per- 
sons whom  he  considered  as  innocent  and 
unoffending  men.  Ho  had  letters  from 
Oaptein  Tonng  and  Gaptam  Daaidl,  alto 
of  the  Indian  navy.  The  former  officer 
said,  under  date  of  Bombay,  January  17, 

*'  You  wish  me  to  irivo  an  opinion  on  the  affair 
with  the  Dyaks  on  the  night  of  the  3 1st  of  July, 
1840,  apparently  under  the  impression  that  I  was 
present  on  that  occasion.  I  had,  however,  re- 
turned to  India  some  six  months  previously.  I 
was  on  the  coast  of  Borneo  in  comm.nnd  of  the  ; 
hoo.  Oomnanj's  steam-fHgate  Auckland  trom 
■Mafeh  to  Deeember,  1848,  and  daring  that  time 
I  once  visited  Sarawak.  I  do  not  feel  my- 
self jostifled  in  giving  an  (pinion  on  tbo  atlair 
in  question,  being  domitfnl  how  &r  that  would  be 
coii^isteiit  with  my  duty  ;i>-  a  novornment  servant. 
I  am,  howe\  (>r,  perfectly  willing.  If  railed  on  ofiU 
•uUly,  Ui  give  any  iatmnatinJn  my  power." 

Mr,  Bnurn 


Captain  Daniell,  wn'tlng  froiO  Fl|jlllonlb, 

December  9,  1850,  said — 

"  I  beg  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  jonr  kV 
ter  of  the  6th  instant ;  and  in  reply  I  have  tiie 

pleasure  to  acquaint  you  that  I  was  in  romnnnf 
of  tho  bon.  Contpaoy's  steam- frigate  Semiromitt 
stationed  on  the  coast  of  Borneo,  from  Miwli. 
1810,  to  May,  1850,  during  which  time  I  nerer 
fell  in  with  a  pirate.  As  regards  .Sir  JaDie« 
Brooke's  expedition  against  the  Shi'ak><  in  ques- 
tion,  I  beg  to  Bt.ato  that  I  never  beard  of  their 
having  molested  an  English  or  foreign  vessel." 

Yet,  though  such  testimony  was  borne  io 
tbeir  foyonr,  deatb  and  murder  bad  been 
dealt  out  against  those  unoffending  people. 

He  (Mr.  Ilumc)  had  also  a  letter  from  an 
otiicer  on  board  a  steam  frigate  in  tbe  £(tl- 
lowing  terms : — 

October  S8, 18M. 

**  I  opine  that  no  person  has  any  business  to  to- 
luntartiy  enter  a  witness-box,  uule«i  be  has  some 
positive  evidence  to  give  on  the  occasion  in  qass* 
tion.  Now,  tbo  question  ia,  what  Imrr-  1  to  say 
regarding  the  massacre  of  Malay  pir.ites  (m 
called)  in  1812  ?  Simply  that  1  wa^  statioaodat 

Lihuan  for  the  protection  of  the  island  Irom-*  

to  in  the  ;  that  I  nuuie  three  suUse- 

qaent  trips,  and  remained  a  few  days  each  time  : 
and  that  I  paid  a  flying^  visit  to  Sarawak  in  tlif 
same  vessel.  In  ail  these  tri[>s  i  never  fell  m 
with  any  pirates,  nor  did  anything  I  heard  tbere 
lead  me  to  infer  that  tho  Malays  in  that  nei?li- 
bourhood  were  givcu  to  piracy,  in  tho  tteofic  geae- 
rally  taken  of  that  term  by  Englishmen.  Whit  I 
inferred  was,  that  the  different  tribes  were  given 
to  war  upon  each  other,  as  their  more  civilised 
brethren  in  other  parts  of  tbe  world  are.  No 
person  that  had  seen  tbeir  prahos  eould  have 
any  great  dread  of  them  as  sea  pirates  ;  indeed, 
so  little  are  they  dreaded,  that  vessels  so  small  ss 
forty-five  tons,  with  crews  of  eight  or  ten  men, 
and  they  Malays,  with  a  single  European  to  aavi- 
gate,  run  constantly  between  Singapore  and  Bor- 
neo Pn^r,  without  ani'  drsad  of  them.  Being 
obliged  to  leave  I^bnan  from  ill  health,  and  no 
other  opportunity  tttTeriiiL'  at  tho  time,  I  went  t" 
Singapore  from  that  place  in  a  schooner  of  forty- 
five  tons,  with  a  erew  of  ibar  Malays,  one  maalaB 
or  naviirator,  and  an  Indian  I.ascar  or  tindal,  ae- 
companied  by  Lieutenant  Rideout,  of  tbe  %IA 
Maiuas  Native  lofiuitr^,  and  onr  serrants,  oar 
only  arms  .a  double-harrened  f  iwliiiij-plece. 
that  in  its  case  in  the  hold.  It  is  true  this  latter 
was  in  what  is  called  tho  bad  seawn,  wfasn  tbrir 
prahus  do  not  venture  but,  but  the  trading  vfis- 
sels  be&re  alluded  to  run  constantly  throughout 
the  year.*' 

The  Act  of  Pariiameat  reonired,  bdbre  a 
hostile  shot  eould  be  legally  fired  by  tbe 

commauder  of  a  vessel  of  war,  the  colours 
to  be  hoisted,  and  a  blank  gun  to  be  tired; 
then  only  was  the  ofiioer  in  couiiuand  freed 
from  a  ebarge  of  mnrder,  if  deatb  enaaed 
from  his  proceedings.  Waa  any  precau- 
tion of  this  kind  taken  in  the  case  of  Sir 
James  Brooke's  engagements  with  the^<l^ 
unforttmate  natives  i  No;  but  deatli  tLud 
deatnietioii  were  iuunediately  deiilt  iipou 
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Hmu.  9o  had  in  bjii  poMenion  a  letter 

vritten  bj  the  Hon.  Captain  Hastings,  to 

vhotn  he  had  addressed  some  inquiries, 
dueJ  P'ubruary  1  -i,  1851,  in  which  that 

^Ikut  oOicei'  said^ 

*  I  Iwve  tlw  honear  toa«iiK>wIedg«  th0  Nceipt 

of  your  letter  of  the  loih  instant,  transmitting 
tbe  eaclo«cd  letter  for  my  perusal,  and  acquaiat- 
itig  me  that  it  U  your  inteniioii  to  bring  before 
tbe  House  of  Comtnons  the  conduct  of  Sir  JanieH 
BnMkd  on  the  dint  of  July,  1619;  and,  as  my 
cmtaet  has  baoo  nflootod  vpon  in  wvend  public 
letters  and  documents,  you  trust  *I;nt  f  will  not 
object  to  rtate  the  circumstances  tbat  induced  me 
taiafiHO  ooniliMNe  with  Sir  James  Brooke's  re- 
suest  on  tbe  occasion  referred  to  in  the  enclosed. 
m  Nplj  I  hare  the  honour  to  state,  that  the  ix'»~ 
was  vhich  induced  mo  to  refuse  compliance  on 
tbe  occasion  in  qticstion  having  Wen  liroiiirht  at 
(be  time  under  the  notice  of  my  superiors,  and  by 
UmmwffnnA  of,  I  am  praoludod  tat  olbraif 
JOQ  any  statoment  of  the  matter." 

Cfiptnni  TTa«tIn[rs  was  called  upon  to  assist 
Sir  James  iirooko;  he  refused  to  do  so; 
and  the  leasoiM  be  assigned  for  thai  refu- 
el were  eonsidered  snffieioit.  If,  then, 
the  refusal  of  assistance  bj  Captain  Has- 
ttnj.'s  was  approved  by  his  superiors,  why 
did  they  also  approve  the  conduct  of  Cap- 
tus  Farqahar  m  Tendering  aid  to  Sir 
Jnss  Brookes  ?  Ke  (Mr.  Htime)  weald 
now  read  to  the  House  a  commnnieation 
he  had  received  firora  a  gentleman  who  had 
beeo  for  tweniy-eiffht  Tears  a  resident  at 
8bgaporo,  and  wno  knew  that  ho  was 
MiieDs  te  gel  infonnatioB  on  this  snbjeet. 
Ba  correspondent  aaid~ 

"TlaTinLr  read  Tonr  BTlgc^(^stions  from  t}i-^  Ikiih/ 
/i6w4  of  'i^d  March  rcsp*'«>ting  Borneo,  and 
ths  mpposad  pintioal  expatiiiion  of  July,  1849, 
aadcr  the  command  of  Captain  Farquhar,  I  havo 
beeo  iuduced  to  offer  ihu  following  t  ciiiarks  on 
tbe  Malaya  from  Pontlana  lo  Maludu  Bay : — I 
Uwed  io  Sinpiporp  *fx(^n  Tears,  and  at  T.al)u.in  two 
sad  a  half  years.  I  was  the  first  adventurer  to 
that  island  after  it  was  taken  po^sessios  of  by  the 
intUk  Gorenunent ;  and  I  worked  the  coal  mine 
under  contract  for  tbe  Admiralty  from  April  IS 47, 
to  July  1^10,  when  the  Eastern  Archipelago 
Compuiy  took  possession  of  said  mine.  Dur- 
isf  the  first  fifteen  months  of  that  period  I  was 
the  only  inhabitant  except  the  Malays  on  the 
iilaad,  with  not  oven  tbe  corporal's  guard  to  pro- 
tect no.  While  working  the  coal  mine,  I  often 
bad  CK'ca-sion  to  leave  my  wife  and  children  at 
Vietoria  Hay,  about  ten  milos distant,  for Irarteen 
smI  twenty  days  together,  wbeii  ray  prsienee  was 
^tjuin.il  at  tlio  luine,  and  on  one  uocasion  sixty 
dajs,  showing  that,  if  ai  that  early  period  the 
wajrt  had  inshed  to  eommit  any  acts  of  dis> 
hnnf'«ty,  they  eonltl  have  done  so  with  impunity 
w  mj  stores  during  my  absence  from  home ;  yet 
*»  Btfur  ttqwrieneed  other  than  the  greatest  re- 
spect from  the  M  Hv  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
»*ying,  I  would  as  bcxin  venture  on  a  trading  voy- 
Sfe  en  the  coast  of  Borneo  as  that  of  England,  or 
sny  other  coaat.  While  s^H'akin-'  rf  Malays,  I 
laiut  ooi  9put  w  mention  tha  em)  of  a  J9mg 


man  named  Bums,  who  left  Labnan  in  a  native 
prahu  to  viiiit  the  Bintoolan  river  in  search  of 
antimony  ore,  with  none  but  Malays  acoompauy- 
ing  him.  Ue  stayed  there  some  thxee  or  ftur 
months,  and  was  supplied  with  every  necessary  by 
the  Malays.  The  Biutuolan  river  is  about  half 
way  from  Sarawak  to  Labuan.  Wiien,  however. 
Governor  Brooko  was  infonnetl  of  Mr.  Hums 
being  at  the  Biutoulau  river,  he  despatched  the 
hen.  company's  steamer  PhhgeUwn  to  fetch  him 
away  and  land  liini  at  I.ah\ian,  whieli  Maa  done. 
Mr.  Burns  lived  thcru  wiiU  uiu,  iutd  i>pok,t>  iu  the 
highoit  terms  of  the  ALolays  during  his  stay 
among  them  at  the  Bintoolan  river.  There  oan 
be  only  one  opinion  about  the  late  massacre  of 
the  Malays  formed  by  anybody  acquainted  with 
Sir  James  Brooke  or  Sarawak — that  it  was  to 
murder  them  into  subjection  to  the  Sarawak  Qo- 
vernmont.  That  Sir  James  Rrouki;  is  very  much 
opposed  to  any  European  adveuturers  being  on 
tliO  eoastof  Borneo,  has  been  shown  in  the  ease  of 
Burns  and  others.  Neitlier  are  Europeans  al- 
lowed to  visit  or  reside  at  Sarawak.  Ibis  oxpo« 
dition  was  long  tiUked  of  at  Labnan ;  but  I  never 
heard  it  said  to  he  undertaken  on  account  of 
piracies ;  the  alleged  reason  being  that  some  Un- 
lays had  made  an  attack  on  Sarawak  and  taken 
6ome  heads,  which  is  a  common  mode  of  warfiire 
among  the  Makys.  I  never  board  it  was  fi>r 
acts  of  piracy,  neither  that  any  parties  bad  aulhr- 
ed  as  such  ;  neither  do  I,  Or  any  other  parties 
having  a  practical  knowledge  of  the  prooeedings, 
believa  one  iota  of  it." 

That  letter  he  receired  from  Mr.  William 

Henry  Miles.    He  would  also  beg  the 

attention  of  tlic  House  to  the  followinfif 
passage  from  a  df  pinnont  sip-n 'd  ia  1851 
by  fifty-three  merchants  of  Siii^^^aporo  : — 

'*  We  beg  to  testify  our  cordial  approval  of  your 
valuable  and  persevering  exertions  as  a  member 
of  tlic  Imiwrial  Legislature,  to  call  the  attention 
of  rarliamcnt,  and  of  the  British  public,  to  the 
measures  which  have  been  pursued  against  the 
communities  of  tin-  Sarehas  and  Sakarran  Dyaks; 
inhabiting  territories  uii  the  coast  of  Borneo  ad- 
jacent to  Sarawak,  and  to  discriminate  between 
the  u'^rtirei  and  situation  of  tlie*^e  trihes  and  the 
piracies  of  the  formidable  luaraudora  uf  the  A»« 
chipdafo,  who  have  so  lojw  heea  known  under 
the  names  of  Illanuns  or  Lanuns,  Sooloos,  and 
BaLiuinis.  It  ia  a  fact  perfectly  notorious  in 
this  settlement,  that  until  within  these  few 
years  the  alleged  piracies  of  the  Dyaks  bad 
never  been  heard  of,  and  that  the  first  circum- 
stance which  in  any  particuLir  manner  drew  pub- 
lic atteotion  iu  the  Straits  to  the  existenoo  of  tho 
Sarebas  and  S.ikarrans  as  bordes  of  pirntes,  was 
the  invasion  of  their  countries  by  Captain  the 
Hon.  Uenry  Keppel,  in  Her  Mj^osty's  ship  Did9 
— a  measure  wbioh  was  at  the  time  commented  on 
hy  many  here  as  unjustifiahh.'.  There  is  not  one 
among  us  who  ever  heard  tho  captain  of  a  meiw 
ebant  vessel,  or  the  naooda  of  a  trading  prahn, 
mention  their  having  seen  a  Dyak  pirate ;  and 
the  circumstance  oi'  either  the  one  or  the  other  of 
tliem  having  fidlen  ia  with  or  been  attaoked  hy 
prahus  which  were  propelled  by  paddles,  and  had 
neither  masts  nor  sails,  would  have  been  a  novelty 
wbioh  eonld  not  have  lUled  to  attraot  attention, 
to  say  nnthiiifr  of  tho  want  of  flro-.irms  ;  and 
you  wiU  oliservo  that,  according  to  tho  dopo- 
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»ition  (pnr^ted  in  the  Parliamentirr  papers  re- 
garding Borneo  piracy)  of  Siap,  a  badong  Malay, 
a  prisoner  taken  from  the  SarobM  on  the  81rt  of 
July,  1S49,  '  there  were  not  more  than  fonr  small 
hrma  guns  '  in  the  whole  fleet,  although  it  could 
not  have  numhcrcd  loss  than  3,000  or  9jBilO  umb  ; 
while  it  is  .'i  notorious  fact  that  tlie  same  number 
of  guus  often  forms  the  arnuimciit  of  a  single 
Malay  Bugis,  or  other  ending  prahu  of  the  Ar- 
chipelago. It  is,  of  course,  morally  impossible 
for  us  to  aver  that  the  Sarebas  and  Sakarran 
Dyaks  never  have  committed  what  we  understand 
to  be  piracy  ;  but  the  current  testimony  of  every 
aeeonnt  which  we  are  aware  of  being  before  the 
public  ro^jarding  the  Dyak  races  must  be  wliolly 
rejected  if  evety  case  of  an  attaok  by  the  Sarebas 
una  Suksrnms  agafnst  a  neighboaring  temtory, 
whether  inhabited  by  Malays  or  Dyaks,  is  to  be 
eontidered  an  act  of  piracy.  Suchj  however,  ap- 
pean  to  have  been  the  principle  aeted  on  in  re- 
gard to  them  from  first  to  last,  as  the  history  of 
eveiy  invasioD,  and  every  attaok  of  which  they 
haTe  bean  the  object,  will  abondaDtly  prove.  It 
appears  to  us  that  the  most  that  can  bo  snid  fur 
those  who  advocate  their  slaughter  as  pirates  is, 
that  the  aetnal  oharaoter  of  these  tribes  is  matter 
of  doubt.  In  the  fiice  of  the  tremendous  carnage 
of  the  dist  of  July,  we  will  not  here  undertake  to 
mj  that  th^  were  not  pirates  ;  but  we  confidently 
afRrm  our  opinion  that  the  evidence  of  their  being 

«irate8  is  the  very  opposite  of  being  satisfactory. 
Fe  conclndo  these  observations  with  tlK>  expres- 
sion of  an  earnest  hope  that  Parliament  will  see 
fit  to  accede  to  your  motion  for  inquiry,  without 
which  there  can  be  no  issue  of  this  qncatioo  n- 
tisfactory  to  the  public  mind." 

He  should  bo  surprised  if  there  was  any 
opposition  to  liis  ))roposal  for  an  inquiry, 
bocauge  he  found  that  Sir  James  Brooke 
bimadf  sud,  in  a  letter  be  htA  addreeaed 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretarj  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  that  he  had  no  objoc- 
tion  to  inquiry.  He  thought  it  was  only 
just  to  bir  James  Brooke,  as  well  as  for 
the  satiflfaetion  of  the  public,  that  that 
gratleman's  character  should,  if  possible, 
be  vindicated  ;  but  could  the  stain  which 
now  attached  to  it  bo  wiped  away  without 
inquiry  ?  Sir  James  Brooke  was  the  first 
person  who  bad  denounced  the  Dyaks  as 
irates;  but  it  appeared,  from  the  class  of 
oats  nsrrl  by  the  Dyaks,  that  it  was  im- 
possible they  coukl  bo  pirates,  lie  (Mr. 
Hume)  would  ask  the  House  if  he  had  not 
made  out  a  strong  case  for  inquiry  ?  lie 
might  be  told,  however,  that  Sir  James 
Brooke  had  obtained  the  certificate  of  the 
Recorder  of  Sincapore,  Sir  Christophrr 
RawlinsoQ.  Now,  although  he  (Mr.  Hume; 
entertained  high  respect  for  judicial  offi- 
cers, and  though  Sir  Christophttr  Rawlin- 
son  had  undoubtedly  the  power,  upon  being 
satisfied  on  the  sultject,  to  q-ive  such  a  cer- 
tificate, he  (Mr.  Hume)  did  not  understand 
why  that  cirenmstanee  shonld  pre?eQi  in- 
qniiy.   He  (Mr.  Hume)  bad  an  opinion  of 
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two  law  officers,  that  the  proc<»edinf^  of 
the  Recorder,  Sir  Christopher  KawliDson, 
were  incorrect.  Sir  Chnatonher  Kawhn* 
son,  at  Habioea,  upon  the  oepotlti«u  af 
certain  witnesses  taken  before  bisi,  sl- 
thoujjh  not  a  man  of  the  two  thousand 
persons  who  w-ere  the  subject  of  the  cer- 
tificate was  examined,  gave  a  certificate 
that  the  number  of  persons  billed  by  the 
armed  force  on  the  31st  July  was  500, 
and  that  the  number  not  taken  of  killed 
was  2,140.  What  was  the  naiure  of  the 
evidence  adduced  before  him  i  A  Cocu- 
mission  was  appointed,  the  membeKv  of 
which,  the  Rev.  G.  llaedoagal  and  Arthur 
Cruickshank,  were  named  by  Sir  James 
Brooke.  The  peraon  the  most  implicated 
iu  the  transaction,  K>ir  James  Brooke  him- 
self, made  an  affidavit  at  variance  with  all 
his  previous  proceedings.  There  had  besn 
an  address  sent  to  Sir  James  Brooke  from 
some  place  in  Borneo;  but  upon  inquiry  it 
turned  out  that  out  of  twenty-seven  houses 
only  thirteen  signed,  and  foorleen  refused 
to  sign,  so  that  it  was  not  signed  b?  al- 
most all,  as  had  been  represented;  and  the 
community  being  so  divided,  that  address 
mi^ht  bo  considered  as  nothing.  Aooiber 
address  to  Sir  James  Brooke  from  Bat^ 
via  had  now  been  published  ;  bnt,  oomii^ 
in  at  the  last  hour,  it  had  the  appearance 
of  being  prepared  for  the  occasion.  In  his 
answer  to  this  address,  Sir  James  Brooke 
observed,  that  there  wss  no  question  of 
the  existence  of  piracy,  or  the  necessity  for 
its  suppression.  No  doubt  of  that,  the 
Dutch  and  the  Spanish  had  been  employed 
praiseworthily  in  attacking  and  destroying 
the  real  pirates,  the  Illannns  and  Sooloos. 
But  did  Sir  James  Brooke  ever  attack  the 
real  pirates  ?  No  ;  ho  attacked  roru-  but  • 
the  poor  Dyaks.  He  fMr.  Hume)  had 
been  invited  to  appear  at  Sarawak.  What 
business  had  he  at  Sarawak  ?  If  he  was 
to  go,  ho  should  expect  he  would  not  say 
what.  But  now,  the  Government  having 
adopted  the  proceeding,  it  was  a  »]nestion 
how  far  they  were  implicated;  uud  inquiry 
was  demanded  on  their  account  as  wdl  as 
for  the  character  of  Sir  James  Brooke  and 
of  the  country  itself.  It  would  be  remem- 
bered that  he  (Mr.  Hume)  nsked  the  noble 
Lord  the  Fureigu  Secretary  whether  Sir 
James  Brooke  oontinned  to  be  omr  Com> 
missioner  and  Consul  General  to  tiie  Sal- 
tan and  independent  chiefs  of  Borneo;  and 
the  answer  was  in  the  affirmative.  Ho 
then  asked  the  hon.  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  whether  Shr  James 
Brooke  stiU  held  the  appointmtnt  of  Go* 
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vernor  of  Labuan ;  and  again  the  answer 
WM  id  Che  affirmatiTe.  He  then  asked 
the  aoUe  Lord  the  Foreiga  Secretarj 

whether  Sarawak  Iiad  ever  been  acknow- 
ledged as  an  independent  State  bj  our 
Gofenuucnt,  and  inquired  respecilDg  some 
pneeedisgs  on  the  part  ^e  United 
States,  and  a  recognition  of  Sir  James 
BiCK>ke  as  the  independent  sovereign  of 
Sarawak;  and  tlio  answer  of  tiie  noble 
Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary  was,  that  the 
Gomiinient  had  reeeiTed  information  that 
a  treaty  of  coranicrce  between  the  United 
States  and  Sara^vnk  lind  been  proposed, 
bat  was  not  yet  concluded;  that  Sarawak 
was  not  conj^idei-ed  by  iicr  Majesty's  Go- 
fwnnent  as  British  territory;  that  he 
(Viscount  Palmcrston)  could  not  precisely 
state  to  what  the  relatinn"  Itotwcen  Sir 
Jftiues  Brooke  and  the  Sultan  of  Borneo 
m^ht  lead,  but  that,  iar  as  Great  £ri- 
tab  was  eoneemed,  the  British  GoTom- 
IMftt  held  no  sovereignty  over  Sarawak. 
Now,  lie  (^fr,  Hume)  contended  that  it 
was  illeiral  for  a  British  subject  to  exercise 
authority  under  such  circumstances.  It 
WBoid  be  in  the  reeolleetion  of  the  House 
that  the  New-  Zealand  Company  obtained 
Uijd  in  that  island  frnm  tJte  natives  witli- 
outthc  assent  of  the  Crown.  Suhspqnenly 
their  right  to  do  so  was  disputed  ;  and  in 
May,  1S41,  Dr.  Lushmgton  gave  the  fol- 
loving  opinion : — 

"  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  grants  obtained  by 
New  Zealand  Association  arc  not  v.nli'!  witli- 
oat  the  consent  of  the  Crown.  I  do  not  iJimk 
v.Mi  tite  right  to  this  territory  is  at  present  vested 
in  the  Crown  ;  but  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  Crown 
nifht  onat  the  assoeUtion,  for  I  think  it  compc- 
t'Tii  to  the  Crown  to  prevent  such  sottlerot-nts 
h^  omde  bj  BrtUah  aubjeot^  even  though  they 
w»  node  in  a  eountrf  not  under  the  sovereignty 
of  the  Crown.  I  fully  adopt  the  broad  principle 
Uuit  edonies  cannot  be  ibunded  without  tlie  eon- 
Muter  the  Crown." 
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right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  which,  after 

reading  an  aceonnt  of  these  transactions  in 

the  pa[)crs,  he  expressed  his  opinion  that 

an  inquiry  ought  to  take  plaeis.    It  waS 

dated  KoV.  28,  1849:— 

"  Whitehall.  Nov.  28, 1849. 
"  Str^I  thank  you  for  the  eoramuDieation  with 

wliicli  you  Ijavo  ihvoured  mc.  I  trust  that  Her 
Majesty's  Goveruuieut  will  ff»el  it  to  be  their  im- 
pentive  duty  to  make  an  immediate  and  complete 

iiifjuirv  into  thci'^o  circuMistancos  which  luivr  in- 
duced you  to  address  yourself  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Trcasiuy.  I  read  with  great  pain  the  8e> 
count  of  the  transactions  to  uliidi  you  refer,  hut 
shall  suspend  a  final  judgment  upou  tUo  procced- 
in^rs  adopted  by  Sir  Jantcs  Itrookc  against  some 
of  the  Dyaks  in  r.urnco,  until  fullor  cxplnnatioiie 
with  jHigard  to  them  bo  c^ivon. —  I  ;uu,  Ac 

(Signed)  "  IloBKST  PXB&. 

"  Henry  Wise,  £aq.,  34,  Cornhill." 


It  would  appear,  therefore,  that  Sir  James 
Brooke  could  not  be  Rajah  of  Sarawak 
without  the  sanction  of  the  British  Govern* 
ment,  and  yet  that  such  sanction  had  not 
been  given  to  him.  Tho  fact  also  that  the 
murder  of  tlie^e  2,000  men  had  cost  us 
27,0002.  was  another  reason  why  there 
ihonld  be  an  inquiry  whether  Sir  James 
Brooke  was  justified  in  the  eonrse  vhidi 
he  had  adopted.  The  present  question  was 
a  matter  of  vast  importance,  and  a  com- 
mission of  inquiry  should  also  be  sent  out. 
He  liad  to  lament  on  the  present  ooeasion 
the  absence  of  tho  late  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  fur  Tamworth,  because  he 
bad  in  his  possession  a  letter  from  that 
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He  (Mr.  Hnme)  now  nskcd  for  those  ex- 
planations wliich  the  late  Sir  Robert  iV'd 
said,  on  tlie  spur  of  the  moment,  ought  to 
be  giren;  and  from  expressions  wbidi  had 
afterwards  fallen  fiom  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  ho  (Mr.  Iliune)  was  satisfied 
that  if  ho  were  present  ainouL^st  tlictu  that 
night,  he  would  support  an  inquiry  into 
these  transactions.  A  commission  was  sent 
abroad  last  year  to  inquire  rospccUng  the 
FTcrnatTjro  of  certain  documents  by  a  cap- 
taui  111  ITer  Maje.sty's  service;  tint  was 
done  without  liesitation,  and  ho  considered 
that  was  a  precedent  for  his  Motion.  It 
might  have  been  wiser  on  his  part,  perhaps, 
simply  to  move  for  inquiry,  hut  he  had  felt 
that  ho  ou'ii^ht  to  imlicato  the  j)oiiits  tif 
inquiry;  and  ho  now  asked  the  House  to 
have  these  statements  tested. .  Nothing 
less  than  full  inquiry  would  satisfy  tho 
public;  it  was  due  tn  the  honour  and  cha- 
racter of  the  country — due  to  the  Govern- 
ment— due  to  Sir  James  Brooke,  whoso 
character,  with  snch  charges  lying  against 
him,  would  be  blasted  unless  there  was  an 
inquiry.  It  would  be  to  him  (Mr.  Hume) 
a  great  satisfaction  if  it  should  turn  out 
that  iio  liad  taken  too  strong  a  view — an 
erroneous  view  of  tho  case.  With  regard 
to  blame  to  be  attached  to  {he  Govern- 
ment for  not  instituting  an  inquiry  sooner, 
he  would  say  that  he  believed  they  had  not 
been  aware  of  many  of  the  facts  he  had 
Stated.  Let  the  whole  matter  now  be 
probed  to  tho  bottom.  He  appealed  to  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
to  let  a  Commission  be  sent  out  to  tho  spot, 
there  to  take  evidence.  Let  tho  country 
be  fireed  from  the  stigma  which  rested 
upon  it,  and  such  a  transaction  (if  bis  view 
of  it  was  right)  prevented  from  ever  again 
taking  place,   If  Sir  James  Brooke  was 
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ri^ht,  let 
stigma. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed  — 

"  That  aD  humblo  Address  he  presented  to  Tier 
Iktajesty,  prayiog  that  She  will  be  gra.  iously 
pleascU  to  appoiiit  B»r  Royal  Cotumissiuii  to  in- 
quire into  the  prooecdings  of  Sir  James  Brooke 
on  the  North  western  Coast  of  Borneo,  since  his 
np])ointment  as  Ilcr  Majesty's  '  Commissioner  and 
Oonaol  General  to  the  Sult.m  .ind  Independent 
CbSeh  of  Borneo  ;*  and,  r>s|>4>(  iaily,  into  the  attack 
mailt-  liv  Ilcr  M.iji'sty'-j  ami  tho  lloiiournMo  E;Ht 
India, Company's  Naval  Forces,  under  bi^  advice 
and  direotkm,  on  certain  wild  tribes  of  that  island, 
called  the  Sakarran  and  Sarebas  Dynk.-;,  on  \\w 
nijfbt  of  the  Slst  July,  1841);  and  further,  that 
Her  Mi^esty  will  praciously  command,  that  the 
opininn  of  Th'r  Maje'^ty's  Jndjts  l>o  taken  and 
laiil  by  Her  Majesty's  Minister^i  btiforo  this  iiouse, 
touchins:  the  legality  or  otherwise  of  tlM  holding 
by  Sir  James  Brooke,  at  one  and  tlio  ?!nme  time, 
of  the  following  apparently  inoonipatiblo  oflBces, 
viz.,  of  Sovereign  Ilulcr  of  Sarawak,  he  being  a 
British  eabject ;  of  Her  Majesty's  Commissioner 
and  Conaul  Oeneral  to  the  Snlten  and  Tndepcn- 
dent  Cliicf-^  of  BoriH^o,  ln',  Sir  Jaincs  llro<ikt',  r(^- 
sidinff  at  Sarawak,  whoro  thero  is  no  Independent 
Chief :  and  alao  oip  the  appointnicnt  of  Goremor 
of  tbe  British  Settlt  infnt  of  Lnlnian.  cli-tanf  nr>0 
jniU's  from  Sarawak,  at  witich  British  Scttloment 
Sir  James  Brooke  has  not  been  actoally  present 
more  than  a  hw  months  dnviDg  the  liist  three 
years." 

Mu.  UKQUHAET  seconded  tlie  Mo- 
tion. 

Mk.  HEABLAU  »aid,  that  ho  was 
present  last  year  when  the  hon.  Mcmhcr 
for  Montrose  brought  before  the  House  n, 
proposition  similar  to  that  which  he  sub- 
mitted to  it  on  the  present  occasion.  Ho 
had  not  at  that  time  any  particular  inter- 
est in  tlio  .siilijt'cf,  nor  lintl  In*  then  tlio 
honour  of  a  ]M'r>(inal  lUMjuaiiitaiH'o  with  Sir 
James  Brooke;  he  had  not  tiieii  any  more 
accurate  acquaintance  with  tho  Question 
than  was  possessed  by  other  MttilWs  of 
the  TTnuso,  and  indood  by  all  pernors  who 
took  an  interest  iu  what  concerned  the  in- 
terest and  welfare  of  the  country,  and  the 
charncter  of  its  public  serrants.  He  lis- 
tonfid  to  tho  debate  upon  that  occasion 
with  tho  view  of  forming  his  opinion  upon 
tho  charges  made  against  Sir  James 
Brooke;  and  hatinf  heard  the  diseussion, 
tho  conclusion  to  which  he  arrived  was, 
that  the  case  had  broken  down— tliat  the 
charges  had  not  been  established,  or  that 
the  character  of  Sir  James  Brooke  came 
cat  clear  from  the  ordeal  to  whidi  it  had 
bcon  siil»j('cted.  In  that  feeling  be  was 
satisfied  the  ])odv  nf  the  TTotT'c  sympa- 
thised, and  for  himself  ho  knew  not  that 
he  had  ever  given  a  vote  with  more  com- 

Elete  and  decided  conTiction,  than  when 
e  Toted  in  tho  m^ority  of  169,  bj  which 
Mr,  Mume 


that  Motion  was  rejected.  Tho  hon.  Meoi- 
ber  now  complaint  that,  upon  that  occa- 
sion, matters  of  a  private  nature,  which 
had  little  to  do  with  the  subject  m!ly 
under  discussion,  were  introduced  into  the 
debate  by  those  who  spoke  in  defence  of 
Sir  Jamca  Brooke.  Undoubtedly  it  was  so. 
Ho  was  not  now  going  to  say  one  word  of 
these  matters,  because  he  thona:ht  that  the 
character  and  conduct  of  Sir  James  Brooko 
might  be  left  without  fear  to  the  public  do- 
cuments before  the  House;  hot  at  the  same 
time  ho  must  tell  the  hon.  Member  for 
ilontiose,  that  when  he  made  somethinjr 
in  tlie  nature  of  a  direct  charge  of  murder 
against  a  man  like  Sir  James  Brooke,  he 
must  not  be  aurprised  if  the  friends  of  that 
ircntlcman  wcrr*  not  satisfied  with  ^imjdy 
proving  that  the  rlmrgo  was  false  ami  un- 
tenable, but  went  oii  to  bhow  that  the 
sources  from  which  the  calumnies  emanated 
were  foul  and  impoisoned.  He  (Mr.  Head- 
lam)  was  a  lawyer,  and  lawyers  had  a 
maxim,  that  a  man  ought  not  to  be  tried 
twice  for  the  same  offence.  That  doctrine 
he  believed  to  be  formed  on  true  juatice, 
wise  policy,  and  experience.  It  was  wise 
and  jii?t,  because  it  rendered  it  necessary" 
for  those  who  made  a  charge  to  complete 
their  case  at  the  time  they  brought  it  for- 
ward, and  prevented  them  going  on  at- 
tempting to  eke  it  out  by  subsequent  mat- 
ter. But,  thouiih  ■'■oipraily  wise  and  true, 
ho  would  not  carry  tlic  duclrine  to  any  ex- 
treme or  absurd  length.  If  any  great 
public  object  was  to  bo  attained  by  thia 
?tcoiid  trial  —  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  had  now  brought  before  tho 
House  any  important  evidence  which  was 
not  before  it  on  the  fortnerdisenssioni  any 
new  matter  that  might  bo  fikely  to  influ- 
ence the  opinion  of  the  Government,  and 
induce  the  House  to  reverse  its  former  de- 
cision, then  possibly  he  might  have  been 
justified  in  dragging  Sir  Jamea  Brooke 
again  before  the  Iluuse  and  country.  But 
aftrr  listening-  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  appealed  to  the  Houso 
whether  it  was  not  the  foot,  that  no  mate- 
rial facts  had  been  adduced  in  corrobora- 
tion of  what  had  been  before  the  House 
on  the  previous  occasion — whereas,  on  the 
contrary,  all  the  new  public  documents 
which  had  been  laM  before  the  House,  so 
far  from  establishing  any  case  against  Sir 
Jaincs  Brooke,  greatly  strengthened  the 
evidence  in  his  favour.  Every  new  paper, 
fact,  and  deposition,  tended  to  make  it 
clear  that  the  Tcrdiet  given  by  the  Honae 
on  the  former  oecaaion  waa  a  nght  and  tme 
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one,  ind  shcnrad  (liit  they  ou^4t  to  reject 
the  proposition  now  made  by  even  «  larger 

majonty  than  npon  tbo  former  occasion. 
It  was  ueecssary  to  be  accurate  in  their 
conception  of  what  was  the  nature  uf  the 
duigw  brought  forward.    Tbo  Motion 
mmIo  bj  the  boo.  GentlemAa  was  a  long 
one,  and  it  had  been  varied  very  Tnatcrially 
since  it  was  first  laid  before  tlic  House. 
Tli^  House  was  now  called  ou  firat  to  ask 
Em  Mi^esty  to  appoint  a  Bojal  Commis- 
Mm  to  inquire  into  the  proeeedings  of  Sir 
James  Brooke  generally;   serouJly,  thoy 
Tcrc  called  on  to  ask  spociallj  for  an  in- 
quiry into  the  eventa  wbicn  occurred  on  the 
i^gfat  of  the  29th  of  July,  1849.  After  thoie 
two  subjects  of  inquiry,  which  in  thcmaelvcs 
necessarily,  from  what  had  taken  place, 
lATolyed  aevere  charges  M^&inst  iSir  James 
Biooke,  it  would  be  loand  tiiat  in  a  anbae- 
qaent  part  of  the  Motion  it  was  proposed 
to  ask  Ilcr  Majesty  to  obtain  the  opinion 
of  the  Judores  upon  what  was  really  a  quos- 
tioa  of  5iato  policy;  namely,  whether  tho 
laiM  indindoM  ahoidd  bo  QoYocnor  of  La> 
biian  or  Independent  R^ab  of  Sarawak. 
\Vhak;vcr  mii^ht  bo  the  opinion  of  Mem- 
bers upon  thin  last  question,  thoy  could 
not  vote  for  the  Motion,  which  mixed  up 
two  things  80  oomplotelv  incompatible.  In 
England  it  was  not  usual  to  combine  a  ques- 
tion of  policy  with  an  indictment  for  murder, 
fie  did  not  think  there  was  anything  im- 
fNfeg  in  Sir  Jamea  Brooke  holding  ihe 
nnona  offices  which  he  possessed.  His 
influence  in  Sarawak  sugs^cated  good  rea- 
son ^'^hy  he  shr  nld  be  appointed  GoTcrnor 
of  Labuan.    i>ui  even  supposing  thut  doubt 
aught  ezbt  on  the  aobjoet»  it  was  quite  ab- 
surd to  refer  suoh  a  question  to  tho  J  udges 
of  the  land;  it  was  out  of  their  sphere  to 
give  an  opinion  ou  any  such  point;  and 
ereo  if  tho  Judges  constituted  the  right 
tnbmud  for  adtndioatiDg  on  that  matter, 
still  they  eould  not  enter  into  it  on  the 
present  occasion,  when  an  opinion  upon  a 
^p^tionc^  State  policy  might  be  construed 
into  a  verdiet  npon  a  charge  of  mnrder. 
Leaviiig  then  that  portion  of  the  Motion, 
let  tho  House  turn  to  what  was  seriously 
tho  charge  against  ►Sir  .James  Jjrooke. 
After  listening  to  tho  speech  of  tho  hon. 
V enbOT  for  Montroao,  the  oase  which  was 
made  seemed  to  be  this — he  alleged  that 
the  tribes  of  Sarebas  ami  Sakarran  were 
not  pirates,  but  harmless,  unolfendinj  na- 
tive tribes,  or  at  any  rate  iunocuouii  from 
Aeir  want  of  anna  and  odier  eausea  against 
Etiro])ean  fonsea.  It  waa  alleged  that  all 
they  had  done  was  to  canj  on  intertribal 


wars  with  one  another,  but  thai  there 
was  nothing  like  general  and  open  pinu^. 

There  was  a  second  charge,  that,  assuming 
acts  had  been  done  by  the  natives  which 
were  of  an  equivocal  descrintion,  still  the 
partiealar  attack  of  Jnly,  1849,  waa  not 
justified  by  any  act  of  piracy  at  tbe  time 
when  tliey  were  attacked  by  Sir  James 
Brooke,  ami  tliat,  even  if  so,  liiat  attack 
was  marked  by  au  unjustifiable  degree  of 
emelty.  These  were  the  charges;  and  it 
now  remained  to  consider  what  was  tho 
evidence  on  the  subject.  In  adJitlun  (-> 
tbo  various  papers  which  had  been  laid 
before  the  House  since  the  last  debate  on 
the  subject,  there  had  boon  a  most  remark- 
able document  presented  to  them  that  very 
morning,  lie  alluded  to  the  book  con- 
taining the  proceedin^^  of  the  Duch  Go- 
yemroent  with  respect  to  piracy  in  the 
Eastern  Archipelago;  and  though  he  had 
not  been  able  to  go  very  minutely  through 
this  paper,  yet  ho  had  satisfied  himself 
that  it  materiallY  bore  out  the  mabs  of 
other  evidence  which  had  been  prodnoed. 
Tho  lion.  Member  for  Montrose  read  an 
extract  from  it  containing'  a  description  of 
these  pirates,  which  appeared  drawn  in 
tolerably  strong  colours ;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  stopped  at  the  most  important 
passage,  which  gives  an  accurate  descrip- 
tion of  these  pirates.  It  will  be  found  at 
page  62  of  the  paper  before  the  House, 
and  is  in  these  wmna  t — 

**  IsletR  nndered  almost  inapproachable  by  tho 

Iiiddcii  rofivs  with  wliicli  they  ;ire  MiirruuiulcJ, 
»crvo  M  places  of  retreat  to  the  pirates.  J^'rum 
the  midst  of  these  roekf  thej  dart  unexpectedly 
with  flu-ir  ptalms,  full  of  men,  not  only  on  tho 
ships  of  tlie  natives  of  the  country,  t>ut  cvca  upon 
those  of  Europeans,  Bvailing  iheinselvee  ol  calm 
contrary  winds,  or  tho  insnfflcicncy  of  tho  crows, 
ia  order  to  satiato  their  audacious  rai>acity. 
.Should  they  fear  beiaf  able  to  tell  ftr  meoejr 
t'lo  crew  they  have  madv'  prisonors,  or  of  Tioin^ 
overtaken  in  tUcir  lliglit,  tiicy  then  massocru  witii- 
ont  pity  every  soul  they  hnvu  taken,  even  tbe 
women  and  children.  It  is  not  unfrcqut-nt  to  see 
them  exercise  the  same  cruelty  upon  a  crew  vrliioh 
have  valiantly  diefiuided  themMLvM  agaiast  their 
.nttacks." 

The  hon.  >'f^mber  for  Montrose  interrupts 
me  to  say,  that  they  arc  not  the  tribes  in 
question — let  us  sec  the  evidcuce  ou  this 
subject.  The  hon.  Member  told  ns,  and 
told  us  truly,  ihat  Borneo  is  a  large  phice'. 
One  would  scarcely,  therefore,  have  ex- 
pected that  in  this  volume  reference  woidd 
have  been  made  to  these  two  particular 
riTCrs  mentioned  in  the  Motion  before  the 
House.  Although  these  papers  were  writ- 
ten long  before  the  tranaaetiona  now  in 
Q2 
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qnostton  took  plac«,  coriotisly  «Dough  they 

identify  with  the  utmost  precision  the  rivers 
Sarebaa  and  Sakarran,  as  the  abode  of 

{}iracy.  At  pnge  i07  will  bo  found  the  fol- 
Owing  passage 

**  Tho  schooner  Naait  atationed  at  Sarcltas, 

Buocced'  1  iTi  iaflicting  sevorf*  ln«!S  upon  a  flotilla 
of  thirty  i>y:ik  prahus  which  had  <Jar«'<l  to  lay  in 
wait  for  her.  In  the  samo  manner  the  coasts  of 
Penteanah  were  disturhed  by  Dyak  pirates.  At 
^{atnpawa  they  came  to  blows  with  them.  Sheriff 
Mohamet,  tho  commandant  ol  tht-  distrii-t,  having 
learned  that  nine  of  tbeir  prahus  were  at  the 
month  of  that  river,  each  manned  fay  from  thirty 
to  fortv  liaiidits,  rci^olvnl  to  attack  tliciii  witli  only 


"  Tiic  piratos  on  tho  coast  of  "Rornoo  may  be 
claaacd  into  thoRO  who  niakc  long  voyages  in  large 
heavy -armed  prahns,  snch  as  the  llluMiiM,  Bolatii* 
gui,  Ac.,  and  tlx;  lighter  Dyak  fleots,  which  make 
short  but  doetructive excursions  in  switt  prahuv, and 
seek  to  snrpriM  rather  than  openly  to  attaek  tbeir 
prey  ;  a  third,  nnd  probably  tho  worat  class,  aro 
usually  hal£-bred  Arab  shcrifis,  wlio,  poswssitig 
thomaelTea  of  the  territory  of  aomo  \falay  State, 
form  a  nucleus  for  j)traey — n  rcndcrvous  and 
niarkcL  i'yr  all  tho  roving  fleets  ;  and  allliough  oc- 
casionally sending  out  their  own  followers,  they 
more  frequently  seek  profit  by  makinff  advaneea 
in  food,  arms,  and  gunpowder,  to  tM  who  will 
I  agree  at  an  oxoxtitaut  rate  to  repay  them  in 

i  slaves." 


killed  ;  the  loss  of  the  enemy  amounted  to  eighty. 
It  appeared  that  these  Dyaks  came  from  Sakarran, 
a  locality  sitnatotl  in  th'  int<M-ior  of  the  country  to 
the  north  oi  Sarebaa,  which  only  accessible  to 
the  imall  light  vcmcIs  of  the  Dyaks,  of  slender 
form,  and  of  which  all  tho  parts  aro  united  with 
caucti.    In  their  voyage  they  burn  and  massaoro 


three  prahus.  They  fought  80  closely,  that  scarcely  I  They  won1d  thtis  sno  that  the  Dvalcs  of 
any  other  weapon  t\mn  t\,^U«w>ing  (mhn)^\  ^y^^  Sarebas  and  Sakarran  were  complete 

tisf  ii.    The  commandant  had  thirtv-scven  men  (    .  ,  ^,   .  •  *■ 

pirates,  ana  uat  thoagn  by  tneiiMelres 
they  might  not  be  conii.letoly  anned»  yot, 
when  ill  co-operation  witli  the  M.ilny?, 
under  their  Aral)  >Sberiffs,  they  were  fully 
equipped.  With  respect  to  the  course  to 
he  adopted  with  the  Tiew  of  snppressing 
along  the  shores  all  that  is  within  their  reach.  As  I  these  pirates,  it  is  very  enrious  that  in  the 
txophie«»  thoy  carry  off  the  aknlU  of  the  victims  of !  paper  before  the  Hotisp,  containing  the 
their  fenwity.  They  ha«  110  to5Mms.bu^^^^  j,^ 
rally  use  the  klcwang,  and  jaTeuna  or  epaan  of  V  .  ^  % 
wood  hardened  by  nro. 

[Mr.  Cobden:  Hear,  hear!]  Tho  hou. 
Member  cheered  the  statement  that  they 
had  no  firearms.  On  the  oeeaaion,  however, 
wlien  Sir  Jamcs  Brooke  attached  them, 
they  had  four  brass  gnns,  aTifl  nil  tho  prahus 
were  armed  with  muskctrT.  The  hon.  Mem- 
hw  for  Montroee  had  asked  trinmnhantly, 
"Who  ever  heard  of  Dyak  pirates  ?  *  After 
this  description  of  tlicm,  it  would  be  very 
difHcult  to  deny  cither  the  existence  of 
Dyak  piratest  or  that  thia  came  from 
that  very  river  tho  Sarebas  or  Sakarran. 
To  como  back  to  the  question  ol  the 
mode  in  which  these  tribes  were  armed, 
and  the  degree  of  their  power.  It  appears, 
from  CapUun  KeppeU'ii  despatch  in  1844, 
when  these  same  pirates  were  attaehed, 
that  *'  no  less  than  56  guns  were  taken, 
na  well  as  vast  quantities  of  ammunition, 
not  less  than  a  ton  and  a  half  of  gun- 
powder." How,  then,  is  thia  conustcnt 
with  tho  allegation  that  the  Dyak  pirates 
had  no  firearms  ?  Tlie  fact  was,  that  the 
Dyaks  did  not  act  by  themselves  ;  they 
were  acoompaoied  and  supported  by  Malays 
who  were  in  all  respects  oompletcly  equip- 
ped with  iirearms.  Moreover,  on  some 
occasions,  the  whole  fleet  of  Malays  and 
Dyaks  was  set  in  motion  by  some  Arab 
Sheriff.  The  whole  subject  was  fully  cx- 
jdamed  by  Sir  James  Brooke  in  his  Memo- 
randum on  Piracy,  wrilfon  before  thcso 
events  took  place*   In  one  passage  he 

states  that— 

Mr.  JJcadUm 


tell  Government, 
i  there  is  a  document  most  Btiaugely  bear> 
ing  oat  the  mws  of  Sir  James  Brooke. 
It  was  written  in  1830,  and  is  a  transla- 
tion from  a  report  written  in  tho  Malay 
tongue.  The  writer,  after  stating  varioua 
facts  eonoerning  piracy,  states  the  result 
of  his  experience  to  be,  that  the  piratea 
should  bo  attacked  upon  precisely  such  an 
occasion  and  in  such  a  manner  as  was 
practised  by  Sir  James  Brooke;  the  paiisage 
will  be  found  at  page  86  of  the  paper  be- 
fore tlie  House.  It  appears  that  without 
any  combination  between  tlio  Dutch  Go- 
vcrimient,  or  tho  Malay  writer  and  Sir  J, 
Brooke,  they  both  arrived  at  the  same  con- 
clusion as  to  the  proper  mode  of  dealing 
with  diese  pirates.  In  another  part  of 
the  same  document  it  is  stated — 

"  Tho  pirates  only  set  out  during  tho  cast  mon- 
soon. In  tho  month  of  March,  as  soon  as  tho 
east  monsoon  begins  to  bo  felt,  and  the  sea  ia 
calm,  the  pirates  quit  tlioir  retreats,  and  betake 
themselves  to  places  where  they  hope  to  meet 
with  some  mcrebant  veiseL  So  lomi  as  a  vessel 
is  in  sight  they  start  in  pursuit,  8urroun<l  them 
with  their  small  cr&fl,  and  board.  If  tlio  uicr- 
chantman  contrives  to  escape  the  pirate,  ho  eaa 
continue  liis  ronte  without  fear ;  in  tlio  contrary 
case  tho  vessel  is  delivered  up  to  pillage,  and  the 
crew  aro  cither  murdered  or  made  prisoners. 
Such  is  the  oonduot  of  the  pirates  daring  tho 
whole  of  the  east  mooaoon. 

Some  hon.  Gentlemen  thought  it  strange 
that  all  vessels  suling  near  Borneo  had 
not  been  attacked;  but  what  he  had  just 

cited  accounted  for  it  '''  Tho  fact  was, 
that  the  piracies  were  only  carried  on 
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during  a  portion  of  the  year,  so  tliat  ves- 
sels might  even  escape  at  particular  sea- 
1003.  In  the  jear  lb24  a  treaty  was  en- 
tend  into  with  llie  Netherlands  for  the 
express  pnrpc^o  of  suppressing  the  Bor- 
Dcan  pirates.  At  a  later  period  Sir  James 
Bwoke  was  instructed  b}'  the  Foreign 
Office  to  use  his  power  and  iuiiuence  for 
the  same  purpose.  Complwnts  were  made 
\y  die  mercantile  eonmmnity  of  this  coun- 
try; and,  after  all  this,  Sir  J.  Brooke, 
for  iKiviii^r  adopted  the  best  mode  of  sup- 
nres^iiig  piracy,  was  ftignatised  in  that 
flense  as  a  murderer.  The  diffieulty  of 
establishing  the  case  of  Sir  J,  Brooke, 
really  consisted  in  the  magnitude  and 
nomber  of  the  proofs.  Only  those  who 
had  gone  through  the  papers  knew  how 
eompletc  it  was;  but  if  he  were  to  read 
to  the  House  the  evidence  hearing  on 
Sarebas  at  one  time,  and  on  other  places 
at  others,  each  would  seeni  but  a  siuall 
matter  by  itself.  On  tiie  other  hand,  were 
he  to  read  general  eyidence  of  the  nature 
»Tid  extent  of  piracy,  men  might  pay  that 
he  did  not  bring  the  case  homo  to  tho 
pirtieiilar  loeality.  Ho  would  now  refer  to 
a  letter  reeeived  hj  Sir  J.  Brooke  from  a 
person  who  was  a  perfect  stranger  to  him 
— Mr.  Nugent  Nixon,  chief  officer  of  the 
coast-guard  station.  This  gentleman 
iud— > 

*'  Pardon  ne  for  addrcwing  j  ou,  though  a  per- 
f^t  'tmnrrfTjOn  the  subject  of  the  charges  brought 
»faittst  jou  by  Messrs.  Hume,  Cobdcn,  and  otliera 
ef  that  clique.  As  an  officer  of  the  Indian  NavT, 
laniDg  in  the  Uonouniblc  CompanT'a  stflanieivof- 
var  Ariadivc,  I  had  amfilo  oi>|>ortiiliities  of  «xpe- 
ricn<:in[:  tl:*'  UETLrrf^^^ivo  ch;ira<:t''f  uf  the  Malay 
|intcs  who  infest  the  coasts  of  Borneo,  while  cut- 
tisff  wood,  ftr  fwAt  at  Abbie,  Amboong ,  and  other 
places  on  our  voyage  to  join  tho  expedition  in 
Chioa.  At  Amboong  1  hod,  personalljr,  a  Tory 
aamw  «wap»  <rf  uf  life,  from  sa  nnoxpeetod  at* 
tick  of  these  savages,  after  professions  on 

ibcir  part,  of  friendship,  and  otR-r.H  of  assistance 
in  procuring  tho  neooMaries  wo  required.  At  an- 
other place,  to  tho  northward,  we  only  prnvcntcd 
the  attack  of  three  proas,  fiUod  with  men,  by 
taking  the  precaution  of  tiring  two  24-pounder 
•bou  across  the  bows  of  the  foremost  vessel  when 
vMun  an  easy  range,  which  of  coarse  sent  them 
to  tho  rightabout.  Tho  narrow  limits  of  a  h-ttor 
prevent  me  from  pMiog  a  detailed  account  of  our 
odwoUuoa  with  th«  T&tufn  on  the  ooaat  nit  Bor- 
r-co  ;  hut  as  Mr.  Cohdcn,  roforring  to  your  affair 
with  tho  Sakarran  and  Sarobas  pirates,  although 
appttwHf  tAaSMsttg  the  &«i  of  Iheir  pfaaof, 
■eems  to  think  it  hardly  worthy  of  considemtion, 
as  not  committed  on  British  vessels.  I  think  ours, 
M  an  instance  of  a  vessel  of  war  hcingattaeked 
by  these  daring  marauders,  ^utti  !•  nily  .a  ca?e  in 
point  to  convinco  Mr.  CobJcn,  or  tliu  most  .nccpti- 
eii  of  yoor  dctraoion,  of  their  delinquency.  If 
jea  think  that  my  examination  before  tho  Com- 
'  mittee  of  th«  House  of  Commons  would  bo  likely 


to  aid  you  in  any  doproo,  I  sli.ill  1)0  most  ha^jlyto 

assist  you  by  any  means  iu  uij  power." 

He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Uouso  to  what  occurred  in  1844  and  1845, 
when  also  operatione  had  been  found  necee- 
sftrj  against  these  very  pirates.  He  apo- 
logised to  the  House  for  tlio  len^^th  of  time 
that  the  case  must  take,  hut  when  charges 
of  tiiis  kind  were  made  against  a  gentlo- 
man  who  was  struggling  agatDst  diflSoulUes 
in  a  foreign  country,  it  was  their  dtttj 
thorotiglily  t(»  invo'^tirrato  tho  wholo  case. 
In  1844  aud  184 J  an  attack  similar  to 
that  made  hy  Sir  J.  Brooke  was  made  bj 
Captain  Keppell.  Captain  Keppdl,  who 
was  not  in  any  way  connected  with  Sir 
James  Brooke,  appeared  to  bavo  In  on  on 
the  coast  of  Borneo  iu  1843;  and,  writing 
in  1844,  stated  that  be  bad  ree^Ted  the 
thanks  of  the  Commander-in-Chief  on  tbe 
station  for  hisserrices  agunst  the  pirates, 
lie  said — 

"  I  believe  you  are  aware  that  last  year  I  was 
reeaQed  to  Chba,  before  I  had  time  to  plete 

tho  arrangements  I  had  made  for  piitting  down 
ttio  different  hordes  of  pirates  that  have  so  long 
infested  this  coast,  to  the  great  detriment  of  trade, 
and  who  are  daily  c-ommittinp  horrors  disgraceful  to 
humanity.  I  was  thuu  ohiigod  U)  rest  satisfied 
with  the  promise  of  somo  chie&  to  abstain  in  fu- 
turo  from  piracy,  while  I  made  an  c^amidf  of  tho 
piratical  tribe  of  Sarebas.  On  myjinival  at  Sa- 
rawak, I  received  information  of  numerous  acts  of 
piracy  recently  committed  by  two  ohiefii  (Sheriff 
Satnbe  uid  Mulak),  both  of  whom  haro  long  been 
notorious  for  havinjr  carried  on  an  ori,'anisod  sys- 
tem of  piracy.  I  moreover  learned  that  tlieao 
eUeft  had  tJ^en  up  and  strongly  forUfled  a  por- 
tion, in  which  they  were  pn  parod  and  determined 
to  resist  any  European  force  that  should  cndoarour 
to  oontrol  their  actions,  and  that  from  Uus  posiF 
tion  they  had  for  the  last  three  month's  ineestMintly 
harassed  tho  entire  coast.  From  the  liajah  Muda 
Ilassim  I  received  a  letter,  a  copy  of  which  I  have 
thu  honour  to  cnclosr;  and  taking  into  considem- 
tion tiie  handsome  manner  my  effort-s  to  suppress 
pira<7  OB  this  coast  last  year  were  acknowledged 
and  appreciated  by  tho  Honourable  Company's 
Resident  Councillor  at  Singapore,  and  baring  also 
rceoivcd  tho  approbation  t>f  my  Cmnmandcr-in- 
Chief,  as  well  as  of  tbe  Lords  of  tho  Admiralty, 
I  did  not  hesitate  to  at  oaee  eairy  ont  wef  fimaer 
arranironients,  which  wcn>  rendcnu!  eomparatiyolj 
easy  hy  tin;  assistance  of  the  ><teamer." 

Captain  ivoppell  then  gives  a  description  of 
the  diifcreut  engogomcuts  that  touk  place, 
and  having  done  so  be  proeeeds  to  say^ 

'*  Having  punished  tho  two  principals,  I  next 

prepared  to  attack  the  Sakarran  Pyaks,  the  most 
determined  pirates  aud  the  most  cruel  iMivagcs  in 
Borneo.  They  partially  man  and  supply  tho  war 
Ixiats,  wliieh  the  Malays  comiilctc,  funiishing 
the  firearms  aud  ammuuitiun.  They  are  said  to 
muster  about  10,000  warriors,  and  can  put  to  sea 
with  upwards  of  100  prahos,  oanTing  from  ftO  to 
100  men  each. 
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Thcro  nftorwanls  occiirrt  il  those  words  :  — 

I  niuicipaie  that  great  good  iaa>:t  lollow  tho 
last  blow  given  to  tbe  only  remaining  pirato.s  of 
any  note  on  this  north-west  roast  of  Borneo. 
Thcn>  is  a  dopOt  now  establisiicd  t«jr  British  goods 
at  Sarawak  ;  and  during  the  tbrco  weeks  that  wo 
had  stop|)od  the  Sakarrun  pirates,  tbe  trade  with 
tho  adjacent  rivers  increased  considerably.  No 
Ibm  than  eight  boats  were  prevented  from  crowing 
over  to  trade  to  Singapore  this  year,  from  the  Sa- 
rawak River  alono  ;  and  I  may  venture  to  express 
my  conviction  tliat  the  interests  ol"  lintisli  coiii- 
mcrce  will  be  raaterially  advanced  bjr  a  firm  pur- 
manco  of  mmsnres  fcr  tbe  eorreotion  of  tbe  pi- 
ratical coiiiiiiiunties,  not  only  tlie  coast  of 
Borneo,  but  tbruiisrhtmc  ilio  At(tiii)tetago. 

Kow,  H  mif^ht  be  tliou!j;ht  that  tho  ron- 
tinunnce  of  such  measures  was  not  a  thing 
that  could  bo  expected  from  this  coantry; 
but  it  should  be  observed  that  alt  that 
either  Captain  Keppell  or  Sir  James  Brooke 
thought  to  ho  requisite  "?ras  that  after  the 
examples  which  had  been  made,  there 
should  be  some  slight  snpenrision  exercised 
to  prerent  the  growth  agun  of  these  pirati- 
cal communities;  and  both  seemed  to  enter- 
tain the  opinion  tliat  only  a  very  small 
force  would  be  required  lor  that  purpose, 
and  that  after  a  eertain  number  of  years 
the  habits  of  the  people  would  become 
poacoablo.  That  course  so  suggested  had 
not  been  followc'!;  the  result  was  that  in 
a  few  years  tho  people  forgot  the  lesson 
they  had  received,  resumed  their  old 
habitSt  resorted  to  their  former  nraetiees, 
and  it  became  necessary  in  1849  to  make 
another  example  similar  to  that  of 
A  letter  from  Pangeran  Muda  Ilassim  to 
Captain  Keppell  may  here  be  mentioned  as 
giving  an  aeeount  of  the  state  of  piracy  at 
that  time;  it  contained  these  words  : — 

"  W«<  Ijc^  to  let  our  friend  ''  ipr  tin  Keppell 
know,  tli.it  tho  pirates  of  i^akarran,  whum  we 
mentioned  l.-i»t  year,  Ktill  continne  tlioir  piracies 
by  sea  and  land,  and  tliat  many  Malays  under 
Shorilf  Satubc,  who  Lave  been  accustonnjd  to  send 
or  to  accompany  the  pirates,  and  to  !>hare  in  their 
spoil,  have  gone  to  the  Sakarran  River,  with  a  ro- 
sulvc  of  duil-uding  tlitimsdvcs  rather  than  accede 
to  our  wiahes  that  tbey  shoiild  abaaden  piraey." 

The  following  was  the  deposition  of  Dow- 
ich  Malay,  rdatire  to  pii«cy>on  the  coast 

of  Borneo  :- — 

"  I  am  nakodab  of  a  trading  boat ;  I  have  Ix-en 
six  times  to  Sin^pore  for  eommeretat  purposes. 
I  «rri»'ed  lu  ro  this  Jnoriiiiip  f'rnm  0_v:tk,  Mtiiated 
about  throe  days'  sail  from  Sarawak — 1  left  forty- 
five  days  since ;  my  boat  is  75  tons  bartben,  with 
a  crew  of  thirty-four  men  nii  l  t!ir.  i'  l'ul*.  The 
coast  of  Borneo  is  iufcstud  witii  pirates,  and  lias 
been  so  for  years ;  I  have  been  chased  by  pirates. 
The  pirates  consist  p;  :Ti(  ipally  of  I^auddoir^  runl 
Dyaks.  I  have  never  been  at  Sakarrau  ;  I  kauw 
there  is  such  a  place ;  a  large  numbor  of  Dyaks 
reside  there ;  they  are  pirates,  and  oommit  rii- 

Mr.  Meadlam 


v.i^'o.s  along  tho  coast;  I  have  often  been  told  that 
Sheritf  Satabe  and  Sli>  riiF  Mnl.ik  live  ut  ."^ak.ir- 
ran  :  they  nro  the  ehiels  of  tliat  place  ;  bat  whe- 
ther tboy  exercise  any  direct  control  ovor  the 
piratical  Dyaks,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  with 
certainty.  Xhe  Cgraks  of  Sar^lns  are  aotorioas 
pirates." 

Soeh  was  the  testimony  of  the  natives;  and 

ho  must  say  it  was  rather  difBbult  to  sup- 
pose that  all  these  natives  were  involved 
in  a  conspiracy  to  misrepresent  tho  facts 
of  the  case.  He  must  now  refer  to  a 
letter  of  Colonel  Botterworth,  Oovernor  of 
Prince  of  Wales*a  Island,  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Government  of  India*  which 
contains  the  following  passage  :  — 

"  It  will  be  obserrod  that  there  was  no  look  of 
means  or  inclination  to  offer  opposition  ;  and 
"inn  it  is  remembered  thnt  these  are  tho  moHt 
desperate  set  of  pirates  m  the  Malayan  Archi- 
pelago, and  were  commanded  by  their  chieftaiao 
at  the  very  threshold  of  their  homes,  1  fijel  as- 
sured ttiat  this  expeditiou  will  be  coaside<«d  as 
no  common  andertakiaf  •** 

Further  on  he  said-— 

"  In  the  absence  of  any  cvideneo  fiMS  fiirtsin 

lvcp{)cll  regarding  tbe  piratical  pr«ip<^n5!itios  of  the 
chieitains  he  attacked,  Sheriff  Satubu  and  Sberiff 
Mulak,  1  deemed  it  advisable  to  take  the  depoaU 
tioris  of  the  nnki/dabs  of  two  vessels  from  T>om<»«. 
now  lying  in  the  Singapore  roads.  Tbeao  ore 
also  appended,  and  will  distinctly  sliow  thai  these 
chieftains  are,  and  have  long  been,  tbe  main  insti- 
gators, and  not  unfrc<|uently  the  principal  actors, 
in  the  piratical  cruelties  and  ro1>Wries  caQniitted 
between  tbcee  settlements  and  Borneo." 

There  was  a  passage  afterwards  wlilch 
was  important,  bccau.so  there  were  expres- 
bious  in  it  which  showed  tliat  Culouel  iSut- 
terworth  was  not  reaj  Mendly  to  Sir 
James  Broohe  personally,  and  whielt  ex- 
pressions were  inconsistent  ^vith  tlic  sup* 
position  tliut  the  nriter  conjbincd  with  Sir 
James  Brooke  to  give  a  false  complexion 
to  the  facts  of  the  caae.  It  was  as  fol« 
lows;— 

"  If  it  Itc  not  proposed  to  uphold  Mr.  Brooke 
in  his  present  posittoa,  I  can  hardly  think  it  ea* 
pcdieni  to  allow  hitn  and  the  tmdiseipUMcl  flj^ 

lijNM'r's  from  liis  sottlcmeiit  to  <;o-o{K>rato  with  OS 
on  such  occasions  as  that  under  report.   If,  am 
the  othar  haad,  ib.  Brooked  setthiMt  ia  to  bo 
coii'>iik-rod  under  our  protection  or  that  of  the 
Brttuit  Government,  I  bo2  respectfully  that  I 
may  have  insCraetiens  to  uat  MbeS,     I  ttufliS 
j  be  lmIKmI  upon  to  roodor  th.tt  ^ontlctnan  assi^r- 
ance  against  tho  ncigbbonring  chiets,  who  prior 
j  to  tbe  expedttioB  SMMUtated  an  attaok  upoa  Um 
,  and  the  Rajah  Panferan  Ilassim,  which  led  %o 
^  their  stockading  themselves  at  Sarawak." 

From  this  it  appeared  tliat'  Colonel  But- 
ter^oitU  rather  threw  cold  water  on  tbe 
juuetionof  Sir  Jamea  Brooke  with  the  fopsea 
of  Her  Majesty,  and  was  desirous  that  if 
any  credit  were  to  be  gained^  it  sboold  bo 
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gainid  bdependently  <»f  him.  Wh&t  he 
had  ilieadY  quote  J  u  ply  proved  the  ex- 
Slince  of  piracy.  The  next  question  was 
in  what  manner  this  pimcy  ought  to  bo 
fcuppresacdi  ftnd  upon  this  subjoct  the  first 
document  to  Tefer  tQ  WM  ih«memofwidom 
of  Sir  James  Brooke  oa  the  suppranioii 
4^  pbacy,  which  appeared  to  him  a  moat 
nlle  State  paper,  and  which  was  fully 
bonio  out  by  all  tho  facts  iu  tho  Eoport 
from  the  Netherlands,  and  by  tho  orideBoe 
the  astWe  witnoMoi.  yn  thii  point, 
and  the  mode  of  BU]>|'rf'?^mg  piracy,  he 
most  confess  be  was  a  httlc  mirprised  to 
hear  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  tho  hdn. 
Member  for  MontroM.  *  Tho  hon,  Mem* 
lar  Momed  to  dunk  that  with  respect  to 
nntes,  who  went  about  the  seas  munkr- 
inj;  men  and  women  and  deRtroyIng  ves- 
6cU,  no  stop  whatever  should  be  taken 
except  that  of  capturing  them,  and  sond- 
iof  fliem  homo  for  trial  under  the  3rd  and 
W  of  Victoria;  and  that  oven  thia  at- 
tempt to  capture  them  shouUl  not  be  made 
utiles  they  were  caught  in  the  very  fact 
of  committing  an  aet  of  piracy.  Such 
was  not  his  viow  of  tho  manner  in  which 
Mfaoy  ought  to  he.  put  down,  nor  was  it 
his  view  that  had  ever  been  adopted  by 
any  nation  in  the  world.  It  certainly  was 
not  in  conformitT  with  the  spirit  M  the 
treat  V  between  this  country  and  the  Nether- 
lands. He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  Sir  James  Brooke,  iu  his  memoran- 
dum, had  rightly  laid  down  what  ought  to 
he  the  practice.  In  that  doonment»  written 
More  Uieso  tranaaetions  took  plaoe,  ho  had 
stated  his  tiows  to  the  Government;  and 
if  those  opinions  wcro  not  corrcL-t,  ho  ought 
not  to  have  been  allowed  to  proceed;  but 
no  disapprobation  of  his  intended  conduct 
had  been  expressed.  It  was  clear  to  him 
that  if  such  Ssapprovnl  did  exist,  It  shouhl 
he  stated  aw  a  i^tiido  to  his  future  actions. 
1q  this  memorandum  Sir  James  &aid — 

"  1  would  cspeoially  urge  that,  to  Mfa^eata  tho 
•fil,  the  pinit«  hannto  must  bo  bmnLMl  and  do- 
stroyed.  and  the  communities  dispersed,  lor  m«|ely 
to  crui<o  against  pirate  prahus,  and  tO  Ibfbear 
attackbg  them  until  we  so<'  them  commit  a  piracy, 
it  a  hopeless  and  an  eadleM  taak,  haraaaiiig  to  our 
nen,  and  can  be  attandad  with  bat  jwt  jiMtial 
aad  ocoa*ional  success  ;  whorcas,  on  tho  coritr;iry 
vrioeii^  what  pirate  would  vonturo  to  pursue 
iiii  vocation  if  bu  bow»  be  endangered,  if  he  be 
made  to  feel  in  his  own  person  tho  very  ills  ho 
hi^U  upon  othen  i  A  queation  may  arise  as  to 
■•hat  coQCtitntes  piracy,  and  whether  in  our 
efforts  10  jnjpprcM  it  wc  may  not  bo  interfering 
tritb  the  lights  of  natife  Sutes  to  war  ono  upon 
another.  On  the  flr«t  point,  it  appears  clear  to 
me  tLit  the  ilniul<  r  or  seizure  of  a  peaceful  or 

lairibL  tndar  on  the  high  aeaa  oonvtitutea  au  oat 
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of  piracy,  without  any  reference  to  tho  n.ntion  or 
colour  of  the  injured  party.  On  the  second 
point,  we  ciin  only  eonvede  the  right  of  war  to 
roco!^iiif(  J  States,  Chieft  who  havo  seized  on 
territory  and  arrogate  indepoDdenco  (making  their 
indepondenoe  a  plaa  for  piraoy),  can  never  ba 
allowe.l  tho  riirlit  of  dcchring  war  or  entenni:  on 
hostilities  with  their  neighbours,  for  all  luuivo 
trade  mmt  in  that  ease  bo  at  an  end,  as  tho 
])iratical  chiefs,  no  longer  in  dread  of  jmnlshment 
from  European  Powers,  would  doubtkiji  dooLaro 
war  againit  efwy  nnwarliko  native  State  which 
they  dill  not  nnod  as  a  market  for  tho  sale  of  their 
slaves  and  plunder.  FriMJiically  aciiiig,  however, 
on  the  broad  principle  that  the  seizure  of  any 
lawful  trader  constitutes  piraoy,  1  consider  no  in- 
justice would  ho  done  to  tlio  native  States,  and  nO 
interfisrence  occur  with  t la  ir  acknowledged  rights ; 
for  m  practice  it  would  l/o  easy  to  discriminate  a 
war  kftwoen  native  uaiious,  from  the  piracies  of 
kwlc-s  hordes  of  m«i;  and  witliout  some  sueli 
l.'en*;riil  principle,  no  executive  officer  couid  act 
with  tho  re.iuisite  decision  and  promptitude  to  en- 
nire  tho  tia<laation  of  this  great  evil.  Witli  a 
post  such  as  is  proposed  to  he  established,  our 
measures  for  tho  suppression  of  piracy  (after  the 
punishment  of  Sheriff  ilausnian  and  tlic  Bala- 
ni;rui)  would  advance  step  by  step  as  our  know- 
ledge iucroased,  and  with  alternate  ooneiUation 
and  severity,  as  tho  cat^o  ini^ht  require,  hy  de- 
taching the  recognised  govoniments  from  tlie 
practice,  and  gradually  forming  amongst  the  chief 
men  a  fiiondly  and  Enirlish  party,  opposed  to 
piracy,  we  should,  X  doubt  not,  speedily  obtain 
our  principal  object  of  clearing  the  aaaa  of  in»» 
rnuders,  and  ultimately  correct  the  natural  pro- 
pensity of  the  natives  for  piracy.  In  order  to 
extend  onr  oommeroe  in  these  seaa  genenlly,  ana 
more  particularly  on  tho  north-west  coast  of  Bor- 
neo, it  is  reqtuite,  1st.  That  piracy  be  suppressed; 
dnd.  Tl»t  the  native  govemmanta  be  settled  so 
a<  to  afford  protection  to  tho  poonr  and  produc- 
ing cUascs ;  and,  3rd«  That  our  knowledge  of  tho 
interior  ahonUl  be  asteoded,  and  ear  inteKOOone 
ifikb  the  wooa  tribai  noM  fraqoent.*' 

Uo  (Mr.  Hoadhim)  strongly  roewnmonded 
a  perusal  of  the  whole  of  this  memo- 
randum on  tho  suppression  of  piracy  to 
all  Momhers  of  the  House.  How,  then, 
stood  tho  case  before  this  attack  in  1840  ? 
It  was  shown,  that  bofiBn  this  time, 
namely,  in  1844,  acts  of  piracy  were  fre- 
quent, and  that  an  attack,  sanctioned  by 
authority,  had  been  made  for  tlieir  suppres- 
sion. As  had  been  shown  to  the  House, 
depositions  in  favour  of  the  necessity  of 
that  attack,  and  of  the  sneeess  which  at« 
tended  it,  were  hrought  forward  from  a 
variety  of  quarters;  the  matter  was  tlio- 
roughly  considered  in  this  country,  aud 
tho  opinion  of  the  puhlic,  and  of  wo  au- 
thoritaos,  unquestionably  expressed  in  fa- 
vour of  the  measures  that  had  been 
adopted.  Immediately  after  this  first  at- 
tack on  the  pirates,  they  found  Sii'  James 
Brooke  expresbing  his  opinion  that,  by  tho 
estabUshinent  of  a  slight  system  of  snperw 
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vision,  piracy  might  be  prevented  from 
arising  iu  future.  Unfortunately,  hid  opin- 
ion WHS  not  then  acted  upon,  and,  accord- 
ingly, piracy  once  more  became  frequent 
in  those  waters.  Tn  a  letter,  dated  Feb- 
ruary 2,  1850,  Sir  James  Brooke  said— 

"  Tho  good  effect  of  tlieso  nttncka  (alluding  to 
the  attacks  of  Captain  Keppcl)  immoduitcly  be- 
came apparent,  as  they  no  longer  venturi'd  to  tako 
tho  «ea  in  foroe,  and  tho  loss  of  lifo  and  it^ury  to 
oonmeroo  on  theooort  was  Terr  fi^^lf  duniauitar 
cd.  I  made  ovei-y  cxortion  at  tli.it  time  to  induce 
these  oonuuunitics  to  abandon  their  piratical 
hikbtts.  I  Irequentljr  met  th»ir  ohieft,  promfsed 
them  every  protection,  the  free  exercise  of  th^^ir 
own  government  and  trade,  and  all  the  advantages 
whioh  a  peaceful  people  could  desire.  I  dissuaded 
tho  sultan  and  raj.nhs  of  Brune  from  attempting 
to  raise  coutributionsi  t"i-om  those  rivers,  which 
•would  have  been  done  under  the  cloak  of  the  Eng- 
lish name  ;  and  1  positively  prohibited  any  reta- 
liation on  them  by  tribes  who  had  long  suffered 
from  their  piratical  and  indiscriminate  system  of 
murder  and  pi11n«r(>.  Tho  good  effeot*  resulting 
from  Captain  Ivcppd's  openitioM  continued  for 
two  years  ;  at  tho  outset  I  was  s.in^iiinc  of  per- 
xnauont  sueceaa.  It  became  less  so  as  timo  ad- 
Ysnoed,  and  in  1 846 1  was  oooTinoed  that  the  former 
habits  ofthi.s  people  wore  still  too  stronc^  to  be  re- 
claimed by  any  peaceful  means,  or  through  tho  in- 
fluenoe  of  the  rerj  fbiw  duefs  amongst  them  who 
sincerely  susported  mv  riew?.  It  became  too 
evident  that  as  tho  iuip)-e^><iuti  left  on  the  minds 
of  this  people  from  the  punishment  inflicted  by 
Captain  Keppel  wore  off,  they  would  resume  their 
piratical  ])ursuits ;  and  I  know  from  the  well- 
affected  amongst  them,  that  an  opinion  was  pre- 
valent that  tho  attack  hod  been  a  casual  one, 
and  was  not  liltelr  to  be  repeated.    In  1846  their 

dopred.itions  at  sea  lieoaine  more  frequent,  but 

not  of  a  formidable  cboractor  ;  and  it  was  only 
after  mj  departure  for  Enffland  in  July,  1847, 

that  tho  pirates  oner  ninr<'  tlu  ew  off  all  restraint, 
put  to  sea  in  liu'gc  fleets,  devastated  the  coast,  and 
inccs»intly  harMssd  the  trade,  with  great  Ion  of 
life." 

In  consequence  of  ibis  increoso  of  depreda- 
tions on  the  part  of  tlic  Malays  and  Dyaks, 
Sir  J.  Breoko  Tiin<1<''  a  comimmicatiou  to 
the  officer  coauuaudiug  on  that  Btation, 
and  inBtructione  were  issued  by  Admiral 
Collier  that  tho  necessary  proceedings 
should  bo  taken  for  the  suppress!  ti  of  t!ic 
evil.  He  (Mr.  Ileadlam)  recollected  that 
last  year  when  this  question  was  debated, 
and  whoti  every  accusation  that  could  be 
rnked  up  against  Sir  J.  Brooke  had  been 
brought  before  the  House  and  had  failed, 
that  then  it  >vas  said  that  an  inquiry 
inust  take  place,  because  these  instruc- 
tions could  not  be  produced.  They  wore 
DOW  produced,  however,  and  most  dis- 
tinctly- in.structcd  Captain  Farquhar  what 
he  was  to  do,  and  yet  lion.  Members  were 
not  satisfied.  [Here  the  hon.  Gentleman 
read  the  instructions  tnuismitted  by  Ad- 
Mr,  EeadUm 


miral  Collier  to  Captain  Farquhar  to  pro- 
ceed to  sea  aud  to  put  himself  in  comcuu- 
nication  intfa  Sir  J.  Brooke  for  the  pur- 
pose of  suppressing  the  pirates — a  duty 
in  the  execution  of  which  lie  had  no  doubt 
he  would  be  successful.]    There  was  not 
in  the  whole  of  these  instructions  one  word 
that  gave  colour  to  the  idea  that  Admiral 
Collier  had  an  opinion  contrary  to  that  en- 
tertained bv  Sir  J,  Brooke,  or  that  lie  dis- 
approved  of  the  proceedings  taken  by  Cap- 
tain Farquhar.    Sir  J.  Brooke,  then,  being 
supported  by  orders  of  the  Admiral  at  aeft» 
niul  having  a  force  assigned  to  him  in  efmi- 
jilianec  with  his  own  recommendatious, 
proceeded  to  suppress  the  acts  of  piracy 
comnutted  in  those  seas  in  the  mann^ 
he  had  ahready  stated;  and  ho  would  ask 
whether,  under  such  circumstauees,  it  was 
not  his  duty  so  to  do  ?    The  next  ques- 
tion which  the  House  had  to  consider 
was,  whether  there  had  been  any  unne- 
cessary severity  used  in  this  attack.  The 
attack  took  place  in  tho  night,  when  about 
150  prahus,  filled  with  from  3,1)00  to  4,000 
men,  were  On  their  way  home  to  tb^r  river 
from  a  piratioal  expedition.    The  attack 
was  made  from  differrnt  jinints,  and,  under 
the  pceuliar  circum  tam  es  in  which  tho 
forces  were  placed,  tlicrc  was  no  com- 
munication between  them,  nor  any  means 
by  whioh  at  one  point  they  could  know 
what  was  going  on  at  another;  Jin  l  this 
ho  thought  ought  to  be  a  suffioicut  answer 
to  those  who  made  objections  to  the  modo 
of  attaek.   To  him  (Mr.  Headbun)  it  did 
not  appear  very  wonderful  that  out  of  three 
or  four  thousand  pirates  five  hundred  should 
have  been  killed.    Such  a  slaughter  was 
undottbtecDy  a  subject  of  regret.    Ho,  for 
his  part,  regretted  it  most  deeply.  The 
practice  of  such  a  crime  as  piracy  miglit 
not  he  a  reason  why  wo  should  despair  of 
the  future  progress  of  the  nation  that  prac- 
tised it.  We  know  that  some  of  the  nohleat 
races  in  the  world  have,  in  their  early  his- 
tory, been  addicted  to  !5uch  crimes.  If 
piracy,  however,  was  a  crime  at  which, 
when  men  plunged,  they  did,  from  the 
very  nature  of  the  ease,  run  the  hasard  of 
their  lives;  upon  the  broadest  and  clear- 
est grounds  of  true  humanity  it  was  neces- 
sary that  such  a  practice  should  be  stop- 
ped, not  merely  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
a  stop  to  tho  immediate  evils  and  suffer- 
ings that  it  occasioned,  hut,  far  more,  l>e- 
caiKo  it  prevented  the  .seeds  of  civilisa- 
tion taking  root,  aud  prevented  the  growth 
of  trade  and  eommeree  among  the  naCioBS 
of  the  earth.  And  here  he  would  stop  to 
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ay  one  word  with  reference  to  the  state- 
ment that  no  European  vessels  were  taken 
by  these  pirate  Djaks  and  Malays.  The 
aiode  in  which  trade  vras  carried  on  in 
ih*^o  parts  wns,  that  the  European  vessels 
eraplovod  iit  it  were  sent  to  Singapore, 
vhicii  fi&s  a  large  mart  for  all  the  coun- 
tries rammnding*  and  then  fipom  Singa- 
pwc  small  hoUoir  boats  canned  on  the 
trade  in  the  adjoining  waters.  It  was  on 
tlic^c  small  boats  that  the  piracy  was 
j>raciidt>d,  and,  so  far  as  injury  to  trade 
v»  mieenied,  U  was  as  fatal  to  attack 
than  as  it  would  he  to  attack  the  Euro- 
jx'nn  rcs??cl5.  In  point  of  fact,  European 
vessels  also  were  so  attacked,  but  their 
Dumber  in  those  seas  was  not  great. 
He  weald  read»  as  bearing  on  this  point, 
ibe  ^position  of  Orang  Kaya,  subse- 
quently to  the  action  : — 

"  OrariL'  Kaya  Sari<"I,  of  Mato,  states,  nnJ  so- 
ietunly  declares,  that  about  ten  moiitlas  a^'f ,  a 
htgi  fleet  of  MaUysaadDyaks  cntcrod  the  river ; 
tvoof  their  boats  canic  tij)  to  the  liooin  placed 
aflrou  the  streain  below  the  huuset<,  tiiu  remainder 
ketfuif  oat  of  sigbt.   Finding  thoy  could  not  get 
f>Tpr  the  boom,  thpy  rpturned  and  rejoined  their 
camradcs,  pai  t  lii  whom  then  landed  and  advanced 
on  the  house*,  those  left  in  tibe  boata  ascending 
the  river.    A  combined  attack  was  made  on  the 
houses  by  the  two  parties,  which  was  several  times 
rencired,  though  the  assailants  wore  always  beaten 
off  by  the  superior  fire  of  the  Mato  people.  A 
nail  detached  house  was,  however,  at  length 
taken,  and  the  owners  flying  into  the  jungle.threi-  of 
tbsbvere  killed,  and  four  otiiers  taken  prisoners. 
TbB  pirates  then  bvmed  a  large  trading  prahu 
just  arrived  from  Singajxiro  with  i»i<:cf  tr^oils,  and 
wvenl  other  boata,  then  re-ombarkcd,  and  left 
Oe  riv«r.   SarM  farther  states  them  to  haro 
Wn  wtll  ariiifd  witli  luuskcdy,  and  tliat  their 
nonbera  were  no  great  he  could  not  guess  their 
uMMtO.  He  recognised  the  Synka  as  mm  Sare- 
li-T*.  .md  several  of  the  Malays  he  knew  by  sight, 
lie  further  deposes  that  Mato  has  been  many  times 
atlMlked  hy  the  Sarebaa  Dyaka,  and  that  they  (the 
Mato  Dieii)  liad  never  attacked  Sarcbas.  Sariel 
farther  deposes  that  he  knows  tliis  to  have  been 
iha  Mne  fleet  attaeked  and  destroyed  by  the  Eu- 
lepeanF  on  thoir  vr:xy  to  tlioir  own  rivor. 

"  This  deposition  taken  licibie  mo  this  30th  day 
arifanh,  IMO.  at  Sarawak .  i;<>rneo. 

(Sicrued)  J.  Brooke, 

CWitnrsspd  by)     "  W.  W.  BRBnEiON." 

From  this  document  it  appeai'ed  that  this 
combined  fleet  of  Malays  and  Dyaks  had, 
in  |one  instance  at  least,  destroyed  a 
vessel  carrying  on  this  traffic  in  English 
cT'VkIs  from  Sinc:npnrc  to  Borneo.  To  ro- 
;ura  to  the  quebtiou  whether  any  unneees- 
niy  eraelties  had  been  exercised,  either 
daring  the  action  or  afterwards,  he  would 
read  tho  following  letter  of  Captain  Far- 
qoharson : — 

**!  hanfagr  dsolan  that  Ims  imsont  at  a  eon- 


saltation  hold  on  board  Sir  James  Brooke's  boat, 
in  tho  Sareljas  River,  on  the  evening  of  the  Ist  of 
August,  tho  day  after  the  defeat  of  tho  piratical 
flotilla,  to  determine  on  our  future  operations  ; 
whan  it  was  proposed  to  Sir  James  to  occupy  a 
narrow  neck  of  land  between  tho  rivers  Remhes 
and  Palo,  in  order  to  cut  off  tho  fugitives  from 
the  late  flotilla,  amounting,  probably,  to  3,000 
men  ;  by  such  oocapation,  and  lining  tho  banks 
with  prahus,  this  would  have  been  done  almoet  to 
a  man  ;  but  Sir  James  instantly  rejected  such  a 
proposal,  as  occasioning  an  unnecessary  effusion 
of  blood,  and  in  this  I  ooneurred  with  hint :  in 

preP'iTiu-o  il  wa-i  tlicrrfurc  dctLTtniiK-d  to  move 
tip  and  attack  Paku,  a  town  at  which  a  portion  of 
tlie  piratical  flotilla  had  heen  fitted  ont,  and  to 
thus  withdraw  the  force  from  pursuing  tho  fugi- 
tives. On  this,  as  on  every  oocaaion,  1  heard 
Sir  James  Brooke  adveeate  the  cause  of  mercy, 
and  frequently  tho  native  chief*!  yvcro  assorablcd 
to  impress  upon  them  tho  necessity  of  ix'straining 
their  followers ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  no 
unnecessary  slauj^htor  took  j»laee,  nor  did  I  hear 
of  any  cruelties  being  coniujitt«;d  by  the  natives; 
whereas  a  dtffierent  spirit  might  have  been  ex- 
pected, and  even  pardoned,  from  tlio  snH'tMiit^'^ 
they  had  endured  at  tho  hands  of  the  piratieai 
tribes  of  Sarebas  and  Sakarran. 

"  Given  under  my  hand  in  London,  this  6th  day 
of  Juno,  ISoO. 

"  A.  F^aeunAB,  Captain,  B.  A.*' 
Now  he  (Mr.Headlam)eertainly  felt  strongly 

concerninj^  this  case.  Ho  did  fco]  tliat  an 
lionouiable  and  highuainded  gcnticmau  liad 
been  subjected  to  most  unjust  imputations. 
It  was  no  light  matterfor  a  publie  serrant, 
struggling  in  a  distant  country,  surrounded 
by  the  innumerable  difRculties  incident  to  his 
situation,  to  havo  all  bis  notions  misrepre- 
sented, to  have  foul  and  improper  motives 
assigned  for  his  conduct,  and  to  haTO  his 
character  held  up  to  opprobrium  before 
that  ITouFC  and  tbc  country.  lie  held  in 
his  band  a  letter  written  by  tho  Bishop 
of  Calcutta,  in  consequence  of  a  visit  to 
Sarawak,  which  was  full  of  sanguine  anti- 
cipations with  regard  to  the  future.  It 
was  dated  the  2  ltb  of  January,  1851,  and 
was  addressed  to  tho  Honorary  Secretary 
of  tho  Borucu  Church  Mission  : — 

"To  tho  llev.  C.  D.  HuruF.TON,  lloD.  Secretary  to 
tho  Borneo  Church  Miaaioa  Sooiety. 
**  Seniii-amis  ^\  :ir   Stonmer,   on    way  from 
Sarawak  to  Singapore,  Jan.  2  t.  1851. 
"  My  dear  Friend — I.  I  have  spent  four  days 
at  Sav.uvak.    I  h:iv(*  consecrated  the  Church 
Hccordiiig  to  tho  rctiuest  of  tho  diocesan,  tho 
Lord  Bishop  of  London.    I  havo  inspected  tho 
statrt  of  tlio  infant  mission,  and  oonforred  fully 
with  the  indefatigable  and  sealons  chaplain  Mid 
missionary,  the  llov.  P.  MacdougalL    I  liavo  con- 
v(M  sod  also  with  tho  gentry,  and  have  road  the 
several  works  published  on  the  events  which  haTO 
occurro*!  in  tho  last  few  years. 

"3.  It  is  my  fuU  persuasioa  that  there  is  no 
mission  on  tho  fiioe  oi  the  earth  to  be  ocmpared 

Iwith  that  of  Borneo. 
"  8.  It  baa  been  thrown  open  to  Christian  en- 
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tarpviw  tdmost  hj  mirMto.  One  of  the  dirkeat  ro- 

ce^sos  of  li<^athoni^fnoranrf  .crtii-'lty,  .nui  ili-Mi>!acii>n, 
wlit'i-o  piracy,  nnd  munier,  nnd  cuiiiiagration,  and 
hcad-huntiiij^  ttalkd  nUroiid  in  open  dtij,  and  the 
aborigiuos  were  in  tht-  sure  way  of  bi  inrf  extermi- 
nated utterly,  is  now,  »o  to  apeak,  like  tiio  puru- 
4iM  of  God.  DaUTaiaiUM  baa  Immd  proclaimed— 
security  of  person  and  proix;rty,  equiil  licrht?'.  an 
enlightened  and  paternal  distributive- jusLuro.  thu 
art«  of  lifo,  an  extending  comment— <are  already 
ostabliithed  at  Sarawak,  and  sproading  nion?  the 
wliolo  weatcm  coast  ot'  Borneo.  T)io  i'Aiiiia  sea 
is  froo  from  maraudorSi  and  nil  Europe  and  Ame- 
rica may  pursue  their  peaceful  ocoVjMUioill  from 
Singapore  to  Labuan,  7U0  miles. 

"i.  The  Christian  mifwion  ih  begun  to  Ranctify 
and  crown  all  these  secular  biesaings.  Two  things 
quito  unexampled  favour  the  detigii — 1st,  Englisli- 
iticu  have  become  first  known  to  the  oppressed 
Dyakt  bi  a  aiogie  EagUsb  genUoman  of  benevo* 
leiioe,  ment,  and  rinffobur  wisdom  and  iaot  for 
goveriiinLiit,  who  has  received  as  a  token  of  grati- 
tude from  the  native  priiioe9,a  traot  of  land  about 
70  iml«a  by  60,  a*  his  own  territoiy.  To  tho 
betn  fit  of  th<>  iiili.iTiit.'uits  of  it,  tlii^  :.'i'i;tli'iu;\ti, 
who  is  now  rccoj^uiscd  as  tho  li^jah  of  Sarawak, 
ia  de¥otiii|i^  hla  time,  hia  fitrttine,  lua  aeai,  hk 
health,  his  bo>ly  :\m\  soul,  Thi'  uol.lf  Gn\ crriHU'iit 
of  our  honoured  and  beloved  i^ueen  \  icturia  at 
hotne,  lia«  come  forward  with  her  adminla,  and 
bravo  captain  1^.  In  nssist  in  rr.^urina"  the  piracies 
witich  infested  the  coasts,  to  silence  and  tran- 
quillity, by  deedf  of  almost  unexampled  herobni. 
air  Jaiin's  r>ro<iV''  hr^^  hccn  riovcrnor  rf 

Labuan.  The  last  enzagcmcnt  wxth  the  pirates, 
about  a  year  and  a  half  tiiioe,  when  130  war  boats, 
with  2,000  banditti,  wgto  intercepted  in  the  very 
act  of  plundering  and  i»cttiug  fire  to  villages, 
seizin;^  native  Tessels,  and  mordering  their  crews,  I 
has  humbled  and  alarniff!  thr-  whole  tribe,  and 
the  chiefs  are  sending  ntettiiengors  to  Sarawak, 
pramiai&g  to  turn  themselves  to  honest  occu- 
pations. In  the  meantime,  the  popuhith  ii  <>f  tin- 
town  lixa  increased  in  nine  years  from  l.dOu  to 
12,000  souls,  and,  indnding  the  whole  tenitoty, 

to  .10,000. 

"o.  Tho  peace  thus  established,  liku  that  of  the 
BiOman  empire  at  the  incarnation  of  our  Ix>rd, 
prepares  for  tho  Gospel,  renfL  rs  iln!  «htt\isi.iii  of 
it  practicable,  and  calls  impinuivL-ly  mi  the 
Chrifitian  Church  at  home  to  seize  with  engcrncss 
tlie  occasion  to  which  nothing  parallnl  haa  per- 
haps ever  occurred. 

"  0.  Tho  second  peculiarly  favourable  circum- 
stance is,  that  tho  millions  of  poor  Dyaks  have  no 
religion  of  their  own,  scarcely  a  notion  of  a  Deity, 
no  Mahomcdnn  obstinacy,  no  Hindoo  oaste.s,  no 
fnaethood,  no  written  book,  no  Koran,  no  vcds  : 
and  are  led  by  a  strong  feeling  of  gratitude  for  a 
doliverance  frtun  a  worse  than  Egj'ptian  bondage, 
to  place  unbounded  eoniidcnco  in  the  truth  and 
^irintereetedneee  of  the  Rajah,  and  to  soUctt  in- 
struction in  his  religion,  and  to  foUow  tlie  habita 
of  the  *  white  people.* 

"  T.  In  tmth,  when  T  atood  en  thohBI  on  wUoh 
tliL"  cluiivh  !■<  LTfi'tviI,  ami  vicwivl  tlu'  Mihjacent 
town,  and  watched  on  tho  river  banks  and  beheld 
tho  miHioB  faouie  and  sohool  on  the  OoUege  HtU 
which  crowned  thr  '>pj>osito  >huro,  I  cmilil  not  hut 
break  into  thanksgiving  to  tho  God  of  all  grace 
ibr  hia  wonderftil  worici. 

"S.  And  tlurinir  th<>  solcinn      rvico  of  consc- 

erMion  I  IcM^ked  with  amaxeuottt  on  tho  neat 
Mr.  Meadlam 


wooden  edifice^  with  its  early  English  arebea,  iti 

nave  70  feet  by  22,  ntul  25  feet  high,  its  side  .iis!e9, 
its  handsome  comiiidiiion  pUtte,  pLiced  on  the 
holy  table,  and  its  Christian  eottgreffation,  iS  (ef 
whom  1 1  were  iHnk  And  Chin'^se  school  ehihiren, 
seated  lu  ihu  aisiu ),  and  when  I  assisted  m  ad- 
ministering the  blessed  supper  to  19  oonununi- 
r:\nts,  besides  the  olergj,  my  nflart  waa  almoat  toe 
lull  to  proceed. 

'*  9*  will  England  then  fail  to  support  the  woA 
thus  prosperously  begun  ?  Impo'rsil  k- !  It  is  not 
in  tho  manners  of  our  Christian  lintam  u>  forget 
what  she  was  herself  1,400  years  ago,  in  as  low  a 
st.ito  of  barhnnsra  as  the  Dyaks,  and  infested  with 
European  jiirnt' s,  m  they  with  Asiatics.  No; 
she  is  well  aware  that  what  tho  Gospel  has  dans 
for  England  it  can  do  for  Borneo."  <fcc.,  &c. 

(Signed)         "  D.  Calcctuu" 

Ho  (Mr.  Headlam)  wu  detirous  not  to  in* 
du]ge  in  too  aanguinc  expeetatioos,  ud 
not  to  hold  out  either  to  himself  or  to  the 
House  hopes  that  might  bf  delusive.  True 
it  was  that  good  seeU  had  bcoa  sown,  aoil 
that,  by  the  blessing  of  ProTideooe,  U 
might  take  rout  and  flourish.    It  might bo 
tiiat  tlie  elioiis  of  Sir  J.  Lrooho  in  thote 
distaut  countries  would  hereufter  extend 
the  limits  of  civiiisatioD,  open  new  worlds 
to  our  induBtry,  and  spread  tho  knowled^ 
of  true  rdigion  through  tho  earth.  It 
iiiii^lit,  on  till'  other  hanti,  liappen  that 
after  a  few  siiort  years,  when  tho  lifo  of 
Sir  J.  Brooke  had  terminated,  that  then 
tlie  light  wliich  bad  been  kindled  might  die 
out,  and  the  districts  which  had  been  ro* 
claimed  might  relapse  into  their  primitive 
state.    Thf  ifsue  was  hidden  in  the  mys- 
teries of  the  future,  and  it  was  not  given 
^tber  to  tbe  Government  or  to  tbe  Hoiue 
to  Q.xerciso  any  very  material  influence  m 
control  over  the  result.    One  thing,  how- 
ever, was  in  their  power — one  thinc^  they 
might  this  very  oveuiug  effect,  namely, 
they  might  render  it  certain  tliat  when  tbe 
name  of  Sir  J.  Brooke  ahovld  in  after 
time  he  mentioned  in  history  as  a  bene- 
factor to  his  race,  and  un  honour  to  his 
country,  that  tiicn  ho  siiould  also  he  quoted 
as  an  inatanee  of  a  great  man  who,  in  bia 
own  time,  from  hta  own  eontemporaries,  re- 
ceived the  honour  and  respect  justly  due  to 
his  merits.    It  was,  thercfor<\  not  onlv  for 
tho  sake  of  Sir  James  Brooke,  hut  for  the 
credit  of  that  Home,  that  the  Kotion  now 
before  it  should  be  rejected  by  a  tmunph- 
ant  maforitv. 

Mu.  l  KQni AKT  said,  the  friends  of 
Sir  James  Brooi<«^«  ought  to  be  tbe  very 
first  to  court  inquiry  on  this  subject.  If 
he  had  been  a  supporter  of  Sir  Jamea 
Brooke  in  that  House,  he  {Mr.  Urquhart) 
would  have  Im-ph  tho  very  first  to  have 
made  that  propoitiUon.   Gortain  be  was 
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diftt  in  thftt  Howe  ha  wouU  never  be  the 
fiimd  of  any  man  who,  on  his  conduct 
Iwing  impugned,  shrunk  from  investiga^ 
tioD.   It  was  not  bis  fortune  to  bo  present 
in  the  Hoote  laet  Session;  he  was  there< 
fore  totally  ignorant  of  the  whole  proceed- 
iogs;  and  it  was  not  till  his  return  to  this 
country  tliat  ho  became  ocquauited  with 
the  facts  of  the  case.    His  atteotiou  had 
been  attracted  to  a  Toluntecred  poUieation 
bj  the  Govenunent  of  a  document  con- 
nected with  the  transactions  of  1 844-5,  to 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Headlani)  bad  referred  in  the  course 
of  his  speech.    In  those  transactions  of 
1845,  he  (Mr.  U'rqiihart)fbiind  a  departure 
from  the  ordinary  rule  of  service,  and  a 
(li«ro£rarrl  of  the  law  of  nations.  ITavinf;^ 
tormed  au  opinion  as  to  the  gravity  of  this 
cue,  he  had  determined  to  devote  bis  mind 
to  hs  faiTestigatlon.   He  diseovered  a  hia- 
tui  in  the  papers  which  had  been  laid  on 
the  table  of  the  House.    lie  found  that 
certain  testimony  relating  to  tlie  transac- 
tioiis  in  quesdon  had  been  withheld,  and 
m  eonseqnenee  of  that  discoveiy  he  had 
wIdnMod  himself  to  the  Govemmenttwith 
a  view  to  obtain  information  on  various 
poiutii,  namely,  the  pjrounds  on  which  tho 
Hod.  Captain  Kcppcll  had  first  acted,  and 
on  whieQ  tiie  Keeorder  of  Singaporo 
MTsrdcd  various  sums  of  money  for  the 
destruction  of  the  pirates.    At  last  an 
order  was  made  by  the  House  for  tho  pi*o- 
doctioD  of  that  information.    The  boo. 
•ad  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  HeadUin)  had 
IMtl  the  House  was  now  trying  a  criminal 
whom  they  had  already  tried  before.  Ho 
(Mr.  Urquhart)  had  not  found  in  the  docu- 
meats  laid  on  the  tablo  of  the  Houso  the 
Mily  evidenoe  whiofa  was  of  importance, 
Mmely,  the  evidence  of  the  facts  and 
crnies  on  which  .Sir  Jaracs  Brooke  pro- 
cec<icd  to  destroy  a  great  part  of  tho  po- 
paUtioD.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
nn  (Mr.  Headkun)  said  that  it  was  a 
nszim  of  law  that  a  man  once  tried  ought 
never  to  be  put  u|>on  his  trial  again  for  the 
same  offence.    Tho  hon.  and  learned  Gea- 
<Vinan  said  his  difficulty  consisted,  not  in 
^  sesatioess  of  his  proofs,  but  in  the 
OTcnrhclming  materiab  at  his  disposal  for 
e*tAblishing  the  innocence  of  Sir  Jainos 
Brooke.  But  ho  (Mr.  Urquhai  t)  had  failed 
to  derive  the  most  slender  amount  of  cvi- 
dnee  from  the  hon.  uid  learned  Gentle- 
9to&*s  speech,  or  from  tho  perusal  of  all  1 
the  dooumonts  that  had  appeared,  and  of  j 
Wher  publication  j  which  had  been  given  to  I 
titt  world  ua  thid  subject.    He  bad  failed  j 


in  finding  any  evidence  to  establish  the 

fact  even  of  the  ])iratical  character  of  iho 
population  assailed.  Thoui^h  tho  Govern- 
ment took  care  to  withhold  the  evidence 
upon  whieh  those  steps  were  taken  against 
the  population,  they  had  nevertheless  taken 
care  that  very  morning,  on  the  very  spnr 
of  tho  occasion,  to  lay  on  the  table  a  largo 
volume  purporting  to  be  the  views  of  io« 
reign  Governments  in  reference  to  the 
transactions  now  under  tho  consideration 
of  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Urquhart)  had 
perused  every  line  of  that  document,  and 
had  found  in  it  only  one  reference  to  Sarc- 
bas,  whilst  Sakarran  was  not  mentioned  at 
all.  In  that  document,  which  was  a  val<* 
uable  contribution  to  the  history  of  tho 
Eastern  Archipelago,  he  bad  expected  to 
find  abundant  and  teeming  evidence  of  the 
piratical  character  of  the  Dyaks.  He  bad 
expected  to  meet  with  something  tangible, 
Bomething  ad  rem,  somethhigt  in  a  word, 
which  would  establish  tho  case  of  tho  ad- 
vocates of  Sir  James  Brooke.  He  fouud 
in  that  document  a  complete,  entire,  and 
eonsecntivo  narrative  of  a  series  of  opera* 
tions  undertaken  year  by  year,  after  ma<» 
turo  deliberation  of  reports  prepared  after 
inquiry,  and  conclusions  drawn  therefrom, 
for  the  purpose  of  suppressing  piracy  ia 
the  Indian  Archipelago.  Day  by  day,  waro 
these  i;«'ni:raphical  descriptions  given  of 
the  islands  and  of  tlie  population,  tho 
lineage  of  whom  was  also  minutely  traced. 
The  House  would  find  page  after  page  oo^ 
cupied  with  graphic  descriptions  of  the 
mode  and  character  of  those  operations 
from  180G  down  to  l^iil);  but  the  only  al- 
lusion made  to  the  Dyaks  had  respect  to 
their  having  got  some  arms  and  ammuni* 
tion  from  the  pirates  in  the  n«ghbourhoodt 
and  there  was,  as  he  had  previously  men- 
tioned, only  one  reference  to  Sarebas,  and 
not  one  at  all  to  Sakanan.  It  was  alleged, 
on  tho  part  of  the  Dyaks,  that  up  to  1839 
no  all^fatien  of  piracy  had  been  directed 
against  them;  hut  fifom  that  period,  for 
interested  motives,  and  by  a  deception  that 
had  been  practised,  the  general  character 
of  pirates  hud  been  transferred  from  those 
to  whom  it  rightfully  belonged,  and  ra- 
plied  to  them  for  political  purposes.  He 
(Mr.  ITrqnliJU  i)  contended  that  tho  hon. 
and  learneil  licntleman  (Mr.  Hcadlam)  had 
in  the  course  of  his  speech  oudcavoured  to 
obscure  the  plain  meaning  ef  the  terms 
1  Dyaks  and  Malays,  by  mixing  one  with 
}  tho  other.  In  the  paper  to  which  he  (Mr. 
I  Unpihart)  had  referred,  there  were  no  less 
than  five  desoriptioos  of  pirates.  They. 
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were  called  Zooloofl  and  many  other  names; 

but  nil  tboso  pirates  Imd  this  common 
character,  that  their  vessels  were  well  built, 
that  they  had  sails,  and  that  they  bad 
gans  on  board;  one  of  them  was  mentioned 
as  having  fifteen,  but  two  larc;c  and  four 
small  guns  were  an  ordinary  complement. 
They  were,  therefore,  armed  with  artillery, 
and  adapted  for  long  sea  voyages.  The 
course  which  they  took  was  described  to 
he  tills  :  Thoy  left  the  eastern  or  v,-e'^tci-n 
parts  of  tlio  coast  respectively,  as  the  eas- 
tern or  western  uioonsou  sot  in.  They 
Stood  out  to  sea  and  followed  the  currents, 
eommitting  pillage  as  they  proceeded  when- 
ever an  occasion  offered,  and  returned  with 
the  opposite  monsoon  to  enjoy  the  pro- 
ceeds of  their  adventures.  That  was  the 
character  given  in  the  work  to  which  he  had 
alluded  of  the  pirates  of  tlie  Indian  Archi- 
pelago. He  would  ask  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  (Mr.  Headiam)  how  he  made 
^at  description  apply  to  the  Byaks,  who, 
as  Sir  James  Brooko  lumself  had  said, 
were  not  able  to  remain  more  than  five 
days  at  sea,  whereas  tlio  Malays  could 
rcmaia  out  for  eight  months  ?  Was  a 
question  like  this  to  be  disposed  of  by  such 
special  pleading  as  that  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  fientleman  (Mr.  Head- 
lam)  ?  He  (Mr.  Urquhart)  stood,  with 
respect  to  this  question,  not  in  the  position 
of  a  lawyer,  nor  even  as  a  legislator.  His 
position  on  occasions  like  that  was  that  of 
a  i^rand  juryman;  and  ho  had  to  examine 
whether  or  not  there  was  a  prima  fade 
ease  to  go  to  the  jury.  Ho  would  teU  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  lawyer  as  he 
was,  it  was  no  statement  of  a  lawyer  to 
say  that  a  Motion  like  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume)  was  a 
second  trial  of  the  same  criminal.  The 
Dyaks  wore  a  distinct  tribe  from  the 
Malays  in,  nmonn:  otlier  things,  the  con- 
struction of  their  ships,  and  the  machinery 
by  which  their  crimes  were  to  be  commit- 
tcMl.  His  (Mr.  Urquhart*8)  pontiim  was 
this,  that  tho  inhabitants  of  oarebas  and 
Sakarran  were  pirates,  because  Sir  James 

Brooko  was  established  at  Sarawak;  and  if  pirates,  and  that  was  the  best  reason  why 


should  deny  tho  right  of  war  to  peoples 
unless  they  were  recognised  as  States. 
Was  such  a  monstrous  doctrine  to  be  tole- 
rated in  this  age  of  peace?  Perhaps  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  seen  this  possa^^ 
hi  cxtcnso,  as  he  (Mr.  Trquhart)  bad  seen 
it,  he  would  hiiusclf  have  been  startled  hy 
tho  illegal  character  of  its  propositions. 
Immediately  follow ii;^'  ihc  pai^sage  wfaiob 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  quoted 
tin  re  eame  another.  He  would  read  thcsm 
iu  couue.xion  : — 

"  On  the  second  t>oint  we  cau  onlj^  concede  tha 
rrdit  of  watte  recognised  States 

and  then  followed  iu  tho  originxd  (and  for 
what  purpose  suppressed  by  the  Goreni- 
ment  he  knew  not)  these  words : — 

"  And  cvon  then  wo  must  carefully  aroid  in- 
troducing the  refinements  of  European  intern*- 
tioual  law  •meog  a  rude  and  aemi-eivilued 
iH-njiU",  n  ppopio  who  would  make  our  dolicaey 
a  cluak  for  crime,  and  who  would  declare  war 
merely  fer  the  nke  of  committing  pinof  with  infc- 
puuity." 

But  events  and  circumstances  had  recently 
taught  m  tiie  value  of  laws  and  rules, 
whilst  experieueo  had  failed  to  engender 
in  tins  country  that  monstrons  sentiment 
which  had  been  disseminated  In  the  Indian 
Archipelago.  Was  that  a  doctrine  to  hold 
in  an  age  of  peace  ?  Was  that  a  maxim 
for  tho  nineteenth  century  ?  Where  was 
its  wisdom,  and  whore  its  phtkmlfaropj  ? 
Tho  question  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Urqu- 
hart) to  lie  in  a  nutshell.  First  of  all, 
were  these  tribes  piratical,  or  were  they 
not  ?  He  contended  that  there  was  not  an 
iota  of  cvidonco  to  prove  that  they  were 
piratical.  This  was  not  a  case  of  an 
Knf^li.sh  vessel  seized  l>y  Dyaks.  [Mr. 
IIi^ADLAM  :  Uear,  hcarlj  Ilo  defied  tho 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite*  who 
seemed  amused  at  that  observation,  to 
prove  tho  contrary.  There  was  not  an 
argument  which  had  been  used  on  tho 
Other  side  beyond  the  most  flimsy  sophis- 
tication, of  which  he  (Mr.  Urquhart)  had 
not  disposed.  The  Dyaks  were  not  pi- 
rates; thoy  had  not  the  means  of  bcin^ 


he  had  been  established  at  Sarebas  or 

Sakarran,  then  the  inhabitants  of  Sara- 
wak would  have  been  called  pirates.  An- 


they  wm«  not.  But,  supposing  they  wero 
piratical.  Sir  James  Brooke  ought  to  prove 

that   the  men  \vhoni  he  attacked  were 


other  passage  from  «Sir  James  l^rooke's  guilty.  Ilo  (Mr.  Urquhart)  knew  some- 
despatches  had  been  read  by  the  hon,  and  thing  practically  of  dealiug  with  pirates, 
learned  Gentleman  to  this  effect,  that    wo  [Laughter.']   He  did  not  mean  that  he 

can  only  concede  the  right  of  war  to  re-  had  been  their  victim;  he  had  other  rda- 

coi^i.sed  States."  He  (Mr.  Urquhart)  had  j  tions  with  pirates.    He  knew  very  well 
never  before  heard  of  such  a  proposition,  j  under  what  strict  regulations  offir  iM-s  of 
It  was  a  monstrous  doctrine  that  uutious  1  the  Army  uud  iS^avy  were  iu  rciercucc 
Mr.  Urqukart  * 
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to  pirates.  By  the  Admiralty  instonoo 
Hbm  k  VM  provided  that  no  naval  offi> 
oer  could  attack  a  veaael  without  the  act 

of  piracy  having  been  committed  *'  in 
riew;"  but  an  extension  of  tliis  rcsmla- 
tioQ  had  b^ea  made  tu  tliat  |>articular 
Mt«  and  the  instrnetions  alloired  such  an 
attack  tu  he  made  vrhcn  the  officer  bad 
soch  cridence  as  made  biiu  ccrtnln  of 
the  fact.  Th.3  Admiralty  was  not  satis- 
fied witli  luut  arrangement,  for  ibey  said, 
bjrtbeir  hut  instructions*  that  such  evi- 
dence as  would  be  satisfactory  to  a  court 
of  jnstice  in  England  was  requisite  before 
an  oSiL'cr  could  take  a  vessel  under  suspi- 
ciaus  circurastancca.  The  lion,  and  learned 
Gendeman  (Mn  Headlam)  quoted  extracts 
from  tlio  depositions  taken  before  the  Re- 
corder of  Sin;]jnporc.  Anything  more 
flirasj  or  absurd  in  the  way  of  evidence, 
lie  (Mi.  Urquhart)  had  never  seen.  There 
vera  ss  nianr  aa  twenW.two  of  those  de- 
poiitieiii.  The  first  and  second  deponents 
'<'erc  not  present  vrhcn  the  transactions  in 
qufcit'on  t'tok  place;  but  the  third  was; 
&ad  all  tiiat  ho  knew  was,  that  an  oxpedi- 
tids  had  attacked  the  neighhonring  vil- 
lages and  taken  a  (lunntity  of  sago  from 
the  inhabitants.  That  was  the  whole 
vuoant  of  the  evidence  on  winch  the  Re- 
corder of  Singapore  gave  his  verdict,  and 
OS  wluch  3,<MK)  of  our  feUow-ereatures  had 
Wn  sent  to  their  last  account.  Iii  that 
ilccisiun  there  was  no  mention  of  tlio  char- 
«tcr  of  tho  transaction,  no  specification 
of  the  crime,  nothing  which  could  give  to 
Aedoeoment  any  value  as  estahlbhing  the 
character  of  the  transaction.  It  merely 
stated  the  number  of  persons  present,  the 
nuaiber  of  vessels  destroyed,  and  the 
amount  of  head-money  paid.  The  Go- 
icniDCDt  had  passed  sentence  upon  itself; 
kseaose  it  had  changed  the  law  with  rc- 
*pcf  tn  the  evidence  which  was  to  bo 
likbn  with  reference  to  the  seizure  of  a 
'c^l  on  the  ground  of  piracy,  and  had 
fUidied  the  tiead-money,  which  was  an 
iMCBltTe  to  piracy.  The  House  was  not 
ivire  of  the  extent  to  which  those  legal- 
ised ravages  proceeded.  The  matter  was 
*orthy  the  attention  of  the  people  of  this 
csmitiy  in  a  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence 
▼isirefit.  The  suppression  of  piracy  was 
*n  expensive  game  in  that  part  of  tho 
^orid.  Would  the  House  believe  that 
120,000i.  bad  been  expended  in  those  en- 
terprises, and  that  the  head-money  for 
man  engaged  in  the  suppression 
amounted  to  42?.  13*.  9<i.  ?  That  was 
Bureiy  no  inconsiderable  incitement  to 
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men  to  enter  upon  that  vocation.  If  by 
their  vote  they  decided  that  no  inquiry 
should  take  place  into  these  transactions, 
and  if  they  decided  that  rffi  rrs  of  high 
.«!tation  might  ho  charged  with  the  gravest 
oifences,  and  bo  the  subjept  of  the  gravc^st 
charges,  without  any  attempt  to  vindicate 
thmr  character  — if  they  pursued  that 
course  it  would  he  much  better  for  tho 
House  to  suspend  its  sittings,  and  to  en- 
trust all  power  and  authority  into  tho 
hands  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign 
Secretary,  for  he  might  be  made  in  some 
way  responsible. 

Mr.  MONCRTON  MILNES  could  not 
seo  how  any  Member  of  tho  House  was 
justified  in  positively  asserting,  as  hon* 
Members  on  both  sides  of  tlio  House  had 
done,  that  it  lay  within  their  province  to 
determine  whether  or  not  this  individual 
people  wore,  or  were  not,  individually 
guilty  of  the  crime  of  piracy  or  not.  The 
question,  as  he  took  it,  was  this : — Tho 
Miilays  and  the  Dyalcs  were,  ethnologi- 
cally  speaking,  one  race.  Tho  l>yaks  weio 
a  race  of  Malays  of  milder  temperament 
than  the  Malays  properly  so  called.  The 
Malays  themselves  were  undoubtedly  pi* 
rates,  and  they  found  that  a  certain  por- 
tion of  this  more  violent  cunmuuiity  settlt'd 
occasionally  on  different  parts  of  the  c(ni3t 
of  Borneo,  where  they  very  easily  con- 
glomerated and  amalgamised  with  the 
milder  race,  and  led  the  latter  on  to  nets  of 
piracy.  This  fact  must  render  it  very  diiheult 
to  say  whether  tho  Dyaks  were  not  guilty. 
The  case  was  similar  to  that  where  a  London 
poacher  went  down  to  tho  country  where 
the  young  men  were  fond  of  poaching,  but 
Avere  afraid  to  ]»ractise  it.  Tho  country 
was  verv  quiet  until  he  went  down,  and 
then  suddenly  it  got  a  had  character.  So 
it  was  with  tho  Malays  and  the  Dyaks. 
He  understood  his  hon.  Friend,  who  moved 
the  Resolution,  would  havp  ♦hem  infer  that 
this  great  destruction  oi  iiumau  life  had 
been  caused  at  the  instance  of  Rajah 
Brooke,  who  desired  to  defend  his  pnn* 
cipalit}'.  But  the  three  admirals  on  tho 
station  were  all  implicated  in  the  policy  of 
Rajah  Brooke;  and  ho  must  also  iufer  that 
when  the  hon.  Captain  Keppell  made  an 
made  an  attack  in  1845.  he  was  actuated 
by  the  same  motive.  Now  that  Kajah 
Brooke  would  bo  able  to  persuade  all  the 
commanders  on  the  coast  to  bring  all 
the  English  power  to  hear  in  order  to  serve 
his  personal  purposes,  and  defend  his  prin- 
cipality, bore  the  stamp  of  improbability 
Upon  the  face  of  it.    Was  it  not  more 
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moonablc  to  suppose  that  these  three  ad- 
mirals, who  were  well  acquainted  with  those 

gras,  and  familiar  with  the  Imbits  of  the 
people  there,  really  thought  that  they  were 
pirates  i  Rajah  Brooke  had  founded  a  prin- 
cipality not  hnmediateiy  under  English 
rule,  but  under  English  |tatronage,  and 
cstahllshecl  himself  as  the  eiviliser  of  Ocea- 
nia. If  ho  added  to  the  talent  of  a  disco- 
coverer  the  ability  of  a  trader,  he  (Mr.  M. 
KiheB)  taw  no  dtsgraee  or  room  for  re- 
proach in  such  a  circumstance.  But  the 
establishment  of  tho  trade  of  Sarawak  car- 
ried with  it  the  necessity  of  putting  down 
piracy.  Englaod,  who  fostered  the  prin- 
eipality  and  promoted  the  trade,  would  also 
protect  her  merchants;  and  it  was  upon 


sentations  whieh  had  been  made  ttt  the 

public  in  such  papers  as  the  Zottdbti  JlZiCff- 

(rated  Neirs,  wliich,  although  a  very  pleas- 
ini;  production,  was  by  no  means  entitled 
to  tiie  character  of  political  accuracy. 
Should  the  Commission  go  ont  to  Borneo 
or  Labuan,  who  was  it  to  examine-— the 
Pjaks  themselves  ?  Why,  the  thing  was 
absurd.  They  had  all  the  information 
which  was  requu^d  laid  before  them  with 
accuracy  and  attention,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  the  House  would  do  well  in  con- 
senting to  the  Motion. 

Mb.  HENUY  DRUMMOND  said,  the 
hem.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume) 
had  deprecated  the  imputation  that  in 
In'Tirrjug  forward  this  Motion,  he  Avas  act- 


this  principle  Captain  Keppell  acted  in  i  mq;  as  the  tool  of  my  one.    Tt  was  not 


1845.  If  those  pirates  were  to  be  put 
down  at  all,  there  was  no  Gentleman  who 

would  not  acknowledge  that  it  was  but 

humanity  to  put  thorn  down  once  and  effec- 
tually. The  hon.  Member  for  Stafford 
(Mr,  Urquhart)  knew  very  well  that  the 
way  in  which  they  put  down  piracy  on  tho 
Greek  coast  was  by  waiting  and  watching 
until  the  pirates  had  got  together  in  their 
mountain  holds,  and  then  attacking  and 
destroying  tlwm.  Thu  was  the  policy 
pursued  by  Captain  Farqnhar.  Now,  he 
believed  tho  estimates  of  those  killed  had 
been  greatly  over-estimated.  He  believed 
that  500  men  was  the  aggregate  of  tho 
slain.  One  very  gratifying  thing  had  arisen 
out  of  these  debates,  and  that  was  the 
total  abolition  of  Piratef?'  HLad  ^^olu  v.  In 
concluding,  he  must  observe  that  hon. 
Qcntlcmcn  who  brought  forward  this  and 
similar  Motions  were  doing  considerable  in- 
jury to  tho  public  cliuracter  of  the  country. 
He  thought,  that  when  hii^  hon.  Friond  the 
Member  for  the  West  Hiding  of  Yorkshire 
(Mr.  Cobden),  went  about  holding  up  these 
circumstances  as  tarnishing  tho  character 
of  tlie  English  name,  and  asserting  that 
these  ]ir(>/-c,  (lings  might  nuik  with  any  in 
cruelty  and  uifamy  whicli  ever  sullied  the 
annals  of  any  country,  that  he  inflicted 
a  great  injury  upon  the  public  character  of 
this  country,  and  prejudiced  tho  interests 
of  humanity  in  general.  There  was  nothing 
which  tended  to  harden  the  iuipulscii  of  the 
human  heart  more  than  eases  of  spurious 
humanity.  It  was  a  very  hard  thin^  that 
after  an  Englishman  had  gone  out,  and 
established  out  of  his  own  resources  a 
great  principality,  that  he  should  be  liable 
to  have  his  character  traduced  by  the 
traitorous  production  of  his  private  corre- 
i^ondcnce,  and  the  highly  coloured  icpre- 
Mr,  M.  MUnes 


his  wish  to  iuvalulato  any  testimony  tho 
hon.  Member  might  please  to  giTO  in  hia 
own  favour  upon  that  point,  but  he  might 
he  pcrniittod  to  observe  that  sometimes 
persons  were  the  dupes  of  others  without 
knowing  or  suspecting  it.    There  were 
also  persons  in  the  world  who  knew  how 
to  traduce  others;  and,  for  his  part,  he 
could  not  believe  that,  from  beginning  to 
end,  this  Motion  had  any  other  foundation 
than  a  personal  determination  to  ruin  the 
character  of  Sir  James  Brooke.    He  be- 
lieved its  origin  might  bo  traced  to  the  ma- 
chinations of  certain  persons  connected  with 
the  Eastern  Archipelago  Company.  They 
saw  that  they  could  not  cany  out  their 
intentions  because  Sir  James  Brooke 
would  not  let  thorn,  and  tho  only  alterna- 
tive which  remained  to  them  was  his  ruin. 
The  deprecation  of  personal  allusions  came 
with  a  vety  bad  grace  from  a  man  who» 
being  in  the  employment  of  another,  and  en> 
gaged  in  applauding  him  to  the  .skies,  went 
to  a  private  friend  of  that  man,  und  said,  * 
**  It  is  owing  to  my  mercy  he  (Sir  James 
Brooke)  is  not  convicted  of  murder. ' '  But* 
to  come  to  tho  case  brought  forward  by  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose — the  real  diffi- 
culty of  answcriug  it  consisted  in  this,  that 
there  was  nothing  in  it  to  reply  to  whidi 
had  not  been  replied  to  la.st  year.    To  the 
hon.  Member  for  StalTord  (Mr.  I'rqtihartl, 
\vlio  last  year  was  wandering  lleavcu  knew 
where,  the   matter   appeared  altogether 
new;  but  to  those  who  were  present  at  the 
former  discussion,  it  was  etidently  the  old 
.story  over  again.    It  was  proved  last  year 
by  the  evidence  of  every  historian  and 
traveller  who  had  written  on  or  visited  the 
part  of  the  world  in  question,  that  the  peo> 
pie  whom  Sir  James  Brooke  attacked  were 
piratee.   That  piracy  existed  in  the  conn- 
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try  referred  to,  was  asserted  in  the  petitions 
of  the  Manchester  Chamber  of  Commeree, 
htvo  from  the  Ibaeheater  Gomnflrcial 


because  his  people  had  agreed  to  £nve  up 
piracy,  it  might  fairly  he  amumed  that  up 
to  that  moment  they  had  been  pirates. 


AsMciation,  in  two  from  the  Glasgow  i  This  alone  ought  to  be  sufficient  to  estab- 
Ohamber  of  Commerce,  in  two  from  the 
Glasgow  East  India  Association,  by  the  _ 

Lireroool  East  India  Assoeiation,  and  by  |  that  effSMt  on  the  hon*  Member  for  Mon 


lish  the  fact  in  the  mind  of  any  rational 
man.    It  might  not,  however,  produce 


As  Lmdon  Chamber  of  Commerce;  or 

TpTo  those  merchants  who  signed  these 
petitions  such  bcnvcn-boni  idiots  as  to  pc- 
titioQ  to  put  down  that  which  did  uot  exiBt  ? 
Tk  Sultan  of  Borneo  had  actually  entered 
into  a  treaty  with  this  country  for  the  sup- 
pression of  piraoy.  Bid  not  he  know  whe- 
ther there  were  pirates  or  not  ?  Was  the 
eridencc  of  Sir  Christopher  Rawlinson  on 
that  point  to  bo  thrown  orerboard,  as  well 
tt  die  hot  that  five  pirates  were  taken  in 
^  act,  and  acknowledged  their  ofTcnce  ? 
To  avoid  these  difRculties,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  started  a  new  dodge. 
**0h  I "  said  he,  '*  there  are  pirates  there, 
itii  true,  but  the  peoplo  called  Dyaks  ore 
luit  80."  But  nnfortmiately  all  the  deposi- 
tions proved  the  contmrj.  A  little  learn- 
ing was  a  dang:erou8  things  even  as  roc^ardcd 
a  bke  book.  It  was  not  his  intention  to 
itad  nraeh  from  that  volame;  bat,  as  tho 


trose.  The  hoo.  Member  would  not  easily 
admit  that  he  was  satisfied;  and  if  the 
House  were  not  to  escnpo  an  annual  Mo- 
tion on  the  subject  until  he  made  the  ac- 
knowledgement, it  would  have  to  submit 
to  the  infliction  for  man^  years  to  come* 
Hear  what  Captain  Hastmgs  said : — 

"  If  I  can  bo  of  tUo  smnllest  service  to  you  in 
giving  any  assistance  to  resist  tho  cruel  and  un- 
just persecution  which  some  r  vil-disposod  persoos 
aro  waging  a;/:iinst  you,  I  bog  you  will  command 
the  services  of,  my  dear  Sir  Jamas  Brouku,  yuura 
fiUthfidly,  »  G.  F.  HiBinios." 

This  letter  was  dated  February,  1851. 
Again,  hear  Capkiun  Wallage  i-^ 

"  I  oflfercd  a  rcwnrrl  for  .all  prisoners  who  should 
be  brouglit  to  mc,  and,  in  ooiiioqueiio«,  ono  J^ak 
was  captured,  and  tliif  man  fnelj  dlowed  tho 

ptf,];it<iry  and  ]iir.itical  habits  of  tho  S.ircSas  peo- 
ple, and  his  own  share  in  them  for  many  yean 
pMt." 

That  letter  was  deled  the  17tb  of  Octo* 
her,  ISjO.    The  followiog  passage  was 


lioB.  Member  for  Stafford  had  argued  that 

tbe  Dyaks  oonUl  not  be  pirates  because  j  from  tho  deposition  of  a  naSve : — 
ihcy  had  ouly  small  vessels,  he  must  quote 
a  passage  from  page  88,  as  follows^  : — 
[The  hon.  Member  read  a  pnssage  in 
which  the  pirates  were  described  as  hav- 
'Ti:^  only  eriK-^ll  vessels,  rigged  with  one 
mast,  a  single  square  sail,  and  n.  skull  at 
thor  stem.]  These  vessels  are  used  to 
nm  doDg  the  coAst  or  ascend  the  liyers, 
tnsbling  them  to  come  speedily  on  their 
WT.  niifl  easilj  escape  to  the  shore.  Be- 
cause the  Dyaks  used  the  sort  of  vessels 
best  adapted  for  their  piratical  practices, 
^  hoD.  IfemVer  wisely  eonclnded  that 
Acj  were  not  pirates  at  all.  In  addition 
to  tlio  letter  nf  tlio  Li'^liop.  vrhich  had  ]i>:vn 
read  bj  tht<  lion,  and  learned  Member  for 
^'cwcastle-on-Tyne  (Mr.  Jleadlam),  he 
*vsld  take  the  liberty  of  quoting  a  paa- 
s^e  from  A  letter  written  by  a  cletgj- 
man: — 


"  T,  M.'iliomcd  Kassim,  of  Singapore,  trader,  do 
ttincerely  and  solemnly  declare,  that  many  ^ean 
ago,  at  the  time  when  Mr.  Crawford  wae  readent 

at  Singapore,  1  went  from  Siiii:.iporc  to  Sndoiijr, 
on  the  north-west  coast  of  liomoo,  on  a  trading 
voyafe  in  a  prahn  of  abont  flftoen  koyans.  I  r»- 
maincii  ,it  S.idiiiijr  aboTit  riirlit  months,  and  <liiriiig 
that  period  went  to  various  places  on  tho  coust. 
In  theso  escuraiont  the  boat  in  which  I  went  was 
nl^ays  wnll  armed,  as  I  wns  afr.iitJ  nf  tlx'  Dyaks. 
During  the  Uuio  I  remained  at  8a<long,  seven 
Malay  prahus,  belonging  to  BtudI,  Sambas,  and 
th«^  neighbouring  isUinds.  %rere  cut  oft'  by  tho 
Dyaks.  Tlic  Dyaks  out  off  tlio  heads  of  tho  peo- 
ple found  in  the  prahusi,  no  matter  what  nation 
they  belongsd  to,  and  took  the  goods." 


l.nvc  novrwitli  u'i  soveriil  iriflnoTitial  oliicfs 
fronn  tho  neigtibourin^  rivers,  and  .^n^oug  Uicm 
*•  headmen  of  the  D^kfl,  whohavo 

•ome  tn  n«k  tho  Ilajah  to  take  them  under  his 
g^t  aod_  to  send  a  European  to  govora  them. 
Tstir  |riiMi|Ml,  Otang  Kaya,  it  an  ecpooiallj  in- 
tm«t!n<r  '>!'!  mnn  :  ho  has  always  been  against 
pirv:>  ,  and  wisited  to  put  it  down,  and.  now  that 
|j«peopl0  havo  agreed  to  give  it  «p,  he  is  quite 

^Hieft  this  chief  ezpresaed  his  pleasure 


But  it  n'as  usrloss  to  read  these  passapfos, 
tor  thov  wero  hut  a  repetition  of  what  had 
been  stated  before.  Mr.  Crawford  was  a 
c^reat  authority  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose — he  was  a  perfect  godsend  to 
him.  [Mr.  Hume  said,  ho  had  not  named 
Mr.  Orawford.]  TTo  ^nnld  not  let  the  hon. 
Member  off  ou  that  plea.  Mr.  Crawford 
eame  as  a  witness  before  a  Committee  ap- 
pmntod  to  mquire  into  some  other  matter 
— an  Ordnance  survey,  or  pomothini*  of 
that  sort — and,  havinfj  i,^ot  him  (here,  "  Oh, 
oh  !  "  thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, "  I  will  set  something  tmt  of  you 
about  Borneo.  Mr.  Crawfonl  \\a=;  not 
vexy  well  acqnamted  with  tho  habits  of 
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nations  in  tbn=f^  parts,  as  was  evident  fvon\ 
an  anecdote  related  uf  him.  It  wa^j  stated 
that  be  vent  onee  to  visit  the  Sovereign  of 
Siani,  and  some  person,  by  way  of  joke, 
told  liitn  that  it  was  tlio  custotu  fui-  stran- 
gers to  take  off  their  slioes  before  appear- 
ing in  the  presence  of  the  king.  Mr. 
Crawford  aceordingly  left  his  shoes  at  the 
door;  but  when  he  quitted  the  audience 
they  wore  gone,  and  he  had  to  walk  home 
barefooted  through  the  mud.  The  lion. 
Member  for  Montrose  expected  that  Mr. 
Crawford  would  prove  a  great  card  for  him; 
but  wlion  he  came  to  be  cxnniiiic  *1  ho  stated 
that  lie  knew  nothing;  of  the  matter,  excejit 
what  he  liad  got  out  of  Sir  Jauies  liruukc's 
diary,  for  he  had  not  been  in  that  country 
sinee  1825;  and.  singular  to  say,  the  very 
pasfngc  on  mIi'ilIi  lie  liad  founded  his  opin- 
ion liad  been  misprinted  by  Captain  Keppell, 
the  passage  in  the  diary  in  the  original 
manuscript  volume»  proving  disUnctly  tho 
contrary  of  that  which  had  appeared  in 
print.  The  hon.  Member  was  not  very 
nice  respecting  the  quarters  to  which  he 
applied  for  information.  As  long  as  he 
could  get  up  a  charge  against  a  colonial 
(  Jovenior,  he  did  not  sticl;  at  trifles.  Some 
time  ago  tlierc  nynieared  in  the  Daily  News 
a  letter  written  by  u  Mr.  Miles,  the  same 
gentleman,  be  believed,  whom  tho  hon. 
Member  had  that  evening  referred  to  as 
tho  author  of  a  letter,  witliout  naming  him. 
Mr.  William  Henry  Miles  was  a  gentleman 
who  followed  the  occupation  of  a  butcher, 
with  which  ho  united  the  more  honourable 
profossion  of  a  boxer,  and  it  happened  that 
owing  to  a  little  nii«fortuQO  ho  went  abroad 
at  the  Queen's  expense.  Lord  i>aeon  said 
that  there  were  two  wajs  of  making  a  man 
wise,  by  books  and  by  travel.  It  was  Mr. 
Milcs's  fortune  to  profit  by  the  latter — 
"  Miiltonnn  mores  liominum  qui  vidot  ct  tirbos." 
This  gentleman  went  out  to  Borneo,  and 
on  his  return  to  this  eoantry  he  toolc  it 
into  hts  head  to  write  a  letter  to  the  Sul- 
tan; and,  remembering  that  great  Sove- 
reigns, when  they  visited  other  countries, 
were  usually  treated  to  a  review  of  tlio 
troops  of  those  countries,  in  order  to  inspire 
them  with  a  high  idea  ni  their  military 
prowess,  and  wishini^  to  convey  a  fine  im- 
pression of  England  to  the  Sultan,  he  (Mr. 
Miles)  resolved — for  great  men  were  never 
at  a  loss  for  resonrees — he  resolved  to  send 
the  Sultan  a  picture  of  the  Horse>guards; 
and  hero  it  is.  [Tho  hon.  Member  held 
up  the  letter  with  a  vignette  view  of  the 
Uorsc-guarda  at  the  top  of  it.]  The  letter 
was  08  follows : — 

ifr.  S,  Dnmmond 


'•  My  Dear  Sultan — Altlo  in  Londoa  I, GOO  milec 
awhay  from  you  I  do  not  forget  you  and  Bonieo 
and  when  I  comr!  back  tn  Sintrnporo  I  shall  come 
and  sec  yuu  I  have  told  all  my  friends  in  London 
what  nice  old  Gentleman  you  are  and  arc  much 
pleased  with  the  .iccount  of  Borni'o  and  tlie  pl<.>spnt 
liic  tho  Malays  lend  tho  Qucca  hud  A  little  boy 
the  other  day  I  should  not  be  surprized  if  it  is  not 
called  Tho  Saltan  I  must  boy  some  litte  present 
in  I^ndon  for  the  Sultan  Before  I  leeve  Mrs. 
Miles  and  all  Urr  friends  sends  tlicn'  Kind  Com- 
pliMuoots  to  the  Sutton  tender  my  respect*  to  Pen- 
garcn  MolmMin  and  Fengaren  MaoeooCar  and  aU. 
the  otli<  r  Pr  iii'an  iis  and  nobles  of  Bninic. 

"  Oping  this  will  find  yoa  all  well  believe  me 
Dear  Saltan 

"yeufsReBpcrtfiilly 

•*  William  IlExnY  Miles, 
lato  Pongareu  Mtkt  Labnan. 

**  London,  S4th  Uxj,  1810. 

"  I'.S.  Tliis  U  thr  Qiioens  Birthday  I  drank 
your  and  Her  very  Good  Iluith  in  A  bumper  and 
wished  you  might  live  A  hundred  jrean." 

Now,  upon  tho  slrengtli  of  this  letter,  he 
denied  that  the  letter  wbieh  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  had  received  and  publi.<ih- 

cd  was  writtoi!  1>v  this  man.  He  (Mr. 
Druuanond)  would  like  vcrjr  much,  if  tho 
hon.  Member  would  band  over  the  mana* 
script  of  the  letter  to  him  or  to  some  uf  his 
friends,  and  allow  the  handwriting  to  bo 
compared  with  that  of  the  letter  ho  had 
just  read.  lie  (Mr.  Druromond)  believed 
that  the  letter  read  by  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  llume)  was  cooked;  for  the  fact  was 
that  the  ^rr.  Miles,  whose  letter  lie  (Mr. 
Pruninioiul)  liail  just  road,  could  not  spell, 
and,  tlici  ei'orc,  ho  could  not  have  written  tho 
letter  irbich  was  published  in  his  name;  and 
lie  (Mr.  Dmmmond)  did  not  bellevo  tho 
huuUwiitinj:^  was  like  this.  But  he  had  no 
doubt  he  could  easily  get  another  band* 
writing  to  resemble  the  one  tbo  hon.  Gen> 
tieman  had  got.  The  whole  of  this  trans- 
action from  first  to  last  was  a  very  discre- 
(lifal)ln  one.  There  was,  he  knew,  a  mock 
patriotisui  which  tiiought  that  it  wuh  al- 
ways doing  the  public  a  service  by  finding 
fault  with  people  in  o£Gce,  and  particularly 
with  those  In  distant  Pi^ttlemcnts:  whereas 
it  was  to  oiilciul  nion  in  distant  seitlenicnts 
tlmt  tltcy  ought  to  bo  iuore  than  urdinarily 
ready  to  extend  their  protoetion.  Th« 
Iloub^e  should  remember  the  many  worth* 
less  adventurers  who  went  out  from  this 
country  to  those  settlements  for  tho  pur- 
pose of  repairing  their  broken  fortunes 
and  charaeter,  and  with  whom  official  men 
were  necessarily  thrown  into  contact;  and 
how  any  mark  of  just  severity  which  might 
be  measured  out  to  those  characters  was 
snre  to  fnmish  abundant  opportunity  for 
slander.    Ho  did  hope  that  the  House 
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woM,  «Hh  ft  bigli  htani,  njdet  ihis  Ho* 

tioo,  although  he  could  not  hope  that  that 
TToulJ  put  an  end  to  the  matter.  At  the 
bottom  and  root  of  it  all  were  the  parties 
to  whom  he  had  before  pointed,  and  bo 
hng  as  they  were  aUowed  to  eonltmie  their 
nachioatlona,  so  loog  vould  thoM  diiciu> 
sions  last. 

Mk.  MACGREGOR  said,  he  rose  not 
with  a  Tieir  of  entering  into  the  general 
question  hefero  the  HouBe*  hat  simply  to 

rrpel  the  attack  made  upon  the  Eastern 
Archipelago  Company,  of  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  be  chairman.  It  was  a 
WMt  respectshle  company — it  had  for  one 
of  its  direelors  the  Earl  of  Albemarle,  and 
lie  niic:ht  say  that  but  for  that  nobleman, 
he  would  never  have  had  anjthiug  to  do 
with  it.  He  defied  the  hon.  Member  for 
W«Bt  Surrey  (Mr.  Drommond)  to  prove 
tint  this  company  had  ever  done  anything 
bat  what  was  prudent,  discreet,  and  fair; 
And  he  believed  Her  Majesty  's  Government 
vould  bear  him  out  in  what  he  said. 

Ml.  H£NRT  DBUMXOND  explained, 
Aat  he  meant  his  eharges  to  refer  to  the 
WRnaji^r  of  the  company;  and  his  charge 
vas.  that  the  truck  system  had  been  adopt- 
ed in  tbe  ialands.  The  track  system,  dis- 
repatable  in  individuals,  was  more  so  in  an 
incipient  colony,  where  the  most  scrupu- 
itu  faith  ought  to  bo  kept  with  the  na- 
tives. It  was  managed  thus :  a  shop  was 
lept  by  the  eompaoy^s  superintendent, 
friiswhioh  the  native  workmen  and  native 
traders  received  half  their  pay  and  half 
tln-ir  raonev  demands,  in  goods.  Thus  a 
piete  of  balacher,  or  grey  shirting,  costs 
la  Singapore  two  dolUrs,  or  one  dollar 
vasty  cents,  which  tbe  natWe  must  take 
in  payment  for  tlie  dollars.  If  the 
saUvc  refuses,  he  could  not  deal  with 
the  company  nor  work  for  it.  The 
&ct  esme  oat  in  court,  before  Sir  James 
Brooke  and  two  other  Judtjes,  in  this 
wav:  to  establish  a  date  on  a  trial  in 
wbicU  he  was  a  witness,  the  Company's 
tapsrartendent  handed  in  a  receipt  for  a 
qooiitity  of  *  paddy'  (rice  in  husk),  which 
rt-cdpt  was  signed  by  the  native  plaint^ 
in  the  case.  The  receipt  was  fairly  writ- 
tea  iu  English  for  above  200  dollars,  and 
<hs  nalire  incidentally  stated,  that  half  the 
ttoaef*price  had  been  paid  in  grey  ehirt- 
inirs;  so  that  either  the  superintendent 
had  cheated  the  couipauy,  or  the  company 
had  cheated  the  people;  but,  in  either 
caw,  the  people  were  robbed. 

Mb.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  he 
miiflt  coDgratolate  the  hon.  Member  for 

VOI«.  CXYIII.  [thuu)  SKiUss.] 


Montrose  (Mr.  Home)  on  the  fact  that  the 
speech  he  delivered  on  tl  it  occasion  was 

the  w^vt  speech  that  ho  liad  ever  heard 
from  him,  and  ho  congratulated  him  on 
this  fact,  because  it  showed  that  the  hon. 
Memher*sown  good  feeling  and  good  sense 
were  opposed  to  the  cause  which  he  had 
undertaken  to  advocate,  [^fr.  Ill  mi;  :  Oh, 
nonsense  I]  He  was  sorry  the  hou.  Gentle- 
man thought  it  one  of  his  best  speeches, 
and  he  could  only  hope  that  those  who 
heard  it  were  not  of  the  same  opinion. 
After  the  speeches  that  had  been  delivered 
iu  the  course  of  the  discussion,  it  was  un- 
necessary for  any  one  to  rise  in  defence  of 
Sir  James  Brooke.  But,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  he  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane) 
would  read  a  portion  of  evidence  which 
had  not  yet  been  quoted — the  evidence  of 
his  father  (Sir  Thomas  Gochrane)»  who 
had  carried  on  operations  against  those 
pirnfc^,  who  had  lived  for  two  years  as  the 
friend  of  8ir  James  Brooke;  and  the  cha- 
racter Sir  Thomas  Coclirane  bore  in  the 
Navy  would,  he  believed,  render  his  test!* 
mony  of  great  importance  as  r^arded  Sir 
.Tames  Brooke.  He  would  now  rc.ul  the 
letter,  which  was  addressed  by  Sir  Tho- 
mas Cochrane  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  Foreign  Affsirs,  and  which  was  of 
the  more  importance  as  Sir  Thomas  Coch- 
rane had  been  referred  to  in  such  a  way 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  as  to 
convey  the  impression  that  he  was  hostile 
to  the  proceedings  of  Sir  James  Brooke. 
f.Mr.  HcME  :  I  merely  quoted  his  ordoi'S.] 
The  following  was  tbe  letter : — 

"  I  have  just  been  infortnod  that  the  nlfairs  of 
Borneo,  and  the  conduct  of  Sir  James  lirooke, 
and  those  engaged  with  him,  are  again  to  bs 
brought  before  i'urliament.  I  thoreforo  feel  it 
incumbent  on  mo  to  express  to  your  Lordship  my 
Opinion  of  that  gentleman,  which  I  am  the  mor» 
competent  to  nfford  from  his  havinir  on  two  dif- 
ferent occajsious  plucud  himself  under  my  com- 
mand, and  from  his  having  for  long  periods  livsd 
with  mo  on  board  my  flagship,  or  in  my  house  on 
shore.  My  first  acquaintance  with  Sir  James 
Brooke  was  in  tJie  year  1845,  when  piracy  became 
daring  on  the  west  coast  of  Borneo,  so  as  to  en« 
danger  British  eonmierDhil  interests,  as  well  a* 
those  of  the  pt-nccful  inliabttants  of  the  coast  :  and 
at  the  iostaoce  of  tbe  Sultan  of  that  country  I  de- 
stroyed a  femidable  nest  of  pinitss  ia  lulodos 
Bay,  oti  which  occasion  Sir  James  Brooke  accom- 
panied the  force  detached  upon  that  service.  In 
the  following  year  I  was  under  the  necessity  ef 
procee  liii/  to  the  capital  of  Borneo,  to  chastiso 
that  sAiiif  Julian  who  had  the  previous  Vf.ir  urged 
the  destruction  of  the  pirates,  and  who  had  now 
a<ssuiiu>(l  a  liostile  position  towards  England.  On 
this,  aa  ou  the  former  occasion.  Sir  James  Brooke 
phiced  himself  at  my  disposal,  and  rendered  mo 
im|)ortant  senrioe,  not  only  from  his  knowlMlgs  of 
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the  Malny  langusfiv        ft«n  llif  knowledge  cf 

th.'  ]>(  (>i)U',  their  manners  and  habits,  'which  he 
Dot  only  rcs»iHJcU'ti  himself,  bui  iiistillod  into  all 
ftlHmt  him  the  policy  and  advantage  of  following 
his  example.  Upon  eaeh  of  these  ocMmsions  Sir 
James  Brooko  WM  abof«  lix  weeks  on  boftrd  my 
flagship,  and  he  subsequently  rcRi«KHl  tlirw  inouths 
with  me  »l  Peaang.  I  found  him  one  of  the  most 
mild,  comudente,  and  Bingle-minded  men  I  ever 
mot  with,  and  ono  who.  In  t-vi  ry  »  (invor>^,ition  I 
bad  with  him  on  the  subject  of  Borneo,  oxpressoti 
UniMlf  in  the  tenm  of  n  fiuhor  and  friend  to  that 
p'ople,  and  I  had  ample  opportunity  of  witnr>ssing 
how  entirely  they  responded  to  that  fooling.  It 
wm  singular  and  linking  that  on  )>.irtH  of  the 
coast  where  I  am  certain  that  no  Eui  ii]>caii  L.-uI 
been  previously  seen,  almost  the  first  word  pro- 
nounoed  by  tho  people  was  the  name  of  Brooke. 
But  I  shall  perhaps  hottor  convoy  to  your  Lord- 
ship the  opinion  I  had  at  that  tiiuo  formed  of  Sir 
Jauies  Brooko  by  stating  that,  on  the  SuUaii 
flying  from  his  capital,  I  deeply  regretted  that 
I  bad  not  the  authority  of  the  GoTemment,  as 
I  had  the  power,  to  replace  him  by  Sir  James 
Brooke,  under  the  lull  oonviotion  tbiftl  the  meo- 
Bore  would  have  been  baOed  with  aeelamation  by 
tliL'  wliole  people.  With  roirard  to  tho  attack  on 
the  Sarobas  and  Sakarran  pirates,  I  derive  my 
perniamon  that  the  measure  was  only  resorted  to 
as  one  of  absolute  necessity  from  the  fnct  that  on 
my  first  or  second  visit  to  Sarawak,  having  heard 


that  thoee  people  were  disturbing  tliat  settlement   ,  ,  ,.  ,       ■     •  • 

as  wen  as  other  parts  (,r  the  coast,  T  ofTorcd  to  I  *  belicvo   that  la  In 
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support  of  hia  countrymen  at  home. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  1  think  my 
hoB.  Friend  who  has  iust  sat  duwn  has 
done  honour  to  himtw  by  ilie  valoable 
and  important  testimony  whieb  be  has 
quoted  in  favour  of  the  character  of  the 
distinguished  mau  who  is  assailed  on  this 
occasion,  and  against  whom  I  am  bound  to 
say  no  ineoBMoeniblA  penonai  Mimontj 
appears  to  exist.  On  account  of  this  per- 
sonal feeling-  with  respect  to  Sir  James 
Brooko.  it  appears  to  me  that  this  debate 
has  gouo  into  questions  with  which  the 
Motion  has  no  proper  eonDOzioo;  and  the 
question  has  assumed  in  too  BMrked  a  man* 
ner,  if  not  cxduFivolv,  n  personal  charge 
against  Sir  James  i>rooke.  lu  this  per- 
sonal feeling  of  hostility  to  the  cbaraoter 
of  Sir  James  Brooke,  I  do  share.  There 
is  nothing  which  has  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  B  Toolji  ano)  to  which,  as 
far  as  iny  limited  knowledge  extends^  I 
am  noi  folly  disposed  to  sabseriba.  I  look 
upon  Sir  James  Brooke  with  great  respect 
as  a  man  of  an  energy  tnily  British,  and 

h<'art  and  inten- 


place  a  force  at  Sir  J.iiuei&  lirouko'^  disj/osal,  in 
order  to  bring  them  to  reason  ;  but,  so  far  from 
hastily  availing  himaelf  of  my  offer,  he  informed 
me  that  he  waa  trying,  by  gentle  and  peaceful 
means,  to  lead  them  to  a  quk  t  and  industrious 
lift.  Id  regard  to  the  loss  of  life  that  attended 
iho  late  attaok  upon  the  people,  I  hare  to  ac- 
quaint your  JLordship  that  it  is  impossible  to  give, 
and  hopeless  to  expoot,  quarter  in  action  with 
thu  singular  {leople — ^they  have  saeh  an  eztra- 
onlinury  contempt  for  life.  A  Malny,  wln'ii  iiri- 
tated,  whould  kreiai  a  whole  roomful  of  people, 
although  with  the  eertain  knowledge  that  he  would 
iniiin^diAti  lv  fall  hrmsolf:  in(if'*»d,  he  would  have 
no  hc'sitatiou  in  cuucluding  the  tragedy  by  sclf- 
iiiiiitolation.  A  fatal  confidence  in  their  •ponesa- 
ing  tho  feelings  of  onlinnry  rm^ii  \vi\  tn  n  rp«nlt, 
on  board  one  of  tho  ships  under  my  fomuiaud,  by 
which  many  Talu.nble  lives  were  lost.  An  attempt 
to  give  quarter  in  aotkm  would  pat  to  haiard  the 
success  of  the  day." 

This  was  the  testimony  of  a  nmn  who  ha*! 
been  quoted  as  hostile  to  Sir  James  liroolic, 
who  was  perfectly  competent  to  form  an 
Opinion  upon  this  subject,  and  he  thought 
it  horo  ample  testimony  to  the  hi^h  cha 


tions,  however  liable  iic  might  be  to  errors 
of  judgment,  he  is  a  man  of  a  philanthropy 
truly  Christian.  No  doubt  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  (Mr.  TTiini(^)  would  be 
the  first  to  admit  tliat  as  hi.s  Motion  stands 
it  bears  on  the  face  of  it  to  be  a  cimrge 
against  Sir  James  Brooke  as  an  individu^; 
and  that  the  Vote  of  this  Hoase*  if  it 
should  be  favourable  to  this  Motion,  would 
imply  an  Hccjuaicsccnoe  in  these  charges 
against  him.  I  eannot  vote  for  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montroaa 
upon  the  specific  grounds  which  that  h<»i. 
Gentleman  has  stated,  while  at  the  same 
time,  as  I  shall  Portly  show,  I  am  unable 
to  eonenr  in  the  nnqnalifted  language  wluob 
has  been  used  on  the  other  side.  I  oanaot 
tliiiik  that  tlxTt'  is  an}-  reason  whatever, 
whether  in  respnct  of  tlx'  ii;eneral  position 
of  Sir  James  J>rooke»  or  in  respect  of  tlie 
combination  of  offices  in  his  person,  how- 
over  liable  to  criticism  his  position  may  be 
—however  tnexpedient,  as  a  rule  of  ad- 


ractcr  of  that  gentleman.    lie  could  only  ■  ministration,  that  combination  of  offices 

— J  cannot  think  that  an  address 
to  the  Crown  upon  the  subject  wonld  be 

expedient,  cither  upon  general  principlea* 

'  or  altoi;«>ther  ju<t  to  Sir  James  Krooke. 
First  of  all,  with  respect  to  the  particular 


say,  in  conclusion,  that  if  he  had  risen  to 
trespass  upon  the  Honse  at  all,  it  lurose 
from  a  feeling  of  personal  anxiety  and 

pride  to  have  his  name  associated  with 
a  debate  which  he  was  sure  would  be  con- 


cluded by  a  yote  that  would  satitfy  the  i  charge  brought  againat  him— ^ihe  destme- 

peoplc  of  England  that  public  men  doing  |  tion  of  so  many  human  beings,  alleged  to 
their  duty  in  the  noble  and  generous  man- ;  be  pirates,  on  a  particular  oeeasinn — if  I 
ner  in  whieh  Sir  James  Brooke  had  dis-  am  coirect  in  my  view  of  ih^  %ttesti<Nb 
Mr,  B.  Cochram  ^ 
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lliere  i$  bo  reasou  why  Sir  James  Brooke 
•hosU  be  selaeted  eitber  m  singly  or  eyen 
as  raainly  retponmble  fur  that  proceeding. 
This  is  a  matter  on  which,  I  apprehend, 
we  are  all  conipotent  to  reason;  and  I  war.t 
to  know,  in  view  oi  the  ohallenge  which 
111  been  Ibrowv  out  to  ihs  Home  of  Com- 
BOBi  hj  the  hon.  Kember  for  Montrose, 
who  are  the  parties  whom  it  is  our  duty  to 
eall  upon  to  render  an  account  of  those 
proceedings  ?  Sir  James  Brooke,  i  under- 
Maod,  aoti  in  tbree  characters — as  Rajah 
if  Sarawak,  as  our  Coural  in  the  dominions 
•f  the  Saltan  of  Boi«eo»  and  as  Governor 
of  Labuan;  but  m  no  one  of  these  char- 
acters liad  Sir  James  lirooke  authority  to 
employ  or  direct  the  forces  of  Her  Ma- 
j/aij.  What  might  bftt»  been  tbe  Mae  if 
Ae  AotMUi  had  teken  place  within  the 
waters  of  Labuan,  might  he  a  (li^lVrrrit 
question;  but  it  was  some  hundred  miles 
away.  As  consul,  in  Borneo,  he  could  not 
mbM  tbQiB,  aeilAier  eould  he  aa  rajah  of 
Satairak.  He,  if  I  rightly  understand 
the  ease,  wns  a  consenting  and  advising 
party:  but  he  was  not  the  party  who  was 
primarily  aud  properly  responbibio  to  this 
Home.  If  the  Honie  thinks  that  there 
kas  been  a  questionable  use  of  tbo  naval 
power  nf  this  country  on  the  Slst  uf  July, 
1841',  in  the  waters  of  Borneo,  it  appears 
to  010  that  we  are  not  entitled  to  call  upon 
8ir  Jamee  Bmm^  who  waa  not  m  eom- 
BMBd  of  onr  fereea»  althongh  he  was  an 
assenting  and  an  advising  party,  to  bear 
the  brunt  of  the  responsibility  of  that  ac- 
tion, but  that  we  ought  to  deal  in  the  ro- 
gdar  fom  in  which  it  before  us 

vith  Aat  branch  of  the  navnl  serriee;  and, 
whether  wc  ntklress  IIlt  Majesty  or  not, 
tbe  parties  wbo  were  in  command  of  that 
force  ought  to  be  held  responsible  for  tbo 
M  or  we  miame  whioh  was  made  <rf  it. 

00  these  grounds  I  am  unwilling  to  accede 
to  a  Motion  which  proeceds  on  the  assump- 
tion that  Sir  James  Brooke  is  tiie  party 
vbo  ought  to  be  responsible.  But  even 
on  tbe  main  point  of  the  qnestton,  I  can- 
aot  upon  the  whole  come  to  the  conclusion 
&t  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
ban  arrived — I  mean  the  question,  whether 
these  tribes  are  pirates  or  not;  and  at  a 
MbieqneBt  period  I  shall  candidly,  and 

1  linpc  respectfully,  state  to  the  House  the 
difficulties  which  weigh  upon  my  mind. 
Ai  regards  the  question  whether  those 
tribes  are  pirates  or  not,  I  cannot  treat  it 
M  plaoed  beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt; 
•bat  after  taking  all  the  pains  in  my  power 
h»  examine  the  erideiiee^  I  must  own  that 


the  balance  of  testimony  seems  to  me  to 
be  in  favour  of  the  opinion  that  these  par> 
tieular  tiibos  aro  distinguished  from  the 
rest  of  the  Dyaks,  not  only  from  being 
addietcil  to  barbarous  warfare,  but  espe- 
cially iu  boiiig  addicted  to  that  peculiar 
species  of  wanare  whioh  is  cbaraoterised 
as  ])iracy — not  that  kind  of  piracy  which 
would  induce  them  to  attack  European 
vessels,  or  any  vessels  that  were  assembled 
in  considerable  force,  but  possessed  of  that 
essential  feature  of  piracy  Which  would  in- 
duce tbem  when  they  go  to  sea  to  know  no 
distinction  between  friend  and  foe.  I  at- 
tach great  niithnrity  to  tlic  testimony  of 
Sir  James  Brooko  himscU'  on  this  point. 
I  am  fully  aware  of  the  delicacy  of  bis 
position.  I  know  that  he,  as  a  naval  soto- 
roign,  might  be  pressed  to  take  a  course 
which  would  be  n>o«;t  convenient  for  his 
own  political  interests;  but  my  entire  con- 
fidence in  his  high  honour  and  integrity, 
leads  me  to  receive  his  statements  with  un* 
qualified  and  unreserved  belief.  Wc  must 
also  recollect  that,  after  nil,  the  matter 
has  been  raised  and  argued  judicially. 
It  was  argued  before  Sir  Christopher  Raw- 
linson  in  1849;  and  it  is  plain,  from  a 
perusal  of  the  depositions,  that  that  part 
of  the  question  was  cb  nrly  before  him. 
It  is  not  true  that  Sir  Christopher  Rawlin- 
son  bud  nothing  before  him  except  the 
question  whether  there  was  »  general 
presumption  of  piracy.  The  evidwce  ad- 
duced was  sufficiently  Tninute  and  point- 
ed to  convince  me,  and  I  hnvo  decided, 
after  much  consideration,  tliat  these  tiibes 
were  piratical.  Svt  the  question,  we 
are  told,  has  also  been  argued  in  this 
country  before  Dr.  Lushingtou,  when 
an  objt'ftiou  to  the  payment  of  head- 
money  was  taken  by  tbe  Queen's  Advo- 
cate;  and  Dr.  Loshiagton,  after  hear- 
ing evidence,  gave  his  docision  with  refSur- 
cnco  to  the  events  of  1844,  that  those 
tribes  were  of  a  piratical  character.  So 
far,  then,  as  these  points  are  concerned, 
even  if  a  doubt  remained  on  my  mind,  I 
am  bonnd  to  say  that  there  is  not  suffi- 
cient ground  for  a  Motion  of  inquiry.  I 
must  now  como  nearer  to  that  which  i?i 
tlie  real  difficulty  of  the  case,  and,  after 
listening  to  all  the  satire  and  sarcasm  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey  (Mr. 
Drummond),  and  his  scYcro  lectures  a!2;ainst 
unguarded  language  and  slander — after 
listeuiog  to  his  lectures  with  all  tliat  re- 
spect which  they  deserve,  and  that  atten- 
tion whidi  they  cannot  fail  to  command— 
I  most  say  that  this  question  is  not  to  be 
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of  bj  taunts  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose.  It  has  not  heen 
my  lot  in  tlic  course  of  my  political  life  to 
be  found  often  in  the  same  lobby  itli  tlie 
hon.  ifcmber  for  Motitrose  ;  but  at  the 
same  time  I  must  express  my  conviction 
that  there  is  no  man  who  brings  to  the 
conBidemtion  of  a  qneation  motives  of  a 
higher  and  more  honourable  description, 
or  who  is  more  anxious  to  elicit  tbo  truth. 
That  is  what  we  have  to  cousider  tu-uiglit, 
and  I  do  not  think  our  duty  will  terminate 
with  the  qneation  whether  the  terms  of 
this  Motion  are  liable  to  objection.  I 
frankly  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  they 
are,  because  they  assume  the  character  of 
personal  charges  against  Sir  James  Brooke, 
and  to  fix  upon  hhn  a  responsibUity  which 
does  not  personally  belong  to  him.  The 
great  moral  question,  the  oblis;atiou  which 
is  placed  upon  us,  is  not  to  determine  how 
the  blame  is  to  be  distributed,  if  blame 
there  be-^hnt  having  before  na  the  fact  of 
a  great  destruction  of  human  life,  wo  have 
to  decide  whether  tliat  destruction  wos 
warranted  by  the  principles  of  justice  and 
of  law.  I  bring  no  charge  of  cruelty 
agdnst  those  who  were  coneemed  in  those 
transactions.  I  cannot  believe  that  any 
^motive  of  cruelty  prompted  them.  If  I 
doubt  the  legality  of  tlieir  proeeedings,  1 
do  it  without  the  slightest  intention  of 
questioning  that,  in  making  that  great 
aaerifice  of  human  life,  they  believed  they 


encouraging  the  destruction  of  piratical 
vessels,  and  it  provides  for  the  paymeat  of 
201.  for  every  person  who  is  taken,  whe> 
ihcr  dead  or  alive,  in  action  or  immediately 
ofter  action,  and  of  51.  for  every  person 
who  is  otherwise  secured.  But  in  1S37 
this  Honsewas  pleased  to  pass  anodier 
Act,  which  ought  not  to  pass  from  its 
memory.  Up  to  the  passing  of  that  Act, 
the  crime  of  piracy  was  .simply  and  abso- 
lutely capital,  aud  you  might  hold  that  if 
the  piracy  was  prored  the  ^estaon  of  lav 
waa  at  an  end;  and  I  admit  that  H  that 
were  the  only  law  now  in  existence,  and  if 
the  fact  of  the  piracy  were  proved,  I 
should  have  nothing  further  to  say.  But 
in  the  Act  of  1837  you  provided  that  the 
crime  of  piracy  sboold  not  in  all  cases  be 
capital;  and  I  was  sorry  that  this  point, 
as  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
did  not  meet  with  more  attention  from  the 
House.  He  stated  it  in  language  different 
from  that  which  I  should  be  inclined  to  ass^ 
but  substantially  I  fully  agree  with  him. 
He  said  it  was  your  duty  to  take  the 
pirates  if  you  could — ^you  were  entitled  to 
put  to  death  those  who  resisted,  but  it 
must  always  be  with  a  view  to  eaptore  the 
rest.  In  the  Act  of  1S37  there  are  tvo 
sections  which  bear  upnn  this  point.  Id 
the  second  section  vou  thouirht  fit  to  enact 
that  any  person  who,  being  on  board  a 
piratical  veassi,  made  any  active  effort  at 
resistance  to  the  capture  of  the  vessd. 


were  acting  in  the  ultimate  interests  of  ■  was  Hable  to  be  put  to  denth;  so  that  no 


humanity.  Of  that  I  have  no  doubt  what 
ever;  but  still  I  cannot  consent  to  dispose 
of  the  question  in  that  way.  When  in 
th»  House  we  hear  the  name  of  a  pirate 
mentioned,  we  are  too  apt  to  leap  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  whole  question  is  at  an 
end.  I  submit  that  that  is  a  fundamental 
error.  Your  rdationa  even  with  pirates 
are  regulated  by  law,  and  if  they  are 
regulated  by  law  you  are  bound  to  ob.serve 
that  law  in  your  dealinj^  witli  pirates  as 
much  as  when  you  are  dealing  with  crimi- 
nals of  any  other  daas,  or  wi&  individuals 
who  are  not  criminals  at  all.  That  I  lay 
down  as  a  fundamental  proposition,  and  to 
its  consideration  I  beg  the  attention  of  the 
House.  Wiiat  ii>  tiie  law  with  respect  to 
the  treatment  of  pirates  ?  It  is  regulated 
by  two  Acts  of  Parliament.  The  first  is 
the  Act  with  respect  to  the  di.strihution  of 
Head  Money,  and  perhaps  that  is  the  Act 
which  is  best  known  and  most  in  vogue 
with  rsference  to  piracy.  In  that  Act 
there  is  undoubtedly  little  that  savours  of 
legality.  It  speaks  of  the  ozpediency  of 
Mr.  QUuUHoM 


doubt,  if,  in  cxicfencics  of  an  enfiaijcMiont 
with  pirates,  any  person  was  put  to  death, 
our  forces  were  only  doing  uiat  which  a 
court  of  justice  would  sanction.  But  then 
came  tlie  third  section,  which  provided 
that  any  man  committing  an  act  of  piracy, 
but  who  offered  no  resistance  to  his  cap- 
tore,  should  no  longer  be  put  to  death, 
but  should  be  liable,  at  the  discretion  of 
the  court,  to  transportation  beyond  the 
seas  for  the  term  of  his  natural  life.  So 
that  the  position  of  the  crime  of  piracy 
waa  now  altered,  and  the  punishment 
transportation  was  substituted  for  the 
punishment  of  death.  Now,  observe  what 
you  have  done  in  this  matter.  You  have 
punished  with  death  500  persons.  There 
are  only  two  cases  in  which  you  are  justi- 
fied in  doing  so — the  one  is  the  case  of 
active  resistance,  tho  other  is  where  the 
pirates  do  not  submit  to  capture  so  that 
death  may  ensue.  Now,  I  put  it  to  the 
House — I  pat  it  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— above  all,  I  pat  it  to  the  law  offi* 
cers  of  the  Crown — ^because  I  wish  to 
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stale  the  case  as  it  proceeds  from  a  mind 
at  least  not  conscious  of  a  bias  on  this 
sabject — I  put  it  to  them,  do  tlie  deaths  of 
AflM  500  persons  all  h\\  nndor  one  or 
oiher  of  tliesc  two  cases  ?  I  hope  1  have 
raised  the  issue  fairly.  I  quote  only 
from  the  printed  papers  and  from  the  ac- 
coaots  of  men  who  were  engaged  in  those 
tnniaetioiM,  and  who  look  upon  the  ao> 
tioa  as  doing  themselves  high  honour;  and 
I  say  that,  tried  by  this  just  standard,  it  op- 
pears  to  me  that  a  large  Tuimber  of  these  500 
men  were  put  to  death  without  that  legal 
vaiTant  whioh  there  would  have  be»  in 
ttdier  of  the  cases  I  have  supposed.  When 
tile  action  began  there  was  certainly  a 
prtial  resistance  by  a  certain  number  of 
pirates.  I  do  not  speak  of  its  feebleness 
^itwas  an  actual  resistance.  But  that 
rantsBce  was  a  partial  one,  and  at  any 
rate  very  soon  ceased.  The  resistance  was 
followed  by  flight.  The  flight  was  follow- 
ed bj  pursuit.  The  pursuit  was,  as  far  as 
I  snosntand  it,  nominal.  The  means  of 
ligbt  were  small  and  ridioulcAs  as  com* 
pared  with  the  means  of  pursuit.  Well, 
BOW,  what  is  said  by  Captain  Wallnge  ? 
The  question  is,  were  these  persons  sa- 
oifieed  in  the  act  of  resistance,  or  in  the 
set  sf  flight  t    Captain  Wallage  says— 

"PwciviJisr  from  tho  firo  from  Captain  Farquhar's 
Int  that  the  enemy  had  put  to  sea,  I  gave  chai^o, 
mJ  ia  a  iliort  tfane  Ml  in  with  teventeon  prulnis, 
which  kvJ  sueccfJcJ  in  escaping:  from  him.  On 
oomii)|  abreast  of  them,  I  fired  tho  atarboard 
kwdadi  with  canister  shot  along  tlw  wliole 
Iht.'* 

This  was  no  chase  for  the  purpose  of  cap- 
tore — I  do  nut  raise  upon  the  question 
whether  these  persona  were  pirates  in  the 
•triet  sense  of  the  term,  hut  to  show  the 
illegality  of  the  acts  done.  The  flights 
had  ceased.  Whore  was  the  vessel  from 
wbich  the  fire  proceeded  ?  Abreast  !  Slic 
*as  not  in  pursuit.  There  it  was  where 
die  bunense  slaughter  ooeorred;  and  I 
^•tincUy  and  deliberately  ask  for  a  vindi- 
cation of  those  proceedings  iti  that  view 
of  them,  or  else  for  a  fair  and  satisfactory 
proof  that  my  statement  of  the  facts  is  cr- 
imous.  I  hope  I  am  clearlj  understood. 
1  lay,  that  according  to  evideoee,  if  true,  a 
JT^at  number  of  these  lives  were  not  sacri- 
Sccd  in  resistance,  or  under  tho  necessities 
^  exigencies  of  pursuit,  but  were  delibe- 
ntely  laeriieed  (whether  with  humane  mo- 
tifea  is  quite  another  matter),  and  the  ques- 
tion is  whether  that  is  legal.  This  it  is 
*hieh  will  certainly  make  it  my  duty  to 
y'ite.  not  for  a  Motion  which  proposes  to 
ttrtitirte  an  inqnirj  into  the  conduct  of  Sir 


James  Broolce,  and  marks  him  as  the  main 
author  and  party  to  these  proceedings  ; 
but,  in  the  absence  of  explanation  or  do- 
fence,  for  an  address  to  Her  Majesty,  with- 
out designation  of  parties,  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  proceedings  connected  with  that 
attack  and  loss  of  life.  But  I  sincerely 
hope  that  what  I  have  stated  is  erroneous, 
and  that  the  Gomnment  has  looked  into 
the  matter  and  considered  the  bearings  of 
the  law  with  better  aids  than  I  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  commanding.  To  them 
I  look  for  a  vindication,  which  I  hoped 
they  would  hare  been  disposed  to  make 
through  some  of  their  Members  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  evening.  It  has 
not  been  so,  and  I  have  felt  it  my  duty 
to  state  tho  case  as  it  presented  itself 
to  mc.  I  hope,  in  so  stating  it,  I  havo 
not  used  any  expression  whidi  is  painful 
to  the  feelings  of  any  one.  I  deeply  re- 
gret that  there  should  be  any  necessity  on 
the  part  of  this  House,  ever  so  remotely, 
to  ask  the  reasons  for  the  proceedings  of 
officers  acting  under  the  directions  of  the 
Government.  But  as  pohlio  duty  is  the 
first  consideration  with  us,  so  public  duty 
reqtiires  us  in  every  case,  without  fear  and 
without  iiiuchiug,  to  ascertain  and  euforce 
the  legality  of  the  proceedings  of  our  offi- 
cers abroad  as  well  as  at  home,  as  hoing, 
in  point  of  fact,  thf  only  permanent  gua- 
rantee for  the  security  and  the  rights  of 
every  man  amon^t  us. 

YnooinfT  PALMBRSTON :  Sir,  I  con- 
fess that  I  nOTor  heard  a  debate  in  which 
the  argument  and  the  proof  seemetl  more 
completely  on  one  side  than  that  which  is 
now  engaging  our  attention.  And  I  must 
pay  my  hon.  Friend  the  Uembor  for  Mon- 
trose (Mr.  Hume)  the  oompliment  of  say- 
ing, that  tliough  he  often  entertnnis  strong 
t)jiini(»ns  of  questions  which  he  l)niigs  for- 
ward, yet  tho  natural  candour  of  his  mind 
has  shown  itself  in  the  manner  in  whieh  he 
has  brought  forward  the  subject  this  even- 
inir.  For  there  is  no  one,  I  think,  who  has 
heard  liim,  and  there  is  no  one,  I  suppose, 
present  who  has  not,  but  could  see,  through 
the  whole  of  his  arguments,  that  his  eon* 
victions,  which  were  strong  last  year,  were 
somewhat  shaken  this  year;  and,  although 
he  did  not  altogether  depart  from  tho 
conclusions  which  he  has  before  drawn, 
yet  I  think  those  who  haTO  heard  him  this 
evening  must  have  felt  that  he  did  not 
altogether  show  that  confidence  in  tlie 
soundness  of  his  conclusions  which  he  has 
exhibited  on  former  occasions.  Sir,  the 
question  indeed  lies,  at  was  stated  by  the 
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Bon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Urqulmrt) 
almost  in  a  nutshell.  The  question  simply 
IB — were  the  persons  who  were  attacked 
by  the  combined  force  of  Her  Majestj's 
mrriee*  and  the  Dyaks  under  Sir  James 
Brooke  —  wore  thej,  or  were  they  not, 
pirates  ?  The  rlt^ht  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  sat  down  remarked  that  no  Member  of 
the  Government  had  risen,  till  this  late 
hoar  of  the  evenioj^,  to  state  the  Tiews  of 
ihe  QoTemment  upon  this  question.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  did  rise  wiien  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  sat  down,  but  he 
gaTO  way  to  others  who  had  been  more 
fortunate  to  attract  your  eye.  Sir.  Now, 
Sir,  the  real  question,  then,  as  I  say,  is  this 
— wore  these  Dyaks  who  were  so  attacked, 
pirates,  or  were  they  not  ?  I  will  first 
address  myself  to  the  argament  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  eat 
down,  who,  admitting^  for  the  sake  of  ar- 
gnmont,  that  they  were  piratos.  contended 
that  there  was  Ulegalit^  in  the  mode  of 
dealing  with  them  as  pirates.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  contends  that  the  chanjye 
of  the  law  which  was  effected  in  the  vcar, 
I  think,  1837,  hy  which  capital  punish* 
ment  of  persons  convicted  before  a  court 
of  law  m  this  eonntry  for  piracy  was 
abolished,  and  transportation  snbstituted 
in  its  room,  ought  to  have  prcrentcd  the 
destruction  of  those  persons  in  the  on- 
gagcmetit  lu  quebiioii.  xSovv,  i  conceive 
ttiat  that  argument  has  no  applioation  to 
the  ease  in  point.  If  tlioso  persons  had 
been  captured — if  they  liaJ  been  taken 
prisoners — if,  upon  being  taken  prisoners, 
they  had  eiiher  without  trial,  or  by  sen- 
tenee  npon  trial,  been  executed,  I  should 
have  admitted  the  argument  of  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman.  No  dniibt,  when  the  law 
is  altered,  and  when  a  court  of  justice  can 
no  longer  apply  the  jiunalty  of  death  to  a 
person  eonvietisd  of  piracy,  if  a  eourt  of 
justice  should  apply  that  penalty,  or  if 
without  sentence  of  a  court,  persons  liaving 
in  their  possession  pirates  should  execute 
them,  the  observations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  apply.  But  in  order  to 
deal  with  these  persons  under  the  ]aw»  you 
must  \w  in  possession  of  their  persons, 
you  must  have  taken  them;  and,  as  has 
been  well  stated  la  this  debate,  it  is  ihe 
peculiar  eharaeter  of  these  Malays  that 
they  do  not  surrender,  that  they  prefer 
being  killed  to  hcing-  captured,  and  it  was 
in  the  pursuit  of  tiic  enemy  that  this  de- 
struction of  life  took  place.  Why,  Sir, 
take  the  analogous  case  of  an  orainaiy 


enemy  in  war.  It  would  not  he  lawful  when 
you  have  taken  a  prisoner  in  war,  eithcf  lo 
transport  or  put  him  to  death.    You  lu^ 
at  less  liberty  to  deal  with  him  than  yoa 
are  to  deal  with  a  piratei  hat  atill,  wbcn 
you  are  engag:e(l  with  an  enemy,  until  that 
cncrav  surrender?,  until  he  asks  for  qnar- 
tcr,  and  puts  himself  in  ^our  power — yoa 
continue  nostiliticg'  and  if  yen  eome  q(s 
you  fire  a  broadside,  whether  with  n»iM 
.shot  or  with  grape,  hut  yon  continue  your 
hostilities  again !«t  the  enemy  with  whom 
you  are  contending,  until  ho  by  an  act  of 
his  own  indieates  that  he  sufrenders  ta< 
places  himself  in  yoor  power,  and  claisis 
from  you  that  forbearance  which  the  laws 
of  war,  or,  in  this  case,  if  you  please,  the 
law8  of  the  land,  would  entitle  him  to 
claim  at  your  hands.  Consequently,  Sir,  I 
cannot  pereetve  that  an  argtimeDt  fxamUtA 
upon  a  change  of  the  law  in  the  year 
1837,  \\'\^  any  application  in  the  transac- 
tion which  is  now  tlie  subject  of  considcrft- 
tion.    Well,  then,  Sir,  take  the  broader 
question,  were  these  parties  pirates  or 
were  they  not  t    Now,  Sir,  I  remetnber  in    t , 
the  debates  that  we  have  had  upon  ihts  -. 
question  in  former  years,  we  had  mocii  < 
broader  assertions  than  those  that  we  hsfS 
heard  to-night.    We  were  told  thai  thtft   .  ^ 
might,  indeed,  in  these  eastern  seas  be 
tribes  who  vo'-c  cnirnireil  in  that  nevrlt- 
deseribt.'d  rji  jration,  which  is  abuofit  repre- 
seated  uu  anuubie  pursuit,  that  of  inter- 
tribal  war — that  there  were  naticBe  whe 
were  addicted  to  inter-tribal  war;  hut  as  to 
piracy  in  any  sense  which  woidd  denote 
the  taking  of  merchandise,  and  especially  .\-^ 
of  square-rigged  vessels,  in  that  respect  US 
such  thin^  as  piracy  need  be  supposed  to 
exist  in  the  Eastern  Archipelago.  Welli 
Sir,  I  have  laid  on  the  table  of  this  Hoitsa 
proof  upon  proof  of  the  taking  of  square- 
rigged  European  vessels,  of  scenes  trfmur-  ^  " 
der  of  crews — of  scenes  ef'plnadercf  the  ^- 
merchandise  contained  in  the  vessels  whicb,  'T' 
until  the  last  few  years,  havo  prevailed 
throughout  the  whole  extent  of  these  seas.  ^ 
i  laid  upon  tho  table  this  morning  a  veit 
extraordinary  document,  which  1  iigtet  I  < 
had  not  an  opportunity  of  producing  sooner, 
in  order  tliat  niy  hon.  Friend  tho  Monibor  t 
for  Montrose  niiirht  have  had  time  to  con-  :it 
sidcr  its  contents.    That  document  con« 
tains  a  history  of  ihe  opetatioae  cf  ^ 
Netherlands  Government  against  the  most 
extensive  system  of  piracy  which  li.is  pre-  -^i;; 
vailed  throngliont  these  seas.    Wliy.  Sir,  n;, 
1  have  a  despatch  (which  1  will  not  trouWe  js^ 
tlie  House  with  reading)  fiwb  the  CoMil^^ 
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At  Manilla,  gifiDg  me  an  account  of  the 
9pmikn§  omufltecl  there  by  the  Spaniah 
Governcr  agtinst  tho  piratea  of  Sooloo.  In 

that  despatch  the  Cor  BTil  (irnws  a  contrast 
bptween  the  state  of  things  at  present  and 
at  a  lormor  p^od.    He  Baje  that  it  hud 
boen  lue  duty  in  yeen  gone  hy,  during 
five  jeara  that  he  had  been  there,  to  ro- 
€onI  instances  of  merchant  vessels  Imving 
been  attacked,  whether  Anicrican  or  Bri« 
tuh,  and  of  their  being  crewa  carried  oti'  in 
dafwyj  ef  tqaare-rif ged  veeaeb  having 
Aa^pMied,  and  never  hnving  been  heard 
of,  presumed  to  liave  been  carried  off  bj 
pirates;  but  ho  says  that,  in  consequence 
of  recent  operations  of  Britiah  ships  of  war 
«  the  nerthern  ceast  of  Beneo,  in  eena^ 
qaence  of  the  operations  of  the  Dntch  and 
Spaniards,  trade  is  becoming  secure,  and 
that  the  procoo^lings  of  pirates  had,  at  all 
erents,  for  tho  moment,  been  considerably 
dieoked.   Well,  Sir,  I  suppoae  no  man 
now  tiiat  has  read  Uie  papers  thai  have 
been  Uid  upon  this  tablo,  will,  for  one  in- 
Btaot,  be  aiftposed  to  deny  that  ])iracy  to 
aa  enormous  extent  has  prevailed  all  over 
As  seas  round  Borneo.    Well,  then,  Sir, 
Ihenal  qaeetaon  is,  whether  a  small  num- 
ber oi  these  tribes  of  Dyaks  are  exempted 
from  tho  {^MiU  wliieh  taints  other  tribes 
and  natives  in  that  country.    Why,  Sir, 
we  hare  two  proofs  that  they  were  guilty 
sf  that  same  erime.   There  are,  in  the 
first  place,  tho  depositions  of  those  two 
toasters  of  natire  vessels  who  were  exam- 
iscd  by  Colonel  Buttorworth  on  the  subject 
sf  Captain  Keppell's  operations,  and  hoth 
them  declare  that  the  depositions  whieh 
^0  contained  in  these  papers,  that  tlio 
%aks  of   Sar*>]^!\''  were  Known  to  bo 
liabitual  pirates,   were  true.    We  have, 
then,  that  other  proof,  which  my  lion. 
Friend  had  no  time  to  llnd  in  the  papers 
vhich  were  presented  this  morning,  in 
"I'liich,  by  a  singular  coincidence,  tbc  Dutch 
Uovcmment,  years  atro,  statcil  (ii^tinctly 
the  fact,  that  thcbo  Dyuks  ui  Sareboswcra 
Mtoriona  pirales;  they  deseribed  precisely 
htw  they  earned  on  their  pvatical  opera- 
h^ns,  in  light  and  small  vessels,  which  my 
boo.  Friend  contended  was   proof  thnt 
they  did  not  commit  piracy;  and  that  the 
veapsna  of  this  paraoiuar  tribe  w«re 
saoras,  javelins,  and  spears.    Why  then, 
I  soy,  here  we  have,  first  of  all,  tho  proof 
that  piracy  prevailed  to  an  enormous  ex- 
tent in  these  seas  of  Bonieo;  and  in  order 
Ihst  it  shoaU  be  impossible  for  any  man  to 
Oat  tUa  paMieidar  tribe  of  Dyaks  waa 
Me  and  mot  ^mafbiA  from  the  pn^ 


ral  guilt,  wo  have  the  testimony  of  masters 
of  Tossels  at  Singapore,  and  of  all  theae 

reporters  to  the  Dntoh  Governnieut,  proT 
iug  that  these  Djahs  of  Sarcbas  were 
guilty  of  the  crime  of  piracy.    Well  then 
6lr,  I  say  the  wholo  accusations  fall  to 
the  ground.    There  Is  really  nothing  to 
inquire  into,  unless  it  be  an  inquiry  (which 
I  do  not  wish  to  pursue)  into  what  could 
have  been  the  source  whence  these  various, 
and  persevering,  and  maliguaut  persecu- 
tions proceeded*    I  do  not  apply  that  word 
to  any  course  whieh  haa  been  taken  in  this 
Uouse;  but  I  must  denounce  these  charges 
OS  malignant  and  persevering  persecutions 
of  an  honourable  man.    Sir,  I  am  coo- 
▼ineed  that  this  House  will,  by  an  oreiv 
whelming  majority,  negative  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  that  by  so  doing  they 
will  proclaim  to  the  world  that  Sir  James 
lirooi^e  retires  from  this  investigation  with 
an  untarnished  choiacter  and  with  on- 
blemished  honour.   And  I  am  persuaded 
that  he  will  continue  to  enjoy  the  esteem 
of  his  countrymen  as  a  man  ivlm,  i>y  brav- 
ing difiiculties,  by  facing  dangers  in  distant 
climates,  and  in  previously  unknown  lands, 
has  done  much  to  promote  the  commeteial 
interests  of  his  country,  and  to  diffuse  the 
liq-lit  of  civilisation  in  regions  which  had 
been  before  in  the  darkness  of  barbarism. 

Mr.  COBBBN  said,  it  was  not  bis  in- 
tention to  enter  on  the  pobt  started  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
as  to  the  responsibility  of  Sir  James 
Brooke  in  this  matter,  further  than  to  ex- 
plain the  reasons  why  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  Ibr  Montrose  had  moved  for  Una 
inquiry  into  the  oonduet  of  Sir  James 
Brooke.    Sir  James  Brooke  had  himself 
taken  the  most  public  occasion  to  claim 
for  himself  the  merit  of  the  act  into  which 
they  were  in4|ufanng,  and  had  aasumed  to 
himself  the  right  to  do  what  the  hon. 
Menil>or  fjr  Montrose  denied  he  wa?  justi- 
fied in  (ioiri'jr.    He  (Mr.  Cobdenj  had  always 
felt  that  ii  v<as  to  those  employed  by  the 
Admiralty  they  had  to  look  as  responaihlet 
We  paid  a  very  large  sum  for  maintaining 
a  naval  force  in  the  Indian  Archipelago. 
Lord  Auckland  had  stated,  many  years 
ago,  that  It  amounted  to  twenty-five  ships 
of  war,  with  4,200  men,  kept  up  chiefly  to 
proteet  our  eommerce  in  the  Indian  and 
China  ocean;  and  having  that  large  force, 
and  a  responsible  admiral  at  the  head  of 
its  affairs,  they  were  justified  in  looking 
to  Ae  Admiralty  as  the  responsible  party. 
But  Sir  James  Brooke  had  stepped  in  and 
piodaimed  at  a  Fiihmongsn*-^  dinner 
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^["Oh,  oh!  he  had  proehumed 
that  he  would  put  down  ptraey,  and  that 

ho  wns  in  Borneo  for  that  purpose.  Now 
bo  came  to  tho  broad  question  put  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary — were 
the  parties  who  were  Blaughtcred  on  the 
31st  July  piifttcs  or  not  ?  It  would  not 
do  for  the  noble  Lord  to  talk  of  the  ma- 
jority there  would  be  that  night,  or  to  sajr 
that  the  thing  was  diaposed  of,  for  he  be- 
lieved that  OYidence  had  been  brouixht  for- 
ward that  evening,  which,  if  disref^ardod 
by  that  House,  would  i^ive  a  tenfold  force 
to  the  feeling  of  tho  public  out  of  doura. 
Hia  hon.  Friend  (Hr.  Hume)  had  brought 
forward  in  evidence  five  letters  written  by 
naval  commanders  stationed  upon  tho  very 
coast,  and  he  pledged  himself  to  bring 
them  fprward  to  give  evidence  if  this  in- 

?[niry  should  be  granted.  He  first  quoted 
rom  Commander  Daniel,  of  the  Indian 
navy,  who  said,  *'  As  respects  the  Bri- 
tish expedition  against  tho  Dyaks  in 
question,  I  never  heard  of  their  having 
molested  an  English  or  a  foreign  vessel." 
His  hon.  Friend  quoted  also  from  Comman- 
der Youncr,  of  Xhf^  Indian  navy,  who  was 
upon  tiiat  station  froiu  March  to  December, 
lo48,  and  who  was  perfectly  willing,  if 
called  on  in  an  official  way,  to  ^ivc  evidence 
upon  tho  subject  in  hand,  lie  also  read 
two  other  letters  from  captains  in  the  navy. 
One  of  them  bad  been  sixteen  months  sta- 
tioned upon  the  coast  of  Borneo,  and  he 
stated  his  belief  that  the  Dyaks  In  ques- 
tion were  not  pirates,  and  expressed  liis 
satiiifaction  that  his  shiphad  not  been  en- 
gaged in  the  affair.  The  other  captain 
had  beon  stationed  at  Labuan,  and  he  ez- 
pressed  his  belief  also  that  the  Dyaks  were 
not  pirates  in  tho  sense  gencrnlly  taken 
of  tho  term  by  Englishmen.  [Cries  of 
**  Kame,  name !  The  name  would  be 
given  if  (he  inquiry  should  be  granted. 
Now*  how  did  this  'case  present  itself  to 
him  ?  An  encrj^etic  English  gentlen)nn 
found  his  way  to  tho  coast  of  Borucu,  aud 
entered  into  a  trading  speeohitioo  with  a 
local  chief  or  rajah  of  that  island.  The 
tronsaction  ended  in  his  becoming  poa- 
sesed  of  the  territory  of  that  chief,  and  his 
becoming  sovereign  or  suzeraine  to  the 
Sovereign  of  Borneo  ov«r  a  territory  the 
size  of  a  large  English  county.  He  didn't 
stop  to  inquire  how  far  that  was  legitimate, 
but  he  said  that,  having  in  view  the  inte- 
rests of  his  country,  when  he  heard  of  Sir 
James  Brooke  having  become  possessed  of 
that  territory,  his  feelings  were  those  of 
strong  anxiety  that  oar  Goromment  should 
Mr,  Cobden 
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not  become  partners,  or  in  any  way  inte- 
rested, in  its  possession,  because  be  felt 
that  we  had  far  more  of  those  possessions 
already  than  it  was  for  the  advantage  of 
this  country  to  have.  He  bdieved  that 
his  alarm  waa  not  altogether  nnibuoded, 
but  that  attempts  were  made  to  induce  the 
Government  to  take  possession  of  that  ter- 
ritory. He  believed,  however,  that  the 
late  Sir  Robert  Feel  and  Lord  Stanlej 
were  sounded  upon  the  matter,  and  that 
they  were  both  strongly  of  opinion  that  it 
was  not  the  interest  of  England  to  possess 
any  more  territories  of  the  kind.  Sir 
James  Brooke,  howeVer,  centinaed  to  held 
it  upon  his  own  account.  He  did  not  stop 
to  inquire  into  tho  anomalous  position  of 
an  Englishmau  being  sovereign  of  a  terri- 
tory like  this,  and  at  the  same  rime  being 
the  Governor  of  an  English  colony — La* 
buan.  The  next  thing  that  he  heard  was 
that  Sir  Jnmcs  Brooke  was  engaged  in  a 
war  with  his  neighbours,  which  was  carried 
on  with  English  vessels  under  the  pretence 
of  being  engaged  in  putting  down  piracy, 
lie  found  that  Sir  James  Brnol'c  claimed 
to  himself  tho  merit  of  being  in  liorneo 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  down  piracy  in 
the  Bastem  Archipelago,  and  the  difficulty 
of  discussing  this  matter  was  this,  diat 
wliilc  Sir  James  Brooke  was  carryiTig  on  a 
war  only  with  his  ni>xt-door  neighltours, 
hon.  Geutlemen  would  import  into  it  the 
whole  of  Borneo,  which  was  2,000  milea 
in  circumference,  and  tho  whole  of  the 
Indian  Archipelago,  which  occupied  an 
aoueous  surface  of  4,000  or  5,000  miles. 
When  he  found  that  English  ships  were 
employed  under  Sir  James  Brooke  to  put 
down  piracy,  he  next  inquired  whether 
those  parties  were  pirates  or  not,  and  upon 
this  subject  he  would  quote  Mr.  John 
Orawfbrd,  the  author  of  the  beat-known 
work  upon  the  Indian  Archipelago,  who 
had  nearly  completed  a  Malay  dictionary, 
and  who  had  been  consulted  by  the  present 
Government  with  respect  to  the  formation 
of  the  establishment  of  Iiabuati.  That 
gentleman  said  that  the  Dyaks  of  Sarebas 
and  Sakarran  were  not  Malays,  and  that 
those  who  talked  of  them  as  Malays  did 
not  understand  the  subject.  Yet  the  House 
heard  the  Dyaks  and  Malays  constantly 
jumbled  together.  As  he  could  bring  au- 
thority to  prove  that  these  T> yaks  were  not 
pirates,  he  wanted  those  who  took  a  differ- 
ent view  to  give  some  anthority  to  justify 
this  great  act  of  violence,  and^  as  he  called 
it,  of  cruelty.  There  was  no  proof  those 
Dyaks  had  committed  on  au  English  ship 
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anr  act  eoell  M  woiiltl  in  England  be  call- 
ed'piracr.    They  liatl  also  to  recollect  that 
the  iDdtruciioos  of  tho  Admiralty  were 
tM  ^  oSeneea  mmt  be  oommitted  on 
SngUsh  resscls.    Ho  demurred  to  the  Sul- 
tri  '  f  Rnrnrn.  T\ho  might  find  his  ncii,^h- 
bours  troublesome,  employing  English  ves- 
st'is  in  putting  them  down,  under  the  pre- 
teoee  tW  he       suppressing  piracy.  He 
(Mr.  Cobden)  wanted  some  hetter  proof 
tban  tlie  fliet  of  these  tribes  bcinp;  at  war 
with  e*ch  otber  to  justifv  tlio  slaughter  of 
theiu.    lie  should  confess  ho  felt 
ilaraied  lest  the  people  of  thu  ootmtrj 
dumld  be  mede  parties  to  the  occupation  of 
wore  territory  tban  that  of  Sarawak.  Ra- 
jah Brooke  bail  been  praised  for  bis  ning- 
aaouuityi  bub  it  would  appear  that  he 
inde  wer  witli  a  view  to  enoroaob  on  his 
neighbours'  territory.    It  was  also  evident 
that  Ills  warfare  was  not  coiifincd  alone  to 
▼aicr,  for  be  also  made  war  by  land  in  in- 
Tadiug  these  adjoining  territories.  They 
n%hft  talk  about  bit  potting  down  pine j. 
It  was  well  known  that  piracy  existed  for 
centuries  in  tho  Indian  Archipelas:^,  and 
the  districts  in  wbicli  it  prevailed  were 
well  known.    But  was  Rajah  Brooko  to 
k found  ibere?    Bj  no  meftoe.   If  Sir 
Jmws  Brooke  made  war  against  the  Zoo- 
loos,  as  the  Spaniards  had,  with  great  loss 
to  themselves,  or  with  other  jiirates,  all 
of  whom  were  about  1,000  miles  from  Sara- 
iik»  then  be  sbonld  tbink  tbat  Sir  James 
Bkookewas  engaged  in  puttingdown  piracy. 
He  would  cive  a  summary  of  Sir  James 
Brooke's  proceedings  from  a  document 
which  he  held  iu  his  hand  :  — 

^  August  15,  1839. — Sir  James  Brooke  arrived 
at  Sarawak.     September  24,  1841. —  Became 
B«jah  of  Sarawak.    Juno  11,  1848.— With  the 
Stfavak  aad  Sow  Dyaks,  assisted  by  the  boats  of 
Her  Majesty's  ship  Dido,  attacked  tho  SarelNM 
Dyaks.    .Tune  12. — Captured  and  burnt  Dr.ik 
tovn  of  Paddi,  on  tho  Sarebas  rivor.   Juno  14. — 
Dotroyed  Paku,  anoChor  Dyak  town  on  the  tame 
riTer.   June  17. — Took, by  assault.  Remki.H.  .mo- 
ther Djyak  town  on  wine  river.    August  7,  ISli. 
—With  the  Sarawak  Dyaks,  assisted  by  the  boats 
of  Her  Majesty's  Miip  DlJi',  and  of  East  India 
CoBDWDf'a  steamer  Pldcgctkon,  stormed  and  took 
(he  Vjndt  forts  and  Tillages  ak  Potnsen.  Avfust  8. 
—Continued  burning  and  detitroyinf  I'atusen. 
Augost  9. — Completed  same.    August  10. — Hav- 
%  destroyed  every  boat,  botue,  and  but  at 
Fattuen, started  for  the  Snkarran  country.  Augti-'t 
U.^Plniida«d  xmd  burnt  Dyak  town  of  Scritf 
Mmv  Anpnt  14v— <  Looted'  (plundered)  Dyak 
Tilbgps  ;  more  fighting  ;  Lieutenant  Wade  of  the 
l>id«  killed,  and  another  Dyak  village  destroyed. 
Aagwt  17.— 'PMoeeded  up  tho  Snkarran  River. 
Angust  19  -  Attnoked  the  Sakarran  Dyaks  ;  Mr. 
George  Steward  killed.  N'orember  1. — Appointed 
BritU  agnt  at  BoRMe.  0«tob«r  S4,  \%»,^ 


Despatched  bis  Sarawak  Dyaks  agaiost  the  Sakar- 
ran Dyaks.   BCaroh  19, 1847.— >Aooredited  to  the 

Sultan  and  independent  Chiefs  of  Rornoo,  as  Her 
Britannic  Majesty's  Commissioner  and  Consul 
General.   October  1. — Arrived  in  England.  No- 
rembor  27,  1847. — AitiwintoJ  Govci  nor  and  Com- 
Qwnder-in-Cliief  of  Labuau  and  its  dependencies. 
February  17,  1840.>— ArriTod  at  Sarawak,  and 
)rcparcd  to  attack  tlio  Sakarran  Dyaks.  March 
... — Left  Sarawak  on  a  fruitless  preliminary  ex- 
pedition against  tbem.   Mareb  35.-r-With  thirty 
)ralius  of  his  own  savages,  and  with  the  boats  of 
the  Nemesis  steamer,  went  on  an  'operation,' 
which  was  only  partially  sveoessfbl ;  the  natlToa 
laving  fled  inl.ind,  provcntod  Brooke  and  his  sav- 
ages fi'om  '  playing  the  same  game '  (to  use  a 
Brooke  expression)  as  on  anotlMr  ooeasion ;  and 
they  wf-ro,  in  the  alts^Mico  of  tho  inhahitants, 
obliged  to  return  contented  with  thu  minor  pas- 
time of  destroying  eight  Sarebas  villnr^cs,  and 
burning  40  tons  of  paddy.    July  31. — Tbo  latest 
massacre  of  which  any  advices  have  as  yet  been 
reoeitrad.  August  4.  and  succeeding  days. — Paica* 
a  town  on  the  Sarebas  River,  destroyed ;  several 
villages  plundered  ;  Kanowitt '  fined.'  ** 

Thus,  it  would  be  seen,  that  wiica  Sir 
James  Brooke  went  out  from  ihis  coantiy 
be  was  not  to  be  found  at  Borneo  where  he 

was  Consul,  or  at  Labuan,  for  bcin<T  Go- 
vernor of  which  ho  received  2.1*00^  per 
auuum,  but  continually  at  Sarawak,  not 
putting  down  pirates,  bnt  carrying  on  war 
by  land  and  sea  with  his  next  neighbours. 
He  repeated  that  there  was  nothing  iu  tl  o 
evidence  to  show  that  Sir  James  Brooke  was 
engaged  in  the  Indian  Archipelago  in  put- 
ting down  pirates  for  the  beneSt  of  British 
coinmerco;  but,  on  the  contrary,  he  was 
engaged  in  war  with  his  neighbours  for  the 
purpose  of  becoming  possessed  of  their 
land.    What  this  country  had  a  ri^bt  to 
e.tpect  was,  some  proof  tbat  those  tnbes  of 
Dyaks  had  ever  committed  an  act  of  piraey 
upon  an  European  vessel — he  would  not 
confine  himself  to  an  English,  but  would 
say,  upon  any  square-rigged  vessel,  or  any 
schooner  of  any  country.    If  tbat  were 
shown  him,  he  would  at  once  cease  all 
comment  on  thoao  proceedings.  What- 
ever the  decision  of  that  House  might  be, 
the  eountrv  would  not  let  the  question  rest; 
and  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose deserved  the  honour  and  gratitude  of 
tho  country  and  of  the  civilised  world  for 
attempting  to  rescue  this  country  from  the 
stigma  which  must  attach  to  it  if  it  allowed 
this  matter  to  pass  uninquired  into.  All  diat 
the  hon.  Member  asked  for  was,  that  the 
House  should  inquire  why  these  500  people 
V  f  re  killed.    The  los<3  of  life  was  greater 
than  in  the  case  of  the  English  at  Trafal- 
gar, Copenhagen,  or  Algiers,  and  yet  it  was 
sought  to  pass  over  snoh  a  loss  of  hamaa 
lite  as  a  they  were  so  many  di^;  aiid» 
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WQffi0»  to  mix  up  profcsEions  of  religion  and 
adhealon  to  Christianity  with  the  massacre. 
It  the  country  had  not  moral  force  enough 

to  compel  this  inquiry,  then  let  it  cease  its 
comments  on  other  countries,  in  wliose 
eyes  the  people  of  England  wished  to  set 
themselves  up  as  examples  of  morality, 
mngnanimitv,  and  all  tlio  otlirr  virtues. 

Siii  FREDFJilC    TIIKSIGEE  said, 
that  if  the  proof  of  that  wliich  ^ras  the 
main  r^ucstion  in  this  case  had  not  bucn 
fnllj  established  throughout  the  whole  of 
the  dcbato,  ho  should  have  called  tho  at- 
tention of  the  Ilonso  to  tho  clear  and  dis- 
tinct evidence  before  them,  to  prove  the 
fact  that  tho  tribes  of  Sarabus  and  Sakar- 
ran  were  nnqueationably  pirates;  and  as 
tho  hon.  Member  for  tho  West  Riding  (Mr. 
Cobden)  called  triumphantly  for  any  evi- 
dence on  the  subject,  he  wished  to  press 
upon  then*  attention  the  important  fact, 
that  on  two  occasions  this  very  question 
had  been  the  subject  of  judicial  inquiry 
and  determination.   In  1844,  upon  a  ques- 
tion arising  as  to  tho  right  of  the  crew  of 
the  Dido  to  recdve  head-money,  in  re- 
spect of  the  engagement  that  took  place 
under  the  command  of  Ca[)tuin  Keppel, 
the  point  wjis  raised,  under  theCtli  fTe(>r<re 
IV.,  of  whether  the  tribe  of  Baiiarran 
wore  pirates  or  not  ?   The  learned  Judge 
who  presided  on  that  oecasion  was  well 
known  to  be  a  person  who«e  feelings  re- 
volted at  deeds  of  cruelty  and  oppression, 
and  would  have  been  indignant  to  repel 
any  attempt  to  fastm  the  crime  of  piracy 
on  this  tribe  for  any  interested  object. 
The  Queen's  Advocate  raised  the  question 
of  whether  they  were  pirates  or  uot,  and 
the  learned  Judge  prononneed  that  the 
proof  against  tliem  was  conclusive.  Vyon 
the  occasion  of  tlie  proceedings  of  the 
31st  .hily,  1S49,  the  jfanie  question  arose 
before  another  learned  Judge.  Deposition 
after  deposition  was  produced,  and  it  was 
proved  distinctly  to  the  mind  of  every  dis- 
passionate person  that  tho  tribes  of  Sareba.s 
and  vSakarran  were  pirates.     lie  rested 
upon  tliese  two  important  decisions,  in 
which  the  question  had  been  most  dis* 
tinctly  raised;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  West  Kidinix  nnist  be  hard  to  he  satis- 
fied if  ho  did  not  take  them  as  conclusive 
proof  of  tho  fact.    An  objection  to  what 
took  place  on  the  31st  July,  1849,  was 
raised  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), and  ho  was  anxious  that  it  should 
not  go  forth  upon  hia  high  aittibority  thai 
any  doaht  eoold  esdst  as  to  the  legality  of 


these  proceedings.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  that  an  Act  of  Parliament 
having  passed,  in  1837,  which  redoeed  ^a 

pmnshment  for  piracy  from  a  capital  pun* 
islnnent  to  transportation,  it  was  therefore 
not  lawful  to  put  pirates  to  death  unless 
they  resisted;  and  he  said,  that  althowjih 
there  were  several  vessels  en c^A£]^ed  in  tua 
enterprise,  there  wore  only  a  few  of  them 
that  luado  any  resistance,  and  therefore  it 
was  not  lawful  for  ller  Majesty's  forces  to 
do  more  than  to  seise  on  those  vessela  thait 
were  not  actually  engaged  in  rcsistanoe. 
He  should  have  thought,  that,  where  a 
number  of  boats  or  vessels  wore  cnG;a/?od 
in  one  common  enterprise,  and  a  portion 
of  them  offered  reBistance*  thai  would  ba 
quite  .sufBeient  to  warrant  an  attack  on  the 
wliole  of  them.    But  he  would  concede  for 
a  moment  that  this  was  not  a  lawful  courae 
to  pursue.    The  general  rule  with  regard 
to  piratea  waa,  that  they  were  enomiM  of 
the  human  race,  and  might  bo  extermi- 
nated for  the  purpose  of  protecting  peaceful 
commerce;  but  the  law  in  England  with 
regard  to  piracy  was  difierent»  undar  tiw 
6  George  IV.,  which,  for  the  encoiiragia> 
mcnt  of  the  suppression  of  piracy,  gave 
head-money  in  respect  of  every  person  en- 
gaged on  board  any  piratical  vessel.  But, 
sara  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Act  of 
1837  reduced  the  punishment  from  death 
to  transportation.    Ho  (Sir  V.  Tliesi^r) 
should  havo  considered  that  his  right,  hon. 
Friend  might,  however,  at  once  have  sop- 
posed  that  this  punishment  was  not  appli- 
cable to  Malay  and  Sarebas  pirates.  That 
Act  applied  to  British  sulijects;  and  it 
would  be  most  extraordinary  to  think  of 
transporting  the  subjects  of  anothw  coon- 
try  TMider  the  provisions  of  an  English  Act 
of  Parliament.    Therefore,  the  Act  of  1  Sr>7 
could  not  interfere  with  tho  relation,  ns  it 
had  been  called,  iu  which  pirates  stood  to 
peaceable  peraonat  aa  they  were  atiU  tba 
enemies  of  the  human  race,  still  liable  to 
all  the  consequences  incurred  hy  those  who 
committed   unlawful   and  criminal  acts; 
therefure,  on  tho  3isb  July,  1839,  it  was 
competent  to  the  forces  under  Sir  JaUMu 
Brooke  to  put  them  down  in  any  way, 
and  they  were  not  called  on  to  endeavour 
to  capture  them,  in  order  that  they  might 
be  transported,  under  a  British  Act  of 
Parliament,  fiwm  Great  Britain  to  nek 
parts  beyond  the  seas  as  Her  Majesty 
should  think  fit  to  direct.    He  thoudit  the 
observations  upou  piracv  had  by  thi:>  tune 
been  ontirsiy  cxhauiloay  and  m  tmatad 
thai  lhaae  moal  inndioiiB  aoawaati— a,  pat^ 
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tinaeioodj  and  ntirelentiDgly  persevered 
b,  would  at  last  be  put  an  end  to  by  a 

triumphant  majoritj  against  the  Motion. 

CoLoxEL  THOMPSON  said  :  It  has  be- 
come almost  necessary  that  tliose  who  in- 
tend  Ut  vote  with  the  Member  for  Montrose 
ahodd  etate  the  reason  wby.  So  far  as  I 
iwj  put  myself  forward  as  a  representa- 
tire  of  that  class,  and  because  I  have  not 
kfen  entirely  without  the  habit  of  consider- 
ing conflicting  evidence,  I  most  say,  that 
I  w  more  belieye  in  the  cxistenoe  of  Dyak 
pirates  in  Borneo,  than  of  dragons  in  Gap- 
padocia.  Who  likes,  may  enact  St.  Georgo; 
but  i  don't  believe  in  the  Dragon.  lu  my 
boDMt  and  tiniple  eonfiction,  evidence 
that  has  been  brought  into  this  House  is 
rouviiicing  and  overwhelming  on  the  side 
of  the  Memh<  r  for  Montrose.  Honourable 
men  are  found  expressing  their  gratitudo, 
Aat  thej  had  aot  been  eompelled  to  take 
IB  nnwUling  aliare  in  these  transaotions* 
The  evidence  from  all  quarters  is  over- 
powering, that  thcso  were  not  the  men 
vho  were  the  pirates.  I  cannot  congra- 
tolate  Imhi.  Qentlemen  opponte  on  the  peiv 
ipleacity  they  displayed  when  tiiey  so 
mtrthfully  cheered  the  statements  of  the 
Metuber  for  Montrose;  for  he  was  in  the 
Mt  of  showing  that  the  accounts  of  the 
awn  who  were  in  the  hiU»it  of  piracy,  were 
mtinly  diflFercnt  from  the  description  of 
those  who  Imd  been  slauirhtereH.  Tt 
▼as  as  if  he  had  described  the  cuirasses 
and  helmets  of  the  Life  Guards  in  ycster- 
^j's  prooassicMD*  for  the  purpose  of  demon* 
itntiiig  that  A*  slanghteiea  Dyaks  were 
not  thev,  Bnt  I  know  how  Tittle  chanec 
there  is  of  opjujs'nig  a  dee^l  of  blood;  all 
I  ask,  therefore,  is  that  wo  may  have  a 
Ur  ehanoe  of  sodog  our  names  printed  m 
a  difiiion  list  for  Uio  nso  of  our  eonsti- 
taenta  and  the  country. 

Mr.  FORSTEK  said,  tint  if  some  lion. 
Gentleman  considered  thai  the  Dyaks  of 
^wneo  wero  not  pirates  be  eonld  only  tell 
^1^^  that  the  merchants,  shtpowneni, 
Siilors,  and  underwriters  of  this  country 
entertained  a  very  different  oi>inion.  lie 
lud  apphcd  to  the  Committee  of  Lloyd's 
for  information  on  this  sulgect,  and  he 
held  in  his  hand  a  list  supplied  by  that 
cwnmittee,  and  signed  by  the  secretary, 
iBcntiofiinr?  bet.vccn  thirty  and  fort}-  vcs- 
which  iiad  been  captured  and  plun- 
ibed,  the  crews  in  many  cases  having 
Wn  murdored.  [An  Hon.  MEMitEa : 
Where?]  The  return  waf?  cntitlod  a 
list  of  vessels  which  between  the  1 .3tli  of 
August,  IdJD,  and  tho  28th  of  i^ebruary. 


1851,  had  been  attaoked,  captured,  plun 
dered,  or  in  any  way  molested  by  Malay 
or  Dyak  pirates.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  had  referred  very  triumphantly 
to  a  letter  which  had  been  addressed  to 
him  by  certain  traders  at  Singapore.  He 
(Mr.  Forster)  had  received  a  copy  of  that 
letter,  and  had  made  some  inquiries  re- 
specting it,  and  he  could  inform  the  House 
that  the  first  name  on  the  list  was  that  of 
a  gentleman  connected  with  a  house  in 
London,  l>y  whom  he  (Mr.  Forster)  eoold 
say  on  the  best  authority  that  that  gen- 
tleman's proceedings  were  entirely  diaa* 
vowed. 

Mr.  HUICB  nplied.  The  gentleman 
(Mr.  Carr)  whose  name  had  just  been  ro^ 
fi^rred  to,  had  not  at  all  altered  his  opin- 
ion, and  was  ready  to  come  forward  and 
give  ovidonce  to-morrow. 

Ha.  FOESTER  said,  he  bad  referred 
to  the  honse  with  which  the  gentleman 
was  connected. 

Mu.  HUME  said,  the  gentleman  had 
been  a  resident  at  Singapore  twcnty-threo 
years,  and  the  house  with  which  he  was 
connected  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  mat- 
ter, for  none  of  thmi  liad  ever  been  abroad* 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Abing- 
don (Sir  F.  Thesiger)  considered  that  it 
would  he  absurd  for  an  English  Act  of 
Parliament  to  be  applied  to  the  transpor- 
tation of  the  inha1iitr.ii*=;  of  Borneo.  Now, 
by  a  treaty  made  wiih  tlie  Sultan  of  Bor- 
neo in  1847,  power  was  given  to  Her  Bri- 
tannic Majesty  to  enter  the  rirors  and 
creeks  within  his  dominions,  in  order  10 
capture  all  vessels  engaged  in  piracy,  and 
resci<co  and  rocrrvo  for  the  judgment  of 
the  proper  autiiorities  all  parties  offending 
against  the  two  contracting  Fowen.  Thu 
was  the  law,  and  it  appeared  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  wos  icTiorant  of  this 
treaty.  The  hon.  Member  for  West  Sur- 
rey  (Mr.  Drummond)  had  alluded  to  an 
individual  whom  he  described  as  the  ma^ 
lignant  cause  of  all  these  proceedings; 
and  in  a  former  debate  it  was  .'tinted  that 
^fr.  Wise  had  taken  [>ossession  of  certain 
papers  belougiug  to  Sir  James  Brooke, 
and  used  them.  Now  the  fact  was,  as 
Messrs.  Chapman  and  llall,  the  pubHshcrs 
of  Captain  Keppdl's  book,  declared,  that 
Mr.  Wise,  liavinsj!;  undertaken  the  reviniuu 
of  the  second  edition  of  the  work  at  Cap* 
tain  Kcppeli's  request,  they  transmitted  to 
him  a  bo.x  containing  certain  manuscripts 
of  Sir  .Tallies  Brooke,  in  order  to  enable 
him  to  do  so.  Whatever  mii^lit  he  the  de- 
cision of  the  ilouBO,  everythiug  that  had 
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taken  place  during  tlic  present  discussion 
bod  convinced  him  of  the  acem-acy  of  his 
information,  that  dOO  persons  had  been 
destroyed  under  the  all^tioii  that  they 
were  pirates,  when  there  WM  no  proof  of 
BUch  being  tho  faoi. 
Question  put. 

The  HoubO  divided  : — Ajcs  19  ;  Noes 
230:  Majority  211. 

List  of  tlie  Ayes. 


Bell,  J. 

Buxton.  Sir£.N. 
Cobden,  R. 
Crawford.  W.  S. 
EUii.  J. 
Greene,  J. 
Ilastie,  A. 
Henry,  A. 
Hejrworth,  L. 
Lnthington.  C. 
M'Gregor,  J. 


Robertet,  T.J.  A. 
Smitli,  J.  B. 

Thompson,  Col. 
Tlioniji'ion,  G. 
"\V:ilin8l<'v,  Sir  J, 
Willcox.  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
WiUiami,  W. 

TBUbBM. 


List  of  the  NoB8. 


Abdy,  Sir  T.N. 
Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Addorley,  C.  B. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A, 
Armstrong,  R,  B. 
Bagsbaw,  J. 
Bailey,  J. 

Baiocfl,  rt.  hon.  M.  T. 
Buing,  rt.  bon.  Sir  F.  T. 

Batedon,  T. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H. 
Beresford,  W. 
Berkeley,  Adoi. 
Berkeley,  hon.  II.  F. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
BLiir,  S. 

Blandford,  Marq.  of 
Boir1««,  Adm. 

r.oyii.  .r. 

Boyle,  koQ.  Col. 
Bnunston,  T.  W. 

Brisco,  M. 
Brocklelturst,  J. 
Brooko,  Lord 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
BuUer.  Sir  J.Y. 
■nurrcll,  SirC.  M. 
Burrouglics,  H.  N. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Cabbell,  B.  B. 
Campbell,  Sir  A.  I. 
Car.lwoll,  E. 
Carow.  W.H.  P, 
CaiUerragfa,  Viiet. 
Cavendish,  hon.  0.  0, 
Cavendish,  W.  G. 
Caylejr.  E.  S. 
Chaplin.  W.  J. 
Christv,  S. 
Clay,  J. 

Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
CUve,  bou.  R.  II. 


Cochrane,  A.  D.  R.W.B. 
Cock  burn.  Sir  A,  J.  E. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
ConoUy,  T. 
Cowan,  C. 
Covpor,  hon.  W.  F. 
Crmg,  Sir  W.  6. 
Crawford,  U.  W. 
Crowdcr,  R.  B. 
DikTie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Da  vies,  D.  A.  S. 
Dawes,  E. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.V, 
Denison,  E. 
Dick,  Q. 
Divett,  E. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douro,  Marq.  of 
Drummond,  fl. 
DuDoaOtG. 
Daiieuft,  J. 
T>uiiil.'i3,  Adn. 
Duudxis,  G. 

DttiidM,  rt.  hon.  Sir  D. 

Danno,  ('n\, 
Ebriiigtou,  Yisct. 
Edwards,  1£. 
EUiottbon.  J.  E. 
Esteoinrt,J.  B.  B. 
Euaton,  Earl  of 
Evans,  J. 
Fergus,  J. 
Fergmon,  Col. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitz Patrick,  rt.  hoQ.  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Foniter,M. 
ForteiHrae,  0. 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
Frecstuo,  Col. 
Gilptn,  Col. 

GlmJstone,  rt.  hOB.W.E. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Goddard,  A.  L, 

Goold,  W. 
Gordon,  Adm. 


Grooue,  T. 
r;renfoll,  C.  F. 
(Jronfell,  C.W. 
Gropaii,  E. 
Grosvcnor,  Lord  R. 
Grosvenor,  EtnA 
Gwyn,  II. 

Hnllyburton,  Lord  J.  F. 

Ilaniilton,  (i.  A. 

llaoultou.  Lord  GL 
Haniner,  Sir  J. 

llastie,  A. 
Ilatchell,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Hawos,  B. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Ileadlam,  T.  £. 
Ileald,  J. 
Heneage,  E. 
Ilrvwood.  J. 
Hill,  Lord  E. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Hogg,  Sir  J.  W. 
Hollond,  R. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  £.  Q,  G. 
Hutcliins,  E.  J. 
Ilutt,  W. 
loglis.  Sir  R.  H. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
■Tones,  Capt. 
KerrisoD,  Sir  £. 
Kildan,  Ifarq.  of 
Kdox,  hon.W.  S. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
T..nngton.  W.  U.  P.  G. 
I.;iwley,  hon.  B.  R. 
I^nnard,  T.  B. 
Leiiitox,  T.ord  A*  O. 
Lcvvi&,  G.  C. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Littleton,  hon.  £.'&. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Mackenzie,  W,F. 
Mandcrillc,  Visot. 
MantiiTs,  Lord  C,  S. 
March,  Earl  of 
Mathmon,  CoL 
Mclgund,  Vi»ct. 
Moux,  Su-  II. 
MOnor,  W.  M.  E. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Milton,  Visct. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mootly,  C.  A, 
Morgan,  0. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyu,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mulhngs,  J.  R. 
Mundy,  W. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
Naas,  Lord 
Napier,  J. 
Mewdegate,  C.  N. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'r.rien.  Sir  L. 
U  Conuell,  M.  J. 
Ogle,  S,  0.  H. 


Owen,  Sir  J, 
Paget,  Lord  0. 
Palmcnton,  Tiiet. 

PfirkfT,  J. 
I'ucl,  Col. 

Pennant,  hOB.  OoL 
Perfect,  R. 
Pigot,  F. 
I'ilkington,  J, 
Pinnejr,  W. 
Plowden.W.  H.C. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Prime,  R. 
Pugh,  D. 
Faiej,  P. 
RentOD,  J.  C. 
Repton.  G.W.J. 
Ricardo,  O. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich.  H. 
Rushout,  Capt. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell.  F.C.  U. 
Scbolefiold,  W. 
Scobell,  Capt. 
Scaham,  Visct. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smyth,  J.  G. 
Sm7the,lum.  G. 
Smollett,  A. 

Soincrsot,  Capt. 
Somervillc,  rtJm.SirW. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S* 
Spooncr,  R» 
Stafford,  A. 
Stanley,  hon.  W.  O. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  J. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tancred,  U.  W. 
Tajlor,  T.  E. 
Thesigcr,  Sir  F. 
Thicknesse,  R. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Toirneley,  J. 
Treror,  hon.  T. 
TiilnoU.  rt.  h(HI.U. 
Tvler,  Sir  G. 
Tyreil,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vcinicr,  Sir  W« 
Vomey,  Sir  H. 
Vyvjan,  Sir  R.  R. 
Watah,SirJ.B. 
Walter,  J. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
Welleslov.  Lord  C. 
Westhcad,  J.  P.  B. 
Whiteside,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sur  0. 
Wood,  Sur  W.  F. 
Wortley,  rt.  hoe,  J.  S. 

Wynn,  II  W.  W. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TT'.l.T.F.RS. 

Dayter,  \V.  G. 
Grsy,  R.  W« 


Houso  adjourned  at  One  o'clocic. 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 

Friday,  July  11,  1851. 

MntTTBs.]   PcBLic  Bnjua. — 1*  Inhabited  House 
Duty  ;  Public  Works,  Fisheries,  Ac. ;  Public 
W«riM  (Irafamd);  Chief  Justices  Salariei; 
CmAk  Mid  New  Bnuuwiok  Bonndarj. 
2*  Saint  Albans  Bribery  ComidiMioitt. 
3*  London  (City)  Sewen. 

BI7IU>ING  FOR  :THE  EXBIBITION  OF 
THE  WORKS  OP  IKDUSTRT  OF  ALL 

NATIONS. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  presented  a  petition 
from  Mr.  Joseph  FaxtOD,  of  Chatsworth,  an 
indindml  d  many  and  great  inerit8»  and 
(aiof  die  highest  authority  upon  al!  mat- 
ters connected  with  the  science  of  horticul- 
tare,  but  also  well  known  for  other  acqtitre- 
lieiits.  When  that  individual  a^^ked  hioi 
lo  pment  hie  petition,  of  which  the  object 
WM  to  prevent  the  taking  down  of  the 
Crystal  Pakce,  he  told  him  that  lie  (Lord 
Broagham)  was  the  last  person  who  ought 
to  present  such  a  petition,  as  ho  had  taken 
« proQunent,  though  a  very  ineffectuaU 
]tart  in  objecting  to  the  ExhilntiDn  hetag 
placed  in  Hyde  Park.  It  was  a  ^oss 
ouatakc  to  represent  that  he  was  against 
tin  Exhibition  itself;  on  the  contrary,  he 
liad  been  highly  iavonrable  to  it,  believing 
it  to  be  not  only  of  national,  bat  also  of 
European  utility.  He  had,  however,  op- 
pckscd  the  erection  of  any  building  for  the 
purpose  in  Hyde  Park,  because  he  beliered 
tbet  any  encii  atmctnre  would  be  an  en- 
croachment on  one  of  the  spiracles  of 
London,  find  because  he  thought  there 
voald  ari&e  a  question  as  to  the  legality 
of  ttateneroaehment;  an4  he  strongly  ob* 
jtetod  to  the  course  taken  by  the  present 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  then  the  Attorney 
General,  in  intercepting  an  application  to 
the  Courts  on  the  subject.  It  was  unne« 
fOtryforMm  to  enter  on  this  eeeasion 
*to  the  questions  which  Imd  been  raised 
«pon  that  point  durin:^  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament,  and  upon  which  he  retained  his 
former  opinion:  but  what  he  had  already 
tttntionea  made  it  necessary  for  him  to 
ttoto  at  some  length  the  objects  of  Mr.  Pax- 
ton  9  petition,  in  order  that  that  gentleman 
"light  be  convinced  that  ho  was  not  pre- 
judiced by  the  opmions  which  he  had  pre- 
viously expreeeed  on  this  subject.  Re- 
taining  as  he  did  his  former  opinions,  it 
ffiight  appear  to  some  that  he  was  prefacin  g 
l>ia  statement  of  Mr.  Pnxton's  petition  h\ 
■■Sigumc'iit  against  it;  but  ho  reminded 
J^Lofdships  that  thsm  was  a  great  dif- 
MMMe  between  the  qnestion  of  plaeing 


I  the  Ciystal  Palace  in  Hyde  Park  before 

it  was  erected,  and  the  question  of  taking 
it  down  non'  that  it  was  erected.  He 
thougiit  tluit  nothing  could  be  more  useful 
to  this  great  mettopoEi  than  to  retain  the 
Crystal  Palaco  as  a  great  horticultural 
garden  for  tho  recreation  of  the  people. 
In  that  point  he  fully  agreed  with  his  friend 
Mr.  Paxton.    He  likewise  concurred  with, 
him  in  thinking  that  tiie  retmition  of  the 
Crystal  Palace  would  also  be  beneficial  to 
tlic  instruction  of  tho  people  by  tho  col- 
leciioM  of  plants,  ?nincrals,  birds,  and  ani- 
mals which  might  be  deposited  there,  and 
by  tlie  transfer  from  the  British  Museum  of 
the  nunorous  specimens  illustrative  of  na- 
tural history  which  wore  now  either  hidden 
in  its  vaults  or  perishing  in  its  apartments 
from  the  want  of  proper  ventilation.  Mr. 
Paxton  had  no  doubt  that,  for  a  much  less 
sum  of  money  than  that  which  was  al> 
ready  at  the  disposal  of  the  Commissioners, 
the  whole  arrangements  for  converting  the 
Crystal  Palace  into  a  museum  and  winter 
park  and  garden  under  ghkss  might  be  ear* 
ricd  into  effect.    He  was  also  of  opinion 
that  the  different  museums  which  mi<rhthe 
formed  under  its  roof  would  remain  sutH- 
ciently  stable  with  very  little  additional 
expense,  and  that  by  an  annual  payment 
of  a  small  sum  the  current  expenses  of  the 
park  and  garden  might  bo  well  provided  for. 
Mr.  Paxton,  therefore,  implored  tiieir  Lord- 
ships to  protect  the  Crystal  Palaco  from 
destruction,  and  from  what  was  tantamount 
to  destruction — removal.    It  would  be  pre- 
mature for  him  (I/ord  Brougham)  to  say  that 
he  hod  made  up  his  mind  on  this  question. 
Mr.  Paxton  called  for  immediate  decision. 
He  (Lord  Brougham)  only  called  for  in* 
quiry  into  tho  subject  of  Mr.  Paxton 's  pe- 
tition.   He  only  wished  for  a  full  and  fair 
investigation  of  the  claims  which  some  par- 
ties made  to  have  this  magnificent  sfanotnrs 
removed,  or,  what  he  believed  to  he  the 
wish  of  a  majority  of  their  fellow-country- 
men, to  have  it  retained.    There  might  be 
some  difficulty  arising  out  of  the  pledge 
given  by  the  Boyal  Commissioners  to  tSe 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests  that 
it   should  ho  removed  within  a  certain 
time;  but  ho  thought  that  it  would  not  be 
difficult  for  one  branch  of  the  Government 
to  procure  from  another  a  release  from 
that  pledge.    Besides,  public  opinion  set 
in  a  strong  tide  in  that  direction.  After 
this  Exliibition  had  succeeded  beyond  any 
man's  expectation,  and  after  the  people 
had  become  absolutely  enamoured  of  the 
building,  he  must  say  that,  if  the  same 
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people  were  to  turn  round  and  cry  out, 
Let  us  have  it  removed — lot  it  no  longer 
cumber  the  eartli — break  it  up,  smash  it 
to  pieces,*'  they  wooM  pf«  the  world  ah 

exhibition  BOt  only  of  the  industry  of  all 
nations,  hut  of  the  fiokl m  -  uf  tl-.n  most 
fickle  of  all  nations,  shuv,  iu^;  that  if  they 
had  loss  rofinotnent,  they  had  more  levity 
than  the  Atheiuant  tiiemaelm;  breaking 
in  pieces  their  great  toy  as  soon  as  they 
bad  begun  to  play  with  it,  T!o  liad  al- 
ready declared  the  high  opiniou  which  he 
eutertained  of  Mr.  Paxtou's  eminent 
merits.  Ha  ealled  If  r.  Paxton  a  public 
benefactor,  on  account  of  the  inestimable 
benefits  which  he  had  conferred  upon  the 
Exhibition  itself.  He  retained  the  opin- 
ion which  he  had  originally  expressed  re- 
specting the  Exhibition,  namely,  that 
though  it  might  be  beneficial  to  the  country 
at  larL'e,  it  would  not  bo  without  injurv  to 
the  Hhopkeepers  and  retail  dealers  of  tho 
netropolia.  He  believed  that  they  bad 
already  suffered  considerably.  IIo  was, 
however,  convinced  that  their  sufferings 
would  be  put  an  end  to  if  the  Crystal 
Palace  were  converted  from  an  exhi- 
bition into  a  winter  garden.  He  repeated 
bis  conviction  that  Mr.  Faxton  was  a  pub- 
He  benefactor;  for  without  Mr.  T'nrton  nnd 
his  Crystal  Palace  the  Exhibition  neither 
.would  nor  coidd  have  taken  place.  He 
gavo  the  Royal  Coromisaioners  the  greatest 
Ofedit  for  having  adopted  so  immediately 
the  plan  of  that  gentleman,  for  he  must 
say  that  when  his  excellent  friend  first 
sabmitted  U  to  bis  consideration — and  he 
believed  that  be  (Lord  Brougham)  was  one 
of  tho  first  persons — if  not  tho  first — to 
whom  it  had  been  submitted  —lio  examined 
the  plan,  and  declared  his  opinion  that  it 
was  faTonrable;  bat  advised  Mr.  Paxton 
to  hasten  before  the  Commissioners,  and 
not  be  suprised  if  they  deemed  it  fanciful; 
because,  though  he  (  Lord  liroughan))  had 
long  ago  erased  the  word  iuiposbible  from 
bis  vocabnlary  in  all  proposed  improve- 
ments  of  ecienco  and  art*  mora  practical 
men  might  not  tal<e  the  same  view.  How- 
ever, he  must  fairly  admit  that  the  Oom- 
missioners  showed  the  greatest  liberality 
and  the  most  jndieions  spirit  as  well  as 
acuteness  in  so  easily  adopting  the  plan. 
Indeed  their  whole  conduct  had  boon  most 
praiseworthy,  and  ho  also  must,  in  passing, 
bear  his  testimony  to  the  good  conduct 
and  mild  proceedings  of  the  ])olico,  and 
of  the  Chief  Coinniissiouer,  }t\r.  Mayne. 
But  ho  now  came  bol'orc  the  llou-^p  nnt 
only  as  presenting  the  petition — he  ^Lord  i 
Lord  Jjvoiujham 


Brougham)  had  the  honour  of  presiding 
over  a  vfry  important  Hoctcty — he  meant 
the  Society  for  the  Ditfusion  of  Useful 
Knowledge.    That  society,  acting  apan 
the  views  on  which  it  was  instituted, 
would  probably  present  a  petition  in  favour 
of  tho  same  object  as  that  of  tho  petition 
which  ho  then  had  the  honour  of  present- 
ing.   They  re^rded  the  Crystal  Palace 
as  an  ally  of  their  friend  the  schoolmaB-ter, 
against  their  enemy  the  gin  palnco.  The 
delight  which  the  people  of  lute  years  lia^I 
been  taking  in  innocent  amusements  would 
draw  tens  and  huodreds  of  tbeuaaiids  to 
contemplate  the  stores  of  instruction  which 
would  soon  be  congregated  in  that  beautiful 
structure  —  stores  which  would  not  only 
please  but  enlighten  them,  and  which  wtnild 
be  rebnembered  with  enthusiasm,  even  when 
they  were  withdrawn  from  their  sight.  Ho 
hatl  been  told  that  more  than  two  millionB 
and  a  quarter  of  persona  had  already 
passed  tbrongb  the  Crystal  Pabiee,  and 
that  of  that  nnmber  only  a  quarter  wete 
foreigner"',  the  rest  being,  for  tho  most 
part,  the  ti  ulesmou  and  operatives  of  this 
metropolis,  and  those,  too,  not  of  the  lowest 
classes.  He  only  wished  move  of  the  lower 
classes  had  enjoyed  it.    Ho  could  not  but 
remember  the  answer  which  his  lamented 
friend  Dugald  Stuart  had  once  given,  wlien 
ho  (Lord  Brougham),  with  other  friends, 
now  no  more.  Lord  Webb  Seymour  and 
Mr.  Homer,  who  bad  been  actively  en> 
gaged  in  circulating  a  practically  i!«Af.,l 
work  among  the  poorer  classes  of  this 
country,  and  who  had  apologised  for  the 
bad  paper  on  which  the  Avork  had  boon 
published  —  which,   perhaps,    his  noblo 
Friend  opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downc)  would  remember  too — "I  only 
wish  your  paper  and  jkrintiog  bad  been 
ten  times  worse" — and  worse  it  eonld  not 
oa.sily  he—"  if  it  would  have  given  to  your 
ohject  wider  circulation."    So  would  ho 
say  with  regard  to  the  Exhibition.  He 
bad  been  told,  that  upon  an  average, 
2.5002.  a  day  bad  been  taken  from  the 
person*?  who  went  to  visit  the  Crystal  Pn- 
ioco.   lie  would  much  rather  that  the  pro- 
ceeds of  tho  Exhibition  Imd  b^n  only 
2002.  a  day,  provided  that  amount  had 
been  taken  in  pence.    He  hoped  at  any 
rate  that,  before  the  Crystal  Palace  was 
destroyed,  due  inquiry  would  bo  made  into 
the  subject-matter  of  this  petition. 

LoHU  CAMPBELL  said  that,  in  hia 
liunible  oj)inion,  this  Ciystal  Palace,  tho 
v>  on  ler  of  the  world,  might  disappear  with- 
i  out  any  reproach  to  the  Koyal  Gommi8> 
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md  wiAeBt  mj  <Atvtg%  of  fieUd> 

BMi  tgainst  the  pul)]ic,  a«  it  had  already 
fulfilled  and  was  iulfiHinn:  its  Jcstinv  in  the 
TrTi«t  admirable  manner.  Though  hi**  noMe 
and  ieai'ued  Frieud  had  with  hig  usual  lu- 
nratlj  tUted  both  sides  of  ihe  question* 
■•  ksd,  like  odior  advocates,  been  carried 
away  Ly  his  z?al  for  his  client,  and,  from 
a  fear  lest  ho  sliould  be  thoue'ht  not  to  bo 
doiag  full  justice  to  his  interests,  had 
•anevliAt  bunkod  and  distorted  his  own 
opiDioas.  His  (Lord  Campbeirs) 
cwriction  vas,  that  for  the  honour  and 
glory  of  Mr.  Paxton,  and  of  all  cnnccnicd 
io  the  Crytatal  Palace,  it  would  ho  much 
letter  for  thorn  not  to  nm  the  risk  of 
foiiare  notr*  and  the  oertainty  of  inenrring 
the  charge  of  broken  faith  lioronftcr,  hy 
embarking  in  any  such  scheme  as  had 

S'  St  boen  propounded  to  their  Lordships, 
e  most  fiiUj  coneorred  in  all  the  many 
eulogies  which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
luul  bestowed  on  Mr.  Tax  ton.  Mr.  Paxton 
was  an  honour  to  his  country.  He  would 
■ot  say  a  word  against  the  Exhibition. 
It  vas  one  of  the  moot  wonderfol,  if  not 
the  most  wonderful  spectaolOf  that  the 
world  had  ever  behold.  It  success  had 
b^n  splendid  aud  unexampled.  His  noble 
sad  learned  Friend  bad  said  that  two  mil- 
lioas  and  a  quarter  «f  peiaona  had  visited 
the  Crystal  Palace.  He  (Lord  Campbell) 
believed  that  the  number  of  visitors  to  it 
had  been  still  larger,  and  that  all  who  went 
dMie  had  received  information,  and  had 
had  their  ulnds  enUirged.  He  beliered 
thftt  the  Exhibition  itself  had  been  and 
would  be  of  tho  greatest  benefit  to  our 
manufactures*  He  believed  that  it  would 
gnaote  the  ooltinitioa  of  the  fine  arts. 
Hs  beliewed  that  it  had  had,  and  would 


the  Bzhlbition ;  hot  the  qneadon  wm» 
whether  their  Lordshipa  ihonld  make  a 

vain  nttprnpt  to  conUnoe  as  a  permanent 
building  tiiat  which  was  only  erected  for  a 
temporary  purpose  ?  I  hc  lame  of  the  Kx- 
hibition  would  be  etemali  but  the  stnio* 
turo  in  which  it  was  displayed  was  but  frail 
and  transient.  Even  hh  noblo  and  learned 
Friend  had  some  niiscrivinga  as  to  tho  struc- 
ture. I'erhaps  Mr.  i'axton  had  none;  but 
then  he  was  a  man  of  genina,  and  like  all 
other  men  of  genios  did  not  see  any  of  the 
difficulties  in  his  way.  Why,  Mr.  Pa.vton 
had  actually  wanted  to  have  admission  to 
the  Exhibitiou  free,  and  a  granii  uf  public 
money  for  its  expenses;  and  bad  declared 
that  otherwise  it  otNild  nerer  anoceed,  which 

showed  that  his  opinions  were  not  to  be 
implicitly  depended  upon.  Now,  indeed, 
Mr.  Paxton  saw  no  difficulty  in  preserving 
the  Crystal  Palace.  Bnt  ho  (Lmrd  Camp- 
bell) had  been  informed  by  persons  who 
had  due  infonnati(tn  on  the  sul>i*'ff,  that 
the  first  step  which  must  be  taken  to  pro- 
serve  the  Crystal  Palace,  must  bo  to  take 
it  down  and  r^ild  it.  For  what  was  the 
fact  ?  Oulv  ouc  thiril  of  the  uprights  which 
supported  it  were  of  iron;  two-thirds  of 
them  were  of  wood.  The  roof  was  of  wood 
and  glass.  The  girders  were  of  wood,  and 
wonld  not  stand  beyond  the  present  san»> 
mer.  Therefore,  if  the  building  were  to  be  a 
permanent  one,  it  must  first  be  taken  down 
and  afterwards  reconstructed.  We  were, 
therefore,  in  the  same  situation  as  if  we 
had  now  to  consider  for  the  first  tiBM 
whether  we  should  build  it.  Tho  expense 
of  the  reconstruction  would  be  enormous, 
and  whence  the  money  was  to  come  from 
Mr.  Pazton  had  not  been  kind  enoogh  to 
inform  them.   Supposing,  however,  ihat 


Wc.  a  tendency  to  harmonise  and  civilise  |  tho  building  was  to  be  continued,  let  them 
thp  world  by  brins^in^  fnrjether  in  friendly  '  now  consider  to  what  purpose  this  building 


int^rcoorae  all  the  nations  of  the  globe. 
Tke  idea  and  exeentton  of  H  conferrM  the 

highest  glory  on  his  Royal  Highness  Prince 
AlWrt — it  had  secured  to  him  the  admira- 
tion, confidence,  and  love  of  his  adopted 
«*H«i>try.  lie  applauded  the  conduct  of  the 
Ksfsl  Commissioners,  and  more  especially 
that  of  lii  noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville), 
thfi  Vice-rresident  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  had  shown  euch  industry  and  good 
temper  in  superintending  the  arrangements 
ef  the  Bdribition.  Bnt,  after  all,  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Hooao  now  was  simply  this  : 
— "  What  ought  wo  to  do  with  the  Crystal 


Pal 


ace 


Ho  concurred  in  the  jjcneral 


was  to  be  applied.  The  journals  were  one 
and  all  for  converting  it  into  a  mnsenm, 
and  for  transferring  to  it  the  treasures  of 
natural  history  now  contained  in  the  British 
Museum.  Now,  he  had  himself  seen  the 
Crystal  Fniocc,  and  knew  its  capabilities; 
and  Mr.  Paxton  had  told  him  personally 
that  it  was  not  fitted  to  becoTue  a  ranseimi. 
Then  h\B  noble  and  learned  Friend  oppo- 
site said,  "  It  is  to  be  an  aviary  and  a 
menagerie."  Then  it  was  to  be  a  deposi- 
tory for  minerals,  and  models  of  small  im- 
provements, and  all  the  German  improve- 
ments, of  ^vh^ch  some  of  their  Lordships 
had  expressed  pueii  horror.    ]>ut  none  of 


feeling  that  that  palaco  was  one  of  the  j  these  objects  wore  the  objects  of  Mr.  Pax- 
aod  mteresting  featwee  of  j  ton,  for  his  fitond  Mr.  Paxtoaf—«nd  ha. 
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too*  was  proud  to  call  Mr.  Pazton  bis  friend 
— had  told  hira,  and  not  in  confidence,  that 

his  only  object  was  to  creat<'  n.  wmt<^r  park 
and  garden  under  glass  in  tins  metropolis. 
The  petition  of  Mr.  Paxton  was  nothing 
more  than  a  copy  of  the  pamphlet  which 
he  had  pttblished  under  the  title  of  "  What 
is  to  bocomo  of  the  Crystal  Palace  ?"  Now, 
if  ho  looked  to  that  pamphlet,  he  found  it 
stated  tluA  die  Crystal  ralaee  was  to  be 
continued  for  the  formation  of  a  new  and 
better  climate  in  our  own — one  which, 
even  under  opposite  inflneiiees,  may  be 
rendered  healthy  and  suited  to  the  wants 
and  reqairements  of  man."  Mr.  Fnxton 
farther  said — 


"  It  is  desirable  that  something  on  a  lar^  scale 

should  be  doTif?  \n  counteract  the  effects  of  th»* 
outer  air,  whicii,  io  this  country,  and  in  tlie  neigh- 
bourbood  of  London  especially,  is  oftin,  during 
many  months  in  the  year,  ini{hM|p,  rrmrky,  and  un- 
fit for  healthy  recreation  and  enjoyment ;  and  it  is 
to  meet  this  want  that  I  offer  the  present  recom- 
mendation. All  hitherto  erected  structures,  how- 
erer  groat  and  noble  sonje  of  them  are,  fall  fiir 
short  of  answering  this  end,  and  I  cannot  but  re- 
commend,  now  that  we  do  possess  a  building  like 
the  Crystal  Palace,  whieb  in  !ta  dimenmonff  i%  the 
bost  .idaptcd  for  sucli  a  ]>tirjiii-e  of  an vtliiu;.'  tliat 
bos  been  kitberto  aKcmptcd,  that  it  should  be  so 
appropriated.** 

He  would  read  to  their  Lordships  another 
aentenee  from  that  pamphlet,  which  would 

show  not  only  tliat  ilr.  Paxton  was  a  gi-eat 
architect  nn<!  Iiorticiilturist,  but  thnt  he 
could  also  be  when  the  occasion  required 
\X,  a  couQQivinte  poet,  for  he  wrote 
tfans  :— 

"  In  the  winter  park  and  garden  I  propose,  cli- 
mate would  be  tbe  principal  thing  etndied ;  all 
the  furnishing  and  fltting-up  woald  have  qieoial 

rcforonco  to  tliat  cud,  .«o  tliat  the  [)U':isines  found 
in  it  would  be  of  a  character  whiuU  all  who  visit 
eontd  Bbare ;  here  would  be  supplied  ibe  elinute 
of  S.Mitln  rii  Italv,  ^vltiTf  iinilf itudi's  nii:,'lit  ride, 
walk*  or  recline  amidst  groves  of  fragrant  trees; 
and  here  thqr  might  leboreiy  esauine  ^  works 
of  nature  and  art,  r<  ^nrdless  of  the  bitisg  east 
winds  or  the  drifting  snow." 

It  was  clear,  from  these  passages,  that  Mr. 
Paxton  did  not  propose  that  the  Crystal 
Palace  idurald  be  eontioQcd  for  the  purpose 
of  future  exhibitions,  but  for  the  purpose  of 

erecting  Lowers,  in  which  our  tradesmen 
could  bo  supplied  with  "  the  climates  of 
•Southern  Italy/'  and  might  be  able  to  dis- 
regard '*oar  hiting  east  wmds  and  our 
drifting  snows."  But  his  excellent  frieml, 
Mr.  Paxton,  had  not  toUl  their  Lordsbip;; 
how  they  were  to  j^et  all  these  advantaice.-. 
Our  countryiueu  must  encounter  tlie  "  bit- 
ing east  winds,'*  if  they  trudged  on  foot  to 
tlie  Crystnl  Palace,  and  must  be  saluted  by 


rude  Eurus  Boreas  as  they  trudged  on  CmI 

from  it.  In  the  midst  of  our  ' '*  driftiog 
snows."  too,  how  were  our  middle  classes 
to  get  there  and  back  again  %  They  must 
be  drendied  before  they  could  get  to  the 
sunny  climate  of  Southern  Italy,  and*  after 
they  had  got  well  dried  there,  they  must  be 
drenched  again  before  they  could  reach 
their  homes.  The  rich,  indeed,  migiit 
driire  there  and  hade  in  their  carriages; 
bat,  while  they  were  breathing  all  the  aiae> 
uities  uf  an  Italian  climate,  were  their  ser- 
vants and  their  horses  to  be  exposed  to  all 
the  injuries  accruing  from  "  biting  east 
winds  and  drifting  snows  ?"  **  Tboe  wf 
Lords,*'  said  Lord  Canii  11  "  are  lbs 
dreams  of  nn  able  but  enthusiastic  mao, 
who  forgets  ail  the  practical  difficulties  and 
incouvcuieuces  with  wiiich  ho  has  to  eoa- 
tcnd.  For  my  own  part,  I  prefer  the  trees, 
and  water,  and  air,  which  I  have  been  so> 
customed  t(.  enjoy  in  Hyde  Park,  to  all  the 
foreign  luxuries  with  which  Mr.  Paxton 
would  provide  me.  "  liow  was  the  expense 
of  all  these  luxuries  to  be  defrayed  3  JM 
Mr.  Paxton,  or  his  noble  and  lesnsd 
Friend  opposite,  expect  that  they  wonH 
obtnin  ft  urn  Parliament,  for  sneb  objects,  s 
grauL  uf  lOO.OOOi.,  in  the  hr&t  mstaoce, 
aud  of  20,0002.  a  year  for  ever  afUrwaidt! 
No;  they  expected  no  such  thing.  Then 
money  must  be  taken  at  tlie  doors  to  dcfra? 
such  ;i  eo^tlye.Tperiment.  People  could  nutl»e 
admitted  there  without  pa^'iug  some  butaJ 
sum— say  6d. —  for  each  admission.  Tbea 
the  poor  would  be  entirely  ezelttded  km 
this  winter  park  and  •garden,  or  museum, 
or  whatever  you  may  call  it;  and  not  only 
from  that,  but  also  from  thai  liyde  Piuk 
which  their  fathers  and  their  fi»iefirthsn 
before  them  had  enjoyed  in  full  hbcrtf. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite  had 
spoken  of  the  usefulnestt  and  kindness  of 
the  poUce  employed  in  the  Crystal  PahM» 
and  its  vicinity.  He  (Lord  Campbell)  ad- 
mitted that  in  the  fullest  degree,  and 
tbouarht  thnt  ?ilr.  Mavuc  deserved  the 
thanks  of  the  country  for  the  exceiieot 
police  arrangements  which  he  bad 
All  the  apprehensions  which  souM 
had  entertained — in  his  opinion;  very  un- 
reasonably— about  the  occurrence  of  riot 
aud  disorder  during  the  Exhibition,  h^l 
turned  out  to  be  fake  and  groundless;  bet, 
supposing  the  police  were  not  preseut,  whit^t 
scenes  of  disorder  would  in  all  probability 
occur.  The  praise  which  the  people  had 
obtained  on  account  of  tiie  decorum  of 
their  hehaTiour  wouM  no  longer  continnst 
nnd  perhaps  might  be  conTcrted  wto  re* 
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profteh.  Were  their  Lordships,  then,  pre- 
ftnd  to  ooBtioiie  in  the  Oiystal  PaJMe 
tUtf  it  was  converted  into  a  winter  garden 
the  same  additional  amount  of  police  which 
was  employed  there  at  present  ?  and,  If  so, 
from  what  quarter  were  the  fundn  to  como 
eat  of  whieh  tboyworeto  he  peid  ?  When 
ttej  considered  that  many  thousands  would 
bo  OKcladed  from  Hyde  Park  by  the  adop- 
tion of  Mr.  Paxton'3  scheme,  and  when 
they  reflected  that  a  great  building  would 
pcmtneiitly  ranwia  there,  after  a  direet 
iMge  pven  to  the  Ticinage  that  it  should 

r»'niovp<l  within  n  given  time  after  the 
do^e  of  the  Exhibition,  he  thought  that 
the  neighboaring  proprietors  had  a  reason 
to  obj«st  to  this  newfangled  projeet.  The 
Crown  had  refused  to  grant  to  the  public  a 
slip  of  land  in  Hyde  Park  when  it 
VAS  wanted  as  the  site  for  a  new  church, 
Mii  voilU  they  now  grant  many  acres  to 
it  when  it  was  only  wanted  fot  the  pnr* 
poses  of  pleasure  ?  He  had  now  to  mention 
the  inconvenience  which  had  been  felt  by  a 
large  neighbourhood  in  consequeooe  of  the 
W8WU4JU  of  the  Bzbihition  in  this  part  of 
Hyde  Park*  It  had  not  been  felt  so  se- 
riously as  was  originally  apprehended,  but 
still  it  was  a  serious  inconvenience.  The 
inhabitants  of  that  district  did  solemnly, 
dnoagh  his  mcvth,  protest  against  the 
tinoance  of  that  g^fanee.  A  solemn 
eompact  had  been  made  on  the  point  be- 
tween the  Knval  C'ommissioners  and  the 
Commiasiooers  ot  Woods  and  i  orests.  The 
aaghbooriiood  of  Hjde  Park  was  interest* 
od  IB  tiie  due  obserranoe  of  that  eompact, 
for  &  solemn  pledge  was  given  to  them  thnt 
as  soon  as  the  Exbibitinn  wnt?  over  the 
boiiding  in  the  Turk  sljould  bo  removed. 
That  pledge  ooold  only  bo  done  away  with 
bj  the  operation  of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
Such  an  Act  might  render  that  lawful  which 
wa»  now  unlawful;  but  it  could  not  oblite- 
latc  the  moral  obligation  entered  into  at 
tiw  tine.  Those  who  petitioned  against 
^  Imildins  defeated  in  the 

House  of  Commons,  and  nftorwards,  when 
(bey  wished  to  appeal  to  the  courts  of  law, 
va«  told,  *'  No,  you  shall  not;  we  cannot 
give  you  permission  to  set  aside  the  do* 
cision  of  the  HoQso  of  Commons."  He 
was  willfng,  to  use  a  phrase  of  his  own 
country,  "to  let  bygones  be  bygones;" 
bat  he  implored  their  Lordships,  for  God's 
iske,  not  to  repeat  the  injury  which  had 
been  already  inflicted  upon  them.  He  con- 
tended that  the  Crystal  Palace  had  already 
^ilfiUed  its  object.  He  trusted  that  Mr. 
PaitoB  wenU  not  taste  of  death  nntil  he 

YOLiCXTUL  [TBiBDmEs.] 


had  received  some  public  testimony  and 
reward  for  his  ▼aloable  serriees;  hot  he 
must  regret  that  he  had  made  this  attempt 

I  to  prolong  the  existence  in  Hyde  Park  of 
that  which,  splendid  as  it  now  was  in  np- 
pearance,  was  still  an  inconvenience  and 
an  injury  to  the  neighhonihood.  Per  these 
reasons  he  hoped  that  the  petition  of  Mr. 
Paxton,  that  their  Lordships  would  inter- 
fere by  legislation  in  this  matter,  wnnld 
not  meet  with  their  Lordships'  appro- 
bation. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  would  not  have  ad- 
dressed their  Lordships  on  this  suhjoot  at 
all  had  not  a  petition  from  the  inhabitants 
of  Ashburton  been  put  into  his  hands  since 
he  entered  the  House  that  evening,  with 
the  same  prayer  as  that  of  Mr.  Paxton*B 
petition.  Those  respectable  persons  were 
not  aware  that  fi*om  his  position  as  one  of 
the  Royal  Commissioners  he  was  the  yorj 
last  man  to  be  intmsted  with  snoh  a  peti- 
tion. The  Commission  of  which  be  was  a 
member  had  no  discretion  whatever  on  this 
subject.  They  were  bound  to  redeliver 
Hyde  Park  to  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
and  Forests  within  a  given  time  after  the 
close  of  the  Exhibition!  The  subject  of 
retaining  the  Crystal  Palace  had  never 
been  discussed  by  the  Commission;  he 
only  knew  the  private  opinion  of  three  or 
four  of  the  Oommissioners  on  the.subjeot, 
and  they  were  not  unanimous.  Tie  was 
glad  that  he  was  not  called  on  to  give  a 
vote  on  this  question.  Certainly  it  was 
for  the  credit,  and  he  might  also  add  for 
the  comfort,  of  the  Commissioners,  that 
the  Crystnl  I'alafo  >hould  be  destroyed.  If 
he  had  b<  1  n  (  il'ni  on  to  give  a  vote,  ho 
should  have  weighed  to  the  best  uf  his 
ability  the  adTantages  and  disadvantages 
on  both  sides  of  the  question.  As  for 
himself,  ho  was  inclined  to  think  that  a 
winter  park  and  garden  would  bo  a  whole- 
some and  desirable  luxury  for  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  metropolis.  The  strongest 
point  which  eould  be  urged  against  it  was 
the  feeling  of  the  gentlemen  who  occupied 
the  houses  opposite  to  the  building;  they 
might  exaggerate  the  inconvenience  to 
wluoh  they  would  be  exposed  under  the 
scheme  of  Mr.  Paxton;  but  upon  that 
point  he  would  give  no  opinion  now.  lie 
might  perhaps  be  permitted  to  concur  in 
the  eulogy  which  had  been  bestowed  on 
the  excellent  conduct  of  the  police,  and  to 
say  that  the  Commissioners  were  most 
anxious  to  acknowledge  the  obligations 
which  they  felt  themselves  to  be  under  to- 
wards Hn  ]£ayne,  and  the  police  gene- 
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rallj.    He  wis  Iiappj  to  add,  that  great 

facilities  had  boon  rendered  to  the  poUoo  In 
the  execution  of  their  difficult  duties  by 
the  exemplurj  conduct  ut  the  ^eupic.  It 
was  a  great  «atUfactioii  to  hm  to  hare 
heard  Mr.  P«xtoii  spoken  of  in  the  terms 
which  had  been  used  by  his  two  noble  and 
learned  Fricuds.  There  was,  however, 
one  eulogy  which  his  noble  Friend  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  had  peaaecl  upon  Mr. 
Paxton  in  which  ho  could  not  concur,  and 
that  was  his  eulog-y  on  Mr.  Paxton 's 
poetical  talents.  He  tboogbt  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had,  in  his  tpeeeh 
of  that  eveniug,  prored  himself  far  supe- 
rior to  Mr.  Faiton  in  poetical  talent,  when 
he  spoke  with  so  much  gusto  of  the  trees, 
and  water,  and  air  of  Hyde  Park,  and  the 
luxttriottB  amenities  of  an  English  sonmer; 
and  if  he  bad  shown  himself  not  less  poeti* 
cal  in  what  ho  had  said  respecting  the  po- 
lice employed,  aud  tlio  nature  of  the  ma- 
terials of  which  the  building  wab  erected; 
yet  he  (Earl  Granville)  must  be  permitted 
to  say,  that  it  appeared  to  him  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  most  wofully 
neglected  the  opportunity  which  his  rcbi- 
denee  in  the  Ticmky  of  the  Crystal  Palace 
had  giren  him,  to  watch  from  day  to  day 
over  its  construction.  Had  he  been  more 
attentive  to  its  construction,  he  mit^ht  per- 
haps have  etscaped  sumo  of  the  errors  into 
which  he  had  fallen  that  evening. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  tlie  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  not  given  the  least 
answer  to  his  statement,  and  liad  not  with 
quite  his  u^uai  iairucsb  sumujcd  up  the 
eyidenee  in  the  case.  With  respect  to 
the  matter  of  finance,  into  which  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  abstained  from  entcrinf^, 
there  would  be  no  difficulty,  for  there  was 
already  a  large  surplus  in  tho  bands  of  the 
Commissioners.  Thra,  with  respect  to 
tho  enjoyment  and  recreation  of  the  peo- 
ple in  a  winter  garden,  it  was  not  pro- 
posed that  tho  atmosphere  should  be  of  a 
sultry  beaty  bnt  temperate;  and  when  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  described  the  suf- 
ferings of  tho  servants  and  horses  of  the 
wealthy  waiting  outside  in  bad  weather, 
hud  it  never  struck  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  that,  whatever  the  leeimed  Judges 
might  do,  their  Lordships  were  generally 
in  the  habit,  under  such  circumstances,  of 
sending  home  their  servants  aud  cattle,  to 
return  only  when  wanted  ?  He  concurred 
in  what  the  noble  Lord  had  said  with 
respect  to  tho  conduct  of  the  multitudes 
who  had  visited  the  Crystal  Pfi1r\ce.  He 
was  one  of  those  who,  undoubtedly,  had 
£u,rl  (Ji'anvillo 


not  at  one  thno  ihongbt  it  ft  safe  oxperi- 
mont  to  eoiip;rogate  on  one  spot  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  people  from  all  quarters  of 
the  town;  hut,  partly  owing  to  the  nd^ 
mirable  conduct  of  wo  police,  to  whom 
great  credit  was  due,  and  still  more  to  tho 
admirabk  conduct  of  the  people,  all  those 
appreheosious  had  proved  without  founda- 
tion. With  regara  to  Mr.  Paxton,  he 
looked  upon  that  gentleman  as  a  great 
public  benefactor,  and  it  was  to  bo  lioped 
and  trusted  that  be  would  not  bo  added  to 
the  number  of  those  who,  before  they 
tasted  death,  taeted  the  public  ingr»ti- 
tude. 

Petition  lead,  «nd  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 


CONVOCATION, 

Lord  REDESDALE,  who  had  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  move  for  a  Copy 
of  a  Petition  from  the  Clergy  aud  Laity 
of  the  proviuce  of  Canterbury,  presented 
to  both  Houses  of  Oonvocetion  on  the  dth 
of  February,  1851,  said,  he  rose  with  con- 
siderable diffidence  to  deliver  a  few  words 
on  the  subject  of  his  Motion.  He  should 
have  left  a  subject  of  this  importanoe  to 
be  introdneed  to  their  Lordships  by  those 
more  competent  than  himself  to  undertake 
the  task;  but  it  was  just  one  of  those  sub- 
jects in  respeot  to  which  many  personit  felt 
relnetanoe  to  come  forward,  and  yet  it  was 
one  to  which,  in  the  present  state  of  the 
Church,  it  was  necesBary  that  the  public 
mind  should  be  directed.  It  was  for  thia 
reason,  and  because  others  did  uot  come 
forward — ^andhis  own  eonviotions  en  tha 
subject  were  strong — that  he  had  ventured 
to  take  tho  duty  upon  himself.  lie  was 
persuaded  that  at  ail  events  he  was  fortu- 
nate in  the  place  in  which  tho  question 
was  to  be  ^senssed,  being  confident  that 
however  many  of  their  Lordships  might 
disagree  with  him  in  that  assembly,  at 
least  everything  said,  and  the  manner  in 
which  the  subject  would  be  treated,  would 
be  perfectly  temperate,  and  only  with  a 
view  to  promote  tho  advantage  of  tlio 
Church.  In  the  form  i^i  which  he  had 
brought  forward  the  Aiutiuu,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  observed  that  he  had  avoided 
eonunitting  any  one  to  any  decided  opUh. 
ions.  All  he  Ind  desired  to  pecnre  waa  a 
discussion;  and  in  so  doing  he  desired  to 
do  nothing  which  could  pledge  their  Lord- 
ships to  any  particular  course.  He  hoped 
that  it  woiUd  be  enough  to  excuse  himself 
for  having  brought  forward  the  question, 
that  it  waa  necessary  to  disabuse  the  pub- 
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Ue  mind  on  the  subject  of  the  synodieal 
atlioa  of  the  Ghardk,  and  lo  wbg  the 

fiestioa  fairlj  he£(ff«  th^,  ao  that  tbej 
m\^ht  %e€  vrliat  was  to  be  said  for  it,  and 
what  against  it.     An  impressi(m  had 
grown  up  in  the  eo«Bfcij  IliftI  oonTOMlion* 
«r  the  fijnodieal  aokMHi  «f  the  Ch«nih»  hed 
sono^iow  been  <^lven  up  as  impracticable; 
mil,  nftor  four  f»eneratious,  aud  more  thun 
oou  huuur<id  aud  thirty  jeara,  duriug  wUk-li 
■eeoiiTetetMm  hed  nel  for  the  despatch  of 
kisiaess,  people  in  this  country  weie  living 
tmder  the  idea  that  such  a  thing  was  not  to 
be  thought  of;  and  this  wa.s  the  reason  whv 
m  littb  icciiiig  had  heea  hitherto  ei;eited 
ahftttii.  BvlihepnMBtitoteitftfieChQMb, 
led  the  position  in  which  many  aneitiois 
eoonectea  with  it  istood,  had  if^rfiiltuJlyraiyod 
in  mauy  persons'  minds  a  couvictiuii  that 
■tatters  could  not  remain  aa  they  were — 
that  there  veve  many  tigwrteiweii  ez- 
eeedbgly  oDsatisfactory  and  dangerous — 
and  that  unless  som  tlniif^  were  done,  and 
matters  were  put  into  a  more  settled  state 
m  Many  potnta,  the  Ghweh       nol  a«fe» 
aid  thel  thwe  was  the  gweteat  dsnger  to 
oar  constitution  in  Church  and  State.  He 
repoatod,  it  was  necessary  that  something 
aatiuld  be  done,  on  accuuiii  of  the  poaitiou 
kidiMh  iMlten  at  preaeaft  itocM,  The 
Ckmk  appeared  to  be  govaned*  and  vai 
gOTenie<1,  in  fact,  by  extreme  parties;  and 
it  must  be  no  wherever  tlierc  was  no  regu- 
kr  lys^dfli  of  representation  in  any  body. 
TUa  vae  Teiy  MaarraUe  daring  the  time 
when  Parliament  was  not  a&ttUig,  when 
TToIent  men  came  forward,  and  were  able 
to  create  au  impression  that  they  were  of 
far  greater  importance  thaa  they  really 
were — an  impression  whiah  thay  eeuld  not 
"•'i^^ftin  white  Parllaraeat  was  sittiniY,  and 
the  regular  representatives  of  the  people 
were  assembled.  So  it  waa  in  the  Church. 
Quiet,  mederale  mtm  vaold  soft  go  upon 
tiie  platform;  it  waa  contrary  to  thatr 
principles  and  fcelin^g;  and  all  that  came 
before  the  public  on  the  subject  of  the 
Church  was  in  the  hands  of  extreme  par- 
Hm  aad  at  an  kafttaum  had  gradnally 
grown  up,  whith  vaa  leally  anibunded, 
that  these  parties  realTv  represented  the 
f«^ing  aad  ceoduion  oi  tlte  Church;  and 
tbat  the  diviaioaa  in  the  Church  were  as 
pml^  aa  niaaaroea,  and  aadeoidad  aathey 
were  repietentad  by  these  «ttreiae  parties 
to  be.    He  believed  the  reverse  of  this  to 
he  the  ease,  and  that  if  on  mtjuiry  an  ex- 
iwiaa  oC  fffmitm  ooild  he  ohiabed  oa 
lln  |Bfft  ef  the  iMyerilgr  ol  the  clergy  and 
U^,  MTO  uaainlj  tnM  ha  l»i«ad  of 


faith  and  belief  than  mauy  persuus  sup- 
poeed;  n^r,  that  asMog  the  majority  IHtle 

essential  difference  of  opinion  existed,  and 
that  great  numbers  of  tliose  who  beliefcd 
that  there  was  now  serious  diversity  of 
opinion,  if  they  could  be  brought  together 
in  an  aasttnbly  in  which  they  .would  hare  a 
rii^lit  to  speak  and  vote,  and  power  of  ac- 
tiiH!  on  ibe  subject,  would  find  their  difli- 
euiiies  aud  differenoes  far  less  than  the^ 
supposed.  If  sueh  veie  the  eaae»  waa  it 
not  desirable  that  an  oppartniuty  diealdhe 
at^'onlttl  for  obtaining  the  expression  of 
sucb  (i|»iiiiuiis  <     Unless  thi.i  were  done — 
uuleas,    uy   means   of  couvocation,  the 
Chuceh  hmelf  were  enabled  te  iMak»her 
representation  would  remain  in  we  handa 
of  those  unauthorised  pni-ties  who  wore 
ready  to  speak  violently  in  one  cxti'cmc  or 
the  oth«r.  Let  him,  then,  consider  the  objoo- 
tions  against  the  proposed  remalftfconve- 
cation.  Was  it  contrary  to  the  law  and  con- 
stitution of  the  country,  or  to  the  habits  of 
the  people  i  Bo  far  from  its  i>eing  contrary 
te  the  law  and  eanatitnthm,  it  was  an  andent 
and  essential  part  of  the  constitution,  which 
by  an  extreme  exercise  of  Royal  power  had 
now  been  kept  for  more  than  one  hundred 
aud  tiiirty  years  in  abeyance,     Aud  so 
far  inm  ita  heicg  opposed  to  the  habtta  ef 
the  people,  the  very  reverse  was  the  case, 
for  every  other  religious  body  except  the 
Church  of  England  had  itH  religious  aa.sem- 
blics  or  syuods,  Mhich  answered  many  ends 
of  great  nliUt J  and  adrantagew    Nor  was 
this  the  ease  only  in  tioaeonfemust  and 
uncstablished  sects;  it  was  equally  ?o  in 
the  EstaUishad  Church  of  SeoUand,  which 
had  its  regnhur  system  e(  syneda;  and  nn> 
thing  wodd  he  more  I'dcelj  to  rense  the 
respectable  people  of  that  country  into  ro- 
boliioQ  than  the  fitippression  of  its  svnodical 
action.    The  Church  of  Euglanii  alone  was 
deprived  of  an  ndTaatago  enjoyed  by  every 
other  religious  community  in  the  empirs^ 
and  which  pIic  herself  had  sTiciently  pn- 
joyed  in  her  i  ouvocation.     The  present 
constitution  of  Convocation,  he  consider^, 
was  a  rmy  fiialty  one;  and  throughent  the 
whole  country  there  was  hfudly  any  one 
who  was  not  sensible  of  the  necessity  and 
propriety  of  some  change  in  it.    If,  how- 
ever, it  sbookl  be  thought  expodioat  that 
the  Ghnveh  shoohl  be  represented  m  n 
body  of  that  kind,  it  would  be  noeossarj 
that  the  present  Convocation  should  be 
allowed  to  assemble  for  the  purpose  of  dis« 
ovssing  and  detenmniag  Ae  natter;  for  if 
the  constitntioa  waa  to  he  changed,  that 
body  itself  anst  ehange  ii— it  waa  im* 
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poMnble  for  other  Miei  to  do  it.  It  wu, 
bowoTer,  objected,  that  if  thoy  met,  no- 
thing would  ensue  but  a  series  of  violent 
diacussiona  without  any  practical  result. 
He  (Lord  Redesdale)  did  not  think  that 
it  wnild  givo  riao  to  aojtliing  liko  the 
auoont  ^  heat  that  wm  diapkyed  in 
Parliamentary  dehato<(  —  on  the  contrary, 
he  hclieved  that  all  discussions  on  such 
BubjectB  would  he  carried  on  in  a  manner 
ereditahle  to  the  body  itself;  and  the  ge- 
neral tone  of  public  feeling  at  this  moment 
was  that  which  would  secure  such  a  result. 
But  admitting  that  there  would  be  disputes, 
were  there  not  dispates  now?  Did  the 
Chnrdi  atand  Iree  from  that  objection  at 
the  prr'^ont  rt-imiiont?  Certainly  not; 
and  from  the  circumstance  of  nil  pub- 
lic discussion  regarding  tho  Churcii  being 
in  the  hande  of  Tioleot  partisan*  at 
the  present  roomeiitt  the  qneetiona  were 
not  treated  in  the  manner  that  he  wished 
to  see  them.  In  all  such  matters,  if  tlio 
questions  were  left  to  a  regular  discussion 
by  practical  men,  with  a  practical  object 
before  them,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
discussions  would  be  conducted  in  a  very 
different  manner  from  discussions  between 
pereooB  who  wbhed  to  secure porticularparty 
objects.  Another  objection  was,  that  there 
would  be  a  greater  dirision  between  Church- 
men and  Dissenters,  in  consequence  of  the 
Convucatiuu.  That,  however,  was  not  the 
ease  when  Convoeation  existed  before.  On 
the  contrary,  he  believed  that,  although 
Convocation  existed  during  the  whole  time 
of  the  Kevolution,  there  were  not  more  di- 
visions between  the  body  of  the  Church 
and  those  who  were  separated  ficom  it, 
than  there  were  at  the  present  moment. 
At  tho  present  moment,  m  the  absence  of 
the  CoDvocation,  there  was  perhaps  as  much 
bitterness  of  feeling  between  the  Ohureh 
and  Disaentws  as  ever  existed.  Another 
objection  was,  that  this  was  a  movement 
started  solely  by  the  High  Churcli  party, 
and  that  the  tendency  of  tho  Convocation 
would  be  faTourablo  to  what  are  oslled  the 
Romanizing  practices  in  the  Church.  Of  all 
the  charges  that  could  he  brought  against 
Convocation,  that  was  the  one  which  could 
IcMt  hdd  good.  He  did  not  believe  that 
tho  revival  of  Oonvocation  would  promote 
tho  Romanizing  tendencies  in  the  Church. 
Some  of  the  parties  to  those  Romanizing 
practices  had  been  induced  at  ditferent 
times  to  join  in  asking  for  ConToeation, 
but  in  m<wt  eases  to  obtain  «  deeUmtion 
of  opinion  on  one  particular  question;  and 
it  was  well  known  that  most  of  them 
Lord  Jiedesdale 


were  wej  strongly  opposed  to  its  xv- 
vival  for  general  purposes.  Any  per- 
son who  knew  the  real  feeling  of  the 
Church  of  England  roust  know  that 
there  was  no  Church  existing  upon  earth 
thai  was  more  Tehenmitly  oppoMd  to  the 
Church  of  Rome  than  the  Cnureh  of  Sag- 
land,  and  there  could  bo  no  surer  way  of 
putting  down  what  were  called  the  Roman- 
izing tendencies  in  dio  Church,  than  hj 
giving  6«e  action  to  that  Church.  Thm 
opponents  of  Convocation  were  found  in 
a  great  measure  amongst  the  extreme 
of  i^oth  parties,  because  neither  of  tbeoi 
lihed  the  assembly  of  a  body  which  would 
give  a  triumph  to  moderate  people.  An- 
other objection  hnd  been  raised  that  tho 
Convocation  would  ii  :\  er  be  able  to  con- 
clude anything  in  matters  of  dispute.  All 
assembfies  of  that  sort  were  mmre  or  loea 
open  to  objections  of  this  nature;  and,  in- 
deed, it  was  not  desirable  that  questions  of 
serious  importance  should  be  readily  or 
quickly  decided  in  bodies  of  this  kind. 
The  matters  likely  to  be  introduced  were 
tilings  upon  which  people  were  apt  to  take 
up  prejudices  before  they  came  to  the  dis- 
cussion, and  it  required  some  time  before 
those  prejudices  could  be  nmoTod.  But 
he  would  I  ernind  their  Lordships  that  ih» 
roiinril  nf  Trent,  which  met  to  settle  cer- 
tain |w)int8,  sat  fur  many  year^,  and  after 
all  did  not  come  to  any  conclusion  upon 
some  of  tho  questions  which  had  been 
before  them.  The  objection,  therelbrey 
did  not  apply  peculiarly  to  n  Convocn- 
tion  of  the  English  Church,  but  applied 
generally  to  any  body  met  for  similar 
purposes,  in  which  d'^erences  of  opinion 
might  arise.  But  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land occupied  a  peoulinrly  strong  position 
in  discussions  upon  those  subjects,  because 
ita  sole  resort  for  an  ultimate  dedaion  upon 
all  matters  was  the  Word  of  God  itself-^ 
that  must  be  the  basis  of  every  nrpiment 
wiiich  took  place  in  the  Church  of  England; 
aud  where  inquiries  were  conuucted  seri- 
ously in  lliat  manner,  he  believed  thai  the 
inquiry  sooner  or  later  must  lead  to  prac- 
tical nnd  satisfactory  results.  It  munt  he 
remembered,  too,  that  where  tho  Church 
of  England  had  attempted  to  come  to  con- 
clusions upon  any  Important  questiona* 
their  conclusions  had  generally  been  most 
satisfactory.  By  means  of  Convocation 
the  Church  of  England  held  a  most  favour- 
able p<»ition  amongst  aU  those  connected 
with  her;  and  if  the  Convocation  had  been 
continued  instead  of  having  been  put  an 
end  to  altogether,  there  would  have  been 
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inlinitcly  more  iiiiitv  of  oplnioQ  in  the 
Church,  than  there  was  at  the  preaeot  mo- 
mbC.  a  rnoal  important  guard  to  the 
eonstitotion  and  safety  of  the  Church  was, 
that  DO  suhjeot  could  be  discussed  without 
the  expressed  authority  of  the  Crown;  and 
the  lay  element  thus  introduced  had  a 
■olft  boMioial  offiset.  Tho  diiowsions  of 
CoBvoeatioii  were  thus  so  much  guarded  as 
to  prcTcnt  any  danger  arising  of  a  nature 
to  cause  any  serious  alarm  ereu  in  the 
minds  of  those -who  were  most  anxious  for 
tfceafeljandireUue<rftheCkiireh.  And' 
BOt  (mly  was  there  this  safeguard,  but  fur- 
ther, tho  Convocation  could  not  alter  any 
canon  without  the  consent  of  the  Crown; 
Mr  eonld  it  do  anything  agmntt  the  eom- 
non  or  Statute  law;  nothing  could  be  done 
which  would  affect  the  laity  in  any  way 
without  th*^  consent  of  the  Crown.  He  would 
ask  their  Lordships,  then,  what  apprehen- 
lioBOoald  posaiblj  exist  in  tlie  mina  of  any 
Oie  as  to  the  meeting  of  a  body  so  con- 
stituted ?  IIo  would  now  direct  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  some  of  the  evils 
which  had  arisen  from  a  want  of  Convoca- 
tm.  In  tiie  ilrtt  place,  the  Ghureh  had 
been  oompletelj  paralysed,  and  after  a  eer> 
tain  time  there  arose  in  it  that  gront  movr- 
ment  which  was  known  as  the  (  \  angelical 
movement.  That  certainly  was  extremely 
nMfnl  to  the  Ghmeh;  bat  it,  at  the  tame 
tiSN^  separated  from  her  many  men  who 
were  not  indisposed  to  her.  Take  the 
rn«c  of  Wesley  Inmsclf.  There  was  no 
man  who  iiad  a  struuger  diBpusition  to- 
wMds  the  Ohnroh  than  Weslsy;  and  If 
there  had  been  any  oppOTtnnity  tor  a  man 
)ikr»  hira  to  carry  his  own  enthusiasm  nnd 
rehgious  zeal  into  the  body  of  the  Ciiurch, 
be  never  would  havo  left  it,  but  have 
xbeB  it  ihe  benefit  of  att  his  energies, 
isstead  of  aeparattont  there  would  have 
been  union;  and  the  nctivity  which  he 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  religious  feeling 
sf  the  county,  would  have  been  in  every 
vty  benrfeisl  instead  ef  ereating  a  sehism. 
But,  to  come  nearer  enr  own  time,  we 
foand  that  another  great  movement  had 
taken  place  in  the  Church.  That  move- 
leant  was  one  which  those  persons  who 
took  np  s  strong  Chnrcfa  side  were  the 
lirst  to  comm^ce,  and  no  doubt  the  move- 
o»eat  was  a  sincere  one;  but  when  people 
of  a  very  enthusiastic  and  excitable  turn 
tMh  vp  extreme  Ttews,  they  neoessarily 
required  guidance.  II  they  looked  to  the 
low  Cliurch  and  the  lowest  body  of  Dissen- 
ters, who  conceived  themselves  most  at 
hberty  to  form  Uieir  own  opinion  on  every 
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religious  suhjcct,  they  would  find  with  how. 
much  respect  those  persons  were  ready  to 
loolc  up  to  their  faronrite  preachers  and 
make  Popes  of  them.  If  there  had  been 
I  cliurch  guidance  at  the  moment  when  that 
party  in  the  Church  to  which  he  alluded  were 
trembling  on  the  verge  of  those  dangers 
into  whiA  they  now  had  ftllen,  he  believed 
the  effect  would  have  been  most  salutary 
and  gratifying.  They  wished  for  direction 
upon  various  points,  and  could  not  get  it, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  some  of 
them  had  left  that  Chnreh  in  whieh  they 
were  brought  up.  There  was  a  want  of  law 
about  it.  Many  people  wanted  something 
certain  in  matters  of  this  kind,  and  for 
that  reason  they  w«re  desirons  of  uniting 
wiih  a  Church  whioh  offered  that  eertaintj. 
It  was  no  doubt  very  captivating  to  a  man 
to  tell  liira,  **  There  is  the  Bible,  and  every 
man  has  a  right  to  draw  his  own  conclu> 
sions  fnm  it."  The  Bible  was  at  the 
foondation  of  the  Ghuroh  of  England,  but 
there  were  interpretations  of  tlint  Bihle 
against  which  they  most  decidedly  protest- 
ed. The  faith  of  the  Church  of  England 
was  that  whieh  had  been  accepted  at  all 
times,  in  all  sound  churches  from  ih»  b^ 
::inning,  and  upon  the  interpretation  of 
the  Bible,  adopted  by  them,  the  Church 
took  its  stand.  In  fact  the  did'erence  was 
this,  as  between  the  Church  of  Bngland 
and  the  Church  of  Rome,  that  we  believed 
that  the  Apostles  knew  the  whole  faith,  and 
that  they  told  m  all  that  they  knew.  The 
position  of  the  Church  of  Rome  was,  that 
Pope  Pius  had  a  development  of  religion 
beyond  that  which  the  Apostlee  had*  For 
instance,  St.  John,  to  whom  was  revenled 
the  Kingdom  of  Heaven,  saw  nothing, 
knew  nothing,  and  could  reveal  nothing 
of  a  Queen  ef  Hearen;  but  the  Pope 
could  say  that  ho  knew  there  was  such  a 
person  as  the  Queen  of  Heaven,  and  that 
the  Blessed  Virgin  was  that  being.  There 
was  tliis  great  difference  between  the  two 
fsiihs.  We  took  our  stand  upon  the  BiUe 
as  interareled  from  the  earliest  time  by  all 
sound  cnnrehes:  and  the  Chnreh  of  Rome 
upon  her  own  traditions.  Our  position  is 
the  soundest;  but  on  too  many  occasions 
when  doubts  on  questions  ef  dootrine  arose 
in  the  minds  of  members  of  our  Church,  - 
and  they  turned  to  their  clergymen  for 
advice,  they  found  a  difference  of  opinion; 
not  one  which  could  be  faurly  reconciled, 
but  a  difference  so  wide  that  it  was  impos- 
sible both  opinions  could  be  true.  Then 
thev  asked  to  whom  they  could  refer 
as  authorities  ?  and  they  found  there  was 
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no  authority  of  any  kind.  That  made  the 
advice  coiuiag  from  our  clergy  power- 
less. And  the  fndiTidnal  then  went  to  the 
Church  of  Rome,  siniply  because  there  he 
found  a  doclfk-tl  ami  mi^honlativA  opinion 
♦riren.  Tliat  was  what  was  going  on  at 
the  projjciit  moment.  It  would  be  remedied 
by  ftfaowing  the  Chinreh  to  speak  as  a  body. 
And  when  wc  saw  that  the  yery  offspring 
of  our  Church — the  Church  in  America- — 
and  the  Church  in  Scotland,  could  meet 
in  eonvocation  to  advantage,  why  take 
away  the  power  from  our  own  Church  of 
doing  the  same?  IIo  (Lord  Uedosdalc) 
believed  most  fully  in  the  high  mission  of 
the  Church  of  England.  He  believed  that 
of  all  the  ChnTehes  whieh  sprang  up  at 
the  time  of  the  Reformation  she  was  the 
one  who  was  most  favoured  by  Heine:  allow- 
ed to  continue  the  uninterrupted  succession 
of  that  Apostolic  constitution  which  had 
been  banded  down  from  the  earliest  pwiod. 
Manj  persons  might  not  valuo  this  advan- 
tage so  highly  as  he  did;  lint  none  oonid 
deny  tl^e  fact  that  it  influenced  many  minds 
itt  furour  of  the  Ghiirdi*  When  be  saw 
that  this  advantage  had  been  crivcn  to  their 
Church  alone — when  ho  saw  that  since  the  , 
time  of  the  Reformation  she  had  been 
blessed  in  a  most  extraordinary  degree,  by 
being  permitted  to  extend  her  power  over 
evety  quarter  of  the  glolie — not  only  over 
the  new  continent  of  America,  but  in  India 
and  Australia  and  New  Zealand — and  that 
our  Church  was  now  spreading  from  uue 
end  of  the  earth  to  the  other,  he  rejoieed 
that  we  had  now  latterly,  thoui^h  too  lately, 
established  the  constitution  of  the  Church 
in  its  full  integrity  in  our  Colonies.  He 
hoped  the  number  of  onr  bishops  at  home 
and  abroad  would  be  largely  and  exten- 
sively inereasod.  When  ho  recollected 
that  our  Church  sprung  originally  from  the 
East,  and  that  afterwards,  through  the 
mission  of  St.  Augostine,  it  was  eonnected  l 
with  the  Western  Church,  and  when  he  saw 
that  it  embodied  the  principle  which  uhove 
all  others  built  itself  npon  rational  faith  and 
the  Bible,  he  could  not  but  believe  that 
the  Ohnreh  had  been  preserred  in  the 
manner  in  which  it  had  for  a  speeial  pur- 
pose, and  that  it  was  its  future  missinn  to 
*  draw  togeUier  the  east  and  west,  and  that 
the  unity  of  the  Chur^  UniTersal  was  to 
be  brought  about  by  her  instrumentality. 
He  merely  oTpresscd  his  own  individual 
opinions,  and  th<^y  mli^lit  be  dc??ignated  as 
those  of  an  enthusiastic  Churchman;  but 
he  felt  deeply  upon  the  subject,  and  he 
had  a  atrong  epimoii  with  regard  to  the 
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necessity  of  givin;:^  this  action  to  tho 
Church,  in  order  ihat  she  might  carry  out 
the  great  ends  of  het  missioD.  If  it  wer» 
desired  to  Spread  the  Church  in  any  wmj 
in  Europe  or  elsewhere,  their  hands  wero 
tied  by  the  manner  in  which  the  Church, 
was  now  constttuted.  We  had  no  Church 
body  to  whom  we  oouM  look  for  action  of 
any  kind.  Everything  was  in  the  indivi- 
dual. Tie  trusted  that  in  the  course  of 
his  remarks  he  had  said  nothing  caloolatod 
to  exeite  angry  feelings  in  the  mind  «f 
any  one.  or  to  give  the  slightest  offence  to 
any  of  their  Lordships,  however  tlioy  might 
dilfer  from  him  in  opinion,  or  to  whatever 
party  in  the  Church  they  might  belong, 
for  he  had  studiously  aToided  domg  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  He  assured  their Lora* 
sliips  that  he  did  not  wish  to  be  supposed, 
in  what  he  was  doing,  as  desiring  to  give 
the  slightest  advantage  to  one  party  in  the 
Obureb  over  another.  His  anxious  desire 
was  to  show  the  country  in  general  tho 
advantages  which  ho  believed  would  result 
from  the  course  which  he  proposed;  to 
persuade  Aem  of  the  weahness  of  Urn 
objections  which  wne  brought  against  it, 
,  and  to  lead  them  to  the  conclusion  that 
something  must  ho  done  in  the  matter,  and 
that  it  was  absolutely  impossible  that  they 
eouM  go  on  much  longer  without  synodieal 
action  in  the  Chnreh.  He  believed  thai 
there  was  a  growing  and  ppronfling  feeling 
in  the  country  in  favour  of  tliis  course,  and 
that  it  would  contiuuo  to  increase  until  at 
last  it  would  be  impossible  to  resist  it.  If 
that  was  tho  case,  he  trusted  that  those 
witli  whom  the  decision  of  the  cjuei^tion 
rested,  would  not  delay  yielding  to  this  un- 
til their  dedsion  became  a  party  triumph 
to  one  side  of  tho  Church  or  ^e  other. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  there  would  bo 
peculiar  advantages  in  recommencing  the 
synodical  action  of  the  Church  at  the  ])re- 
sent  time.  He  beliefed  Aat  the  appro- 
hensions  which  had  been  excited  with  re- 
sjieet  to  the  roeent  movements  of  tho  Court 
of  Rome  had  led  a  vast  number  of  men 
who  before  were  too  much  inclined  to  take 
party  views  of  such  questions  to  entertain 
an  ardent  desire  for  united  aetion  with  a 
view  to  the  saf^fv  nnd  prosperity  of  the 
Church;  aud  he  believed,  likewise,  that 
among  many  persons  who  before  entertain- 
ed a  deep  prejudice  against  suoh  a  oourse* 
the  opinion  was  rapidly  growing  that  no 
satisfnetOTT  answer  could  b«>  g;iren  to  tho 
demand  for  synodical  action  but  to  grant 
it.  Without  tins  liiey  were  asUag  the 
Ohoreh  to  fighl  with  every  other  dsmeh 
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trith  her  hindi  tied.  Now  this,  ho  nuun- 
tained,  was  not  a  fair  position  in  which  to 
place  the  Church;  and  it  was  because  he 
ardentlj  fell  the  necesaitj  of  a  change  in 
her  poeitioB  that  bo  had  tontnred  to  eaU 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  considera< 
tion  of  the  subject.  The  noble  Lord  con- 
cluded by  moving  "for  a  Copy  of  a  Peti- 
tion from  the  Clergy  and  Laity  of  the 
Prafteeo  of  Oantorbary  pretoilted  to  both 
HoDtes  of  Gonvooatioii  on  tho  5t]i  of  Feb- 
roarr.  18.51." 

The  Ak  iiiusnor  of  CANTERBURY: 
Mj  Lords,   no  one  who  is  acquainted 
vHh  ibo  Boble  Lord,  and  knows  his  at- 
tachment to  the  Church  of  which  he  is  a 
difitlncrni^Hcrl  member,  can  doubt  the  pur- 
pose with  which  ho  has  brought  before 
Toar  Lordships  the  subject  on  which  wo 
are  now  engaged.   He  is  sinoercly  of 
flpinion  that  the  divisions  which  unhappily 
exist  in  the  Church  cnn  only  bo  closed 
tbrough  the  agency  of  Convocation.  Ho 
h  not  singular  in  that  upiuion.  Many 
pcCitaiNis  have  been  addressed  to  me  during 
Ibe  ipast  year,  bearing  signatures  wdi  de- 
swving  of  nttcntinTij  urging  jnr*  to  use 
whaterer  inliuenco  iny  station  gave  me  to 
rumotc  the  assembling  of  Convocation, 
was  obliged  to  answer  the  memorialistB 
that,  jading  fron&  the  only  grounds  of 
jndgmpnt  open  to  mc— tho  exporionco  of 
foriDcr  Convocations — I  could  not  agree 
with  their  opiuioo,  and  thcrciure  could  not 
eomplj  with  llielr  petition.   I  atUl  think 
the  same;  nod  vnwittbg  as  I  always  am 
to  tre8pft!^«^  upon  your  Lordships'  atten- 
tioOt  and  still  more  uuwiiiing  as  1  am  to 
express  sentiments  which  ditfer  perhaps 
M  those  of  many,  bofh  in  ^s  Hoose 
tod  out  of  it,  with  whom  it  would  be  far 
vrntQ  ««!\ti=fftctory  to  me  to  concur— I  bc- 
Bere  it  is  ray  duty,  after  the  speech  of  the 
■oWe  Lord,  to  state  the  grounds  on  which 
I  thmk  tktit  the'  asssmblmg  of  Convooa** 
^on  with  active  powers  would  tend  to  in- 
crease discord  in  tho  ChiTroh,  and  not  to 
prodooe  the  harmony  which  ho  desires  to 
laiUm.   I  believe  that  there  are  formal 
and  teohnieal  diffioidties  Attending  the  re- 
Tival  of  the  powers  of  Convooation,  and 
tho  noble  Lord  bns  acknowledged  that 
before  it  can  act  it  must  he  remodelled, 
lalo  llMse  I  will  not  outer.   I  will  snp- 
posa  that  all  soeh  toohnieaUties  aro  over- 
come, all  obstacles  removed.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's advisers   satisfied,   Her  Majesty 
eoDsonting,  Convocation    assembled  for 
^  despatdi  of  btiiiieii: — what  would 
tow!  Chrea*  ditappointaient*  of  great 


exeitement.   What  bnnnoBS  is  to  be  de- 
spatched ?  Some  would  say, "  The  Litnigy 
requires  revision.    Some  rubrics  aro  in- 
consistent, and  others  unintelligible. ' '  if 
the  assembling  of  Convocation  were  to  end 
in  the  reconciliation  of  some  conflicting 
rubrics,  or  in  supplying  tho  deficiency  of 
others,  or  even  in  the  cliangc  of  a  few  ob- 
solete words  or  questionable  phrases,  the 
resnll  would  be  litde  worth  the  cost  of  pro> 
duction*    It  would  be  justly  asked,  Quid 
dignum  tanto  fcret  hie  promissor  hiatu  ? 
Thus  far,  then,  you  disappoint;  go  farther, 
and  jou  excite.    If  more  were  attempted, 
and  the  doetrlne  of  the  Prayer-book  were 
touched*  OTon  with  tho  slightest  hand,  a 
flame  would  bo  lighted  up  from  one  cjkI  of 
the  country  to  the  other.    Where  wc  have 
now  a  smothered  fire,  hotter,  perhaps,  than 
is  agreeable,  but  still  manageable,  we 
should  raise  a  conflagration  whloh  it  woold 
require  all  Iler  Majesty's  prerogative  to 
extinguish.     Suppose,  thou,  tho  Lituii^v 
untouched,  and  nothing  more  attempted 
than  what  we  know  to  be  desired  by  many 
members  of  the  Church — the  isaning  a  de- 
claration which  shonl  l  contradict  a  rocf^nt 
(locipton  of  the  Privy  (  ouncil,  and  defining 
the  elicct  of  liaptism  more  clearly  than  it 
is  defined  in  our  Artaoles — ^wooul  peaee 
follow  ?    Can  we  suppose  that  this  would 
prove  a  healing  measure  ?    I  cannot  «o 
intorprct  the  spirit  of  the  age  as  to  beHeve 
tiiui  tho  great  body  of  the  Churcii,  laity, 
or  elergy»  are  prepared  to  restriet  the 
liberty  of  opinion  in  matters  hitherto  un- 
decided which  our  forefathers  have  always 
enjoyed,  and  under  which  the  Church  has 
flourished  for  three  hundred  years.  Wo 
may  speak  here  with  oonfidenee*  for  the 
experiment  bos  been  tried.   For  obfioos 
ror\aon«  T  avoid  all  allusion  to  any  events 
which  may  have  taken  place  at  home.  But 
the  experiment  has  been  tried  in  Australia. 
A  deohumtiim,  suoh  as  I  have  alluded  to, 
was  drawn  up  in  October  last  by  the  bi- 
shops of  Austrah'a,  assembled  in  synod; 
and  the  same  ship  which  brought  home 
the  partieolars  of  the  synod,  brought  also 
the  aoooimt  of  the  offset  which  it  had  pro- 
duoed  in  one  of  the  cities  where  it  was 
first  promulgated,  which,  instead  of  con- 
cord, was  dissension,  where  all  bad  been 
previously  peacefoL   It  had  ootdangered 
the  popularity  of  a  bishop  who  was  univer- 
sally and  deserved  esteemed;  nnd  the  prin- 
cipal laity  of  the  city  had  met  together 
and  unanimously  protested  against  a  mea- 
sttPs  wfaioh  thsf  traated  as  an  infringement 
i^n  tMr  Hberty  ai  GbnNlimtii.  If  I  do 
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not  foar  any  such  reanlt  here,  it  is  beeanae 

I  do  not  entertain  nnj  apprehensions  of 
the  issuing  of  such  a  decmration.  My 
Lords,  tbo  Doblo  Lord  ha<»  spoken  of  the 
Convocatum  aa  part  of  the  Conatitntion. 
\\\  point  of  fact,  the  ConTomtion  was  a 
very  uninfluential  body  for  one  linndrcd 
years  after  the  Reformaiion.  But  it  is  a 
miataketo  auppoae  that  we  owe  to  that  as- 
aembly  the  constitution  and  fabric  of  our 
Church.  Cunvocation  hnd  littlo  to  do  with 
the  framing  of  our  first  Pi  otestant  Services 
and  Articles.  The  first  Protestant  Service, 
which  haa  never  been  materianjr  ohaoged, 
was  framed  by  a  committee  of  Bishops  and 
Divines,  at  the  order  of  Kin;;^  Edward,  in 
the  year  1549.  It  was  sutHiiittrd  to  Con- 
vocation, nut  to  be  formed  but  tu  be  ap- 
pmed.  The  Artidea  of  the  Church,  three 
years  afterwards,  wera  drawn  up.  not  in 
Convocation,  hut  by  Oranmer  and  Ridley, 
and  others  who  assisted  them.  They 
were  ratified,  not  debated,  in  Convoca- 
tion. Seven  years  afterwards*  at  the  ac- 
cession of  Elizabeth,  the  revision  of  the 
Prayer-book  was  entrusted  to  ten  divines. 
Their  revision  was  sanctioned  by  both 
Hpnaes  of  Parliament,  and  no  mention  is 
made  of  Convocation.  The  first  oecaaion 
on  which  Convocation  bore  nn  active  part, 
VMS  in  the  revision  of  tlie  Articles  and 
Liturgy  iu  Lut  authority  iiad  tiicu 

great  wdght,  and  whoever  reads  the  re- 
cords of  those  times  will  perceive  that  Con- 
vocation was  entirely  governed  b}-  the  au- 
thority of  a  few  leading  persons,  and  was 
much  more  disposed  to  receive  mandates 
than  to  issue  them.  After  the  Revolution 
matters  were  altered.  Cofavocation  be> 
came  a  more  active,  but  not  a  more  peace- 
ful body.  Its  history  during  the  reign  of 
Queen  Aime  is  a  history  of  altereattous 
between  the  Upper  House  and  the  Lower. 
It  soon  appeared  that  a  body  so  consti- 
tuteil  waft  il!  suited  to  the  purpose  of  go- 
lem u  deliberation  or  wise  legislation.  The 
last  disputes  were  ended,  as  fonner  dis- 
putes had  been,  by  a  timely  prorogation; 
and  since  the  year  1717  it  has  never  hoen 
deemed  expedient  by  the  Government  for 
the  time  being  to  advise  the  Sovereign  to 
iasue  a  licence  for  the  despatch  of  busmesa 
in  Convocation.  Now  what  can  we  reason 
from  but  from  what  we  know  ?  What 
grounds  have  wo  for  beUeving  that  more 
advantage  or  leas  injury  to  the  Church 
would  result  from  the  assembling  of  Convo- 
cation now  tlian  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Auuo  or  George  I.  ?  But  tho  noble  Lord 
who  has  brought  on  this  debate  has  I 
TliQ  ArdiifUhop  of  Canterbury 


pleaded  for  Convocation  on  the  ground 
that  every  religious  body  has  such  meet- 
ings ;  and  the  argument  at  iirst  sight 
seems  reasonable.    There  may,  howeverp 
bo  privileges  which  are  not  advantage*. 
There  are  privileges  which  it  is  not  de- 
sirable to  claim.    Between  independent 
bodies  of  religionists  and  the  Church  of 
England  HO  parallel  ean  he  estabfiabed* 
They  are  not  involved  in  the  constitution 
of  the  country.    They  may  meet,  and  de- 
liberate, and  resolve,  without  const! tut mrr 
that  anomaly  in  government,  an  itnperiujn 
in  imperio.  And,  after  all,  is  peace  ami 
harmony  ibd  result  itf  those  meetinga? 
The  arniual  conferences  of  the  Weslcyan 
body  iiave  not  prevented  divisions  and  se- 
cessions amongst  its  members.     And  I 
doubt  whethw  Sie  Geoeral  Aaaembly  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  which  might  be  b^ 
compared  with  ours,  though  different  in 
a  very  important  particular — I  doubt  whe- 
ther that  is  always  a  scene  of  peace  and 
harmony.    In  the  diary  of  the  late  Dr. 
Chalmers  I  find  these  words: — "May  8. 
A  meeting  of  Presbytery.    I  dislike  its 
atmosphere,  though  it  is  my  duty  lo  enter 
it,  and,  if  possible,  to  soften  and  transfbnn 
ifc."  And  again — "  May  9.   A  most  torn- 
pcstnous  day  In  the  Presbytery.**  Cer- 
taitilv.  my  Lords,  the  General  Assembly, 
if  it  did  not  contribute  to  occasion  so  fatal 
an  event,  did  not  prevent  &  dtsmption  of 
the  Church  in  timt  cooutiy,  the  moat 
serious  which  has  ever  occurred  in  any 
Church  since  the  Reformation.     At  ail 
events  the  benefits  which  are  expected  from 
aelf<reffnlation  and  independent  legislatioii 
would  be  dearly  purchased  if  purchased  at 
tho  eost  of  confidence  on  tho  part  of  tho 
j)eopic.    And  we  must  shut  our  eyes 
against  all  experirace  if  we  do  not  fore- 
see this  danger — if  we  do  not  believe 
that  the  debates  which  will  be  constantly 
occurrinjr  would  not  rather  tend  to  fo- 
ment  than  to  allay  dissensions,  to  mul- 
tiply rather  than  to  prevent  diviaioiia.  Ho 
one  can  lament  more  than  I  do  the  exist- 
ence of  such  divisions.   No  one  would  be 
more  ready  to  concur  in  any  measure  that 
might  seem  likely  to  remove  them.  But, 
in  spito  of  thoso  diviaiona,  and  aotwitfi* 
standing  its  want  of  independent  action, 
tho  Church  of  Englan  l  enjoys  the  best 
of  all  privileges — the  means  of  extensive 
usefulness.    During  the  last  thirty  ^eara 
she  has  founded  a  thouaand  new  panahoa 
at  home.    She  has  established  twenty  new 
episcopal   sees  in  our  Colonies  abroad. 
»She  is  supporting  schools — not  indeed 
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■witlirmt  assistance,  i''ir  which  wc  arc  most 
grateful,  but  biiil  as  the  principal  instru- 
aenl,  m  everj  viikge  of  the  Una.  She  is 
exerting  herself,  and  anccessfuUj  exerting 
herself,  to  supply  tho  spiritual  wants  of 
her  iiicreasins^  popnlation.  That  she  might 
<lo  more  if  all  her  sons  were  united  toge- 
di«r  ia  tiie  aane  mhid  and  ia  the  aene 
judgment,  I  am  not  prepared  to  denj;  but 
I  do  not  believe  that  tho  asscmbliniif  of 
Convoeatiou  would  bo  the  roaans  ot  pro* 
mottog  such  union,  and,  therefore,  I  can- 
Botegree  with  the  noUe  Lord  in  desiring 
iheassemblinir  of  Convocation. 

L'HD  LYTTELTON  :  My  Lords,  the 
imporUiDue  of  the  au^eot  before  tho 
Howe,  Mid  the  Intereet  IheTo  long  taken 
IB  it»  nahe  me  anxious  to  addreaa  a  few 
remarks  to  your  Lordships.  It  seems  to 
have  been  2:encrn.!lT  reported  that  my  noble 
Fiieod  (Lord  KeUesdale)  intended  to  move 
6r  aa  Addrew  to  the  Qneen  for  the  remal 
of  CoDTocation.  I  do  not  believe  my  noble 
Friend  crcr  had  such  an  intention.  I  re- 
joice that  Hiifli  is  not  the  Alotion  which  has 
beea  i>ubnuited  to  the  House.  VVe  are 
Boi  prepared  for  it.  What  tfaaa  qneetion 
re<}uireB  is  ventilation  and  diaonssion;  and 
when  I  say  that  the  subject  neofl^  to  he 
digcossed,  I  nit  an  in  itn  most  general  tni  rn, 
iud  bj  that  1  mean,  not  tho  question  of  a 
Meting  of  the  dergy  alone,  or  of  any 
merely  clerical  bodj  whatsoever.  It  might, 
indeed,  be,  that,  as  a  part  of  a  system, 
the  elertrv  should  be  empowered  to  meet 
for  eertain  purposes  with  legal  effect.  And, 
agBia,  I  eoneeive  thai  no  rMsonaUe  ob- 
jection can  be  made  to  the  voluntary  as- 
aanbling,  for  mutual  connsel  and  deHbcra- 
of  any  orders  of  the  clergy  in  any 
part  of  thi:9  empire,  whether  in  Australasia 
«r  in  Eieter.  The  elergj  are  a  dtstuiet 
order  of  men,  with  momentous  duties,  and 
duties  in  tlio  pr-rforrnnnce  of  wliich  thoy 
ve  entrusted  witii  considerable  discretion, 
•nd  nothing  can  be  more  reasonable  than 
tittt  thej  ibonld,  in  tunes  like  these,  meet 
together  for  discussion  and  selforegulation, 
▼ithin  tho  limits  of  their  actual  legal 
powers.  But  1  look  to  the  present  question 
■I  soe  nlaUog  to  a  great  province  of  our 
l^K^and  ooostitational  system;  and  so  re- 
^^rded,  I  rrinnot  think  of  it  as  less  than  a 
^ot'stioii  of  tho  meeting,  by  representation, 
of  tho  whole  body  of  the  Church,  clergy  as 
veil  ts  laity-^eottDiQ^oaBt  laity  Aey 
oogbt  to  be-^f  that  hody.  Now,  that 
that  body  ought  so  to  meet,  socms  to  mo 
^If-cvident,  except  on  the  assumption, 
seldom  explicitly  avowed,  but  often,  aa  it 


seems  to  me,  involved  in  reasoninrrs  on 
this  subject,  that  the  Church  is  nut  an 
organic  body  at  all,  hnt  a  mere  fonetion 
and  creation  of  the  State.  My  Lords,  I 
shall  not  attempt  to  argue  against  that  as- 
sumption. It  would  take  too  long,  even 
if  I  were  able  to  do  it,  and  it  were  suitable 
to  do  so.  I  shall  aasome  that  the  Ghureli 
is  an  organic  body,  with  laws  and  a  con> 
stitution  of  its  own,  independent  in  its 
origin  and  essence  of  all  other  bodies,  how- 
OTor  it  may  be,  by  positive  enactment  and 
special  compact,  connected  with,  and  even 
subortlinated  to,  tho  civil  power.  And,  if 
so,  how  can  it  bo  denied  that  tho  Church 
should  have  the  powor  of  deliberation  on 
its  own  affiurs,  ud  eelf-regnlaUon  on  cer- 
tain oonditioDS  f  It  is  acted  upon  hy  eon* 
stantly  varying  outward  circumstances,  and 
how  can  any  part  of  its  system  be  held  to 
be  stereotyped  and  unalterable  for  ever  ? 
\ Cheers.]  The  noble  Ifarqaess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  said,  last 
ypfir.  amidst  the  loud  but  not  well-consider- 
cd  applause  of  those  behind  him,  that  the 
system  of  the  English  Church  had  been 
emhodaed  in  ewtnin  mles  and  foots,  as  be 
said,  at  the  Reformation,  and  that  nothing 
more  ^vn<?  needed.  But  how  ran  tluit  be 
iijuintained  ?  Nay,  it  is  not  maintained 
seriously  by  any  one.  Every  one  admits 
that  thero  are  hnndreds  of  qaestions  press* 
ing  oonstaatly  for  adjostment  in  the  Church 
— some  of  which  are  not  dealt  with  at  all, 
others  arc  disposed  of  somehow,  in  a  man- 
ner which  I  shall  shortly  advert  to.  One 
great  subject,  thatof  theOanons,  Articles, 
and  Formularies  of  tho  Church,  it  seema 
agreed,  ou^^ht  not  to  be  toiifhcd  nt  nil. 
Some  time  ago  there  was  an  apprehension 
that  an  attack  on  tho  Prayer  Book  was  in- 
tended, and  it  was  proposed  to  form  a  hood 
of  union  OD  the  ahstraet  principle  of  unsl- 
tcrablo  adherence  to  our  formulnrio'i  ns 
they  stand.  My  Lords,  I,  for  one,  should 
decline* to  he  hound  by  any  such  engage* 
ment.  I  do  noi  want  any  alteration;  I 
should  of  coarse  object  to  any  ^ssmntial 
change,  as  well  as  to  many  given  changea 
that  might  be  mentioned;  but  X  should,  on 
principle,  object  to  the  Church  itself  b^iu^ 
m  the  least  degree  fettered  in  dealing  wiw 
any  part  of  these  formularies.  The  ques- 
tion is,  by  what  authority  are  these  things 
to  be  done  ?  It  is  inevitable  that  some 
sort  of  Church  regulation  should  be  done 
somehow.  It  is  done  partly,  as  my  noble 
Friend  has  said,  by  the  irregular  and  half- 
authorised  efforts  of  tlio  several  bishops; 
but,  mainly  and  ultimately,  it  is  done  by 
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F«ill«ii«iii,  and  ehiefly,  of  eonne,  by  the 

House  of  Commons.    What  sort  of  bodj 
is  the  present  Houso  of  Commons  to  deal 
iritb  religious  and  ecolosiastioal  matters  ? 
What  WM  Mid  tla«  oiliw  daj,  in  *  speech 
in  tho  ooatitry,  by  «t  least  an  honatt  and 
iiitclligont,  nnil  on  tins  subject  tmprcju- 
diced»  member  ot    that   nsscmbly  (Mr. 
Cobden)  ?    He  had  occasion  to  advert  to 
tiiaaa  ttatten*    He  gikwe  a  siceteh  of  the 
praaeat  aondidoil  of  that  House,  of  the 
▼arions  aaota  and  no  sects  that  mnko  it 
ap,  atid  he  said,  **  What  sort  of  a  body 
are  we  to  deal  with  religious  matters  f  " 
Bat,  my  Leidi,  this  toadies  on  a  larger 
Tiew  of  this  qaestion,  on  which  I  must  my 
a  few  words.    It  is  impossible  rightly  to 
cooaider  this  question  of  the  organic  ac- 
tion of  the  Chureht  without  oonsidering  its 
eomMjdon  with  that  of  the  Royal  snpta* 
macy.    It  was  pointed  out  last  year,  in 
tho  tlcbate  ou  the  Bill  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  London)  ^t  the 
samoder,  in  terms  absoiiite»  that  was 
made  by  the  Church  to  the  eivil  power  at 
the  Reformation,  of  the  power  to  tirtonnine 
doctrine,  was  not  fairly  to  bo  construed  in 
this  absolute  seuso,  but  should  be  inter- 
preted aocordiog  to  the  spirit  of  the  con- 
stitution, of  the  statutes,  and  eTon  to  the 
clear  words  of  some  of  t}io<^p  statutes  them^ 
solres,  by  which  the  decision  of  doctrine 
should  be  entmsted,  not  solely,  but  chiefly, 
to  the  spiritualty  of  the  Chmwh*   But  it 
might  have  been  pointed  out,  even  if  we 
assume  that  those  words  of  surrender  were 
to  be  interpreted  in  the  literal  way  which 
some  persons  delight  to  do,  with  hov  much 
more  safety,  prudence,  and  propriety  such 
an  absolute  surrender  might  have  been 
made  tbon,  than  it  could  be  made,  or  than 
it  should  be  maiiitaiued  now.  VV^hat  I  have 
said  ahovt  the  altered  oompontion  of  Par- 
liament is  only  one  part  of  the  great  change 
that  has  taken  place  since  that  time.  At 
that  time  the  State  was  wholly  within  tho 
Church;  it  is  now  not  mush  more  connect- 
ed, b  Iset,  with  the  Ghureh  than  vi&  an^ 
other  religious  body.    It  is  80  qidte  mani- 
festly, and  with  hardly  an  exception,  in 
the  oolonies;  and  constantly  becoming  more 
and  more  so  in  Ireland^  and  e^en  in  Bag- 
land.    Moreorer,  it  is  quite  plain  that  at 
that  time  the  one  groat  fear  wliicli  possess- 
ed men's  minda  wnn  feir  of  tho  power  of  tiio 
Pope :  of  which  I  wiii  only  say  that  if  any  ono 
no«r  tlunks  that  with  regard  to  the  great 
bulk  of  this  people  tlierc  can  be  any  real  fear 
of  the  power  of  thn  rDpc,  1  bclii-vo  it  tn  be 
the  most  chimerical  idea  that  ever  entered 
Lord  LyU^ton 


into  the  brain  of  man.    And  it  is  clear 

that,  against  that  and  any  other  dangers, 
the  State  was  in  those  day  a  the  most 
friendly  and  the  most  powerful  ally  witix 
whi^  the  Ohurdi  eouM  oonneet  itaeif. 
Another  point  is,  that  the  snhmissioii  litem 
made  by  thr  (Mmrch  ivns  not  to  an  abstract 
civil  p(j\vr'r,  l)ut  to  the  person  of  the  moa- 
arcii;  uud  the  monaruh  then  exercised  & 
fiu*  more  leal  power  over  theadmudatratloti 
of  the  oountrj  than  is  now  tiie  ease.  What 
we  now  call  the  Royal  supremacy,  is,  ia 
fact,  the  supremacy  of  the  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons.    Above  all,  in  thoso- 
days,  ConTocitioa  was  in  the  hahit  of 
meeting,  and  of  course  it  was  contemplatedl 
that  it  should  continue  to  meet,  and  so  bo 
able  to  watch  over  the  course  of  events, 
and  judge  whetiier  modifieation  was  ever 
needed  in  its  compaot  with  the  State. 
now  that  all  these  great  changes  havo 
taken  p1;\ce,  it  ought  to  be  for  tho  Church, 
as  an  organised  body,  to  <M>nsider  what 
rsadjustment  should  be  made  in  the  terms 
of  iU  oonnexion  with  the  State.    I  do  not 
mean  to  hint  nt  anything  like  a  weakening 
or  a  dissolution  of  that  connexion,  which  I 
do  not  desire;  but  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  as  my  noUe  Friend  (Lord  Bedea* 
dale)  said  very  plainly  last  year,  though  ha 
has  not  repeated  it  to  night,  that  n  reeon- 
sideratiou  and  readjustment  is  required. 
My  Lords,  I  woold  illustrate  these  viows 
by  what  took  plaoe  last  year  before  the 
Judicial  Committee,  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Oorhnm.     Some  persons  soem  to  thinlc 
that  case  is  forgotten.    My  Lords,  it  ia 
not  forgotten.  But  probably  many  peiaons 
think  as  I  do,  that  it  is  a  question  which 
should  he  adjourned.     Those  who  think 
thnt  a  fresh  battle  should  take  place  about 
it,  may  think  that  thero  is  now  no  proper 
battle-fleU;  and  that  the  true  field  is  the 
Churoh,  in  its  own  meetings  as  a  body. 
Thoso,  again,  who  rather  think  as  I  do, 
not  that  a  fresh  battle  should  take  place, 
but  that  further  explanations  might  tend 
to  more  agreement  and  oonoiliatioB,  mny 
think  that  the  Churbh  itself  is  the  only 
body  from  which  such  a  result  can  be  look- 
ed for,  and  that  tho  present  irregular  and 
abnormal  attempta  at  dtsousrion  and  oon* 
ciliation  never  ean  lead  to  it.    My  Lords, 
I  am  anxious  not  to  bo  misunderstood  on 
this  matter.    I  do  not  desire,  as  llio  most 
rev.  Primate  lias  said,  a  settlement  that 
shall  drive  out  any  parties  firom  the  Churgh. 
It  must  be  remembered  what  has  always 
been  the  real  grievaTicp  frit  bv  those  who 
have  objeoted  to  that  judgmont;  not  so 
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tmch.  any  thiog  actuany  contained  in  the 
judgment,  as  that  it  wholly  failed  rightly 
to  represent  the  meaning  of  the  book  it 
professed  t»  rerlew.  Tbet  it  wb«t  was 
always  pnt  ftrwmrd  by  the  right  roT.  Pre- 
late (the  Bishop  of  London)  who  dissented 
from  the  jurlgment;  and  it  was  attributed 
to  the  fact  that  the  tribunal  which  tried  the 
em  was  net  toeb  aa  waa  al  all  in  the  con- 
taa|Aatioa  of  those  win,  ai  tlM»  Beforma- 
tion,  adjusted  these  questions,  and  that 
tho  Church  ittelf  ought  to  be  heard  in  the 
present  ^neetioo  of  the  constitution  of  that 
ttihaaL  Am  to  the  j  udgtneat  Itadf ,  nrnch 
at  we  Bh^t  ehfeei  lo  aeverd  of  its  parts, 
I  hafc  never  Mi  certain  that,  in  the  ab- 
ionce  of  further  authoritative  oxplannfion 
of  tonie  of  tho  terms  used  but  not  oxpiain- 
«iia  that  doemmt,  the  dii|^rtae«  «a  to 
wrtal  poiats  in  Ae  anbjeeta  wbieh  it 
treats  of,  13  really  so  great  brtwrcn  dTffVrrrt 
persons  as  they  tboniselvcs  suppose,  ns 
mv  uoble  Friend  (Lord  Redeadale)  has  also 
Mggested.  (hi  thia,  therafbiw  aa  well  as 
the  other  points,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  ex- 
presjtnn  of  the  vnire  of  thr-  Church  is  requir- 
(■■d.  My  Lords,  I  will  only  add  a  few  words  on 
tbe  DiMt  obvious  and  popular  objection  to 
tttnatoralioii  of  the  aetienof  tM  Cfcnmh 
—that  it  would  not  tend  to  the  peace  of 
tlio  Church.  My  LnH-^,  pence  i-^  good; 
Ujt  truth,  and  life,  and  fi  oedom  are  bettor 
stilL  Tou  have  had  peace.  You  had 
V«aee  laak  oenlnrj  — tho  poaoe  of  a 
Wthargie  slnmber:  a  peace  during  which, 
aa  h%'^  hcon  !^nid,  tlio  Ohnrch  snffcrr^d  more 
in  external  li)=^f?os  and  inward  docay  and 
^generation,  ikau  during  any  other  period 
«(  ear  hiatorj.  Have  you  got  p^MO  now? 
Hare  you  any  dhance  of  peaoet  You 
vill  never  hare  peace  till,  in  some  measure, 
i^e  free  action  of  the  Church  is  restored. 
T^hether  yon  would  have  peace  then,  I  do 
not  know.  I  hope  and  believe,  with  my 
noble  Friend,  that  you  woold.  But  if  we 
wnnot  have  pence  without  the  loss  of  life 
and  freedom,  i  would  liave  war  to  my  life's 
ori.  Woidd  the  noble  Duko  (the  Duke  of 
AiSjB),  or  ^e  noble  Barl  (the  Barl  of 
Aberdeen),  or  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Msrqness  of  Brendalbane),  or  the  noble 
Marquess  now  in  India  (the  Marquess  of 
DiAeasie),  or  any  other  active  and  intelli- 
gent Member  of  the  Scotch  Kirk,  or  of 
the  Free  Kirk  of  Scotland—would  they 
give  tp  the  free  action  of  their  Church 
from  f^r  of  any  such  disruption  as  has  oe- 
«>md!  Koltbey.  They  weold  feel  aa  I 
^>  that  such  peaco  would  be  too  dearly 
pttekaaed.    Mj  Lorda,  I  M  aseured 


that  tiie  tendency  of  events  ii  towards  the 

attainment  of  this  object  by  the  Cliurch. 
The  Church  will  eventually  regain  her 
power  of  action.  But  the  question  is,  by 
what  process  shall  aim  regain  it  t  It  ia  bo> 
cause  I  am  desirous  that  it  should  be  re- 
stored by  friendh',  df^lfbernt'*,  nnd  well- 
considered  arrangements  between  the 
Church  and  the  other  powers  of  the  coun- 
try, that  I  am  giad  ihat  my  noble  Friend 
has  brought  on  Uiis  question,  believing  that 
such  discTissions  tend  to  promote  that  result, 
and  that  by  joining  in  them  we  are  subserv- 
ing the  oanse  both  of  tralh  and  of  peace. 

Tho  Archbishop  of  DUBLIN  aaid,  timl 
he  had  oftener  and  longer  ago  than  any 
other  Member  of  the  House  called  atten- 
tion  to  the  subject  now  before  it.  On  that 
aceooat  be  hoped  he  might  be  pennltled 
to  say  a  few  words  on  this  occasion,  and 
t!iev  should  bo  onlv  a  few  vrnriU,  because 
his  opinions  delivered  in  that  House  Imd 
been  printed  and  published,  and  it  would 
be  move  eonvenlent  for  aaeh  of  their  LedU 
shipa  aa  took  an  interest  in  tinm  to  read 
ihrm  nt  home  than  to  hear  him  explnin 
them  in  a  long  ppeech.  Tho  question  of 
^0  propriety  of  providing  a  government 
for  tiie  Chufob,  either  temporary  or  per- 
maoent — either  to  meet  certain  speoial 
cases,  or  for  the  general  rffrulation  of  ee- 
clesiastieal  affairs — was  tirst  raised  by  him 
iu  their  Lorships'  House  sixteen  years  ago, 
and  he  had  smee  returned  to  the  SBbjeot 
on  various  occasions.  He  had  never  ad* 
vornted  the  restoration  of  the  Convocation 
aa  the  governing  body  of  the  Church,  be- 
cause— besides  other  objections — he  was 
3f  opinion  that  the  government  of  tho 
Church  by  the  dergy  could  not  and  should 
not  be  tolerated  in  these  days.  It  had 
been  justly  observed  that  formerly  all  au- 
thorities in  the  State  consisted  exclusively 
of  membera  of  tiie  Gbnreh,  and,  howover 
ill  qualified  the  State  might  have  been  for 
the  govornmcnt  of  the  Church  in  the  last 
century,  this  at  any  rate  could  be  said  of 
it — that  it  vaa  oomposed  of  members  of 
the  Chofoh.  The  skrango  anomaly  of  tho 
present  time  was,  that  if  the  Church  woro 
governed  at  all,  it  must  bo  governed  by 
persons  not  necessarily  members  of  it. 
The  reaidt  waa  seen  in  thi»>-not  so  mnoh 
lhal  tho  governing  powera  inteifeiod  fan* 
properly  with  the  Church,  r\9  tint,  feeling 
their  own  disqualification  for  tho  office, 
they  refrained  from  interfering  at  all.  It 
was  hardly  neeeeaary  to  any  that  he  was 
not  an  advocate  of  violent  changes;  but  he 
wished  people  to  belioyo  that  if  Cbureh 
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affairs  remained  tinnltorod,  it  vras 
cause  there  was  nothing  that  required 
change,  not  because  there  were  no  means 
of  eflbcting  it.  He  did  not  attach  much 
wei^t  to  tlie  otjeetion  whieh  some  urged 
to  ns?embling  a  governing  hody  for  the 
Church  —  namely,  that  Tiolent  persons 
would  find  their  way  into  it.  Vidrai  per- 
Mnw  were  to  lie  mot  with  evei7wh«ra,  and 
tbej  wually  contrived  to  make  a  great  stir 
and  noise,  quite  disproportioned  to  their 
numbers.  An  example  of  this  once  oc- 
curred in  a  parish  of  which  he  was  reo- 
tor.  He  was  informed  that  a  violent  op- 
position existed  in  the  parish  against  a 
proposed  alteration  of  a  road,  at  which  he 
waa  very  much  surprised,  because  the  al- 
teration was  oondoeive  to  pnUio  conve- 
nience. In  order  to  ascertain  the  real 
opinion  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  district, 
he  sent  to  each  house  a  white  and  a  black 
bean,  with  directions  that  those  who  were 
oppoiod  to  the  alteration  ehoold  return  a 
black  bean,  and  vice  vertd.  The  return 
vas  twenty-nine  black  to  thrno  hundred 
white  beans.  Yet  the  twenty-nine  black 
beans  called  themselves  ' '  the  parish, ' '  and 
it  was  hardly  necessary  to  say  that  they 
made  twice  as  mnch  noise  as  the  three 
hundred  wliito  hcrtn"?.     He  believed,  nlso, 
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some  twenty  of  their  Lordships  were  to 
assemble,  and  in  their  own  name  to  issue 
a  code  of  laws  for  the  government  of  this 
eoQstry,  however  jnat  fhoae  lam  mi^^t  be 
in  themselves,  yet  he  believed  they  wodd 
be  objected  to,  because  that  would  be  an 
assumption  by  those  parties  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country.  Now,  those  Austra- 
lian btshope  had  no  more  right  to  Rotate 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  worship  of  the 
Episcopal  Church  in  A<i<;tnilia  should  be 
(NmdttOted— except  in  so  far  as  the  govcn- 
metit  of  the  Ghnreh  waa  already  placed 
under  their  control — than  any  tweutjof 
their  Lordships  had  to  assume  the  powers 
of  the  Ilouse  of  Lords.  He  did  not  mean 
to  charge  those  right  rev.  Brethren  with 
pretending  to  assume  a  control  over  the 
consciences  of  the  clergy;  but  there  conld 
be  no  doubt  that  their  proceedings  h;id 
been  so  interpreted,  and  had  consequently 
given  rise  to  considerable  discontent.  He 
would  not  deti^n  their  Lordships  fardier, 
the  lather  as  his  opinions  on  this  subject 
hnd  been  Ion::!;  hrforc  the  public;  but  ho 
must  say,  that  while  be  was  in  favour  of 
some  kind  of  government  being  provided 
fbr  tfie  Church,  he  had  never  seen  nor  eK> 
peeted  to  see  any  plan  suggested  which 
appeared  to  him  likely  to  give  general  and 


that  discussion  aud  contests  in  a  regular  complete  satisfaction. 


assembly  were  not  so  destructive  of  peace, 
as  the  absraoe  of  any  sudi  assembly;  fbr 
they  had  very  strong  contests  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  yet  to  be  without  a  Parlia- 
ment would  not  promote  peace.  He  did 
not  iMvuk  intolerant  exclusion  should  be 
tiie  order  of  the  day.  He  was  not  for 
cutting  off  every  limb  as  soon  as  it  was 


The  Du&£  of  ARG  YLL  hoped  it  would 
not  be  esteemed  presumption  in  him  if  be 
were  to  address  a  few  words  to  their  Loid- 

ships  on  this  important  subject;  because 
even  if  he  had  not  been  personally  alluded 
to  by  the  noble  Lord  who  lately  addressed 
them,  even  if  the  Ghmidi  of  which  he  was 
a  member  had  not  been  repeatedly  adluded 


in  pain.    Ho  fully  conenrred  with  the  no-  to  in  the  eonrae  of  the  debate,  stUl  he  felt 


ble  Lord  who  had  opened  this  debate,  in 
believing  that  many  of  thoae  who  had  been 
driven  to  desert  the  Church,  and  to  teke 
hostile  steps,  might  have  be«i  retained,  if 
there  had  been  some  legitimate  mode  of 
making  their  wishes  and  feelings  known. 
The  revival  of  Convccatioii  as  it  at  present 
existed,  or,  indeed,  any  attempt  to  govern 
the  Church  by  means  of  the  clergy  ex- 
clusively, he  should  think  highly  inexpe- 
dient, and  not  a  little  unjust.  Still  less 
was  he  an  advocate  for  any  assumption  of 
claims  to  govern  the  Chnreh,  and  to  dic- 
tate to  its  members,  by  any  persons  who 
wore  not  regularly  appointed  for  that  work 
of  government;  and  he  believed  that  had 


that  the  matters  which  were  now  before 
their  Lordships,  and  the  principles  whieh 
wen  now  under  discussion,  were  principks 
common  to  the  whole  Christian  world,  prin- 
ciples of  the  most  Catholic  and  general 
kind,  aud  having  reference  to  every  society 
into  which  the  Christian  Church  is  unm* 
tunat^y  divided.  It  was  a  troiun  to  mail* 
tain  that  it  was  the  inherent  right  of  every 
organised  society  to  be  empowered  to  meet 
fbr  the  regulation  of  its  own  afiairs;  and 
in  whatever  respects  the  Chnrdi  of  Christ* 
or  any  branch  of  that  Chordi,  differed  from 
other  organised  bodies,  surely  in  those 
rpspccts  on  which  it  differed  it  was  not  less 
but  more  entitled  to  possess  the  powers  of 


a  good  deal  to  do  with  the  dissattsfiMtion  self-government.  T  here  were,  however, 
that  had  been  expressed,  as  the  most  rev.  certain  difficulties  in  the  Chnreh  of  En^- 
Primatc  had  nicntioned,  against  the  pro-  land  which  hnd  not  hitherto  existed  in  tho 
ceedinge  of  tho  bishops  of  Australia.  If  [case  of  other  Protestant  Churches,  fle 
The  ArchbitJiOj^  of  Dublin 
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AonU  nevor  firten  to  any  ihilMto  io  thii 

House  in  which  a  comparison  was  attempt- 
ed to  be  drawn  between  tlio  Convocation 
of  the  Church  of  EnHniuI  and  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  Church  of  which  ho  was 
a  membor,  wiihoot  rising  to  protast  against 
SMh  a  monstTDui  confosion  lit  ideas.  It 
mn^t  ho  appnront  to  every  one  who  had 
listened  to  the  discussion  of  to-night,  that 
thej  were  discussing  two  separate  things; 
then  was  on  ths  one  band  n  rerival  of  ttie 
old  English  Convocation,  and  on  the  other 
hand  there  wfis  evidently  in  the  minds  of 
most  of  the  speakers  the  formation  of  an 
entirely  now  governiDg  body.     The  old 
CoBfoeation  of  the  Choreh  of  England  bad 
no  more  idatioa  to  the  General  Assembly 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  th  an  any  of  the 
jnost  dissimilar  bodies  that  their  Lnrd- 
sbips  could  conceive.    The  old  Couvuca- 
tion  of  ^  Ohnrsh  of  England  was  oom* 
posed  entirely  of  tlie  eleigy;  and  ho  be- 
lieved it  to  be  true,  as  the  roost  rev.  Pre- 
late had  hinted  rather  than  stated,  that 
ibs  Oonrocation  was  first  called  together, 
not  so  much  for  the  regulation  of  the  eocle- 
siastical  or  spiritual  affairs  of  the  Church, 
as  to  give  the  assent  of  the  clors-y  to  cer- 
tain taxes  or  subsidies  levied  upon  them  by 
ibecml  power.   Bot  the  Convpcation  of 
Ihs  Choreh  of  England  never  changed  its 
character — it  remained  to  the  end  a  Con- 
vocation of  the  clergy;  and  to  this  he,  for 
one,  attributed  the  loss  of  its  character,  the 
loas  of  its  influence,  and  OTentoaUy  the  loss 
cf  lis  fitness  for  those  duties  which  are  now 
sgain  sought  to  ho  imposed  upon  it.  He 
might  mention  other  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  the  formation  of  a  new  governing  body, 
vUdinol  merely  eoniSsted  in  this,  that 
tliro  were  no  ancient  traditions  on  which 
thermi^^lit  fall  back,  but  still  further  on 
the  part  of  the  opposite  opinions  which 
prevailed  in  the  body  whom  they  sought  to 
vnto  in  a  representatire  capacity.  He 
rejoiced  to  hear  from  every  Member  of 
their  Lordsh?p«^'  Tlou.^owho  had  taken  part 
m  this  discussion,   that  the  Convocation 
wWch  was  now  sought  to  bo  revived  not 
oolj  ought  to  he  the  old  Conrocation,  hot 
that  it  would  not  he  a  Convocation  at  all  if 
it  did  not  represent  the  whole  body  of  the 
English  Church,  clergy  and  laity.  But 
tiieir  Lordships  imagine  that  tiois  would 
be  a  unsninuMis  opinion?   He  feared  it 
Would  not.    So  far  as  his  own  observation 
went — and  he  had  long  taken  a  deep  in- 
terest in  these  matters,  and  observed  Avhat 
^fts  passing  in  England  as  well  as  in  Scot- 
^  with  regard  to  it— his  own  impresnoo 
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was  tliat  ihe  majority  of  those  who  songht 

the  revival  of  Convocation,  sought  literally 
and  truly  for  the  revival  of  the  old  Convo- 
cation of  the  Church  of  England,  though 
he  would  not  venture  to  state  as  a  matter 
of  &et-— he  was  not  so  competent  to  ftfm 
an  opinion  upon  that  point  as  some  of  tlieir 
Lordships — ho  could  not  state  how  many 
there  wero  that  woro  seeking  for  a  Convo- 
cation that  should  be  perfectly  identical 
with  the  old  Convoeation  of  the  Church. 
He  would  tell  their  Lordships  on  what 
ground  he  formed  this  opinion.  The  noble 
Lord  who  introduced  this  discussion  had 
alluded  to  a  recent  judicial  decision  wiiich 
had  been  giTcn  on  a  point  of  doctrine  in 
the  Church  of  England;  and  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  had  referred  to  the  objections 
which  had  been  taken  to  that  decision. 
Now  a  great  nnmber  of  those  objections— 
and  he  was  surprised  his  noble  Frirad  had 
not  referred  to  it — were  objections  to  the 
constitution  of  the  court  hv  whom  that  do- 
cision  had  been  given;  and  ho  must  say 
that  some  of  the  ablest  and  most  remark- 
able pamphlets  he  had  seen  on  that  snbjeot 
rested  their  objections  to  the  decision  on 
the  grounds  of  the  constitution  of  the  court, 
aud  complained  of  the  grievance  that  was 
laid  upon  the  eonsciences  of  Uie  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  in  a  lay  tribunal 
heing  allowed  to  decide  npon  a  point  of 
doctrine  of  the  Christian  faith.  This 
ground  he  knew  had  been  taken,  and  he 
could  not  conceal  from  their  I^yrdships 
that  it  had  hetti  taken  by  smoe  of  the  ablest 
and  most  loarncd  men  who  had  written 
upon  the  subject.  It  \vas  notorious  to  all 
of  their  Lordships  who  took  an  interest  in 
this  question»  wat  npon  this  point  ibey 
would  have  to  overcome  the  feelings  of  the 
members  of  their  own  Church  r  they  would 
have  to  ovorcomo  the  feeling  that  the  deci- 
sion ot  tlicso  questions  belonged  of  a  right 
to  the  clergy,  and  not  to  the  laity.  He 
mnst  say  there  was  great  confusion  of 
thought  in  the  pamphlet  he  had  alluded  to, 
because  he  had  observed  that  no  dissatis- 
faction was  expressed  with  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Arches,  heeaose,  by  a  fiction  of 
law,  the  Court  of  Arches  represented  a  spiri- 
tual court,  while  the  Privy  Council  repre- 
sented a  purely  lay  and  civil  power.  He 
believed  that  this  distinction  arose  from  a 
great  oonfoMon  of  thought,  because  it  was 
notorious  to  their  Lordnipa  AatUie  Jadge 
in  the  Court  of  Arohes  was  a  layman;  that 
in  theory,  indeed,  ho  might  represent  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  but 
that^  in  point  qf  fact,  he  ma  at  mooh  • 
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Uyman,  awl  d^elded  &e  question  as  much  I  long-estftblttbed  rules  of  governinent,  aail 

on  the  principles  of  law  as  did  the  Judges  '  no  question  bad  arisen  in  the  General  At 


of  the  Privy  Council.  NeTerthelesa«  what- 
ever  might  be  the  matter  «f  iMt,  ancl  vbftt- 
tfwr  night  b«  the  eoafutioB  of  mind,  he 

must  say  that  it  was  a  principle  much 
dwelt  upon  by  some  members  of  the  Church 
of  England,  that  questions  of  ihi»  kind 
UBAt  M  deciM  nkoUy  by  •  OwiroMtiMi 
el  the  clergj.  II,  as  he  rejoiced  to  lMni» 
it  wa*?  the  opinion  of  the  meinlior*?  nf  the 
Church  (  f  England  that  a  retv-wnl  of  the 
repr^seutuLive  system  of  the  govcrumeut 
«fihe  Glinroli  by*  purely  ekuriaal  tribu- 
waft  mot  desirable,  aad  tliai  it  was  no 
longer  possible,  then  he  mnst  say  that 
they  had  before  them  an  arduous  and  a 
difficult  undertaking.  Their  Lordships 
must  remember  that  the  institutions  of 
England,  both  civil  and  ecclesiastical,  were 
never  erected  at  one  time.  They  had 
grown  up  gradually;  they  were  entwined 
irith  tho  amoftioiis  aad  aieooiatMiis  of  tbe 
peopia  genandly.  They  were  now  about 
to  confer  iipfni  tlie  Church  of  England  not 
an  iiistiLuiHjii  th  it  had  ever  had  the  afiec- 
tious  and  ab^ueiutious  uf  the  people  to  re~ 
OMMMnd  it— they  wera  about  to  proceed 
IfOD  a  totally  new  task;  tkey  were  about 
io  act  as  the  Americans  might  have  done; 
they  wei  e  about  to  act  as  the  French  were 


sembly  until  v^y  reeeat  timtti  whicli  VBtr 
ToliM  aaj  ooMurion  of  teriow  dhriiicnu 
Qtwations  of  doctrine  had  hardly  ever  aove 
before  the  General  Assembly;  and  he  was 
bound  to  nrlfl  that,  in  the  few  instances 
where  questions  of  doctriue  aiiectiug  some 
ef  th«  aieet  ptofomA  Metaphysical 
WMaU  of  the  Christian  faith  hm  (ivmu 
before  the  General  Assembly,  liis  erperi- 
ence  led  him  to  say  that  those  were  the 
poiutj^  which  were  least  successfully,  leaat 
happily,  «id»'  be  imat  add,  kaafc  wortiiilj 
dealt  with  bjtiiat  body.  But  ^a^tiona  at 
discipline  were  perpetually  comin!T  before 
it.  ^ow,  he  would  appeal  to  those  mraa- 
hers  of  the  Churoh  of  England  who  wem 
most  anxious  for  a  representative  assemb^ 
in  the  case  of  their  own  Churoh,  whether 
they  were  not  struck  by  the  fortiblo  art^u- 
ment  that  was  brought  to  hear  upon  this 
point  by  the  OMNft  rw.  Pnkte^  beoaoM  hm 
must  say  it  vpifmnA  to  biM  tbat  while  the 
weight  of  arj^mcnt  wa?  n!mn:-t  a.lto^:;cthcr 
on  the  side  of  the  abstract  right  to  hold  a 
Couvocatiou,  the  weight  of  argument  was 
altogether  ok  the  aide  eMuiat  a  Oonveea* 
tion  so  far  as  regaided  we  piactieal  avib 
and  dangers  that  were  to  be  expected  from 
it.    Were  they  not  conscious  that  the 


about  to  act  for  the  fourth,  ai'  the  fifth,  or  '  Church  of  England  included  among  its 


lor  the  deieiitb  time;  thej  aiuii  eel  aboat 

the  task  of  forming  a  paper  constitution- 
for  a  paper  constitution  it  would  \mdoubt- 


members  aot  only  persona  who 
from  each  otfier  on  points  of  discipltae, 

but  who  were  diametrically  opposed  to 


edly  be,  whether  suooessfui  or  not.  lie  i  each  other  on  some  of  the  most  important 
did  ael  say  soob  a  task  wm  imMMiUe}  Idoetriiiesaf  Obne^nity  9  Thej  bad  thaa. 
God  foibid  be  should  say  aay  wm  thing!  [k^a*  among  them  whom  be  affirmed  to 

all  he  sf\)d  was,  that  it  was  a  new,  a  diffi- 
cult, and  an  arduous  ta'=ik — a  task  to  w  hich 


the  people  of  England  were  not  by  their 
hiftteij  aeoastOBMd,  and  be  sboaid  iaj» 
bavdly  by  their  nature  and  character.  Be- 
sides the  difficulties  they  would  have  to  en- 
counter in  the  couatitutiou  of  the  body  to 
whom  they  profK»sed  to  commit  anew  the 
govenuneat  ef  the  Cbareb»  tbey  bad  other 
difficulties  to  contend  with  wbicb  existed  in 
the  case  of  no  rtther  hrvdy  They  were  dif- 
fiottlties  vbdoh  did  not  exist  in  the  case  of 
ibe  Obuieb  of  Scotland;  for,  fron  the  first 
erifia  of  thai  Cbareb*  it  had  been  aceea- 
tomcd  to  have  a  representative  body— a  ro- 
prcscntative  body  founded  so  far  back  in 
history  that  at  the  present  moment  repre- 
aentativea  were  leat  to  tbe  Geoend  Amabi- 
b^  by  not  a  ikw  manieiiMd  borgba,  the 
members  of  whieb  were  no  longer  connect- 
ed w'th  th*^  Church.    That  bodv  fvctcd 


be — and  he  Vie'I'  vod  ho  was  safe  in  doiarj 
so — as  high  L'alviiiu^tfl  n-.  rifiy  tiiat  existed 
at  ihc  present  moment  m  the  most  ex- 
treme eeotioaa  of  tbe  Latbema  ObivdL 
There  was  anetbar  party  in  the  Church 
whoso  theolorry  was  hart  I  v  iliptinirtii'-ha.ble 
from  the  theology  of  the  Church  ot  Ivome. 
With  these  elements  in  the  Church  of  £ng- 
biad— whole  it  aiigbt  be  abetiaet^  rigbt 
to  meet  in  ConvoeatioiiF^were  diej  pre- 
pared to  take  the  conseqTionces  of  such  a 
meeting  ?  He,  for  one,  believed  tbit  more 
peace  was  not  the  first  and  grciieet  ol^eQi 
that  ought  to  be  aimed  at.  He  agfood 
with  his  noble  Friend  that  there  were 
times  when  they  were  bound  to  bo  iu 
a  state  of  warfare — when  warfare  waa 
tbeur  datj.  Only  he  thought  tba  maMer 
was  eae  of  le  much  impeffteace  ta  theea 
who  were  an:^ious  to  see  a  new  repre- 
.sentfttivo  «?v';tPTn  in  th*^  Church  of  Enjr- 


uudci  a  caruiullji  d  titled  system,  uud  wiiiiiiaiid,  iiuxt  they  ought  tu  weigh  well  the 
Thti  Duke  of  Argyll  ' 
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ibal  ciistod  in  the  Churoh 
to  such  a  course.  II U  own  firm  conviotion 
was,  that,  ill  the  existing  atato  of  reliffious 
leeim£^  m  lUo  counU'j,  if  there  should  be 
•  wnmfmg  of  GonvoMitioE,  however  that 
Wdjr  laight  be  composed,  questions  would 
arise  in  the  body  which  would  result  sooner 
or  later  io  a  great  disruption  of  the  Churoh 
oC  £ii|;I&iul.  He  was  uot  prepared  to  say 
thtti  thai  iNMiU  not  be  ft  prafonble  aH•^' 
BatiYo  to  the  itale  of  mattart  Ihai  now 
existed.  That  was  for  the  members  of 
tke  Chur^  of  England  tbemselTca  to  do- 
»;  on  iham  must  the  responsibility  lio. 
im  sitting  down,  «b«te  WM  one  oboer- 
TatioQ  of  the  most  re?.  Prelate  agauist 
which  he  must  protest.  He  had  quoted 
two  imtauces  from*  the  life  of  a  great  and 
fnd  man,  giving  his  ezperionoo  of  tiie 
action  of  raptwentative  tjnods.  How, 
did  the  most  rcr.  Prelate  not  suppose  that 
if  he  had  searelied  the  diary  of  such  a 
Bkan,  fur  m^tancc,  as  U'ilberforce,  tliat  he 
Might  Iwvo  fonnd  joltings  of  bis  experi- 
ence in  times  of  great  excitement,  <tf  Tio- 
lent  contest,  of  exasperated  feeling;  and 
wuU  tlie  most  rev.  ['relate  have  thought 
it  fair  to  bring  forward  thoae  fragmeutb  an 
 of  Mr.  Waborlbn»*s  delibomto 


opinion  as  to  the  action  of  ropreiantotive 

fforernment  ?    So  monstrous  an  argument, 
if  it  were  meant  as  an  argument,  he  had 
now  before  beord  addocedon  a  question 
of  tliis  nature.   If  it  wen  meant  as  an 
illustration,  he  mu^t  take  exception  to  do 
of  tlio  instances  which  was  brought  for- 
ward by  tliB  most  rev.  Prelate :  he  meant 
llie  inotanoo  the  most  rev.  Prelate  had 
adduced  from  tho  late  disruption  in  the 
Church  of  Scotland.    He  did  not  wish'  to 
wsvive  the  heats  and  animosities^  of  that 
eontroversj,  and  ho  could  not  forget  that 
he  was  spm^ng  in  the  presonoo  or  s  noble 
Friend  of  his  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen),  who 
took  an  active,  a  prominent,  and,  he  sliould 
never  oeaae  to  think  and  say,  a  most  uo> 
fertonato  part  in  resisting  the  changes 
whadi  were  then  songfat;  bat  this  be  was 
bound  to  say  in  connexion  with  tho  argu- 
ment of  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  that  that 
Abruption  would  never  have  taken  placo  if 
it  had  not  been  ftw ,  oa  he  boUovod,  tho 
nnconstitutional,  aad,  in  the  highost  oonse, 
the  unlawful,  interposition  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  which  had  been  passed  since 
the  Uuioo,  with  the  free  action  of  the 
rofwisentatlve  ajotem  of  the  Chnrch  of 
Soqtland.    It  was  not  that  the  dismption 
arose  out  of  the  free  action  of  that  repre- 
sentative ^r>tem— it  arose  rather  out  of 
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the  reslriolian  whieh  was  most  nnwisdj 

attempted  on  tho  free  action  of  that  repro* 
sentatiro  system.  He  did  not  wish  now 
to  advert  more  particularly  to  that  statute 
whioh  oanood  tbe  disruption»the  statnte 
whidh  restored  the  righu  of  patronagei 
but  ho  must  state  that  that  statute  was 
always  regarded  as  an  interference  with 
the  free  action  of  the  represeutative  system 
cS  Ae  Obnroh  of  Seouand;  and  more  re- 
oentlj-»'by  tho  decision  of  the  Courts  of 
Law  against  the  ( pininns  of  some  of  tho 
most  learnod  and  eminent  of  the  Judges 
— a  construction  was  put  upon  it  which 
itUl  further  interfiared  with  the  ftee  ootioii 
of  the  General  Aasernbly.  An  appeal  waa 
carried  to  their  Lonlsliips'  House,  and  on 
their  decision  he  did  not  scruple  to  think 
and  to  say,  that  feelings  and  principles 
derived  from  the  constitution  of  the  Churoh 
of  England  were  allowed  to  influence  tho 
decision  that  was  then  pronounced;  and, 
rather  than  submit  to  this  interference 
with  the  free  action  of  thdr  ropresontailve 
assemblies,  ho  would  not  say  a  majority, 
but  a  lar^c  ]iroportion,  of  the  nieiiilu  T-  of 
the  ChniLli  ui  Scotland  secedod  from  her 
coDimuuiou.  Thore  waa  no  oouuexiou  be- 
tween this  event  and  a  levif  al  of  Conveoa* 
tion  in  the  Ohnroh  of  Bnglaad;  sad  he, 
for  one,  protested  agsdnst  any  argument  in 
opposition  to  free  representatire  assem- 
blies, drawn'Oither  from  local  quarrels,  or 
from  the  disonssbn  whioh  took  piaoe  in  eon* 
sequence  of  an  interference  with  the  free  ac- 
tion of  the  Presbyterian  Church  of  ScotlaTid. 

Tho  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  it  was 
not  bis  intention  to  enter  at  any  length 
into  the  main  aiynmoit  which  had  now 
been  brought  before  thorn.  He  had  risen 
mainly  to  notice  what  he  considered  an 
error  in  the  very  able  speech  of  the  noble 
Duke  who  had  inst  adareesod  them.  He 
argued,  from  the  dissatisfaction  that  was 
evinced  at  the  decision  of  the  Vr'iw  Council 
on  a  late  occasion,  and  the  objections  that 
were  taken  to  tho  constitution  of  that  body, 
that  there  was  a  wish  en  the  part  of  the 
majority  of  the  clergy  to  place  any  power 
that  might  be  r^xerciaed  by  the  Convoca- 
tion in  ^e  hands  of  the  clergy  alone,  and 
that  ^ere  was  no  wish  on  the  ^art  of  the 
grsat  body  of  the  clergy  to  admit  the  loity 
to  any  Jkhurc  in  their  deliberations — 

The  PuKK  of  ARGYLL  :  1  did  not  say 
the  great  body  of  tho  clergy — I  expressly 
guarded  against  being  committed  to  any 
number  who  entertaiiK-d  these  opinions. 

The  BisHOi'  of  LONDON  said,  t!io  num- 
bers did  not  a&^i  his  argument.  What 
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ho  wiihed  to  direct  attention  to  was,  the 

crroneoug  inference — that  because  y^arfioe 
objected  to  a  lay  tribunal  deciding  poltits 
of  doctrine,  ihoreliMn  the  nmo  pwtiM 
would  object  to  the  admiinon  of  Uj  mem- 
bers to  decide  upon  the  external  matters 
that  related  to  the  Church.  Their  Lord- 
abips  would  recollect  that  in  the  speech 
which  he  TODtiiTed  to  eddrees  to  them  in 
moving  his  Bill  of  last  year,  he  steted 
broadly  that  in  the  drtpnniriation  of  point'^ 
of  doctrine,  it  always  had  been  the  practice 
of  the  Chribtian  Church  to  entrust  their  de- 
eisione  to  the  Biafaops  of  the  Churdi  in 
their  judicial  character,  or  at  the  Teiy 
least  to  give  them  a  veto  upon  the  deci- 
Btons  of  other  bodies.  [See  «3  Hansard^ 
exi.  607.]  In  the  Episcopa]  Church  of 
America,  which  they  might  fairiy  term 
the  daughter,  or  at  least  the  sister  of 
the  Church  of  ilnglanU,  the  questions  of 
faith  and  doctrine  might  be  discussed  by 
the  repreaentAtiTe  body  of  that  Church, 
hut  no  decision  could  be  come  to  with> 
oat  first  allowing  a  veto  to  the  bishops. 
He  was  therefore  prepared  to  assert,  for 
the  order  to  which  he  belonged,  the  right 
of  determining  judicially  for  their  own 
Church  on  all  points  of  faith.  It  was  quite 
a  different  matter  to  admit  tlie  laity  to  a 
share  in  the  government  of  the  Church  iu 
a  representattre  assembly.  With  respect 
to  the  question  hefbre  tbnr  liord ships, 
there  was  no  one  more  sensible  tha"n  ho 
was  of  the  great  illfficnlties  which  attended 
It.  He  felt  the  full  loi-ce  of  the  objections 
whioh  the  most  rer.  Primate  had  stated  as 
reasons  which  ought  to  operate  with  their 
Lordships  in  not  giving  their  sanction  to 
the  proposition  of  his  noble  Friend.  He 
foil  all  the  diOicuUies  of  the  cose;  but  he 
mnst  say  they  were  trifling,  competed  with 
those  difficulties  which  must  invidve  the 
Church,  unless  their  Lordslilps  were  pre- 
pared to  take  measures  to  restore  to  her 
her  inherent  right  of  deliberation.  With  re- 
spect to  the  disputes  which  took  place  in 
Convocation  during  the  earlier  part  of  last 
century,  he  thout^lit  it  would  be  found,  if 
their  Lordships  would  read  the  history  of 
those  times,  that  the  reasons  which  eaused 
the  suppression  of  GoDToeation  were  not 
that  the  clergy  were  too  violent  in  tlioir 
disputes  on  religious  questions,  but  that 
the  Lower  Ilouse  of  Convocation  tooiv  uu- 
tioe  of  the  heraUcal  teaching  of  one  of  the 
hisli  jis  who  had  recently  been  appointed, 
and  that  it  was  political  and  not  religious 
motives  that  induced  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown  of  that  day  to  suppress  the  Couvo- 
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cation.    But,  if  they  were  to  argue  from 
tlie  ahu«ie  of  an  institution  against  the  in- 
stitution itself,  he  knew  ot  none,  not  even 
that  imtitiited  hj  the  Saviour  himsolf. 
against  whieh  ihatsasoe  argument  mi^ht 
not  be  used,  to  prevnnt  tlie  exercise  of 
its   legitimate  and  inlirrcnt  powers.  If 
the  Church  was  not  quuiiiied  so  to  delil>e- 
rate  on  its  own  affairs,  he  shoidd  like  to 
know  what  organised  body  was.  That 
Parliament,  as  it  was  now  constituted,  wae 
qualitied  to  deliberate  on  the  ati'airs  of  the 
Ciiurch,  was  a  proposition  to  which  he 
eonld  not  concede.   At  the  same  time  lie 
must  state  that  he  was  not  satisfied  with 
the  present  consUtution  of  Convocation; 
and  for  tliis  reason — that,  putting  aside 
the  question  as  to  the  admission  of  the 
laity,  he  did  not  think  that  the  parochial 
clergy  were  adequately  represented,  while 
the  deans  and  cliapters  were  more  than 
adequately  represented  in  Convocatiou. 
Since  the  Ust  meetings  of  Convocation,  tiie 
parochial  clergy  had  greatly  increaaed  io 
numbers,  and  still  more  in  learning,  in  in- 
tellifrcnce,  and  in  independence,  and  ho  did 
not  thmk  that  about  forty  representatives  in 
Convooation  was  an  adequate  representa- 
tion of  fifteen  or  sixteen  thousand  of  the 
parochial  clergy.    But,  if  alterations  wore 
to  be  made,  he  thought  that  Convocation 
itself  was  the  body  which  ought  in  the 
first  instanee  to  malte  these  alterations. 
There  were  other  questions  with  regard 
to  which  concessions  might  be  made.  Con- 
sidering the  great  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  he  did  not  thins  ttiat  much  inecm* 
vcnienco  need  be  apprehended  from  the 
deliberations   of  Convocation,   where  it 
rested  with  the  Sovereign  to  suggest  thf* 
topics  of  debate,  and  to  put  au  end  to 
the  discussion  of  those  todies  if  it  saw 
necessary  by  prorogation.  Upon  the  whole, 
he  could  not  but  con>o  to  the  conclu- 
sion that,  great  as  tho  diiHculties  were, 
tho  growing  difficulties  that  embarrassed 
tiie  Chureh  for  want  of  sueh  a  represent* 
tation  were  still  greater.    Recent  events 
had  made  him  individually  feel  strongly 
the  want  of  such  a  body.    He  did  not 
know  to  whom  to  have  reconne  for  eovnael 
and  advice;  and  he  was  satisfied  that,  un- 
less there  was  some  representative  bndy— 
ponibining  all  classes  of  the  Church — por^ 
nutted  to  assemble,  the  time  was  not  far 
distant  when  those  who  were  entmstod 
with  the  diocesan  government  of  the 
Church  would  not  know  to  what  hand  to 
turn  for  counsel  and  direction  in  the  com- 
ing emergencies.    Ou  the  wholci  there- 
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fore,  he  could  have  no  hesitfttion  in  saying, 
that  there  ought  to  be  »  representatiTe 
body  of  the  members  of  the  Church  to 
trhom  its  government  should  bo  entrusted. 

Earl  NELSON  was  sorry  that  no 
Member  of  Her  Majesty's  GoTemmeiit 
had  thought  the  qoeetioa  of  enffidrat  im- 
portance to  take  part  in  this  discussion. 
It  appeared  to  liim,  as  one  who  was  anx- 
ious to  uphoM  and  continue  the  relations 
BOW  existing  between  Church  and  State, 
that  it  was  a  most  important  question.  It 
was  true  that,  before  the  measures  which 
were  adopted  in  1828  nnd  1S29,  the  sup- 
pesuott  of  Convocation  might  not  be 
Med  upon  as  so  great  aa  attaek  upon 
tiie  liberties  of  the  ChiVGh ;  but  things 
had  assumed  a  different  aspect  since  those 
measures  had  been  passed.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  be  was  opposed  to  the 
nisingof  niemeaiiirishealliuledto;  hut 
fie  did  say  that  they  wore  earned,  as  almost 
all  great  measures  wore  unhni-ipily  rarried 
in  this  country,  witliout  a  sutiiciont  con- 
sideratiou  of  ail  the  interests  affected  by 
the  ehaugc.  Stnoe  that  time  tiie  relations 
hatvsea  Church  and  State  had  been 
in  a  Tuost  unsatisfactory  position.  There 
were  oaly  two  modes  iu  which  these  re- 
lations could  bo  adjusted.  The  first 
ms  one  that  appeared  to  him  to  hare 
Wen  all  nloog  more  or  less  tried — an  at- 
tempt to  destroy  or  to  keep  in  the  back 
Cniind  the  vimlitv  of  the  Cliurcli.  lie 
luuught  that,  uttenipi  had  iaiicd.  ii  it  had 
not  failed  it  would  havo  had  the  effect  of 
ksNning  the  influenee  of  the  Chureh  over 
the  people  of  this  country,  because  in  pro- 
portion as  they  destroyed  the  vitality  of  a 
religious  body,  so  would  thcv  destroy  its 
iniaeiiee  with  the  people.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  who  had  just  spoken  had  referred 
to  the  Bill  which  he  brought  forward  last 
Session,  uud  that  circumstance  reminded 
lum  that  the  Bill  was  again  and  again 
postponed  in  its  vorions  stages*  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  might  in  some  irregular 
way  obtain  the  opinions  of  the  clergy  with 
respect  to  it.  But  the  imperfect  opinions 
thai  obtained  from  some  few  cleigymen  sit* 
tii^in  their  elosets  would  be  very  difiercnt 
from  the  opinions  of  the  same  parties  when 
t!:t','  were  discussing  a  measure  face  to 
iacc  with  their  opponents.  That  argument 
iMd  often  heea  iiaed  by  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site. When  in  the  discussions  on  the 
Heform  Bill  they  were  told  of  the  great 
dangers  that  would  ensue  from  the  in- 
creasse  of  the  franchise,  they  said  that  the 
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liberty  of  discussion  would  allay  heats  and 
dissensions.  It  was  wdl  known  that  de- 
magogues out  of  the  House  of  Commons 

speedily  found  ihoir  level  when  their  opin- 
ions were  confronted  and  discussed  by 
others  on  a  footing  of  perfect  ec^uality. 
Now  he  believed  the  same  process  would 
take  place  with  regard  to  the  clergy ;  and 
certainly  no  body  of  men  required  the  mel- 
lowing process  of  discussion  more  than 
they  did,  because  in  the  pulpit  they  were 
accustomed  to  state  their  opinions  without 
fear  of  cooti-adiction,  and  thus  they  insen- 
sibly acquired  a  habit  of  dogmatism.  He, 
therefore,  thought  that  the  only  mode  of 
maintaining  the  relations  between  Church 
and  State,  was  by  helping  forward  the 
spiritual  action  of  the  Church,  binding  her 
by  the  tics  of  gratitude  rather  than  by 
those  of  compulsion.  Men  talked  of 
the  dangers  that  might  arise  from  the 
assembling  of  Convoeation,  but  he  beliered 
the  dangci  s  which  at  present  existed  were 
greater  than  any  tlmt  were  likely  to  arise; 
and  the  greatest  danger  of  all  was  any  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
blink  the  importance  of  this  great  qnes- 
tion.  He  must  say  that  the  events  of 
the  last  half-year  had  greatly  influenced 
his  opinion  on  this  matter;  and  when  they 
saw  that  abont  one  and  the  same  time 
there  were  separate  and  independent  move- 
mcnts  for  synodical  action  in  Australia,  in 
Canada,  aa  well  as  in  the  Church  at  homo, 
he  thougkt  they  could  not  disguise  from 
ihemsdves  that  the  question  was  increas- 
ing in  interest  and  force,  and  lie  feared 
that,  unless  the  Government  speedily  took 
up  the  question,  tlicy  would  soon  Insc  the 
advantages  that  resulted  from  the  uuion  be- 
tween Church  and  State.  Did  they  think 
they  had  no  use  now  for  the  Church? 
How  were  tlu-y  to  deal  with  the  unedu- 
cated masses,  unless  by  the  evangelis- 
ing power  of  the  Chnrch?  At  the  pre- 
sent time  infidelity,  though  more  insidi- 
ously, was  as  much  at  work  as  ever  ;  and 
the  Church  of  Rome  had  come  forward 
more  prominently  than  before  as  an  antag' 
onist  to  the  Chureh,  muoh  more  than  to  the 
State.  What  was  required  to  r^pel  that 
aggression,  was,  not  penal  measures — for 
penal  measures,  unless  they  wont  back  to 
persecution,  could  not  touch  the  spiritual 
action  of  a  Chureh.  The  Chureh  of  Eng- 
land was  ready  at  hand,  at  once  the  great- 
est bulwark  against  infidelity  and  Rome, 
Let  them  beware  how  thev  cast  aside  that 
means  which  God  had  giveu   them,  if 
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ih9j  ftttempted  to  destvoy  llw  TttoKtj  of 

the  Cbttrch  1  if  they  would  not  listen  to 
their  ondeftvonrs  to  obtain  synodical  action 
and  freedom,  they  would  bo  punished  by 
the  ueceBsary  ouusequences  of  the  want  of 
thmo  meani  of  defenoe  wfaieli  tho  Ohureh 
ao  ftpUy  afforded.  He  could  not  help  quoting 
a  remark  winch  ho  found  tho  other  day  in 
a  aeriuuu  of  J^ishop  Andrews.  lie  Bays — 

**  There  i«  no  people  who  can  better  speak  as 
to  the  value  of  public  asseiiiUim  Hun  we.  Thero 
was  npthing  that  did  our  ancestors  (the  Britons) 
more  hurt,  nothing  that  turned  them  to  greater 
prejudice  (saith  Taettus  of  them)  than  tbis  one — 
thoj  !iu:t  ilut,  tlipy  eori"<Tilti  d  not  in  common,  but 
ovt.17  luau  r.au  a  rourse  of  lii»  own  head  by  him- 
•elf,  and  this  was  the  greatest  adrantago  the  Ro- 
mans had  of  them,  tboy  were  not  so  wise  at  to 
know  what  good  there  waa  in  public  corentions." 


Til  is  was  particularly  applicable  to  the 
present  question.  The  State  thought  it 
necesaary  to  protest  against  the  Romish 
aggression,  but  the  Church  was  denied  the 
power  from  the  want  of  synodical  action, 
is  he  could  not  as  a  Church  protest 
against  ibis  direet  attack  upon  her*  He 
then  showed  that  the  case  of  Australia, 
quoted  by  the  Primate,  was  exactly  the 
other  way,  and  waa  a  proof  of  the  necos- 
sitj  of  mat  regular  aetion  whieh  the  bi- 
shops in  synod  snggested  and  prayed  for — 
a  scheme  in  wliich  clergy,  laity,  and  bi- 
shops were  to  take  a  part.  In  conolusiun, 
he  trusted  that  the  House  would  deem 
that  there  were  no  impediments  to  the 
meeting  and  action  of  such  a  body  as  that 
suggested  by  the  noble  Lord. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said  : 
When  I  consider  the  method  in  which  this 
subject  has  hemi  brought  before  the  Honse» 
and  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
introduced  it,  namely,  that  it  wtxa  far  from 
his  intention  to  attack  any  person  or  body 
of  men  in  this  kingdom — I  feel,  more  espe- 
oially  after  the  able  speech  of  tho  right 
rev.  Prelate  who  has  just  down,  that  the 
House  might  well  dispense  with  hcariog  a 
single  word  from  mu;  and  were  it  not  that 
It  might  be  supposed  that  I  and  eveiy 
other  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
mcnt  were  indifferent— it  miglit  be  im- 
puted that  we  were  so  by  reason  of  otir 
silence — to  the  groat  importance  of  tUis* 
subject,  and  the  magnitude  of  that  change 
»for  change  it  is — in  tho  constitution  of 
this  country,  which  the  noble  T  nr  l  Ims 
not  proposed,  but  which  be  has  rather 
suggested  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  I  would  not  obtmde  myself  upon 
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stitutbn  of  this  eoantfy«^baoanM  I 
prehend*  tho  mora  yon  look  into  the  h£k- 

tory  of  Convocation  in  this  country.  atkI 
its  conuexiuu  with  its  history,  you  will  lind 
— and  indeed  the  fact  has  in  a  great  dc> 
gree  boon  admitted  by  tho  noble  Lord  who 
introduced  the  question — that  Convocation 
wfts  7iot  holden  for  the  mere  purposes  ho 
would  now  suggest,  but  that,  bavin|^  been 
called  together  for  anothor  object,  it  wmm 
made  to  answer  and  snccessfully  accooi* 
plif-h  the  ends  which  tho  noble  Lord  has 
now  in  view,  namely,  by  open  and  con- 
tinued discussion,  to  establish  a  govern- 
ment for  the  Chureht  and  to  determine  tlM 
doctrines  of  the  Church  in  this  country. 
Such  a  body,  loolcing  historically  at  Con- 
vocation, would  be  totally  different  from 
that  which  was  composed,  in  former  tim^^ 
solely  of  the  difierent  ooolesiastical  bcdioa 
in  the  provinces  of  Canterbury  and  York. 
It  would  be  differently  constituted — natu- 
rally so,  as  it  would  not  have  its  origin  in 
the  same  source,  or  he  established  for  tho 
same  purpose.  If  yon  have  a  OonToeatioOt 
different  elements  must  come  into  play* 
and  have  their  due  place  assigned  to  thom. 
1  refer  to  tho  Church  of  Ireland,  and  also 
to  thai  in  the  Cobnies.   But  not  only  will 
a  change  be  neoaasary  in  the  formation  of 
the  representation  of  the  body  itself,  but 
the  duties  devolviug  upon  it  would  also  be 
different.   If  ^ou  look  to  the  origin  of  Con- 
vocation in  this  country,  yon  cannot  enter- 
tain a  doubt  that  the  duties  you  would 
now  impose  heretofore,  only  accidentally 
devolved  upon  it.    The  Clergy  wore  for- 
merly convoked  for  the  performance  of 
certain  civil  serrices  duo  bj  them  to  tbe 
State;  and  it  was  not  until  aftw  tho  fte- 
formntion,  and  that  al'-o  emanating  ant! 
rising  out  of  the  authority  of  the  Crown, 
that  tbej  were  called  upon  to  pass  anj 
opinion  upon. that  great  and  important 
event.    To  puch  a  degree  was  this  prin- 
ciple carried  out,  that  some  of  tho  most 
important  Acts,  whereby  the  Establishment 
was  settled  and  oonfirmed,  were  passed 
without  the  slightest  appeal  to  C  uvoca* 
tion  whatsoever.    I  apprehend,  therefore, 
if  your  Lordships  are  to  create  a  body  to 
be  entrusted  with  the  constant  and  per- 
petual task  of  deliberating  upon  tho  go- 
vernment and  doctrines  of  the  Church, 
that  it  must  be  a  body  essentially  different 
from  any  body  which  has  been  heretofore 
established  in  this  realm.    Now,  tbe  ques- 
tion your  Lordships  have  to  oonsider  is. 


your  Lordships.   I  say  diango  in  the  eon-  whether  the  time  itself*  or  any  accidontt 
£arl  NtiUon 
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li^  out  of  tite  ilmei  are  suoh  as  to  call 
oa  )  o\a  Lordships  or  Parliametit  to  advise 
tte  milfaiii  MM  iafiubn  of  to  new  mi 
nhwOBl  into  dw  MMtitation  of  this  coan- 

tiy.  T  Am  not  preparcJ  to  say,  whatever 
my  opioioa  of  Convocation  may  be,  that  if 
I  ssv  aoj  prospect,  hj  the  creation  of  any 
mA  amr  eitnent*  of  wMmbtg  lliai  nvity 
and  peace  in  Uie  Church  which  it  must  he 
tlie  object  of  ercry  admirer  and  moml  or 
(A  the  Chnroh  to  attain,  that  I  should  not 
be  prepared  to  embrace  any  means  by 
lUiii  10  gnat  to  MnUe  m  objeot 
eoold  be  obtained.  But  mhm  I  see  what 
hsi  been  the  history  of  Convoi^fitinn,  T  en- 
tertain no  belief — and  seo  no  fouutlation 
fiNrestertaimng  it — that  such  reenits  would 
low  fnm  •  iMBteUidimeiii  of  Coiivoea- 
tion;  nor  CMl  I  fee  Mything  which  would 
bduce  mo  to  be  a  party  to  advising  the 
Cruwn  to  attempt  snch  a  novel  and  daTi- 
gmm  experiment  as  to  establish  a  body 
wUhMt  boiag  afterwavls  ablo  to  oontrol 
•ad  govern  ita  proceedings.  Aidl  wbmt  it 
IB  Siiid  that  there  is  a  power  in  ihf^  Crown 
to  control  OouvocaUon,  I  ask  whether  tho 
nmm^  of  tliat  contivl  itself  wonUl  con- 
tribute to  that  poaco  m-  reiMtore  Uwt  tnHi-> 
fttiUity  which  is  so  desiraMe  t  It  is  ad- 
mitted that  differences  of  opinion  and  vio- 
leat  and  passionate  discussions  may  arise; 

it  ii  aaid,  when  soeh  differences  do 
tiin,  ^bmm  naj  tboA  stop  in  the  powsr  of 
the  Crown  to  prorogne  and  regulate  the 
assf-mHly.  Is  it  supposed,  that  in  tho 
temper  and  in  the  bei^  of  such  Ji&cussioiis, 
nek  an  tataffowaso  wodd  be  desirable; 
irosnld  it  be  imagbed  that  tbo  interfe- 
pence  of  the  Croivn  v^'ould  at  once  put  an 
eod  to  the  heat  ot  the  debate,  tlio  lienrt- 
bunungs  aad  the  animosities  which  would 
•riw  from  tlie  war  of  wordi  i  My  Lords, 
I  say  such  aa  interfofsnsa  wonld  bo  dan- 
gerous in  the  extreme.  As  far  as  I  can 
consult  the  history  of  assemblies  of  this 
nature,  1  fiud  that  they  have  invariably 
sad  signally  failed.  Tho  mUs  Lord  wbo 
Mtroduced  the  sabjoot  attiuled  to  tbo  Coun- 
cil of  Trent.  If  p^cat  assiduity,  cmploy- 
B»Qt  of  talent,  nml  f^rmi  length  of  time 
devoted  tu  secure  tiic  objects  deured,  would 
Wva  doM  so,  that  Couneil  wmdd  bafo 
succeeded.  Wo  have  the  history  of  theee 
transactions  recorded  in  detail  hy  one  of 
the  greatest  writers  of  tho  age,  and  haviug 
the  advantage  of  those  records  before  us, 
vhatistfaoliistorjof  tho  Cowaoil  «f  Trent 
but  a  series  of  ineffectual  efforts  to  obtain 
peace  and  concon^  iti  tlit  (Minrch-^rfT.i-ls 
which  were  loiiowed  by  greater  agitation 
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than  before  ?  I  Imve  no  confidence  or 
hope  that  peace  would  be  the  result  of 
soeb  a  stop  aa  ro.«stabliahiDg  the  Covfo* 
cation — I  have  no  hope  to  jastify  ma  in 
advisinj^  the  Crown  to  pursue  it.  If  I 
saw  any  bettor  means  than  those  which 
now  exist  for  eliciting  public  opinion,  I 
shoidd  be  gkd  to  ombraco  tbosa  aad  sea 
tliem  brought  to  bear  on  the  government 
of  the  Church  in  this  country;  but  not 
being  able  to  do  so,  I  cannot,  for  one,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot,  be  parw 
ties  to  the  trial  of  an  expetunent  ao  amrei, 
so  far-fetahadr  and  ao  ponloos  as  that  sag* 
gested. 

Tho  Bishop  of  OXFORD  could  not 
suffer  one  «tf  the  remarks  which  had  just 
fallen  from  the  noble  ICar^oess  to  pass 

without  venturing  to  question  its  strict 
accuracy,  and  endeavouring  to  show  how 
it  might  be  made  correct.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  argned  as  though  it  was  by 
the  merest  accident  and  chance  that  the 
functions  for  which  he  and  others  now 
wished  to  seo  provision  made,  had  ever 
been  discharged  in  the  Church  of  England, 
for  he  had  identified  the  disehaige  of  those 
functions  with  the  Convocation  of  the 
clergy,  and  then  had  ^ono  on  to  say  that 
the  very  rise  and  origin  of  Convocation 
wui  an  accident  ;  that  it  was  the  neces- 
sary devfa^e  resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of 
taxing  the  clergy,  and  that  afterwards  it 
accidentally  took  cognisance  of  matters 
affecting  the  doctrine  and  discipline  of  the 
Church;  but  that  tho  Church  of  England 
was  a  stranger  to  snch  an  institution,  and 
that  it  was  one  so  novel,  so  fraught  with 
danger,  so  uncertain  in  its  effects,  that  ho, 
in  the  trariquil,  peaceful,  united,  and  un- 
divided state  of  the  Church  at  present, 
conld  not  venture  to  introduce  it. 

The  Harqcess  of  LANSDOWKE  :  t 
stated  exactly  the  contrary. 

The  Bisnop  of  OXFORD  :  The  nohlo 
Marquess  stated  that  it  was  an  iustitutiou 
BO  novel  that  he  weald  not  venture  to  iB'^ 
troducc  it.  The  other  words  he  had  used 
he  had  not  meant  to  attribute  to  the  nrihle 
Marquesa.  lie  (tho  Bishop  of  Uxtord) 
meant  for  himself  to  glance  at  the  position 
and  state  of  the  Church  which  the  noble 
Marquess  was  so  fearful  of  disturbing;  and 
he  feared,  from  the  noble  Lord's  eager 
denial  of  them,  that  he  was  one  of  those 
who  IsM  the  flattering  nnction  to  thsir 
souls  that  the  public  administration  ni 
matters  coricerning  the  Church  had  been, 
for  the  last  three  or  four  years,  such  as  to 
cause  peace,  harmony,  and  uuUy.   lie  was 
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not  one  of  those;  and,  therefore,  when  he 
Jieard  the  ▼bionary  dangers  which  night 
result  from  Conrooation  spoken  of,  he 
could  not  hcl]>  contrasting'  them  with  those 
real  and  subiiaMtial  dangers  which  yawned 
every  day  aruimd  them.  What  he  did 
quote  from  the  noble  Karquesa  ««b,  that 
spiritual  synods,  which  he  identified  in 
Eugland  with  the  Convocation,  were  a  no- 
velty— that  there  was  no  such  thing  known 
in  tide  eooBtitution — ^that  its  origin  arose 
out  of  eivil  institutionB,  and  questions 
arising  out  of  land. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE :  You 

misrepresent  nie. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  did  not  wish 
to  nusrcprcscnt  the  noble  Marquess  ;  he 
wovld  be  extremely  sorry  to  do  so. 

The  Maiiquess  of  LAN3D0WXE  :  You 
have  done  so,  of  course  unintentionally. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  woufd  sit 
down  and  Ksten  to  the  noble  Marquess's 
explanation. 

The  Marqfers  of  LANSDOWNE  : 
When  you  conclude  1  shall  explain. 

Tlic  Bishop  of  OXFORD  :  It  would 
have  been  exceedingly  eouvcuicut  if  the 
noble  Marquess  hsia  noir  explained;  it 
would  have  saved  him  and  their  Lordships 
further  trouble.  lie  would  bo  sorrv  to 
misrepresent  any  noble  Lord ;  but  he  un- 
derstood the  argument  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess to  be  that  no  such  thing  was  connatu- 
ral with  thu  Kiiglish  ecclesiastical  system 
as  such  a  represontativo  synod  as  that 
which  had  to-night  been  advocated;  that 
the  origin  of  GonTOcation  arose  from  the 
neeesMty  for  the  discharge  of  certain  civil 
serrices  due  by  the  elerrrv  to  the  State; 
and  that  it  then  very  iacouvoniently  as- 
sumed functions  to  which  it  was  not  origi- 
nally  entitled.  Had  the  noble  Marquess 
explained,  ho  should  have  been  thmilaully 
set  right  upon  the  matter. 

The  Makquess  of  LAN'S  DO  WNE  thou 
rose,  and  observed  that  it  wos  extremely 
irregular  in  the  right  rer.  Prelate  to  oall 
for  an  explanation  in  the  course  of  a 
speech.  lie  claimed  for  ]iini  =  i  If  the  riglit 
of  explanation  wlion  the  right  rev.  Frelate 
had  coucludcd  his  address. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  that 
there  was  one  thing  more  irregular  than 
explanation,  and  that  was  interruption. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, as  he  declined  explaining,  would, 
in  ibis  respect  at  least,  extend  to  him  his 
asnal  courtesy,  and  abstain  from  further 
interruption    But  to  return;  ConTOOation, 

Th6  Sithop  of  Oxford 


as  he  understood,  was  described  to  be  a 
noreltf  in  the  Ohnreh  of  Bngiand,  intro* 

duced  for  the  sake  of  taxing  the  clergy^ 
and  that  its  discharging  those  funetioos 
of  ref!;ulating  the  Church,  which  they  de- 
scribed as  being  co-uatural  with  the  Cbarch, 
was  an  after-thought.   Now,  to  a  gf^i 
degree,  this  was  true;  but  the  important 
point,   Mhich  the  noble  Marque^^s  liad 
omitted,  was  this.    Before  Convocation 
existed,  and  afterwards  when  it  exiated 
merely  to  tax  the  elergy,  regular  provin- 
cial and  diocesan  synods  met  throughout 
the  land;  and  it  was  not  till  the  more 
proper  synod  ceased  to  act,  that  from  deal- 
ing with  matters  of  civil  service  and  neces- 
sity.  Convocation  was  transformed,  incon- 
veniently, into  CL  synod  of  the  Chureb. 
Tlius,  an  institution  which  was  called  for 
one  purpose,  was  called  on  to  discharge 
other  fimetions  for  which  it  was  ineon. 
veniently  suited.    So  much,  then,  for  the 
argument  of  novelty.    But,  in  truth,  he 
believed  the  great  and  fundamental  object 
tion  to  granting  to  the  Church  of  England 
any  synodical  action  lay  far  deeper  than 
any  objection  that  found  its  way  to  the  lips 
of  any  speaker  who  had  as  yet  spoken.  He 
believed  that,  in  too  many,  it  really  based 
itself  on  an  entire  want  of  faith  in  the 
divine  mission  of  the  Church.    lie  claimed 
for  the  English  Ohnreh,  from  the  Crown  of 
England,  the  right  of  assembling  when 
circumstance  required  it;  for  the  Royal 
word,  which  was  never  broken,  had  been 
pledged  for  the  maintenilnce  of  that  right. 
But  he  claimed  this  right  iiTespectlvc  of 
the  Crown,  dating  hack  from  the  time 
wiica  the  Eugliuh  Crown  was  not — he 
claimed  it  for  this  Church  of  England  as 
a  true  representative  in  this  land  of  that 
body  which  assembled  first  in  apostolic 
Synod  in  Jerusalem — when,  indeed,  the 
Church,  trusting  in  the  presence  of  her 
Divine  Head,  and  in  his  almighty  power, 
met  and  had  confidence  in  their  being 
guided  substantially  aright.    In  confirma- 
tion of  his  view,  bo  begged  to  call  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  an  uiicle  written 
in  a  paper  which  was  acknowledged  to  be 
at  least  connected  with  those  in  authority 
— if  not  in  some  sort  their  recognised 
organ — and  which,  it  migiit  liierefore  be 
supposed,  would  not  put  fbrth  anything 
very  shoching  to  those  with  whom  it  wu 
so  likely  to  be  identified.   [The  ^MATt^rFss 
of  Lansdowne  :  What  is  the  name  of  the 
paper  ?]  The  Globe  newspaper. 

**The  Chxiroh  of  England,  as  hj  law  ntab- 
lishod,  is  smphstiaally  a  orsatan  oif  tkk  world. 
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It  i»  inpoMiUe  to  affix  «oj  iat«lUgible  charMtm- 
to  Iwr  profinrion  or  pnetioo,  iiiile«  vo  boar 

siz-aJily  in  mind  tluit  she  is  csscntiallr  /i  mncliino 
for  eiubodying  the  spiritual  element  iu  the  cban- 
pfv^  public.'opinion  or  the  day,  and  not  a  eontri- 
Tani-f  for  tmnnniittin c  -nmnifiits  or  tiffining 
creeds.  On  any  other  tli«ory  such  a  Church  as 
we  bare  in  Engbnd  ia  oitbor  »  oontndiotion  or  a 
Uring  outrage  on  every  pretence  of  religious  itulc- 
pcndence.  Her  government  by  the  Prime  Miuis- 
tir,  her  passive  humobility,  bar  obstinate  silence, 
the  absolute  nullity  of  her  censures,  tlift  thousands 
of  ber  pro&ssing  adberenUt  who  Inugh  outright 
vhencver  her  muihilers  outstep  the  modest  sphere 
of  officcbi-arcrs  in  a  nationril  establishuiciit — tlieso 
sro  all  incidents  and  marks  of  bondage  which 
vooM  be  toe  intolerable  for  the  meanest  sect  of 
Jompers  to  submit  to,  which  the  Roman  Church 
derides  and  scoffs  at  from  her  pride  of  place,  the 
recognition  of  which  vrould  bo  degrading  beyond 
belM  to  a  purely  qpirittial  establtahment,  but 
trfaiob  beeome,  we  do  not  say  merely  intelligible, 
but  suitable  and  decent,  in  our  department  of  pub- 
bo  worship.  These  tucts  canaot  bo  got  over ;  and, 
loawer  uey  may  jar  with  the  seperb  tone  whioh 
the  Kllrnbctlian  Reformers  sometimes  assumed  in 
aa  unwise  dcfereuoe  to  the  prejudices  of  their 
4^,  it  ii  feoUsih  to  iifBOre  them,  and  diehoneet  to 
■pwaliite  on  the  faith  tlint  the  uninstructed  rich 
er  poor  may  do  so.  It  is  a  groat  misfortune 
tint  the  true  poittiott  of  the  Chnxoh  of  England 
was  not  brought  out  moro  clearly,  wo  may  say, 
more  otfensively,  in  the  sixteenth  century.  A 
fill  Ha^u  Head  conaeention  would  have  saved 
H  from  »  wocid  of  our  jnmA  difloultiae." 

He  believed  that  the  Bprit  which  iMmthod 

tbrougli  that  article  nnimatcd,  however  nn- 
«)D8ciou&iy,  manj  of  those  who  objected 
to  the  synod  which  thej  advocated.  Those 
vho  helieved  that  the  Ghnreh  was  this  con- 
venient human  instrument,  this  active  usc- 
fol  police  to  keep  "down  troublesome  people, 
without  any  presence  of  God  to  guide  her, 
widioat  any  truth  of  Ood  for  whicli  she 
and  lived*  lor  which  it  were  well,  if  need 
be,  that  she  should  fall,  would  refuse,  no 
doubt,  to  give  her  a  true  synodicnl  nction. 
He  deeply  regretted  to  hear  it  asserted, 
tad  that  from  Upi  whieh  ooold  not  mean 
it,  that  Convocation  did  verj  little  in  tet> 
tlina;  the  Articles  which  were  agreed  upon 
at  the  Reformation.  They  were  told  that 
because  the  words  of  those  Articles  had 
been  MUled  by  Cemniittees»  and  then  only 
Cidered  by  Convocation,  that  therefore 
Convocation  bad  very  little  to  ilo  witli 
tbem.  But  surely  this  was  a  strange 
argument;  for  the  question  was  not  by 
mm  iSbsij  were  meehanieallj  drawn  tip, 
bet  bj  what  authority  were  they  pro- 
pounded, and  as  to  that  there  could  be  no 
doabt.  The  very  title  to  the  articles 
settled  thij  matter,  for  we  read  there  in 
ear  Prayer-boolca  that — "These  Articles 
▼ere  drawn  up  hy  and  agreed  to  by  the 
Cleigy  in  their  OeikToeation,  and  assented 


to  by  the  Monarch."  The  words  vrere  well 
chosen,  and  ^ihowed  the  part  which  Con- 
vocation took  in  the  matter.  And  let  no 
one  think  tliat  this  was  a  trifling  question, 
or  a  war  of  words.  Either  the  Cburcli 
was  in  this  laud  the  representative  of  that 
Christian  Church  established  by  Jesus 
Christ,  or  she  was  tiie  mere  creature  ol 
the  State.  Let  them  not  deal  lightly  with 
the  alternative.  If  tbey  thought  that  her 
earthly  dignities  gave  to  licr  her  standing 
and  power — if  they  thought  that  they 
might,  so  long  as  they  mamtained  these, 
safely  suppress  her  higher  character — they 
were  doing  that  wbicli  would  give  the 
Church  of  Rome  more  power  against  them 
than  twenty  thousand  such  Acts  of  Par- 
liament against  aggression,  as  tbey  would 
soon  see,  could  euro.  But  they  were  toM 
that  Convocation  would  endanger  the 
peace  of  the  Church,  And  in  answer  to 
this  it  had  been  said  by  his  nohle  1  licnd 
opposite  that  he  would  rather  liave  tmtli 
than  peace.  Would  his  noble  Friend  aUow 
him  slightly  to  amend  his  expression,  and 
he  would  say,  he  would  have  that  |  eaco 
only  which  was  consistent  with  truth,  for 
that  was  the  only  true  peace.  Peace  in 
error  was  not  peace;  it  was  death  instead 
of  peace.  Ho  could  not  forget,  when  snch 
a  peace  was  praised,  the  words  of  II im 
who  said  to  those  who  longed  for  it  of  old, 
'*  Think  ye  that  I  am  come  to  send  peace 
on  earth?  I  tell  you,  nay,  hut  a  sword." 
To  find  peace  only  in  .'itrivlng  against  error 
v-n?,  fro!n  the  very  first,  the  Church's 
chaiter.  it  was  by  the  contentions  pi 
sDCceesive  Synods  which  bad  defined  the 
faith  against  the  errors  of  successive  bers- 
siea,  that  they  bad  therasf^lvcs  received  the 
original  deposit  of  the  faith.  Each  of 
those  Synods  was  a  time  of  contention; 
in  some  eoneeming  doctrine,  in  others  con- 
cerning discipline;  hut  out  of  them  all 
came  a  time  of  real  peace.  As  when  a 
wise  physician  brings  to  light  and  cures 
the  secret  evils  of  the  body,  he  does  not 
make  the  evils  whieh  be  detects  and  han- 
dles, so  the  Synods  did  not  cause  the  evil 
which  for  the  time  they  seemed,  it  may 
be,  to  exasperate.  They  dealt  with  these 
evils,  and  by  dealing  with  them  enred 
them.  Synods  were  tbe  vent  for  suck 
evils.  It  was  when  tke  pent-up  throes  of 
a  mighty  volcano  found  no  vent  nt  its 
crater  that  it  shook  the  earth  with  its 
smothered  heavings  and  intestine  strivings; 
and  so  it  was  in  the  Church.  Such  re- 
pressed strifes  wore  not  peace,  but  the 
causes  of  a  deeper  and  more  dangerous 
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disquietude.  So  it  liad  been  omiaently  of 
Iste  years  In  our  own  Ohareli.  That 
teeming  peace,  of  wliicli  some  were  eo 
cnamounnl,  had  beea  fertile  in  the  most 
real  division;  and  tliouj^h,  if  they  had  pos- 
sessed then  true  synodieal  action,  outward 
peeoe  might  seem  to  be  endafigered  by 
such  liTiDg  action  in  iStuai  Church,  they 
mij^ht  throtiEfhont  those  seoniing  strifes 
have  reached  a  far  truer  harmony.  How, 
indeed,  can  there  bo  peace  on  any  other 
terms  than  these  ?  For  the  eanaes  of  dif- 
ference are  not  H^ht  unimportant  opinions, 
but  principh  H  winch  touch  the  heart  and 
centre  of  men  s  being.  How  can  you 
hope  to  find  unity  as  to  theso  by  stamping 
an  iron  silence  on  men's  sonls?  My 
Lords,  you  hav(i  seen  the  fruit  of  this 
attempt.  You  have  seen  men,  for  tho 
sake  of  the  convictions  they  hare  thus 
reaehed,  giro  np  the  friends,  and  homes, 
and  asseomons  of  a  life,  and  in  so  doing 
give  up  iMore  than  life  itself  ;  you  have 
seen  such  men  lost  to  you,  who  mis^ht,  I 
verily  believe,  have  been  saved,  had  the 
Chnreh  possessed  the  visible  life  of  aotion, 
and  been  able  to  consider  their  difficulties, 
and  manifest  to  them  that  she  did  hold 
that  after  which  they  longed.  It  is  only 
by  mutual  explanations  and  definitions,  by 
united  acts,  by  the  ineidents  at  a  eommon 
life,  by  tho  self-assertion  of  possessing 
spiritual  being,  that  such  evils  can  ho 
warded  oflf.  Meu  of  the  jiuhlost  hearts, 
and  of  the  strongest  intellects,  had  been 
1^  into  the  deepest  error,  ho  believed, 
raainly  from  tho  misfortunes  of  tho  times, 
because  their  S[)irit8  were  driven  in  on 
themselves,  to  eat  their  houls  in  comfort- 
less despair.  But  if  they  had  been  allow- 
ed  to  discuss  these  queb^tions  in  the  pre- 
sence and  with  the  aid  of  tlie  r»le83ed 
Spirit  of  (jod  to  guide  them  nrii^lit,  if 
there  be  any  truth  in  God's  own  word,  the 
xesnlt  most  have  been  most  different. 
But,  again,  we  arc  told  that  the  assem- 
bling of  such  a  Synod  would  f^ive  power 
to  men  of  extreme  and  dangerous  views. 
Why  should  it  be  so  ?  Who  are  tho  per- 
sons who  obtain  the  greatest  power  in 
lawful  Synods  ?  Why,  the  most  learned, 
the  most  moderate,  and  the  most  judicious 
poisons.  When  a  demagogue  went  about 
inflaming  men's  minds,  how  oHken  did  they 
not  hear  it  said,  "  Oh,  let  him  get  into 
Parliament;  there  ho  will  find  his  level." 
And  why  was  this  i  i>ecause  in  that  law- 
ful assembly,  met  under  duo  authority, 
met  for  strioUy  praotical  purposes,  the 
miaebievaofl  demagogue  became  an  in- 
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nocent  nuisance.  And  this  would  be  tb« 
ease  in  the  higher  assembly,  the  restomtioii 

of  which  he  advocated.    But  they  wen 
told  that  it  would  be  a  novel  experiment  — 
that,  in  fact,  it  would  be  an  innovation. 
Ho  must  beg  to  remind  them  that  we  had 
learned  from  an  anthoritj  as  old  as  Lord 
Baoon  that  time  was  the  greatest  innora* 
tor.    To  attempt,  then,  to  stereotype  past 
obsenrances  was  a  most  dangerous  innova- 
tion, for  it  brought  upon  them  the  tooth  of 
time,  with  its  most  virulent  efllsots.  Agai  n. 
it  had  been  said  that  the  introduction  of 
tho  lay  element  into  the  Synod  would  be 
a  great  change— that  to  frame  anoh  a  body 
would  be  an  untried  experiment.   But  was 
this  80  ?    True,  they  had  no  such  Synod 
of  the  Church  sittinjij  in  London;  hut  tbeir 
Church  had  one  which  met  iu  annual  Oon- 
ventiun  ;  for  across  the  broad  Atlantic, 
their  Church,  their  own  Obureh  planted 
in  America,  met  annnallj  in  snob  a  Sjood 
as  he  desired  to  see  amongst  themselves; 
and,  instead  of  perishino;  under  its  dangers, 
found  in  it  sucii  strength  that  it  alone,  of 
all  the  religious  bodies  into  wbieb  that 
great  nation  vas  divided,  actually  gaiMd 
upon  the  increase  of  its  multiplying  popu- 
lation. To  that,  then,  he  pointed  as  a  prac- 
tical answer  to  this  objeotion.    He  had  do 
fears  of  the  iuflucnco  of  the  iMty  of  tb^ 
Church  in  her  decisions.    Nay,  with  hina 
one  main  reason  why  he  dcsncd  to  see 
synodicol  action  restored  to  the  Church 
was  beeause  the  laity  had  now  scarcely  any 
legitimate  authority  or  mode  of  actincr 
their  Church.    There  was  something  like 
clerical  acting,  but  there  was  no  lay  acting. 
h)umetimc^  a  meeting  was  got  up  in  Lon- 
don by  persons  ealling  themselves  laj 
members  of  tho  Church  of  England.  But 
that  was  not  the  due  and  legal  action  of 
the  Church's  laity.    A  layman  meant  a 
member  of  the  Church  of  Christ  who  was 
not  ordained.   Now,  so  defined,  be  eon* 
tended  that  the  laity  had  scarcely  any  le^ 
gitimate  power  left  in  the  Church,  and  he 
deeply  regretted  it,  for  that  reason  amon^^al 
others,  and  wished  to  see  synodieal  aetKm 
restored.    It  was  formerly  exercised  in 
two  ways,  through  tho  Crown  of  England 
and  through  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
was  exorcised  originally  through  the  CrawQ^ 
and  it  had  been  said  lihUk  the  Grown  wM 
the   acknowledged   lay  eleqittlt  of  Hkft 
Church  of  England,  and  was  so  now.  But 
when  noble  Lords  spoke  thus  they  must  bo 
reminded  of  the  chauge  which  bad  paasod 
over  the  powers  of  3ie  Bnglisb  vravn. 
They  w^  drawing  theae  notiiona  fvom  » 
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time  when,  upon  the  House  of  Commons  j  in  which  they  had  been  plMod  by  the  lapse 
Tcnturing  to  take  in  hand  tho  que^^tinning  of  tiino.  To  meet  these  great  dIfBculties, 
of  some  matters  bearing  on  religion,  tliey  and  with  no  wnnt  of  porccjition  of  the  dnn^ 
receired  the  reprimand  of  their  hoiuewhat  gers  of  the  other  side,  he  desired  to  see 
impwiona  lUatreM,  tad  the  Member  whe  tbe  Chnroh  of  Enghod  duly  represented  in 
offended  was  committed  to  prison  and  fined  a  lawful  synod-^tbe  bishops  in  their  true 


by  the  Star  Chamber.  When  noble  Lnn]". 
talked  of  innoration,  let  them  remember 
that  time  had  so  innovated  that  all  the 
personal  control  of  the  BovereigB  erer  the 
Church  was  nearly  gone;  and  so  It  was  as 
to  the  second  seat  of  lay  power  within  the 
Church.  So  long,  indeed,  as  the  Iloufic 
of  Commons  represented  the  Church  of 
England,  ^e  Huty  of  the  Ghurdh  of  Eng- 
Und  had  power  over  the  Church.  But  how 
w??  it  now  ?  Would  any  one  sny  tliat  the 
measures  discussed  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  discussed  by  them  as  represent- 
hig  the  Uutj  of  the  Ghuroh  of  England? 
No  such  thing ;  they  entered  into  such 
ffifitters.  not  as  sons  of  the  Church,  but  as 
members  of  the  oommon wealth,  and  as 
Hhmo  deelini^wHIi  some  State  establish- 
mcnt  which  they  thought  they  ought  to 
faslilon   as   they  chose.     He  contended 


plaeo,  the  clergy  in  theirs,  and  the  laity  in 
theirs — to  see  them  all  consulting  toge- 
ther, for  the  comu^on  welfare  of  all ;  ho 
onlj  wished  to  see  them  go  beok  to  that 
which  was  established  wlien  the  Chureh 
was  in  her  cradle,  and  wlien  the  Apostles, 
and  Elders,  and  Brethren,  met  together  to 
consult  for  her  welfare,  and  because  they 
did  so  meet  together,  dared  to  olaim  the 
promised  general  guiding  of  that  Qod  for 
whoso  loading  they  sought.  That  which 
was  then  begun  in  the  Church  had  since  re- 
mained in  its  essential  clement,  and  it  was 
that  which  he  desired  to  see  granted  to  tlie 
Church  of  England.  He  wished  for  no 
priestly  duminntion,  no  cpi.scopal  tyranny. 
Rather  he  wibhod  to  part  with  some  of  the 
power  whieh  had  been  lodged  inemiTe- 
nieotly  in  the^mler^s  hands.  The  noble 
Duke  fell  into  an  error  from  not  recognis- 


that  the  laity  of  the  Church  of  England  ing  the  difference  botwoon  a  man  say 


were  now  almost  wholly  unrepr^nted. 
Thera  was  no  way  in  whieh  that  body 
flotdd  act  in  the  administration  itf  her 

affairs.  The  next  great  blot  was  this: 
t^p  great  body  of  the  dorf^fv  hod  scarcely 
anjr  power  left  in  the  adiuiuiatration  of  the 
Church,  and  all  power  was  thrown  into  the 
hands  of  the  governors  of  the  Ohureh  spi- 
ritual, and  that  wa-^  the  mo^t  inconvenient, 
uncfinstitutional,  and  uuhappv  arrnngcment 
posdihle.  It  drove  them  to  shrink  from 
eifloulties,  or  tyraniueally  to  set  tip  their 
ovn  will  as  their  rule.  It  was  impossible 
for  them,  witli  dioceses  to  govera,  with  an 
Establishment  which  was  intended  to  con- 
taia  the  extremes  of  opinion  upon  each 
lide  so  long  as  the  holders  of  those  opinioas 
vould  agree  to  sign  common  Articles  and 
use  common  Formularies,  ivith  one  party 
when  in  the  ascendant,  clamouring  to  have 
the  oppoaitu  party  excluded,  with  the  other 
p&rty  when  in  the  ascendant  elamouring  to 
liave  their  opponents  suppressed  —  with 
eoramon  use  often  one  way,  and  the  rule  of 
authority  another — it  was  nlmost  inipos- 
iibls  for  men  thus  situated  to  discharge 
their  duties  satisfactorily.  The  reproaehes 
cast  on  the  bishops  were,  in  great  mea- 
sure, not  the  result  of  the  fauk  of  the 
wen,  they  were  the  fault  of  the  unnatural 
^|Rvnttances  in  which  they  were  placed — 
«jKunslaoees  In  which  the  Ohureh  of 
vbist  Mfffw  intended  to  pUee  them,  hut 


ing  it  was  the  office  oJt  those  to  whom 
OhrisI  Imd  oommitted  the  rule  of  hb 
Ohuroh  to  decide  in  matters  of  doctrine  and 

controversy,  and  denying  that  the  laity 
should  be  allowed  ^to  take  their  full  and 
fair  share  in  deliberation  for  the  welfare 
of  the  Ohuroh.  And  even,  go  one  step 
fjorthw,  was  it  not  one  thing  to  say  there 
would  he  uothiiig  contrary  to  the  institu- 
tions ot  the  Church  in  letting  the  lay 
members  of  the  Church  decide  on  matters 
of  doctrine,  &ey  bang  of  the  Ohureh}  and 
was  it  not  another  to  say  that  a  body  linked 
in  no  way  with  th*^  Cluirfli — not  professing 
to  have  its  members  belongiiii;  to  it  as  in- 
dividuals— some  of  them  kuowu  to  belong 
to  other  bodies,  some  of  them  known  to  M 
hostile  to  the  peculiar  chums  of  the  Church 
of  England — should  fiJ^snino  to  settle  the 
doclnues  of  the  Churcli  of  p]ngland  ? 
There  were  mauy  evils  eonuected  witli  the 
present  state  of  things,  and  he  saw  no 
power  to  remedy  those  evils  except  in  tiie 
power  of  internal  regulation — a  power 
which  every  organised  party  possessed . 
It  was  the  secret  of  life  that  it  could  hold 
together  discordant  elements  in  operation. 
Science  had  taught  US  that  in  all  living 
bodies  there  wna  the  equal  balance  of  con- 
trary powers,  held  together  in  their  har- 
monious work  by  that  which  we  termed 
the  mystery  of  life.  And  so  it  was  in  the 
living  OhwefaofOhriat.  Itn«mhf4heoa 
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tbe  condition  of  tbe  Ghuroh  of  Christ  to  I 
hare  perfect  unity  of  opinion.  The  con- 
Btitulion  of  mcn*s  niluds  made  that  iropo"^  I 
fiible.  The  office  of  the  Church  of  Christ 
iras  not  to  extinguish  all  difference  of  opin* 
ion,  but,  like  the  office  of  life  in  the  human 
body,  to  make  it  possible  that  such  diflPer- 
ences  should  co-exist  torrcthcrin  harmonious 
co-operation;  and,  doubtless,  it  was  for  this 
reason  amongst  others  that  it  was  formed  b  j 
its  Divino  Founder,  and  eodned  with  the 
presence  of  the  Spirit.  If  they  would  han- 
dle that  mysterious  thinrr  which  had  come 
down  to  them  in  this  laud  from  tbe  first  ages 
of  Gbristtanilj,  the  Kving  Chnreh  of  Christ 
—if  they  would  handle  that  as  some  mere 
instrument  of  human  device — if  tlicy  would 
attempt,  by  external  regulations,  to  make 
it  speak  language  which  it  hod  not  loarued 
from  its  Lord,  and  do  aels  which  it  could 
not  justify  by  His  precepts,  they  might 
promise  themselves  peace,  but  they  would 
find  death;  they  might  promise  themselves 
auocoM,  hut  they  would  find  that  life  had 
departed  from  that  which  would  have  heen 
their  choicest  Instrument,  and  left  them 
wholly  incompetent,  as  every  anti-Chris- 
tian nation  had  been,  to  deal  with  the 
manifest  corruptions  and  unnnmhered  evils 
of  the  hody  politic  which  they  had  to  ad- 
minister. 

The  MAHQUESsof  LANF^DOWNE  stated, 
in  explanation,  that  wiiut  ho  had  said  was, 
that  it  was  by  a  series  of  accidents  that 
Convocation  had  acquired  the  power,  the 
habit,  of  discussing  and  settling  doctrines 
appertaining  to  the  Church,  and  he  appre- 
hended tho  statement  was  borne  out  by 
history.  The  translation  of  the  Word  of 
God,  which  it  had  been  truly  said  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion  it  was  the  charac- 
teristic uf  the  Church  of  England  to  ad- 
here to»  was  formally  promulgated  and 
enacted  without  any  reference  to  Convoca- 
tion. Tho  Common  Prayer  Book,  the 
most  essential  element  in  tho  Church  of 
England,  and  th^t  which  gathered  around 
her  her  votaries  and  followers  in  one  com- 
mon worship,  was  compiled  without  Con- 
vocation. Altlinugh  they  passed  Convoca- 
tion, the  Articles  of  the  Church  did  not 
become  law  in  consequence  of  having 
passed  Conrocation,  hat  wore  adopted  by 
the  Sovereign,  and  made  law  by  Parlia- 
ment, both  the  Sovereign  and  the  Parlia- 
ment altering  those  Articles  before  they 
made  them  into  law.  The  most  important 
elements  of  which  the  Church  of  England 
was  composed,  and  which  she  had  been 
subsequently  regulated,  wcro  laid  dowu 

m  Bisliop  of  Oxford  ' 


without  any  reference  to  or  sanction  bj 
Convocation.    These  things  were  a  oonp 

vincing  proof  that  Convocation  was  not 
tho  established  mude  of  prouiulgating  the 
doctrines  and  governing  the  Uhurch  of 
England.  It  was  in  tfc*t  sense  that  he 
said  it  would  bo  a  novelty  to  e.stn>)li-sU 
Convocation  for  that  purpose.  He  did  not 
say  it  was  a  novelty  unfit  to  be  coa« 
sidered,  and  he  did  not  say  that  the  Choroh 
of  England  was  in  that  happy  state  tbai 
nothing  could  be  done.  He  wished  somn 
moans  could  be  pointed  out  by  whioli  a 
degree  of  perfect  trauquiiiity  could  be  iu- 
troduced;  hut  he  did  not  see  his  way  with 
sufficient  confidence  to  the  establishment  of 
the  tribunal  now  proposed,  so  as  to  induce 
him  to  say  that  he  was  prepared  to  b»K»m0 
a  party  to  advise  tho  Crown  to  eatabliab 
what  he  considered  an  uncertain,  if  not  » 
dangerous  innovation. 

The  BisHor  of  OXFOKD  explained. 

Loud  RKDESDALE  replied,  he  did  uot 
see  why  a  change  could  not  be  prodooed  ia 
the  same  way  in  which  the  Artides  were 
agreed  to  by  Convocation.  They  were  not 
drawn  tip  by  the  Convocation,  one  person 
suggesting  a  word  here  uud  another  there, 
but  the  matter  was  entrusted  to  aobeov 
minded  men,  who  met  to  devise  a  plan  in 
tho  same  way  that  tho  Government  with 
which  tho  noble  Marquess  was  connected 
in  1631  advised  tho  alteration  of  tho  con- 
stitution of  the  House  of  Commons.  When 
Convocation  sanctioned  the  Articles  and 
made  them  binding  upon  the  Church»  it 
did  its  duty  in  a  desirable  and  efficient 
way;  and  he  entertained  a  hope  that  the 
difference  which  bad  bera  anticipated 
would  not  take  place,  if  measures  were 
carefully  prepared  by  those  in  whom  the 
Church  had  confidence. 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

House  adjommed  to  M<mday  next. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Friday,  July  11, 1851. 

MiNOTis.]  Pdbuo  Biuji. — 1*  Local  Act*  (Pre- 
limioary  Inquiries) ;  Yiotoria  Park ;  Metro- 
polis BeUdii^p. 

3*  Court  of  Owaceqr  and  Jodidal  Cgmwiittss. 

METROPOLITAN  WATER  SUPPLY  BILLS. 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  said,  in  proposioj; 
the  question  of  whidi  he  had  given  notice 
to  the  right  hen.  Baronet  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Water  Supply  (Sir  James 
GrahAm)i  he  begged  to  assuio  him  that 
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noUiing  vfaa  further  from  his  iatentioQ 
dnn  in  any  way  to  hurry  or  to  embarraBa 
th»  proeeedings  of  that  Committee.  It 

was  a  matter  of  very  grcit  importance  to 
this  city,  and  lie  tli<)up;ht  the  House  and 
the  country  were  much  indebted  to  the 
CiNiumttee  for  tbo  maimer  in  whioh  they 
kedportaed  Aeir  labours.  But  the  House 
was  w»-n  nwarc  that  considerable  irritation, 
and  perhaps  alarm,  existed  in  the  public 
mind  from  the  belief  that  it  was  tho  intea- 
tion  of  the  Govemment,  whether  the  to- 
port  of  that  Committee  was  made  early  or 
not,  to  force  legislation  on  the  subject 
daring  the  present  Session.  Ho  believed 
the  apprehension  on  the  part  of  tho  public 
was  uBfooBded;  bat  he  believed  it  would 
he  much  better  if  the  right  hon.  Batonet 
would  favour  tlv  Houso  to  tho  prospect 
of  tho  proceedmgs  before  the  Committee 
dottng,  that  they  might  come  to  some  mi- 
dentanding  with  the  GoTemment  as  to  their 
intentions  dmnng  the  present  Session.  The 
ouestion  he  had  to  ask  vras,  whether,  in 
we  erent  of  the  present  Session  of  Parlia- 
mnt  terminating  about  the  usual  period, 
there  is  any  probability  of  the  Committee 
completing  its  inquiry  within  snffieienttime 
to  enable  this  House  to  give  any  measure 
for  an  improved  supply  of  'water  to  the  mc- 
tvopoits  toat  eonsideration  which  so  impor- 
tant a  question  demands  ? 

SiH  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  that  the 
Committee  of  which  he  was  a  Member  had 
prosecuted  their  inquiry  with  all  tho  dili- 
gence and  attention  which  they  conld  ap- 
ply to  the  subjeet.  The  Honse  was  aware 
that  many  Bills  had  been  referred  to  them, 
the  first  to  which  their  attention  had  been 
given  being  that  of  the  Government,  and 
there  were  fonr  or  iiTe  odiers  whieh  re- 
mained to  be  considered.  The  pr^mble 
of  the  first  Bill  was  now  under  considera- 
tion. The  promoters  of  that^  Bill  had 
cl(»cd  their  case,  and  tho  opponents  of  it 
had  been  divided  into  two  ehunee.  The 
first  class  was  that  of  those  who  contend- 
ed that  if  tliorn  a  new  control  to  be 
exercised  over  tho  supply  of  water,  It 
ought  to  be  exercised  by  a  prmciple  of 
•elf-goverDment,  by  local  bodies  ehosen  by 
popakr  eleotion.  Tho  first  class  of  objec- 
tions were  now  being  heard,  and  their  case 
had  not  yet  clo»e<l.  The  second  elasa  were 
tlie  existing  water  companies,  who  were 
diaaatisfied  with  the  pUm  of  the  Gorem-^ 
ment,  whieh  was  an  amalgamation  of  the 
companies,  and  that  second  class  had  not 
yet  opened  their  case.  His  Imn  Friend's 
question  really  resolved  itseii  into  a  nice 


gpecuiatiuu  upon  two  remote  probabilities 
— ^first,  the  contiiigenej  of  what  time  the 
ease  would  be  closed;  and,  secondly,  the 
duration  of  the  Session.  He  might  say 
that  the  labours  of  the  Committee  would 
be  pretty  nearly  co-exteusivo  with  tho  or- 
dinary dttratlon  of  the  Session;  and  that 
branch  of  the  case  now  ondcr  consideration 
wa55  showing  to  them  evidence  of  the  water 
question  being  necessarily  and  intimately 
connected  with  tho  sewage  question.  What 
would  bo  the  probable  dnration  of  the  ia« 
quiry  under  those  circumstanoefl,  his  hon« 
Friend  could  form  as  good  an  opinion  as 
himself. 

Mb.  speaker  s^d,  he  must  express 
a  hope  that  the  answer  which  the  right 

lion.  Baronet  had  been  allowed  to  give, 
would  not  be  drawn  into  a  precedent. 
Both  tho  question  and  the  reply  were  ir- 
regular. 

REGISTRATION  OF  ASSURANCES  BILL. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  then  rose  and 
said,  he  had  to  present  a  petition  which  ho 
considered  of  very  great  importance.  It 
was  from  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  <tf 
Solicitors  and  Proctors  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  it  was  against  the 
fnrtber  progress  of  the  Registration  of  As- 
surances BUI.  It  set  foru  tiiat  they  had 
been  charged  with  having  an  interest  in 
this  Bill  adverse  to  the  lajuled  proprie- 
tors. They  disclaimed  having  any  such 
iuterest,  because,  although  the  Bill  would 
diminish  the  number  of  transfers  of  land* 
yet  the  cost  of  each  transfer  would  be  eon- 
sidcrably  i^reatcr  than  heretofore.  They 
then  set  i\tr*h  that  this  Bill,  as  it  had 
come  down  from  the  House  of  LordSt 
would  render  it  necessary  to  have  all 
deeds  in  duplicate,  ami  that  it  would  lead 
to  a  disclosure  of  family  arrangements 
and  settlements,  which  they  eonsiJered 
unsafe;  that  tho  experience  of  the  regna- 
trotion  in  Middlesex  afforded  a  very  dowit* 
ful  example;  that  the  Bill  would  be  ad- 
verse to  the  sale  and  purchase  of  small 
properties  in  land;  that  it  involved  a  prin- 
ciple entirely  at  variance  with  tho  stream 
of  modem  legislation  on  real  property; 
that  the  machinery  provided  by  the  BiU 
was  inadequate;  fint^  utulor  all  these  cir- 
cumstances, considering  the  advanced  pe- 
riod of  the  Session,  they  requested  that 
the  Bill  should  bo  postponed,  or  at  all 
events  tlmt  there  should  be  some  inquiry 
before  a  Select  Committee  into  its  merits, 
lie  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  whether  he  in- 
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ttsM  to  pro«Md  with  SmohA  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill  that  evening;  and,  if  such 

were  Ills  intention,  wli'  t!irr  he  proposed  to 
pre'-H  t)ip  B\]\  through  tO  itA  final  C0I14UD1- 
luatiou  this  8e»sion  ? 

Low)  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  ihtt  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  moye  the  Sooond 
Reading  of  the  Bill  that  evening.  It  was 
A  Bill  of  such  imjiortanco,  that  it  was  de- 
sirable to  liavo  lis  nature  and  objects 
akariy  itottd  to  the  House  on  die  Melton 
for  the  Second  Reading;  and  he  had  there- 
for© naked  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Kolls,  to  moTO  the  Second  Read- 
ing. Ho  proposed  tbat  it  sboald  be  teken 
en  Monday^  the  21st  inst.,  and  it  eerleinlj 
was  his  hope,  considerinj^  the  very  «j^reat 
importance  of  the  subject,  after  it  lin<l  boon 
oonsidered  bj  a  Commission  for  a  \ory  long 
tbie«--ftfler  H  bed  been  before  the  House 
of  Lords,  a!id  hail  obtained  the  general 
onnsent  of  those  Members  of  thnt  ITouse 
who  were  learned  in  the  law — it  certainly 
was  the  iutentiou  of  the  Govet'DQient  to 
pfOit  that  Bill  this  Seasioo.  It  might  be 
eoBvement  that  he  should  state  ue  ar- 
rangement of  public  bnsiness  fnr  TU'xt 
week.  Thej  would  have  a  (Jummittoc  uf 
Supplj  that  night,  and  he  should  take 
Sepply  again  on  Monday,  after  the  third 
reading  of  Bills  not  likely  to  lead  to  dis- 
cussion, and  again  on  Thursday  next.  If 
they  were  enabled  to  get  through  Commit- 
tee of  Supply  on  Thnraday,  the  Chanoetlor 
of  the  Exohequer  would  more  on  Friday 
the  Tliird  KeadiiiL;  of  the  Customs  JSill,  on 
which  occasion  the  riu:ht  lion.  Gentleman 
ibe  Member  for  iStamfurU  (Mr.  Uerries) 
would*  aeoording  to  his  notioe,  make  a 
statement  to  the  House  by  way  of  amend- 
ment to  tho  l^ill.  lie  (Lord  J.  Kussell) 
did  not  propose,  however,  that  they  should 
move  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Customs  Bill 
tmtil  they  had  got  through  Committee  of 
Supply,  and  it  would  only  be  in  case  they 
got  through  it  on  Thursday  tlmt  he 
would  proceed  with  the  Customs  i>iU  on 
Priday. 

THBlCCLESIASTir \L  OOMMTSSTON  AND 
THE  TNCOMKS  OF  lUSIlOI'S. 
Sill  BEXJAMIX  HALL  be-ged  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  sereral  questions,  of  which  he 
had  given  notice,  respecting  'die  incomes 
of  the  bishops;  and  which  were  as  fol- 
lows : — 

**Tho  scptannial  period  havin!^  .'\rri\'?'(l  for  the 
nrlsioa  of  spiioop.-il  incomes  bj  the  Kcclcniasti- 
ssl  Oeinmlsifciii,  smd  it  apfssiing  by  Failisnuui- 


tU7  Paper  No.  400,  that  during  tb«  last  Iwuttta 

jeara  tlio  Bishop  of  Durham  has  rpc<'iv<»d 
79,65S/.  mnro  thuu  tho  uicume  assigned  to  his 
set-  ;  and,  during  the  last  seven  years,  the  Bishop 
of  f'liichcHter  lias  rciuivt'il  1,"J.10/.  more  tliuri  the 
sum  us«igned  to  se^  as  net  income,  and  has 
taken  from  tiM  £ocleuastioal  Oommission  ^JStOL 
to  make  np  an  imaginary  deficiency  of  income  ; 
the  Bishop  of  St.  David  s  0,rt26/,  more  than  tho 
iiiconio  ris<i^'ii.'(l  t<i  hi-i  s>'i',  .-uid  lias  taken 
11,'AOOl.  from  tliu  ComnxissioDors ;  the  Biahop  of 
Oxford,  in  five  years,  has  rMeiwd  l,9itf.  stirpius, 
and  liaa  taken  17,507/.  from  tho  same  fund  ;  the 
Bishop  of  Hoobester,  In  lour  years,  2.27^1.  auv 
plus,  and  14,0001.  from  the  tame  Ibnd  ;  tbe  Bf. 
shop  of  NorwI«  h.  in  f^even  years,  hns  roc.  ^  ■  ! 
d,U75/.  mons  tiiau  the  income  avstgned  to  his  nee  ; 
and  the  Bishop  of  Salisbury  0,0T9l.,  Iwinf  a  total 
of  27,100/.  mure  tli.'ui  tho  incomes  assi^ed  to 
their  several  sutii — to  ask,  1st,  Whether  is  is  tho 
iot«ntion  of  ITcr  >^jasty*s  Government  to  pro- 
pose any  legislativo  measures  for  obviatinj^  tho 
inoonvenionoe  and  occasional  hardship  rosultiog 
from  the  present  unoertainty  of  episcopal  inooniM^ 
and  prevent  the  epiaoopal  body  from  receiving  a 
larger  amnnnt  or  income  than  the  sum  assigned 
to  ilicir  so»M  ;  to  .'isk,  2ii<lly,  Whrtlicr  the  bishops 
who  have  received  larger  iucomos  Uiaa  were  aa- 
signed  to  tiMir  fee*  have  paid  the  rarploa  over  te 
tiio  i  i.iniiHin  fmiJ,  or  whether  they  have  retained 
it  for  their  own  uses  i  Srdly,  It  appears  by  the 
Parliamentary  Paper  No.  400,  that  the  Aivhln- 
h'  M  of  York  is  indebteil  to  tho  F  -  •  'astical 
(Joiatiiissioners  2,817/.  i  tb«)  Bishop  ijf  Ely 
0,3421. ;  tho  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  (notwithrtaKd- 
in^  ?roat  deductions)  l,C.r,l/.;  total  13.2202.:  and 
it  .ippcars  also  by  the  rarliamenury  Paper  No. 
IAS,  the  EooleiiMtlcal  Commissioa  have  fiiilod, 
by  correspondence,  to  obtain  the  payment  of 
those  sums — to  ask  whether  the  Eoulestastical 
Commission  intend  taking  legal  proceedings  for 
the  recovery  of  the  sum  due,  and,  if  not,  what 
course  thfv  prnp..M,o  to  take  in  ord^r  that  tbo 
Cipimiion  I  imJ  iii;iy  not  he  iloprivi'd  of  the  amount 
80  long  due,  aod  so  repeatedly  demanded.  Ittdy, 
Whether  it  it  true  tliat  the  Bishop  of  SaUSbnrr 
has  intim.xti'd  to  the  Fi('lc>i.as(ioal  rnmmission, 
that  he  will  surrender  tho  propi>rty  of  bis  soe  (o 
tlM  Oommissionorfl.  and  reoeire  irom  them  the  hh- 
come  assigned  to  Ids  sco  ;  and  whothor  any  other 
bishops,  who  had  reeeifod  moro  than  tlio  inooiaa 
.issigTtod  to  Uieir  lees,  ham  acted  ;in  a  umilar 
way  1" 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  the 
House  must  ho  aware  that  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament was  passed  several  yeara  ago,  by 
whidi  the  bishops  were  required  to  pay 
over  cwtain  sums  which  were  beyond  the 
sums  that  wcro  a.ssigncd  as  the  proper  in- 
come of  their  sees,  and  that  other  of  the 
hishops  wero  to  rocciTe  certain  sums 
which  were  proposed  to  make  oot  the  in- 
come of  their  sees.  Such  being  the  case, 
all  those  hi.sliops  who  received  from  that 
time  their  hi.shoprics  were  under  the  provi- 
sions of  tlie  Act  uf  i'arliament.  Lately, 
a  Bill  passed  which  nravided  another  mode, 
namely,  that  the  Boclesiastical  Oonunis- 
siesen  should  make  ab  anaDgeneiit  by 
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vhieh  the  incomea  of  the  hishops  shoald 
■flitfier  exeeed  nor  fidl  short  of  tho  Bom 

AMigDed  to  them,  snd  that  was  to  take 
place  from  Jainmrv  1848.    With  regard 
to  these  latter  bishops,  the  Ecclesiastical 
CommiaaioBen  htd  been  considering,  and 
«0M  BOW  eoDflideriog,  the  means  of  car- 
rying that  provision  and  tho  law  into 
effect,  so  that  the  Archhishop  of  Canter- 
\mj,  and  the  other  bishops  who  received 
their  sees  sinoe  January  1S48,  will  receive 
axaetlj  the  ineome  which  Parliament  had 
assigned  to  them.    With  regard  to  the 
other  bishops,  as  to  the  propriety  or  jus- 
tiee  of  the  arrangement,  of  ooarso  it  was 
sol  a  matter  on  whieh  he  was  iiiea  oalled 
«B  to  speak;  but  it  was  quite  evident  that 
those  bishops  who  received  their  incotncs 
UD  !*^r  the  provisions  of  the  former  Act 
hand  just  OS  much  right  to  them  as  any 
panoB  had  to  an  estate  settled  on  htm  for 
life,  and  that  there  would  be  no  more  jus- 
tice in  Parliainont  interfering  witli  those 
incomea  than  with  any  other  private  pro- 
perly.   With  regard  to  tho  facts,  ho  be- 
lieved that,  generally  speaking,  the  bl- 
akops  who  had  leeeived  more  than  the  sum 
asstgTied  to  them  under  tlio  Act,  had  ro- 
taioed  it  accordinf'  to  their  ri£rlit<5  l>v  . 
At  the  same  time,  he  should  &tutc  that 
the  Biahep  of  Darfa*m  was  an  exeeption, 
because  he  had  paid  over  a  larger  sum 
than  he  was  compelled  to  do.    It  had  hecn 
inpposcd,  tliut  if  he  gave  up  11,000/.  a 
)ear,  and  surrendered  au  estate  of  2,0002. 
a  year,  it  would  have  redneed  his  income 
to  8.0001.;  hat  he  had  paid  to  the  Com- 
missionera  an  additional  sum  of  8,766?., 
and  he  had  also  intimated  to  the  i-'omiuis- 
sioners  his  luteutiuu  to  pay  a   sutu  of 
3,0001.  a  year  more  than  was  speeiled  by 
the  Act,  so  long  as  he  hold  the  see.  It 
should  likewise  be  stated,  that  he  suc- 
ceeded a  bishop  whose  income  was  23,000i. 
sr  24,0002.  a  year,  and  whoso  charities, 
end  eipenses  in  his  diocese,  inoluding 
contriheliias  to  new  ehnrehes,  inercasing 
the  incomes  of  the  poorer  clergy  and  tho 
like,  were  oommousurato  with  it.  Thus 
very  considerable  demands  had  been  thrown 
sp^  the  present  bishop,  and  he  had  con- 
tributed no  less  a  anm  thui  45,460{.  in 
this  way.    The  next  question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  related  to  those  bishops  who 
Mre  obliged,  according  to  the  Act,  to  pay 
over  certain  snms  whtth  it  was  supposed 
wsuld  be  in  eieess  upon  the  incomes  as- 
Bi;^ned  to  them.    Those  bishops,  generally 
speaking,  had  complied  with  the  law;  but 
K  the  same  time  thero  were  some  who  had 


received  much  less  than  it  was  expected, 
and  the  eonseqneooe  had  been,  th^  had 

been  unable  to  pay  over  the  entire  sum 
iliio  from  them.  Thus  the  Bishop  of  Ely 
was  indebted  to  a  considerablo  amount  to 
the  Ecdesisstioal  Gommiaaioners;  but  at 
no  time  had  he  recdved  more  than  the  in- 
come which  was  assigned  to  him  originally 
bv  tho  Commissioners,  and  hy  tho  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  arrangcmcut  made  by 
the  Commissioners  was  certainlv  not  to 
proceed  by  law  against  these  prelates,  bnt 
to  inform  them  from  timo  to  time  in  what 
hum  they  were  indebted,  and  request  thorn 
to  pay  as  soon  aa  they  could  what  was  due. 
He  believed  that  the  Arehbhihop  of  York 
had  already  paid  all  he  owed;  and  the  Bi- 
shop of  St.  Asaph's  had  been  for  somo 
time  engaged  in  reducing  his  debt,  which 
in  a  very  short  time  would  be  paid  off, 
There  nmahied,  therefore,  only  the  ease 
of  the  Bishop  of  Elyt  and  there  was  evevy 
reason  to  suppose  that  tho  Bishop  of  Fly, 
if  ho  lived,  would,  from  tho  emoluments 
of  his  8^,  be  able  to  pay  the  sum  duo 
from  him*  The  Oommlasioners,  certainly, 
seeing  that  he  did  not  receive  the  amount 
assigned  him,  had  forbomo  pressing  him, 
li-ing  quite  convinced  of  his  willingness  to 
pay  over  tho  sum  duo  when  income  would 
allow  of  it.  The  fhrther  qnestion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  with  regard  to  the 
Bishop  of  Salisburv.  Tlo  was  the  only  bi- 
shop whom  he  (Lord  John  Kusscll)  hnd  .seen 
since  his  hon.  Friend  had  given  notice  of 
his  Motion;  and  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had 
put  into  his  hands  a  letter,  which  he  had 
written  in  the  month  of  Febriiarr  last,  and 
in  wliich  he  proposed  to  the  Eeclesias- 
tioal  (Jonimissionors  that  liis  iueome  should 
be  in  future  that  which  had  been  assigned 
to  his  see  bj  the  Commission,  namely, 
5,000/.  a  year.  The  right  rev.  Prelato 
had  therefore  volnntarllr  eome  imdor  the 

Srovisions  of  the  Act  of  Parliament.  Tho 
lommisaioners  had  accepted  the  proposal, 
and  in  future  ho  would  receive  a  fixed  in- 
come, like  tho  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
who  was  by  law  under  tho  Act.  He  (Lord 
J.  Russell)  did  not  know  whether  any 
other  hishcp  had  followed  the  examplei 
bnt  in  the  course  of  timo  all  the  sees 
would  come  under  the  operation  of  the  Act 
of  Parliament. 

THE  LAW  OF  aUARANTINB^BBBOS^ 

PEItSIA. 

Mn.  TTRQirnAKT  wished  to  ask  the 
noblo  T,ord  the  Foreign  Secretary — first, 
whether  any  steps  had  been  taken  by  the 
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Government  with  regard  to  the  proposed 
conference  at  Paris  on  the  hiw  of  quaran- 
tine iu  the  Mediterranean;  secondly,  vvhc- 
llier  anj  thing  hud  been  done  roepccting 
the  setUement  of  the  claimB  of  Greece; 
and,  thirdly,  whether  ho  proposed  to  lay 
on  the  table  the  orders,  and  returns  to  the 
orders,  passed  by  the  House  as  to  the 
Tiirco-Pcmian  frontier  ? 

VmcouUT  PALMERSTON  said,  in  an- 
swer to  tho  first  question  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  the  Government  had  been  in- 
vited some  months  ago  by  tho  Government 
of  Franoe  to  take  part  in  certain  con« 
ferences  to  be  held  somewhere  in  France, 
probably  in  Paris,  on  the  subject  of  qua- 
rantine, to  which  couferoQces  all  iStates 
having];  territories  bordering  on  or  within 
the  Mediterranean  were  invited  to  tske 
part.  Iler  Majesty's  Goveriinient  were 
sensible  of  the  extreme  importance  of  the 
matter,  and  were  very  an  vious  to  obtain 
eertain  mo^eations  and  improvements  in 
.  the  existing  regulations  of  the  law  of  qua- 
rantine, and,  therefore,  had  no  Iiesitation 
in  accepting  that  invitation.  The  cojifer- 
ence  was  to  be  held  in  the  course  of  a  few 
dajs,  he  beltoTed,  ai  Paris,  and  the  Go- 
▼emment  had  appointed  a  medical  man 
and  a  consular  omeor  to  attend  it  A -5  to 
the  claims  on  Greece,  they  were  all  settled 
last  year,  with  the  exception  of  that  of 
Den  Pacifico,  on  account  of  alleged  losses 
occasioned  by  the  destruction  at  Athens  of 
certain  documents  connected  with  claims 
he  purported  to  have  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  Portugal.  The  House  would  re- 
member that  the  principle  lud  down  bj  the 
British  Government  on  the  matter  was, 
that  to  whatever  extent  Don  Pacifico  could 
show  that  ho  had  been  prevented,  l)y  the 
loss  in  ouestion,  from  substantiating  any 
claims  01  his  against  tho  Portuguese  Go- 
Temment,  to  that  extent  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment was  bound  to  indemnify  him.  This 
principle  had  been  adopted  by  tho  Govern- 
ment of  Greece  and  by  the  Government  of 
Franco,  and  accordingly  Commissioners  on 
tho  part  of  England,  France,  and  Greece 
respectively,  had  met  at  Lisbon,  where, 
after  close  inquiry,  they  found  that  all 
the  documents  upon  which  Don  Paclfica 
grounded  his  claim,  existed,  in  ori2;inal  or 
in  (lu[ilii  ate,  in  the  archives  of  Lisbon,  so 
that  tho  de&tructioii  of  any  copies  at 
Athens  did  not  at  all  prevent  Don  Pacifico 
from  substantiating  his  claim.  The  Cotn< 
missioners,  however,  in  consequence  of  the 
inconvenience  and  expen.'^e  to  which  Don 
Pacifico  had  been  subjected  iu  prosecuting 


tho  matter,  recommended  that  a  sum  of 
150^.  should  be  paid  to  liini  by  tho  Greek 
Government,  which  sum  Don  Pacifico  had 
accordingly  received.  As  to  tJie  hen.  Gen- 
tleman's.Uiird  question,  he  rather  thought 
that  the  papers  tlie  hon.  Gentleman  sought 
had  been  already  presented;  but,  if  not* 
they  should  be  laid  on  the  table. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY  AND  JDDICIAL 

COMMITTEE  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed. 
**  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  Third  Time.*' 

Sm  HENRY  WILLOUGUBY  said, 
that  he  did  not  mean  to  object  to  the  third 
reading  of  this  Bill,  but  he  protested 
against  the  mode  adopted  of  paying  the 
Judges,  who  ought  not  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  Suitors'  Fund,  hut  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  He  protested  also  against 
tills  measure  being  considered  as  a  reform 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery.  He  did  not 
deny  that  two  new  Judges  might  not  pal- 
liate some  of  the  evils  which  arose  from 
the  delay  of  business  in  that  Court:  bnt  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  bestow  their 
serious  attention  upon  the  erils  of  the  pre- 
sent system,  and  devise  some  speedy  re- 
medy. Don't  let  the  Government  ima- 
gine that,  having  passed  this  measure, 
they  had  settled  the  question  of  Chancery 
reform,  or  any  thing  of  the  sort.  The  pre- 
sent  fee  system,  with  its  100  fees,  and  its 
40  foetnlvcrs,  was  one  of  tho  grand  bases 
of  the  mischief,  and  must  be  utterly  re- 
moved, and  an  end  must  be  put  to  the  ano- 
malies and  mystifications,  and  corruptions, 
and  extortions  of  the  Suitors'  Fee  Fund 
and  the  Suitors'  Fund.  It  wns  but  last 
year  that  he  had  presented  tho  petition 
from  the  Corporation  of  Hastings,  statiji^ 
that  an  unopposed  daim  for  1362.  coat 
them  180Z. 

Mr.  HUME  was  of  opinion  that  the 
Suitors'  Fund  and  the  Suitors'  Fee 
Fund  might  be  consolidated  irith  advan- 
tage. 

Sir  GEORGE  STRICKLAND  pro- 
tested against  this  Bill  being  considered 
any  answer  to  that  demand  which  was  now 

so  universally  made  for  the  reform  of  the 

Court  of  Chancery.  He  Vjuitc  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Uaronet  fhc  Member  for 
Ripon  (Sir  J.Graham),  who  had  stated  that 
this  was  beginning  at  the  wrong  end.  It 
was  necessary  to  reform  altogether  the  sys- 
tem which  caused  such  ruinous  delay.  His 
opinion  was  that,  instead  of  being  any  real 
benefit  to  the  people,  this  Bill  would  ouly 
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add  to  tlic  a:rTevancc  of  whicli  ihc.y  already 
complained.  Ho  knew  of  an  instance  in 
vhic'L  the  Court  oi  Chancery  took  nine 
jMts  to  decide  wliether  it  had  juriadidion 
over  a  cause.  The  matter  WHS  nltiniAtcly 
tried  in  a  Court  of  Common  Law,  and  the 
whole  merits  of  the  question  were  abso- 
lutely disposed  of  in  nine  hours.  The  pre- 
KmiiMry  point  of  jmitdictioii  wotild  have 
been  decided  lij  a  Judge  at  Chamben 
in  ten  minnteR  or  a  quarter  of  an  hour. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  had  not  at  all 
put  forward  this  measure  as  the  Chancery 
Beferm  BiU  whieh  was  required  to  meet 
tlie  case.  The  question  of  fees  was  one 
which  merited  the  amplest  consideration, 
and  he  should  be  most  glad,  when  the  ma- 
tMule  were  before  him>  to  apply  his  best 
efforts  to  remedy  erery  evil  connected  with 
that  and  all  other  branches  of  the  system. 

Me.  ALCOOK  said,  lie  felt  Itmnnl  to 
com^ain  that  no  provision  was  uiado  by 
the  Bill  respecting  the  Church  patronage 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Mk.  speaker  intimated  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  out  of  order,  as  the  patronage 
of  the  Loi-d  Chancellor  had  nothing  to  do 
vith  the  question  before  the  Honse. 

Ha.  SLANEY  said,  he  did  not  mean  to 
oppose  the  Bill.  Tm%  as  he  had  been  the 
Cliainiian  of  a  Committee  for  inquiring 
intu  the  niode  in  which  the  suits  of  persons 
«igftged  in  commerda!  tranaaetions  were 
conducted,  he  felt  it  bis  duty  to  warn  the 
House  anil  tlic  CJovcniment  of  the  pref^s- 
h>r  neoossity  of  passing  some  measure  for 
facilitating  the  settlement  of  those  suits. 
No  judicial  arrangements  conid  be  more 
esBbersome*  expensive,  and  unsatisfactory, 
than  the  present  mode  of  terminating  be- 
fore the  Court  of  Chancery  dispute!?  which 
arose  out  of  commercial  partnerships. 

BiU  read  3%  and  paited. 

THE  BISHOP  OF  ST.  DAVID'S. 
On  the  Question  that  the  Spoalicr  do 
kave  the  Chair  to  go  into  Committee  of 
Supply, 

Mu.  MONCKTON  MILNES  said,  he 
was  requested  by  the  Bishop  of  St. 
Bavid's  to  give  his  unqualified  contradic- 
tion to  an  assertion  which  was  made  the 
other  evening  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Harylebone  (Sir  B.  Hall). 
Tbe  hon.  Baronet  asserted,  without  any 
proof,  ^at  that  distinguished  prelate  had 
Prohibited  his  arehdeaeont  from  visiting 
tbat  dioeese.  Now,  he  (Mr.  M.  M  lines) 
*as  authorised  to  state  that  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  bad  never  forbidden  them  to  risit 


any  portion  of  his  diocese.    When  the 
Dishop  of    St.  David's   came   into  the 
diocese,  it  was  true  that  the  archdeacons 
were  not  in  the  habit  of  Tisiting.   One  of 
them  was  the  vicar  of  Carmarthra,  a  laiga 
parish  with  a  very  poor  living;  and  an- 
other was  the  master  of  an  academy  in 
Edinburgh,  and  therefore  lived  out  of  the 
diocese  and  the  jurisdiction  of  the  bishop. 
A  third  (Mr.  Davies,  he  believed)  was  m 
the  continual  habit  of  visiting  his  arch- 
deaconry.   Ho  (Mr.  M.  Milnes)  was  quite 
sure  that  the  distinguished  Prelate  would 
be  the  last  man  in  the  world  to  wish  to 
impose  upon  the  House  in  any  way,  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  diocese.    He  (Mr.  M. 
Milnes)  belicveil  that  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late was  agreed  on  all  fundamental  points 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  as  to  tho  miserably 
neglected  condition  of  a  large  portion  of 
his  sec;  hut  this  arose  from  circumstances 
over  which  tliO  bishop  had  no.  control. 
The  arehdeaeons  had  not  been  appointed 
by  hini,  nor  could  ho  dismiss  them;  and 
therefore  the  hon.  Baronet  really  had  no 
♦grounds  for  bringing  an  accusation  against 
a  prolate  not  more  distinguished  by  his 
European  reptutation  forleammg,  than  by 
tho  simplicity  and  frugality  of  his  life,  and 
his  ireiiuino  Christian  charity.     On  a  for- 
iner  occasion  tho   hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  an  attack  upon  tho  right  rev.  Pre- 
late, whieh*  however,  on  further  reflec- 
tion, lie  had  withdrawn,  namely,  that  he 
(tho  right  rev.  Prelate)  had  appointed  him- 
self Dean  of  Brecon;   and  he  (Mr.  M. 
Milnes)  therefore  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  also  withdraw  this  assertiony 
which  was  equally  unjustifiable. 

Sir  benjamin  HALL  :  I  have  been 
asked  bv  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Pontefract  to  withdraw  this  assertion. 
I  decline  to  do  any  such  thing.  The 
statement  I  made  to  the  House  was  this. 
In  describins^  the  condition  of  the  diocese 
of  St.  David's,  and  quotint^  from  the  Re- 
port to  the  House  of  the  Commission 
which  was  appointed  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  (Sir  J. 
Gralinm)  to  inquire  into  tho  state  of  edu- 
cation in  Wales,  and  which  had  reported 
on  the  most  lamentable  condition  of  the 
churches  in  that  diocese,  I  said,  that  not- 
withstanding this  Report  had  been  laid  on 
tho  table  ( r  the  House,  and  that  the 
greatest  publicity  had  been  given  to  it — 
notwithstanding  that  it  had  been  brought 
under  tho  notice  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
himself,  and  notwithstanding  that  there 
were  foar  archdeacons  in  the  diocese—* 
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worked  harder  than  tba  biabei^  wko  pi«> 
sided  over  the  see. 

CATHEDRAL  TRUSTS— THE  ROCHESIfift 

GRAMMAR  SCHOOL. 

Order  for  Committee  of  iSupplj  read. 
MotKNi  tnaJn,  wd  Queation  propowMi, 
That  Mr.  Speakw  do  noir  Ibm  «1m 

Chair." 

Mil.  MOWxiTT  said,  ho  rose  to  call  tha 
atteotioa  of  the  House  to  the  ease  of  the 
Boeheater  Catbedntl  GrMunar  Sobool, 

and  to  the  ftdministration  <^  the  Educa- 
tional Trusts  confided  to  the  Cathedral 
Estahlishments  of  tlto  Kin^jtiom.  The 
subject  was  nut  altogether  ahea  to  that 
just  diuoMed,  and  vas  <nm  die  groatert 
reproaches  to  the  Church  of  BlglMl. 
Thougli  his  Motion  related  to  the  oppres- 
sion which  had  heen  sutfered  l»v  nn  indi- 
viduai  m  a  good  oause,  it  wa&  lutimaiel/ 
eonnected  with  the  ^veatioA  al  adaMtka 
gener^illy,  in  which  all  partiat  and  cltM6l 
in  this  country  had  of  late  interested  them- 
selves. The  particular  case  he  would  dis- 
miss in  few  wurdti.  Earljr  in  ihe 
Rer.  Mr.  Whiatoa,  «hea  haad  aHUr 
of  the  Rochester  Cathedral  Grammar 
expressed  my  regret  at  the  lamentable  and  ■  School,  applied  by  letter  to  the  dean  and 
discrraceful  state  of  tlic  diocese  of  St.  chapter,  under  whose  more  immediate  au- 
Duvid  s,  and  alao  that  he,  being  one  of.thorityhe  held  his  office,  repreaeuting  to 
fhe  arehdaaaons*  ahoald  boI  have  had  a  I  than  that  the  ittings  and  lAhar  ordiaary 
tintatioD.  In  raply  ha  told  me  that  he ,  necessaries  of  the  grammar  school  vers 
was  prepared  to  make  a  vi«!*:\tioii,  and  had  j  defective,  and  pointing  out  that  the  four 
got  ready  his  charge  written  iu  the  Welsh  '  exhibitions  attached  to  the  school — whick 
hvuguage,  to  read  to  those  who  should  '  he  hoped  to  make  one  of  the  great  indoce- 
hava  cooie  to  hear  it«  but  he  was  pfe?ent- 1  menta  to  the  gentry  af  the  netghhoariuMd 
ed  by  the  bishop  from  making  that  visita-  j  and  the  iniddle  classes  to  send  ihut  i«ai 
tion.    That  is  mv  statement,  and  to  that  i  there — were  altoi]:etlier  insufficient,  nnd  on- 

*  1  • 

Statement  1  will  abide.  I  declare  that  1 1  suitable  to  the  necessities  and  wants 
nerer  aav  uiy  diocese,  or  any  place  in  the  the  parties  holding  them.    He  pointed 


thpro  had  not,  to  the  best  of  my  belief, 
and  I  believe  so  still,  been  a  single  viaita- 
tion  during  the  eleTOii  yean  Dr.  Thirlwall 
had  been  ia  the  dioeeae.  I  also  atated, 
that  I  was  informed  in  conversation  with 
one  of  the  archdeacons,  that  the  hishop 
had  prevented  himself  from  holding  an 
an^iioiaeeiial  yiaitatioa.  That  was  the  state- 
neat  I  made  to  the  House,  and  by  that 
statement  I  will  abide.  It  is  for  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  to  settle  the  matter  with  the 
archdeacon  who  gave  me  the  information 
upon  which  I  feiwded  my  statement ;  hut 
it  so  happens  that  thia  very  morning  I 
received  a  letter  from  the  archdeacon,  in- 
closing a  communication  frtmi  the  bishop, 
in  which  he  desires  to  know  the  eiroum- 
•taMaa  of  the  ease.  It  weald  certainly 
hare  been  mote  eonvment,  I  think,  both 

for  the  bishop  and  for  my  hon.  Friend  (^fr. 
M.  Millies'^  if  he  had  followed  my  advice, 
and  had  iirst  looked  at  niy  answer,  which 
I  was  prepared  to  place  m  hie  hand,  and 
which  I  would  have  brought  down  to  the 
TTousc  had  I  heen  informed  tliat  he  was 
about  to  introduce  the  subject,  lu  my 
answer  to  the  archdeacon,  I  have  recalled 
to  hhn  the  eoaferaatioB  which  I  had  with 
hiaft  at  my  owa  house,  and  in  which  I 


TTnited  Kingdom*  in  m  diagraeefd  a  coa 

ditton  as  regards  the  itate^  the  churches, 
as  may  be  seen  by  a  reference      the  re- 

rt  of  the  Government  Commissioners, 
any  hon.  Gentleman  will  go  himself 
late  the  dioceae,  he  will  find  ohnnshea 
without  windows  and  without  roofs,  and 
yet  an  archdeacon  is  not  allowed  to  make 
visitations. 

Mb.  MORRIS  was  a  tasident  in  the 
diocese  of  St.  David's,  but  he  had  never  tioa  of  the  donor,  or  the  increased  Tslaa  of 
heard  that  the  bishop  had  prevented  arch-  i  the  estate,  the  literal  51.  only  was  continued 


that,  although  ia  1542.  when  the  sflfcool 

was  endowed,  in  common  with  the  cathe- 
dral institution,  of  which  it  formed  a  part, 
the  sum  of  bl.  allotted  to  each  exhibi- 
tioner was  amply  sufficient,  being  eqoil 
to  ahont  802.  at  the  present  day,  yet  th&t 
it  was  now  palpably  inadequate  for  the 
purposes  for  which  those  exhibitions  were 
originally  established.  Bat  without  the 
smallest  reference  to  dM 


to  be  doled  out.  The  dean  and  chapter  «n- 
swered,  to  theeifect,  that  althousrh  they  ad- 
mitted the  liiets  to  he  rahslaotially  corriol» 


deacons'  meetings.  On  the  contrary,  he 
had  r^uiarly  seen  notices  of  the  visita- 
tions in  the  country  papers,  and  tbetefore 

ho  supposed  they  had  hem  regularly  held.  |  he  (Mr.  Whiston)  was  wrong  in  the  i 

lie  woidd  venture  to  .say  that  there  was  drawn  as  to  the  obligation  imposed  upon 
SrOt  in  the  whole  diooeso  a  ciergymaa  who  1  them  by  the  statutes.  Mr.  Whistoa  npiie<l 
BwB.SaU  ^ 
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extracts  from  the  ttatutes  by  which  the  ca- 
thedral and  jjrftmmar  school  of  Rochester 
were  founded  and  endowed  by  the  muoifi- 
eeooeof  Henry  VIII.  The  dean  and  chapter 
cot  the  Biftttor  short  hj  Mting  Mr. Whi». 
too,  as  one  who  was  in  their  servioo  and 
cmplnvment,  nud  consoqiiently  from  whom 
thejr  had  a  right  to  expect  deference  and 
ONdwnee,  to  the  correspondence.  He, 
hariDg  at  heart  the  welfue  of  the  school, 
appealed  instead  to  the  public.  He  first,  ho  w- 
erer,  made  some  further  efforts  to  arouse  the 
dean  and  chapter  to  a  sense  of  their  duty; 
u4,  tmongst  other  steps,  he  submitted  a 
case  to  the  then  Attorney  Qeneral*  Sur 
Joliti  Romilly,  and  another  eminent  lawyer, 
Mr.  W.  D.  Lewis  of  the  Equity  bar,  in- 
Titioi;  their  opinion  as  to  the  construction 
•fihestetates.  Findtng,  however,  single- 
bsnded  and  powerless  as  he  was,  that  he 
w^as  ininble  to  obtain  redress  from  that 
wealthy  body,  hf  ultitimtolr  puhli^hod  a 
wurk,  enUtled,  Catiiedral  Trusts  atid  tiieir 
A{ftmaiil,  hmnag  for  its  objeot  to  arouse 
the  attentum  ana  invita  tha  sympathy  of 
tlie  public  on  behalf  of  a  cause  so  well  advo- 
cated, and  its  nitHrforeTice  between  himself 
aud  the  Licau  and  Chapter  of  Rochester, 
for  this  ofienee,  at  thej  were  pleased  to 
term  it,  they  dismissed  him  from  his  office, 
sllcgin*  that  a  man  capable  of  making  statc- 
racnts  reflecting  indirectly  so  f?r<>?s1y  upon 
the  character  of  the  olergymcn  composing 
the  deanery  and  chapter  of  Rochester  was 
altogether  unworthy  to  bo  entrusted  with 
tlie  Instruction  of  boys  at  that  granniiar 
ichool.  Such  a  conclusion  as  that  would 
altogether  depend  on  the  truth  or  othcr- 
viie  of  the  facts  put  forth  in  the  ror.  gen- 
Usmsn's  work,  and  on  the  spirit  in  which 
he  commented  upon  those  facts,  supposing 
tbeui  to  be  true,  if  any  obioijuy  attached 
to  the  dean  and  chapter,  it  was  simply 
beesuse  the  facts  were  true  and  undoubted, 
and  not  because  of  any  comments  which 
lie  Iiud  thoufflit  it  his  duty  to  make.  The 
facts  thein^'^  lvos  were  of  so  damnincr  a  rhwr- 
acter  to  iliui  body,  that  any  comment  on 
them  was  superfluous.  This  case  was  of  ne- 
sessity  mixed  op  with  the  question  of  the 
adniiuistration  of  educational  trusts  by  the 
cathedral  bodies  of  the  kin«]^(»ni  fiuncrally; 
Snd  it  waii  impossible  tu  treat  uf  tliis  Hinglo 
esse  without  toucliing  on  the  grammar 
Mho<^  oonneeted  with  other  cathedral  bo- 
die?.  The  preamble  to  the  general  statutes 
rt'gulatin^^  cathedrals  stated,  aiiionjr'.t  otlu-r 
tutigs,  that  thebe  bodies  had  been  iuuudcd 

•■d  Midowed  f«r  thase  purposei — 


**  Thst  7outh  might      libvallr  trained,  old 

age  proTided  with  things  necessary  for  livinf, 
ttiat  thcro  might  bo  liberal  Urgoftses  of  alms  to 
tho  poor — for  tho  repairs  of  raids  and  bridges — 
and  (hot  other  oOms  of  pie^  might  tbenoe  flow 
abroad  fltr  and  wide  to  all  the  neighbour  lug 
placos,  to  the  glory  vf  Alinightj"  CkmI,  niiil  tha 
common  welfiure  and  bappioess  of  the  subjects  of 
these  nslma." 

The  words  of  the  Rochester  statutes  plainly 
showed  that  the  grammar  sshool  boys,  ana 

the  four  exhibitioners,  had  a  claim  upon 
the  foiindntion  for  their  "  sustentation,"  in 
tho  vvuids  uf  the  statutes.  In  pago  89,  it 
was  stated,  "  We  ordain  that  there  shall 
be  for  ever,  in  the  founder's  church  at 
Rochester,  twent\'  poor  boys  maintained 
out  of  the  cathedral  revenues."  That  was 
repeated  in  the  statutes  half  a  dosen  times, 
in  one  shape  or  another.  A  few  lines  fur- 
ther was  the  following :  *'  We  will  thai 
these  boys  bo  maintained,  or  have  their  ali- 
mony at  the  cost  of  our  church  nt  Roches- 
ter." In  page  10,  again,  it  bpuke  of  those 
boys  as  **  Siose  who  are  maintained  at 
the  charge  of  our  church. "  At  page  96* 
they  were  spoken  of  as  **  the  boys  learning 
the  gratnmar,  and  having  their  victuals  or 
living  given  them  fur  nothing."  Subse- 
quently, in  page  107,  it  spdce  of  **  the 
tour  students  or  scholars  sent  with  cxhibi* 
tions  to  the  two  universities."  It  said, 
**  We  ordain  that  out  of  the  funds  of  our 
Church  four  poor  scholars  bo  always  main- 
tained in  our  uniTersities.**  The  revised 
cathedral  statutes  of  Elizabeth,  confirming 
those  in  all  essential  points,  had  these 
words,  iu  reference  to  the  same  subject : — 

"  Moreover,  we  urdaiu  that  out  of  the  wbolfs 
number  of  the  grammar  boys  who  have  their  ids* 

tcntation  in  our  Chur<-1),  IIkto  bo  for  ever  main- 
taitKHl  of  those  who  lui\c  luado  greater  progress 
than  the  rest — where  fifty  scholars,  ton  students  % 
where  forty  scholars,  then-  eight  !>tudont-M  ;  whoro 
twenty-four  scholars,  thuru  fuur  uiudents  ;  where 
eighteen  scholars,  there  two  students  in  OUT  uni* 
versity  at  Canibridge,  and  the  t»ame  number  at 
Oxford,  to  whom  let  the  usual  stipend  be  paid 
annually,  for  six  y^u-s,  unless  they  shall  have 
gained  a  fellowship  in  any  one  of  tho  colleges." 

Again,  in  tho  25th  chapter  of  the  Eliza- 
bethaii  statuteii,  relating  to  the  duties  of 
the  dean,  were  these  words :  '*  Let  him 
also  look  after  tho  health  of  those  boys* 
whose  libenil  Ijiinginif  11 1>,  both  in  learniu||| 
and  at  the  table,  we  eouuuit  to  Ids  honour. 
It  was  to  be  regretted  that  the  founder 
had  not  provided  a  better  security  for  the 
fulfilment  of  his  wishes  than  this  frail  re- 
liance. The  fre.sh  statute.%  of  Charlo'?  T. 
and  11.  were  to  the  same  eifect.  These 
were  again  ratitied  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
6  Anne*  cap.  21^  ooDfinning  the  tighta  of 
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die  boyit  and  repealing  the  Yery  words  of 

the  statute.  The  Durham  etatnte  con- 
tained the  foUowiug : — 

**  We  direet  aimI  ordain  that  there  be  for  ever 
ia  the  Mid  ohandi  one  dean,  twelve  piebendariee, 

twelve  minor  canons,  one  deacon,  ono  <;uhdeacon, 
tea  clerks,  one  mnitt^r  of  the  choristers,  ten  cho- 
rigten»  two  teach  lis  of  the  boy«  in  gnuninAr,  and 

eighteen  boys  to  \>c  iiistructoil  in  i^mmnr.*' 

The  words  of  the  Canterbury  statutes  were 


for  all  wants  relative  thereto.  Worcester 

had  reduced  the  stipend  of  its  forty 
boys,  aud  probably  the  number,  from 
21.  138.  4d.  to  ds.  lOd.  Elj,  which 
had  no  lesa  than  300  lehoIarB  m  dw 
1 6th  century,  had  now  only  twenty-liMr; 
Peterborough  bad  twenty,  and  Rochester 
had  either  cli^hlccn  or  twenty,  making  in 
the  whole  fr«^  scholarships,  and  be- 
tween fifty  and  eizty  ezhihUionera  to  the 
universities.    There  were,  hesides,  twentj* 


similar,  tlic  number  of  scholars  varymg 

He  would  now  cite  the  part  of  the  Bocbes-  , .       ,  ,        ^,  .  , 

tcr  statutes  allotting  precise  amounts  to  '  scholars  at  Cheater;  twenty  at  Bristol; 
each  of  these  classes:—  I  twenty  at  Carlisle,  where  a  few  years  ago 


"  The  dean  is  to  have  100/. ;  six  prebendaries, 
eaoh  to  have  901. ;  wx  minor  canons,  eaoh  10/. ; 

the  master  of  the  irniriiinar  M-iiuol  to  h."»ve 
131.  &M,  3d. :  the  master  of  the  choristers,  10/. : 
the seeonclfrBinouur  master,  fU.  lis.  lOd. ;  twenty 
rrainiiiar  hoy<,  each  to  ho  allowed  \l.  llis.  id.  ; 
four  students  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  each 
6f.  ISf.  4d^  or  sol.  4d. 

These  sums,  though  small  in  the  present 
day,  were  of  about  sixteen  times  the  value 
in  1542,  and  thus  formed  an  adequate  re- 
muneration to  the  respective  officers.  The 
House  must  admit  that  the  fact  contended 
for  by  Mr.  Whiaton  as  to  the  construction 
of  the  statutes  was  established — that  tho 
endowment  of  Ilenrv  VIIT.  in  1542  made 
express  provision,  foremost  among  other 
tbingi,  and  only  second  to  the  more  im- 
portant spiritnal  objects  contemplated,  for 
the  trainin£j  and  education  of  youth.  The 
educational  trust  was,  beyond  all  question, 
contemplated  as  one  of  the  most  important 
committed  to  the  earo  of  these  hodies. 
Though  he  had  specified  the  Rochester 
case  particularly,  his  facts  and  arc^uments 
applied  to  all  similar  trusts.  The  charters 
were  in  the  form  of  deeds  of  trust,  requiring 
them  to  undertake  the  care  of  the  schools, 
which  was  then,  as  now,  thought  a  subject 
of  vital  importance.  The  effect  of  twelve 
or  thirteen  trained  i^raniniar  scliools  up- 
held by  these  cathedral  bodie^i,  would,  were 
tiie  trusts  properly  executed,  form  a  nu- 
elens  in  all  tho  largo  towns  whence  the 
roost  beneficial  effects  would  flow.  The 
cathedral  of  Canterbury  was  required  to 
provide  susteutatioii  for  fifty  boy;:^,  for  which 
42.  eadi,  or  ahoot  602.  at  tiie  present  day, 
was  allotted.  Those  boys,  in  the  skeleton 
of  a  school  at  Canterbury,  had  been  cut 
down  from  41.  to  li.  8*\  4d.  Westmin- 
ster had  funds,  and  was  enjoined  to  provide 
for  forty  boys.  It  had  carried  out  to  a 
great  extent  the  intention  of  the  founders, 
although  of  late  years  it  had  levied  3,500^. 
from  the  boys,  on  the  plea  of  extending  tho 
bmhiing — notwithstanding  that  in  the  en- 
dowment expreaa  proviiion  had  been  made 
Jfr.  MtnoaU 


the  school  was  shut  up  altogether;  and 
twenty  at  Qloucester.  The  whole  number 
to  be  provided  for  by  the  statutes  of  tbeis 
eleven  cathedral  bodies  was  296,  and  abont 
fifty-six  exhibitors.  Such  a  lu-oviaion  as 
this  could  not  possibly  be  overrated  in  tbe 
present  day,  when  the  want  of  educa^ 
was  so  much  felt.  Had  the  cathedral  bo- 
dies carried  out  their  trusts  ?  He  would 
now  refer  to  tho  opinions  of  the  Master  of 
the  Kolls  and  Mr.  W.  D.  Lewis,  who  was 
an  ornament  to  the  legal  profession.  Tht 
qnestiona  and  answers  were  as  foUows  :— 

"  1.  Arc  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Rochester 
umliT  a  li'L'al  oMiiration  to  allow  the  four  nnircr- 
siiy  stuiieiiis,  created  bv  iheir  cathedral  statates, 
a  yearly  sum  of  money  out  of  the  common  funds 
of  the  cathedral,  sufflctent  for  tho  '  alimony'  or 
maintenance  of  the  said  student.<i,  so  long  a»  they 
comply  with  tho  conditions  of  tlie  statutes,  in  re- 
spect of  residence  at  the  university,  and  proridsd 
they  take  the  degrees  of  B.  A.  and  M.  A.  at  tbs 
uiii.il  times  ? 

"  J.  Are  the  «aid  deaa  and  chapter  ooder  a 
legal  obligation  to  provide  for,  or  to  deftay  the 
fosts  ot  the  niaintv-nanci.'  of  tho  twoiuy  foiirnlition 
schoUrs  created  by  the  said  statutes,  out  of  the 
oommon  funds  of  Uie  eathedtml  f 

*'  3.  TVios  n<<t  tl:c  won!  «  alerc,'  used  in  tha?c 
statutes,  impose  upon  ilio  dean  aud  chapter  the 
legal  ohii^tion  of  providing  for  tlie  eaid  nwr  itiH 
dents  anil  tlio  >aiii  t  wnty  scholars  what  may  be 
called  '  uliaiuay'  to  the  extent  of  board  aud  lodg- 
ing at  lea>t  ? 

*'  4.  I»o  thi'  tprni3  rf  tho  crrnnt  l^y  which  tho 
oatliedr.-il  I;.au-«,  A-c,  are  given  to  the  corporation 
of  tho  dean  and  ebspter,  or  doss  the  &ei  of  5l. 
being  assiLnu  d  as  a  pension  or  stipend  to  the  said 
four  studcuts,  and  lOd.  a  week  for  cominnn*.  with 
S/.  id.  a  year  for  livery,  and  l#.  ^  /  '  i  id  to 
the  said  twenty  schoLirs,  or  duos  desuetude,  or 
any  other  legally  valid  plea,  release  the  dean  tnd 
ehaptor  from  the  obligation  of  providin:;  \or  tfie 
uaioteoanee  of  the  &ar  stadentt,  and  the  twijut^ 
soholan,  to  the  extent  of  board  and  lodcui:,'  at  tlie 
least  ? 

"  o.  Is  an  appeal  to  tho  bishop  of  the  dioceu 
the  proper  step  to  tsks  in  the  event  of  the  dese 
and  chapter  remiing  to  provide  the  i 
aforesaid  i " 

**  We  have  met  in  eonsnltatioa  on  thii 
and  are  of  opinion — 

"  1.  That  the  Dean  and  Cliaptcr  of  Itocbestcr 
are,  by  virtue  of  the  lettersfatent  and  cksrtM 
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«r  QbU7  ¥111.,  respectively  ealled  the  <  Funda- 
tio,'  •  Dotntio,'  and  '  Statuta.'  under  an  obligation 
in  the  nntur<;  of  a  tru<$t,  to  allow,  out  of  tho  com- 
mon funds  of  the  cathedral,  to  tho  fonr  miiwnlty 
students  nominated  from  time  to  time,  pnt*suant 
to  the  statutes,  a  yearly  sum  of  money  ^utScicnt 
hr  their  majntenaiu-e  at  the  university,  subject  to 
titdr  eompljriag  with  the  conditions  of  the  ata- 
tatcs  in  respect  of  residence  at  the  university  and 
t.nkin^  th«'ir  decrees.  Tho  treasurer  of  the  ca- 
thedral is,  by  the  statutes,  the  officer  appointed 
te  male  theee  pa  jmonta. 

"2.  We  arc  of  opinion  that  tho  dean  and  cltap- 
ter,  upon  the  same  letters-patent  and  charters, 
MV  nnier  an  obligfttion  in  the  natare  of  a  trvit, 
to  provide  for,  or  to  defray  the  costs  of  the  *  main- 
tMHUice'  (according  to  the  language  of  the  sta- 
taiM)  ef  the  twenty  foimdatien  wholan,  nooii- 
nsted  pursuant  to  tho  statutes,  out  of  tho  common 
inods  of  the  cathedral.  Tho  treasurer  is  also  tho 
officer  ajtpoint  jd  to  umko  these  payments. 

".'5.  We  think  that  the  proportion  of  tho  in- 
crea^'d  iucoiuc  applicablo  for  tbu  iiiainiL>itanco  of 
the  university  students  and  foundation  scholars  is 
to  be  regulated  by  tho  proportion  which  the  sta- 
tutable stipends  assigned  for  their  benefit,  bear 
to  the  other  stipends  assigned  by  tlio  ^tatutei.  i 
Should  tho  share  thus  aseertained  bo  found  more 
than  adequate  to  provide  board  and  lodging;  for 
the  four  univen^ity  students  and  twenty  founda- 
tion  sehdars,  it  may  be  doubtful  vbethei*  tho  sur- 
phn  -wcNdd  go  in  angmeDtatkm  of  their  'laaiote- 
nanco,*  or  in  tho  extension  of  the  limits  of  the 
ehaiity,  to  other  students  and  schoUrs. 

'*4.  We  we  ef  oplnjon  that,  hi  this  case,  deeno- 
tude  would  not  constitute  a  valid  plea  to  reh-aso 
iLa  dean  and  chafer  from  tliu  obligation  which 
(as  above  stated)  the  statutes  impose  upon  them. 
With  regard  to  the  terms  of  the  grant  (dotatio), 
wc  think  that  thcro  is  nothing  in  it  tu  coiidict 
vith  what  wo  have  already  stated  to  be,  in  our 
opinion  th**  ^irn|tor  interpretation  of  the  i^tatutes. 
On  the  coutrarj',  as  the  grant  was  made  in  puram 
ft  vfrvtbtam  tbtmetynam,  and  as  tho  dean  and 


{JULT  11,  1851^ 

being  the  ease,  be  would  now  state  what 

had  been  tho  conduct  of  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  tlic  Uocliester  Cathedral  with 
respect  to  the  education  confith'<l  to  their 
trust.  The  bum  ui  Dol.  Qs.  8d.,  ailuttcd 
to  that  school  in  1542,  wotdd,  at  the  pre- 
sent day,  amount  to  about  853^.  6s.  8c^.; 


ekapter  were  empoworcd  to  hold  Unds  by  tho 
"Fnndatio,"  subject  to  tho  obsorvanco  of  the 
onlinanecs  which  the  founder  then  had  in  con- 
templauoot  and  as  the  then  annual  value  of  the 
estates  was  ediansted  by  the  statntahle  allow- 
ai.cei  and  apportionments,  we  think  that  the  in- 
crease of  the  rents  became  applicable  to  tho  aug- 
amlBtion,  pro  rata,  of  tiie  irarious  specific  pay- 
ments direetcd  by  thi?  statutes,  or  to  correspond- 
ing pmposes,  upon  the  principle  of  cy-pres  applied 

"  5.  Should  tho  dean  and  chapter  or  tlio  trea- 
rarer  refuse  to  provide  for  tho  purposes  above 
spseilled,  application  should,  in  the  first  instance, 

be  made  to  tlie  Bishop  of  Rochester,  as  visitor,  to 
correct  the  evil ;  but  probably  tho  visitor,  in  the 
exercise  of  his  discretion,  would  think  it  proiH-r 
th.-it  the  naatter  should  go  to  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, to  be  aiUusted  there,  and  would  ^o  act  to 
tflset  that  objeet.       **  Jom  Rom 

WiLLUM  DaTED  LbWIS. 

**  Lhieoln's  Inn,  November  25.** 

HethoQglit  if  any  donht  had  existed  in  tho 


that  was  to  sav,  that  if  tho  dean  and  cha!i 
ter  hnd  allotted  j>ro  rata  the  funds  in- 
trusted to  theti),  it  would  have  been  their 
plain  duty  to  haTe  allotted  at  least  that 
earn  to  the  support  of  the  two  masters,  tho 
twenty  boys,  and  the  four  exhibit iotiors; 
or,  if  they  bad  increased  those  stipeods  in 
the  same  ratio  as  they  had  increased  their 
own,  tho  sum  to  bo  allotted  would  amomit 
to  1,812Z.  13s.  4d.  But  during  tho  years 
1831,  1832.  1833,  1834,  1835.  1836, 
1837,  and  1838,  the  sums  which  they  had 
paid  for  this  purpose  out  of  thehr  prodi- 
giously increased  revenues  were  severally 
dl.,  Ql,  51.  of.,  Gl,  31,  II,  and  IL,  until 
at  last,  in  1539,  there  was  neither  sclio- 
lar  nor  school  at  all.  They  had  pulled 
the  building  down,  sold  the  ute,  and 
there  was  no  boy  to  receive  anythin|^. 
That  was  the  manner  in  which  these 
gentlemen  dischnreed  tho  trust  confided 
to  them;  though,  us  he  had  before  stated, 
they  bad  inereased  their  own  stipends 
by  thirty-four  times  the  amount  originally 
intended  for  them.  In  a  short  time  sub- 
sequently, being  alarmed  by  the  commcu- 
tarics  of  the  press  on  the  subject,  they 
built  another  school,  and  gave  as  a  reason 
for  disposing  of  the  old  one,  that  it  was 
out  of  repair.  lie  believed  that  during 
the  present  century  the  Dean  and  Chap- 
ter of  Boehestmr  had  divided  among  them- 
selres  the  sum  of  5,000^  which  ooglit  to 
have  been  devoted  to  educational  purposes. 
Now,  he  felt  bound  to  observe  tliat  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  of  liochester  had  not  disputed 
any  of  th^  fikcts;  and  ^e  ooold  not  help 
thinking  that  the  mere  statement  of  tho 
facts,  as  far  as  they  went,  by  any  person, 
could  not  form  a  sufficient  justification  for 
the  dismissal,  by  the  dean  and  chapter,  of 
the  individaal  who  migbt  give  publicity 
to  them.  But  it  so  happened  that  the 
dean  and  chapter  did  dismiss  Mr.  Whis- 
ton,  the  head  master  of  the  school,  for 
publishiog  these  facts,  staling  that,  in 
their  opinion,  the  man  who  oontd  make  nse 
of  the  language  whieb  he  did  in  his  wotk 
on  fh(»  «nhioet,  was  unworthy  to  discharge 


minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  they  should  bo  ]  the  functions  of  head  master  of  the  Ivochcs- 
put  an  end  to  by  these  plain,  decided,  and  |  ter  grammar  school.  Now  he  (Mr.  Mowatt) 
unequitoca!  opinions,  coming  from  such  :  referred  with  confidence  to  that  work,  and 
higii  legal  and  equitable  aathoritics.  That  defied  any  hmi*  GenUamaii  to  point  his 

V0L.OXVIII.    [IBIBO  SBBIBS.]  <  U 
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finger  at  any  phnuM  therein  not  justified 
hy  the  facts  of  the  cape.    It  vras  true  that 
it  chnraeteriscd  tlio  conduct  of  the  dean 
and  chapter  as  unbecoming  that  of  gentle- 
tam,  mmh  less  oler^ymen  and  tnutecs, 
hound  to  administer  money  placed  in  their 
hands  for  cdiu-ntioTial  and  charitable  pur- 
poses.   Mr.      liistou  certainly  did  make 
use  of  strong  language;  hot  then  that  lan- 
guage was  pertinent,  and  strictly  applicable 
to  the  facts  brought  forward.    No  remedy 
■whatever  existed  for  this  ease  of  oppi  es- 
sioQ.   First,  the  dean  and  chapter  had  the 
power  to  dkmfss  Mr.  Winston;  and  next, 
it  was  impossible  for  the  bishop  to  inter- 
pose in  his  behalf  without  bringing  on  hini- 
'Bolf  the  most  signal  condcranation,  since 
the  Bishop  of  Kochcster  wni»  himself  pre- 
viously Dean  of  Woroester,  and,  in  that 
capacity  had  saiietioncd  sitnihir  misappro* 
priatioQ  of  the    fuiula    of   tliat  Chtircli. 
Whilst  Dean  of  Worcester,  he  had  cut 
down  the  stipends  allotted  for  the  support 
ef  .the  soholars  from  21 13«.  Id.  to  5s.  lOd. 
However*  Mr.  Whiston  having  made  an 
appeal,  not  with  r(  fr  rr  ncc  to  his  dismissal, 
but  with  reference  to  the  dean  and  chapter 
dechnmg  to  fulfil  their  proper  functions, 
the  bislrap,  afker  keeping  him  some  months 
in  correspondence,  and  in  suspense,  finally 
said,     1  think,  after  all,  your  best  way 
is  to  go  to  Chancery,"  meaning,  pro- 
bably, by  that,  that  he  might  go  to 
some  other  place  not  mentionable  to  ears 
polite.    So  that  it  was  no  far-fetched  de- 
duction to  say  that  it  would  ho  idle  to  apply 
to  a  man  to  decide  as  a^udgo  whoso  aute- 
eedents  made  it  impossible  for  bim  to  de- 
inde  withont  condemning  himself.  Fortu- 
nately for  the  scholars,  Air.  Whiston  was  a 
man  not  dispostsd  to  yiehl  tamely  to  such 
proceedings,  and  he  conse(^uentiy  appealed 
to  the  pnblie,  through  bis  work  entitled 
Cathedral  TrtuU  and  their  Fvfjilment, 
which  had,  however,  meanwhile  tho  etfi^ct 
with  his  sclf-coiistituted  judges  of  con- 
firmiug  his  disiui&tial.    I  a  that  state  of 
things  he  applied  to  the  Court  of  Qaeen's 
Bench,  and  obtained  a  mandamut,  com- 
pelling the  dean  and  chapter  to  restore 
him  to  his  office,  or  to  show  cause  for 
not  complying,    llo  might  observe  that 
Mr.  Whiston  adopted  that  eodrse  more 
with  the  hope  of  indneing  his  opponents 
to  meet  him  rm  the  merits  of  tlio  case, 
than   with  any   other  intention.  lint 
they  abstuned  from  putting  in  their  case 
the  opinions  of  their  oonnsel  in  relation  to 
the  matter;  and,  therefore,  he  tboogbt  he 
might  eoncludo  that  those  opinions  were 
Mr.  MqwoU 


eonflrmaloiy  of  those  which  he  had  already 
qMoted  ns  expressed  by  the  present  Master 
of  the  Rolls  and  Mr.  Lewis.    The  dean 
and  chapter  met  him,  however,  on  techni- 
eal  gnftmds,  sta^g  that  he  should  have 
applied  in  the  first  instance  to  the  bishop, 
as  visitor,  and  in  ca«G  of  his  refusing  to 
entertain  the  case,  then  he  (Mr.  Whistou) 
woohl  hare  been  jtiatjiled  in  going  befeie 
the  Queen's  Bench.    Now,  ia  his  (Mr. 
Mowatt's)  opinion,  that  was  an  admission 
of  the  substantial  merits  of  the  ca'=o.  He 
would  rcf^  to  a  table  showing  the  coup- 
ratife  value  of  the  oathedral  endownents 
in  1542,  when  they  were  founded,  and  at 
the  present  day,  with  accounts  of  the  sums 
drawn  by  the  doaa  and  chapter  for  ihoir 
own  emolument,  and  also  of  those  expend- 
ed npon  sehools.   The  original  endow* 
ment  of  the  Cathedral  of  Canterbury  was 
2,547?.  18^.;  the  present  value,  84,525f.: 
gross  receipts,  as  returned  hy  the  deauaad 
chapter,  on  uu  average  ol  seven  years  end- 
ing 1834,  were  19,463/.  In  1542  the  awn 
expended  on  schools  was  430^,  or  oue- 
shth  of  its  total  revenue;  in  1834  the 
ciiaptcr  expended  only  l-4G4th  part  of 
its    revenues  on  educational  purposes. 
The  original  endowment  of  Bristol  was 
688(.  9s.  9d, ;  ito  value  by  the  hut  returns 
was  24,780?.;  the  proportion  received  in 
this  case  by  its  dean  and  chapter  was 
4.4892.    The  amonut   expended  npoo 
schools  at  the  period  of  its  roondation  was 
201. t  or  l-34th  of  the  revenues;  it  was 
now  only  1 -279th  part  of  the  revenues.  He 
would  not  weary  the  House  by  going  over 
all  the  cases.   He  wontd  take  tut  of  Re- 
cliester,  witli  which  he  was  more  ioune- 
diatoly  concerned.  The  original  ondowmsol 
of  Rochester  Cathedral  was  i<20l.  10*.;  by 
tlie  last  return  the  value  was  29,o3Si.,  out 
of  which  the  dean  and  chapter  took  di- 
rcctly,  7,0ddl.    The  amount  expended  ia 
on  the  school  was  00?.  ISs.  GJ..  or 
one-eitrhth  of  its  whole  revenue;  whilat  the 
proportion  expended  in  1S34,  before  the 
school  was  closed,  was  l-233rd  part.  Witb 
more  or  less  variation,  the  same  eooilBQlia 
disparity  existed  in  all  the  otlier  cases.  He 
:  would  refer  to  the  return  of  the  Cathedral 
incomes  for  the  two  periods,  because  it 
showed  the  distribntion  of  i^e  revennes 
amongst  the  different  dignitaries  and  offi- 
cers of  the  chapters.    In  1542  the  Dean 
of  Canterbury  rcecivcd  300/.;  in  1S31- 
J849,  his   income  averaged  2,050t  In 
1542  the  Dean  of  Boebester  received  1001., 
in  1840  he  received  l,426i.    In  1542  tbe 
Bean  of  Peterborough  received  lOOL;  in 
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1849  l)c  recdv«d  1.166?.    In  1542  the 

Dean  of  Gloucester  received  lOOif. ;  lie  re- 
ceived l,\m.  in  1840.  In  tlio  Dean 
of  Worceater  received  123^;  at  present  be 
nerif«d  1,486/.  The  eaaons  of  Caiitor> 
bury,  in  1542,  received  40/.  2«.  lid.;  in 
184'J,  1,010?.  At  Kochc&ter,  the  stipend 
of  each  prebendary  was  201.  in  li542; 
whiUt.  in  1840,  it  was  680i,  19*.  At 
P«lerboroii||h  it  was  20Lp  in  1543,  and 
539^  at  present;  and  so  on  all  the  way 
tlir(n:<*h.  He  might  l>c  allowed  to  read 
the  wonls  of  the  oath  taken  by  the 
deana  and  canons  of  cathedrals,  that  the 


▼dno  of  8,217/.  St,   With  regiml  to  the 

Dean  and  Chapter'  of  Itocho.'^tcr,  he  oidy 
wi.slied  to  add  t!int  they — robbed,  he  was 
guiug  to  gay — but  not  liking  to  ronko  use 
of  strong  language,  he  would  merely  say 
that  thej  appropriated  to  themselrea  the 
funds  set  apart  for  the  benefit  of  the  stu- 
dents ;  and  although  their  statutes  ex- 
pressly set  forth 

—  **tliiit  la  otder  that  ih«  minor  oanona  and 

priests  of  tin-  cIuutIi  in.iy  diligently  attend  to  the 
duties  of  the  church,  we  allow  them  Iic«iioe  to 
hold  one  and  onljr  one  eeelesiaBtieal  iMoeAee  with 

the  aforc"iaiJ  sorsiooN,  iii-nTidoil  tliat  siioli  bi'iafico 
is  not  more  tiian  twonty-four  miles  iirom  Roches- 


the  statutes  and  ordinanctf^  of  Kini,'  Ilcury  VIII. 
oar  founder,  and  will  take  oars  that  thoy  shall  bo 
kept  by  others,  so  6r  aa  in  me  Us* ;  uid  fliat  I 
will  not  hinder  what  may  Ik?  law  fully  donr  fur  tlio 
profit  and  lumour  of  this  church,  but  will  study 


House  might  see  how  badly,  even  aoeordiDg  ter." 

to  their  own  interpretation,  they  fulfilled  Still,  nevertheless,  the  three  prehendal 
the  duties  that  devolved  upon  thorn  by  vir-  j  j)riests  of  the  churcli  held  benefices  more 
toe  of  their  offices  : —  j  than  one  in  number,  ami  at  more  than 

••I,  A.  B.,  who  hsTo  been  nominated,  elected.  UK)  miles*  distance  from  the  cathedral. 
UKl  insUtuted  canon  (or  dean)  of  this  cathedral  ■  ipbo  Tolue  of  the  livitlgS  held  by  tho  doftns 
ebnreh,  havuiir  in  my  hand  the  Holy  Gospels  of         a  "  .  ^  n  trAixt 

G«r«iear  thJt  I  will  keep  nil  and  every  one  of  j  ™        canons  was  returned  at  7.7401., 

exclusive  of  their  own  imniedKito  revenues 
as  deans  and  canons  of  that  cathedral, 
amounting  to  4,830/.  per  annum;  or  a 
— «  ^  ineome  of  12,5701.   They  had  alao 

tf  ^^r  rhmgs  I  will  take  to  ndn^  itmly,  aad  ob-  ' 

lenre,  so  far  as  in  me  lies." 

By  way  of  contrast,  he  wished  to  refer  to 
tM  BUHMmMBt  of  Trinity  College,  Cam- 
bridge. The  sixty  scholars  in  that  Col- 
lego  were  each  orio;ina11y  allowed  only 
3i,  18f.  4<^.  per  year  as  their  total  stipend 
or  allowance;  but  that  suai  iiud  been  in- 
tnasod  to  841.  7$,  84.  eaoh.  In  Wtn- 
ehester  school  tiio  inavtiae  had  been  from 
Zl  6*.  Sd.  per  soholnr  per  annum  to  50?.; 
aad  in  Durham  school  the  increase  was  in 
like  proportion.  It  was  not  his  (Mr. 
Mevatt's)  intontion  to  go  into  erideiMe  of 
the  other  abuses  that  existed  amongst 
these  cfithfdrni  hodics,  and  the  violation  of 
their  trust  m  other  than  educational  mat* 
ten;  but  he  thought  he  might  contrast 
thoir  eonduet  to  the  scholars  with  that 
which  they  pursued  in  their  own  indi- 
vidual eases,  to  show  that  thov  were 
not  altogether  iosoDaible  of  the  advan- 
tafo  of  poaaMBin||^  money.  It  was  te- 
aaikablo,  as  an  lUnatration  of  the  to- 
Ino  set  upon  money  by  the  members 
cf  thrsf.  institutions,  that  a  prebendary  of 
Caotcrbury,  who  had  put  himself  forward 
Mospienonsty  with  his  eommenta  on  the 
case  of  Mr.  Whiston,  whom  ho  aeoased  of 
forwarding  the  cause  of  atheists  and  level- 
lers, was  a  pluralist,  who,  far  from  l)eiiig 


pital  of  wliich  thf  y  wen'  patrons,  as  suc- 
cessors of  tbe  former  ])i  i(i!-=;  of  Rnclioster, 
to  such  un  extent  that  from  to  1835 

the  dean  reeeived,  for  fines  for  the  re- 
newal of  leases  alone,  no  less  a  sum  than 
5.707^  7s.  10^?.  Besides  all  thh,  the 
valui  (  f  ihp  patronage  in  the  hands  of  the 
dean  auii  cuuoos,  and  enjoyed  by  their  con- 
Boetions,  was  4»940{.  As  an  additional 
instance  of  tho  rapacity  of  the  dean  and 
chapter,  he  bofrn'od  to  state  the  following 
case  to  the  House.  A  few  years  ago,  one  of 
the  canons  died,  and  his  canonry  lapsed  to 
tho  Beelestasticat  Commission,  so  that  a 
dean  and  five  canons  were  left  for  the 
•'spiritual  services," at  the  rate  of  4,830^.  a 
year  for  what  they  might  do.  Accordingly, 
on  their  praying  to  he  relieved  from  the 
additional  duty  by  the  appointment  of  a 
substitute,  the  Commissioners  consented, 
and  allowed  50/.  a  month  for  it.  Tho 
chapter  then  selected,  and  the  bishop  ap- 
proved, as  a  snbstitiito,  tho  most  heavily 
burthened  oanon  of  those  who  had  prayed 
to  be  relieved  from  lah  airs  which,  for  the 
most  part,  were  now  diseliarged  by  the 
minor  canons,  but  without  any  of  the  501, 
He  would  state  another  ease,  refleeting, 
in  his  opinion  in  like  manner,  on  one 
of  the  jirebenJitries  of  Rochester.  The 
Charter  House  provided  an  exhibition  of 


cuuteni  with  his  prehendal  income  of  20/.  a  year  for  eight  years  "  for  the  chil- 
1,000/.,  held  benefices  and  pieferments ,  dren  only  of  such  as  nave  not  tho  moans 


•f  variooa  Idiida  amountiDg  to  tKe  yearly  |  to  bring  thom  op."  Now,  one  of  tho  pra* 
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bendifSftS  of  the  cathedral,  who  enjoyed  an 
income  of  2,25  H.  and  a  living  worth  in 
tithes  953^,  and  who  solicited  an  increase 
of  stipend  from  the  Lepers'  Hospital,  got 
aa  exhibition  of  100^.  •  year  for  hi»  own 
son  for  the  eight  years,  whilst  he  refused 
to  admit  the  nllownncc  bovoiid  the  original 
51.  to  the  poor  scholars,  and  which  hj  the 
cliartcr  thej  wore  to  be  aUowed  to  enable 
ihem  to  punne  tbeir  studies  at  the  school. 
Just  fancy  a  man  with  such  an  income 
quartering  his  own  son  on  the  establish- 
ment with  an  exhibition  of  1002.  a  year, 
and  yet  having  the  beari  to  ranfine  the 
others  to  5i,    He  was  now  about  to  ask 
the  ITonsc  to  addrrs"  the  Crown  for  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  educational  irustb  confided 
to  the  cadiedral  establiihmente  of  the 
kingdom,  and  he  hoped  that  no  member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  offer 
any  objection  to  the  proposal.    He  would 
not  beforehand,  at  all  events,  do  any  Diem> 
ber  of  the  Gorernment  the  injuttioe  to 
suppose  that  they  could  be  so  indifferent 
to  the  interests  of  the  country,  in  so  far 
as  they  were  connected  with  education,  as 
to  throw  the  slightest  impediment  in  the 
way  of  any  bond       rmnedial  measure 
that  might  be  fwqKksed  to  the  House, 
unless  it  were  open  to  some  very  strong 
objections.     He  inferred,  however,  that 
this  Motion  would  be  opposed  by  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman  the  Member  fur  the  Uni- 
Tersity  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goulbum).  He 
had  no  desire  to  speak  disrespectfully  of 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  nor  would  he 
say  it  offensively,  bnt  he  must  remai^ 
that  he  thought  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stood  in  a  false  position  with  respect  to 
this  question,  for  he  stood  in  the  position 
of  the  hirai  advocate  of  the  Ecclesiasti- 
cal CommissioD,  and  bad  always  in  that 
eharaeter  advooated  all  the  abuses  that 
came  within  the  cognisance  of  that  com- 
mission.   Now,    although   Hcnr}'  VIII., 
when  he  founded  these  cathedral  bodies  in 
1542,  had  passed  statntes  for  their  govern- 
ment* he  never  intended  to  part  with  the 
control  over  tlicm,  for,  within  four  years 
after  their  establishment,  a  Connnission 
was  issued  to  inquire  into  tuu  manner  in 
which  the  trosts  confided  to  them  bad 
been  osmed  out.    He  thought  that,  when 
such  maladministration  as  be  had  shown 
existed,  it  was  quite  consistent  with  t!ie 
obligations  of  the  Crown  to  grant  :3ucu  a 
Commission  <rf  inquiry  as  ho  sought.  He 
conld  not  be  met  by  the  assertion  that 
Ibifl  was  a  trifling  matter,  or  one  in  which 

Mr,  MowaU 


the  Government  were  not  interested;  for 
he  would  ask  if  it  could  be  consideretl  as  a 
matter  of  trifling  importance  the  scandal- 
ous misappropriatioQ  be  bad  demoiistrat- 
ed  of  the  munificent  endowments  ereated 
for  the  education,  to  a  certain  extent,  of 
the  people  of  the  present  and  all  future 
ages  i  In  the  words  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  the  Unirersity  of  Oxford.  "What 
advantage  is  there  to  the  comnumity  that 
might  not  flow  out  of  these  establishments, 
if  they  had  been  properly  administ'^rod 
Let  any  man  reflect  upon  the  odvautoge 
whUUlk  it  would  be  to  b«ve  *  first-rate 
grammar  school  in  every  cathedral  town 
thrmirrhout  the  kingdom.  It  would  ho 
difficult  to  over-estimate  the  beneficial  re- 
sults that  might  be  expected  from  Buch 
aeademieal  establishments,  so  managed  as 
to  serve  as  models  for  similar  institutions 
all  over  the  country.  It  was  impossible  to 
give  an  impetus  to  the  education  of  the 
upper  classes  without  its  exercising  a  great 
influoice  upon  the  lower  classes. 
Amendmmt  proposed— 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That '  to  the, 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 
'  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  KLvjesty, 
praying  tiiat  She  will  h<?  graciously  jdcasotl  to 
appoint  a  Commission  to  inquiru  into  and  n.^> 
port  upon  the  administration  of  the  Educational 
Trusts  confided  to  ihs  CathMlnd  £ctal}li«hiaeiits 
of  the  Kixjgdoiu.'  ** 

Mr.  HORSMAN  seconded  the  Motion. 
The  SOLIOITOR  GENERAL  conld 

a«3ure  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  re- 
sumed his  seat  that  -hp.  had  no  doubt  what- 
ever of  the  purity  of  hi-  motives,  and  his 
anxious  desire,  in  bringing  forward  this 
Motion,  to  promote  that  which  he  felt  to 
be  a  great  public  end;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  (the  Solicitor  General)  was  en- 
titled to  ask  from  the  hon.  Member  a  little 
forbearance  and  consideration  with  refer- 
enoe  to  the  motives  of  others  who  tnight 
not  precisely  agree  with  his  views  upon 
this  subject,  and  towards  whom  he  had 
used  expressions  which  were  hardly  justi- 
fiable. The  hon.  Gentleman  bad  termed 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Rochester  rub- 
bers, and  had  also  said  thot  the  Bishop  of 
Rochester  had  so  conducted  himself  that 
it  was  impossible  for  Mr.  Whiston  to  ob- 
tain justice  at  bis  bands.  The  bon.  Gen- 
tleman had  also  said  that  the  right  bon. 
Member  fur  Cambridge  University  ("Mr. 
Goulbum),  from  whom  he  seemed  to  cx- 

Sect  some  opposition,  was  not  to  be  ere- 
ited  on  a  subject  of  this  kind.  [Mr. 
MoWATT :  No,  no  I  ]  The  hon  Menv* 
ber  said,  at  least,  that  that  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  liad  placed  himself  in  a  false 
position  in  that  Mouse,  because  bo  was 
KceiTtDg  an  inoome  as  one  of  the  Eeolesi- 
astical  Conuuissionm.  The  real  question 
before  the  House,  upon  wliieh  tlic  lion. 
Member  had  moved  bis  Amendment,  was 
whether  tboj  should  go  into  a  Committee 
flf  Supply.  Of  ooiine,  H  wai  quite  eompe- 
tent  for  the  hon.  Member  to  bnog  forward 
gucli  a  Motion  upon  such  an  occasion;  but 
it  was  equally  competent  for  persons  who 
might  feci  the  deepest  interest  in  cduca- 
Ika  (end  quite  apart  from  any  objections 
that  might  be  urged  to  the  Motion),  to  huj 
that,  at  this  period  of  tbo  Srssion,  they 
thought  it  more  important  tliat  tJu^  House 
Bbould  go  into  a  Committee  of  Supply,  tbau 
Aatit  ahonld  enter  into  an  inquiry  of  this 
parliciikr  description.  Ho  should  not, 
noTTcvcr,  rest  the  question  there.  There 
wore  other  objections  to  the  Motion  wlucli 
must  be  apparent  to  every  one.  ihe  iion. 
Member  had  rested  hie  Uotioa  so  entirely 
■pon  the  case  of  the  dean  and  canons  of 
Roche-tor  tl»at,  during  an  address  of  more 
than  two  hours,  be  had  not  devoted  more 
than  ten  minutes  to  other  bodies,  while  the 
iMt  of  his  tneech  fm  oeeopied  with  the 
esse  of  the  Kev.  Mr.  Whiston.  Now  the 
vork  which  that  ;;cnt!cman  bad  published 
was  unquestionably  a  very  able  one,  and 
contained  a  great  deal  of  valuable  iufor- 
uation;  but  it  would  have  had  mneh  more 
weight  had  he  confined  himself  to  a  stato- 
roent  of  facts  without  disfig;uring  it  with 
the  admixture  of  sharp  reprobation  of  all 
those  with  whom  he  had  had  any  differ- 
ence. He  was  not  going  to  enter  into  the 
points  of  dis|  iit(  between  Mr.  Winston  and 
the  dean  and  the  canons  of  Koehester;  but 
be  thought  that  the  first  objectiou  which 
presented  itself  to  the  Motion  was  that  it 
leslly  was  a  MoUon  founded  entirely  on  a 
matter  now  in  course  of  ailjudieatioii  be- 
fore a  proper  tribunal;  and  if  there  was 
one  thing  more  inconvenient  than  another, 
it  was  that,  when  a  gentleman  had  nnfor- 
twiately  got  involved  in  a  course  of  Uttga- 
tion,  and  was  dissatisfied  with  the  course 
which  it  was  taking,  he  should  think  it  de- 


sion  was  subsequently  given  by  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench.  The  question  at  issue, 
namely,  whether  Mr.  Wlmton  had  been 
unduly  removed,  was  referred  to  the  risitor, 
before  whom  it  was  now  pending,  and  who 
had  the  legal  assistance  of  Mr.  Baron 
Parke,  and  of  Dr.  Lushington,  the  Chan- 
ceUor  of  the  dioeew  ei  Bocbester.  He 
(the  Solicitor  General)  thought  that  the 
case  of  Mr.  Whiston  was  therefore  safe  in 
the  visitors'  hands,  and  that  it  was  unde- 
sirable to  issue  a  Commission  to  inquire 
nominally  into  the  administration  of  the 
educational  trusts  confided  to  tho  ecclesi* 
astical  establishmerits  of  the  kingdom,  but 
clearly  and  distinctly  into  thia  ])articular 
case  of  Mr.  Whiston.  But  the  fact  was, 
that  our  past  legislation  with  referenoe  to 
the  cathedral  funds  had  rendered  this  Mo- 
tion most  innppropriate  altogether,  irre- 
spcetive  of  tho  time  at  which  it  was  broti'^'ht 
forward.  The  proper  tribunal  to  inquire 
into  these  trusts,  if  thej  were  sueh,  was  of 
course  the  Court  of  Chancery,  which  inves- 
tigated  all  questions  relative  to  trusts. 
And  if  they  were  not  trusts  in  the  strict 
sense  of  tho  word,  ilie  visitor  was  tho  pro- 
per person  to  apply  to  to  correct  any  faults 
in  their  administration.  There  was  no> 
thing  left  for  a  Commission  to  do  in  this 
matter,  as  Mr.  Whiston  had  rendered  in- 
quiry utterly  needless  by  publishing  a  large 
portaoa  of  the  statutes  of  the  different  ca- 
thedral bodies*  and  pointing  out  where  the 
rest  might  be  obtained.  So  that  it  was 
easy  for  any  body  so  disposed  to  arrive  at 
all  the  necessary  information  with  respect 
to  these  educational  trusts,  if  trusts  tiiey 
were,  wbich  this  information  would  show. 
IIo  believed  that  it  would  have  been  wise, 
not  as  a  matter  of  trust,  but  of  policy,  if 
the  Lestslature,  before  passing  the  Act  to 
which  he  was  about  to  refer,  had  taken 
care,  in  arrangin<^  the  distribution  of  tho 
cathedral  property,  ti»  make  duo  provision 
for  the  education  of  the  people  in  connec- 
tion with  these  collegiate  establishments. 
But  by  the  3rd  and  4th  Victoria,  o.  113, 
the  Legislature  had  fixed  tho  income  of 
cvrrv  (Irnn  and  prebendary  iti  every  cathe- 


tirablc  that  the  whole  of  his  case  should  be  >  dral,  and  had  handed  over  the  whole  sur 
brought  before  that  House,  and  that  Uo-  plus  to  the  Eeclesiastieal  Commissioners, 
tms  should  be  founded  on  that  which  was  by  whom  it  was  to  be  applied,  after  all  due 
in  courte  of  being  determined  by  a  compe-  charges  were  paid  (according  to  the  67th 
tent  tribunal.  The  Rev.  Mr.  Whiston  had  i  section),  iu  relief  of  the  spiritual  destitu- 
in  the  first  instance  brought  his  case  before  |  tion  prevailing  in  vai  iou:i  parts  of  tho 
the  Court  of  Olunieery,  where  it  was  de-  j  eountnr.  There  was  another  provision  in 
cided  tliat  be  had  taken  an  improper  I  the  49th  section,  relating  to  grammar 
course,  and  that  ho  should  have  applied  to  i  schools — that  nothing  in  that  Act  con- 
tiie  Bishop  as  visitor;  and  tho  same  dcci-  taincd  should  be  construed  to  atfect  tho 
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right  of  anj  chapter,  according  to  the  cus- 
toms and  laws  of  that  chapter  existing  at 
the  time  of  the  pasting  of  the  Act,  to 
make  due  proTitioii  out  of  the  corporate 
revenoes  for  the  maintenance  of  tho  fabric, 
the  support  of  tho  grammar  school,  and  all 
other  necessary  and  proper  expenditure. 
The  effeet  of  this  clause  was  merely  to  give 
tho  dean  and  canons  the  power  of  spe till- 
ing money  on  grammar  schools  acconling 
to  the  statutes  and  customs  prevailing  at 
the  time  the  Act  passed.   Complaints  nad 
been  made  of  the  conduct  of  tho  Dean  and 
Cliapter  of  Westtniiistcr,  who,  instead  of 
applying  200/.  a  year  to  the  education  of 
forty  boys,  had  ajipropriated  to  that  pur- 
pQM  from  1,6001.  to  i.SOOI.  a  year.  Mr. 
Whiston,  in  the  second  edition  of  his  pam- 
phlet gave  the  dean  and  chapter  dne  crcdU 
for  t'ii"^  expenditure;  but  in  tho  third  edi- 
tion, after  some  letters  hud  appeared  on 
the  euhjeet  in  tho  2ViiMt,  he  retracted  a 
great  portion  of  his  praise,  because  the 
dean  and  chapter  had  oompelled  the  boys 
to  pay  some  1,600Z.  or  1,800?.  a  year  for 
other  purposes  wholly  besides  those  of  the 
ori^nal  fotindatioD.   He  (the  Solicitor 
Genera))  would  only  say  that  the  statutes 
of  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster 
contemplated  a  totally  different  class  of 
scholars  from  those  now  receiving  the  be- 
nefits of  tho  feondattoa.    Those  statutes 
referred  to  boys  accustomed  to  lire  in  the 
rooghest  manner,  and  Avho  were  to  havo 
no  other  attendance  than  that  of  three 
servants  to  the  whde  nmnher  of  forty 
scholars.    Wlicn  increased  accommodation 
was  considered  necessary  for  the  boys,  a 
large  and  commodious  building  was  erect- 
ed, and  in  order  to  pay  oif  the  .chm'ge  of 
that  hnildittg,  and  especially  the  expenses 
of  erecting  a  sanatoriun  for  sick  scholars. 
It  was  requisite  tliat  a  payment  sliouid  ho 
made  by  the  hoys  npon  tho  foundation; 
but  the  dean  and  chapter  still  continued  to 
pay  1,8001.  instead  of  2002.  a  year  to> 
wards  the  mmntenance  of  the  schooi.  It 
became  necessary,  therefore,  to  insert  a 
saving  clause  in  tlie  Act,  or  tliey  would 
have  taken  away  from  tho  Westminster 
boys  that  1,600^  a  year,  which  wooldhaTe 
been  handed  over  to  the  Ecdcsiastiosl 
Cf  rnmissioners.    The  deans  and  canons, 
whose  salaries  wero  fixed  by  this  statute, 
could  not  be  affected  by  the  inquiries  of 
the  Commission;  and,  supposing  that  the 
Commission  should  decide  that  thero  were 
grammar  schools  which  were  not  now  k^pt 
up  according  to  their  ancient  statutes,  the 


whether  it  was  more  expedient  that  the 
surplus  arising  from  the  chapter  estates 
should  be  devoted  to  the  grammar  schools* 

or  to  the  relief  of  spiritual  instruction  in 
populous  places.  Of  course,  if  they  were 
trusts,  they  wore  capable  of  being  enforced; 
but  whaterer  money  was  obtained  for  them 
must  come  from  the  Ecclesiastical  Com* 
niissioners,  and  must  he  deducted  from  the 
funds  appropriated  to  the  relief  of  spirttnal 
instruction. 

Mb.  BERNAL  said,  the  ease  of  Vr« 
Whiston  was  nuxed  up  with  a  very  impor- 
tant subject.  Th  '  Ip  n.  Gcntlotnan  (Mr. 
Mownttj  had  used  Mr.  Whiston 's  case  as 
an  illustration  of  the  general  subject,  aud 
had  brought  forward  the  question  with  re* 
spect  to  the  Pean  and  Chapter  of  Rochester 
as  only  part  of  tho  whole  ."iuhject.  He 
aji^recd  with  the  hon.  and  leftrned  Solicitor 
General  that  as  the  case  ot  Mr.  WhbtoU 
was  now  sub  judic9  pendentB  life,  it  ought 
not  to  be  inquired  into  by  that  House* 
That  individual  continued  to  act  still  as 
master,  and  instructed  a  portion  of  the 
scholars  who  were  voluntarily  sent  to  him 
by  their  parents.  He  (Ifr.  denial}  deeply 
regretted  that  aaeh  things  should  lieooiae 
matters  of  open  scandal,  and  injurions  to 
old  and  valuable  institutions,  doing  no  good, 
but  exciting  feelings  of  disgust  and  coUf 
tempt.  There  had  been  a  point  refenrad 
to  tliat  niijht  which  was  not  sufficiently  un- 
derstood by  the  House  or  1  y  tlio  country 
at  large — be  meant  tho  construction  put 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  SolicitM*  General 
on  the  statute  of  3  and  4  Victoria,  c.  113. 
If  the  doctrine  advanced  by  the  hun.  aiil 
learned  Gentleman  were  rii^ht,  the  fund 
was  completely  removed  from  the  cootrul 
of  the  eeolesiMtteil  bodj.  He  agreed  m 
thinking  that  the  form  in  whieh  the  Mo- 
tion was  put,  was  not,  perhaps,  convenient, 
but  tho  terms  on  which  ho  had  based  it 
wero  of  tho  greatest  importance.  These 
were  points  to  which  every  GoTemmeat 
should  givo  their  most  earnest  atteutien, 
and  thev  .iliould  not  allow  those  c^r'evances 
to  be  bruited  abroad  for  another  year.  Tb« 
Church  of  England  wanted  support  out  of 
doorsi  it  wanted  that  attentfou  and  nfom 
whieh  nothing  but  the  action  of  tho  Go* 
vernmcnt  could  sufficiently  effect.  He 
would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  to  explain  to  him  how  he  conceived 
that  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Roohestsr 
could  pay  the  satarios  of  six  almsmen,  to 
whom  reference  was  made  the  other  even- 
ing by  the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebono 


question  would  be,  if  they  were  not  trusts,  |  (Sur  B.  Uall),  if  all  the  surplus  funds  be* 
2^  ScUcUor  Cfenma 
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joad  the  sttlvies  of  liie  dettn,  arebd^eon, 

aid  prebendary  were  oxpciuU-'il  i 

The  SOLICITOR  GENKKAL  :  I  saul, 
after  all  thie  charges  were  pniil;  and  every 
MMh  charge  mast  come  of  course  out  of 
4i6  E«^ftiutiiHd  Oommia^onen  Fund. 
TImI  it  liftUe  to  mtk9  good  tbe  defi- 
cicncv. 

Mh.  BEKNAL  thoiiglit,  tlu\t  whether  in 
the  shape  of  a  Goramisaion  or  an  iu(|uiry, 
the  Qoverametit  wm  impdhitlvely  called 
opon  to  look  into  this  matter.  No  code* 
aiastical  hodj  In  the  kingdom  should  with- 
hold its  compliance  from  tlie  duo  ohjocts 
of  th^  original  holders;  and  if  they  did,  it 
would  be  neoeSMry  for  the  GoTemluent  to 
SCO  that  tlic  triitto  pom  tod  out  byihefoun- 
clrr^  sIj  iu]d  ho  coTiscientiously  observed. 
UliQtover  they  tliought  or  decided  in  that 
House,  there  waa  a  spirit  of  inquiry  and 
iamtigeiion  abroed,  and  if  thej  did  not 
pfoperly  direct  it.  it  might  lead  lliem  into 
a  sea  of  trouhle  and  anxiety :  but  if  they 
at  once  manifested  a  kindly  yielding  to, 
sod  a  genial  harmony  with,  the  spirit  of 
Ae  agi«  they  might  proceed  with  aafety. 
If  they  slumbered  on  in  an  uncertain 
kind  of  life — at  times  defending  the  oc- 
ciciiiastical  bodies,  at  others  carping  at 
them,  but  doing  nothing — they  woold  be 
behind  tbe  spirit  of  the  age,  and  do  their 
best  to  destroy  the  hnlwarks  of  the 
Church,  and  that  general  spirit  of  reli- 
gion that  was  inherent  in  the  bosom  of 
•veiy  Britiab  subjeot. 

Mr.  MONCKTOH  MILNE  S  legged  to 
bear  his  testimony,  the  result  of  a  long 
and  intimate  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Whis- 
Um^  to  that  gentleman's  ability  and  ex- 
einant  ebaraetor.  If  in  bis  pamphlet 
Mr.  Whiaton  had  used  anjrpbraaea  whiob 
appeared  to  partake  of  unnecessnry  acer- 
bity, h(»n.  Ucntlemen  should  not  f(jrgot 
that  that  pamphlet  was  publiiihod  only  as 


a  laat  reaoaree,  and  nfter  every  attempt 

had  been  made  on  his  part  to  brin^  about 
what  he  cmi  f  ienliously  believed  to  bo  just 
bj  fair  and  courteous  means;  and,  secondly, 
that,  when  summoned  before  the  chapter, 
he  itated  in  tli«  moat  poaitive  way  thai  he 
•itreinely  regretted  Any  violent  expressions 
whirh  ho  might  have  used,  and  that  he  cn- 
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other  vranner.   If  tbe  ease  waa  aa  It  bad 

been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Soli* 
citor  (itMieral,  then  indeed  they  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  matter,  and  they 
would  have  had  merely  to  refer  Mr.  Whia- 
ton to  tbe  Eooleaiattieal  Coniniaaionera, 
and  to  say  that  they  would  be  extremely 
glad  to  dispose  of  a  larger  portion  of  the 
cathedral  funds  in  favour  of  this  cilucational 
establicihment,  but  they  were  prevented  by 
lavr  from  doing  ao.  The  fMt  waa,  how> 
ever,  he  could  not  find  that  the  dean  and 
c1in[itfM*  had  ever  used  that  argument.  On 
the  contrary,  so  far  from  that,  they  had 
always,  in  their  communication  with  Mr. 
Whiaton,  atoted  that  the  qneationof  in- 
creasing the  advantegea  of  this  educational 
c?tablishnioTit  ivns  one  to'whicdi  they  were 
not  opposed,  and  to  which  they  were  per- 
fectly willing  to  direct  their  attention* 
They  never  aeemod  to  think  for  one  wo* 
ment  that  tbe  case  was  out  of  their  hands. 
There  could  he  no  doubt  that  the  legal 
question  bad  gone  against  Mr.  VVhiston-^ 
that  tbe  qu^tion  whether  these  cathedral 
trustees  were  trustees  In  a  legal  aenso  or 
not  had  been  decided  against  him;  and  his 
removal  from  the  office  of  roaster  was  a 
secondary  matter  to  that.  Mr.  Whiaton 
had  certainly  faUed  legally;  hut  that  waa 
no  reason  why,  upon  a  representation  of 
tho  caso  hi-foro  the  Ilouse  of  Commons, 
some  remedy  should  not  be  applied  to  tho 
difficulty.  In  asking  for  a  commission,  his 
bon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mowatt)  had  done  no 
more  than  the  circumstances  of  the  caae 
fairly  warranted  him  in  doing;  and  if  ho 
went  to  a  division,  ho  (Mr.  Milnes)  should 
certaiiilv  vote  with  him.  Mr,  Whiston's 
case  appeared  to  htm  to  be  one  of  very 
peculiar  hardship.  He,  in  fact,  created 
the  school  at  Rochester.  It  had  been  al- 
lowed to  fall  into  decay  and  disuse.  Tho 
cathedral  body  represented  that  it  was 


beaten  out  of  the  field  by  good  proprietory 
schools  in  the  neighbourhood;  but  it  was 
their  business  to  see  that  it  did  not  fall 
into  tlmt  position.  It  was  in  a  generous 
spirit  that  Mr.  Whiston  took  np  tbe  caae, 
and  he  bad  been  hardly  dealt  with  by  them 
for  it.  If  tbe  preaent  debate  was  followed 
by  no  other  conscqnonces,  he  trusted  that. 


lirely  disavowed  any  intention  of  injuring  i  at  any  rate,  it  would  reach  the  ears  of 
or  insulting  any  member  of  that  body.  |  that  important  bodr  the  Dean  and  Chap- 
And  be  (Mr.  Milnea)  conld  not  bat  think  |  ter  of  Rocbestor  that  'it  was  tho  opinion 
that  the  ehaptor  would  have  done  greator  of  this  House  that  Mr.  Whiston's  case 
justice  to  the  religion  they  professed,  and 
establishment  to  which  they  belonged, 
if  they  had  treated  Hr.  WUaton  in  a  dif- 
ftnot-apirit,  and  met  hia  advanoaa  m  aa- 


of  this  House  that  Mr. 
was  deserving  of  at  l  ^a^t  very  generous 
oonsideratiou;  and  he  did  ho[ie  they  would 
aea  tibat  it  woaM  be  beoomiug  in  a  great 
body  Uk«  them  to  act  ahoro  ail  anapioion 


Digitized  by  Google 


591  Cathedral 

of  petty  motiTBSi  personal  feelings,  per- 
sonal pique,  or  personal  profit.  lie  trusted 
thot  they  would  see  that  they  could  uot  do 
greater  justice  to  themselves  than  by  put- 
ting the  most  leDient,  even  though  it  might 
not  be  »  Btrietly  jnat*  interpretation  upon 
the  past,  and  hy  retaining  Mr.  Whiston  in 
the  situation  to  which  he  had  done  so  much 
honour,  really  confer  honour  upon  them- 
BelveBa 

Mr!  ROUXDELL  rAL:MRrv  cousid- 
cred  it  wns  much  to  he  lameutej  that 
when  hon.  Members  desired  to  bring  for- 
ward Ifotions  involving  general  proposi- 
tions for  the  advantage  of  the  Church  and 
of  the  country,  they  should  take  iho^o  as 
opportunities  for  attacks  upon  individuals, 
named  or  not  named,  most  unjust  in  prin- 
ciple, probably  most  unjust  in  their  appli- 
eation  to  the  individuals,  and  which  those 
individuals  were  not  present  to  answer. 
The  offence  imputed  to  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  Boohester  had  been  this— that 
there  being  eertain  etatutes  which  provided 
for  various  excellent  purposes  that  had 
falleu  into  decay,  well  as  for  the  main- 
tenance of  deans  and  canons,  tho  deans 
and  canons  allowed  some  of  those  purposes 
to  fall  into  decay,  while  others  ben^cial 
to  them  had  1>pp?i  kept  up.  This  practice 
had  been  enduring  for  centuries,  and  now 
it  was  made  the  subject  of  imputation 
against  eertain  individuals  who  at  a  given 
moment  are  found  administering  the  trust. 
The  law  of  the  country  sanctioned  usages 
of  that  kind ;  in  numeroos  cases,  similar 
to  this,  it  was  held  that  where  eei'Ui]! 
deeds  give  certain  money  i  li  u  os  to  a  cer- 
tain amount,  and  the  rest  of  the  proportr 
to  individual  use,  tho  legal  right  to  keep 
the  whole  surplus  without  increasing  the 
fixed  payments  was  one  vested  in  the  per- 
sons to  whom  the  property  is  entrusted. 
How,  then,  could  it  be  expected  that  the 
members  of  a  corporate  body  should  open 
their  eyes  to  the  duty  of  turning  reformers, 
the  law  saying  they  were  not  hound  to  do 
so — the  law  sauctionini;  the  present  admin- 
istration of  the  trust.  It  must  bo  remem- 
bered that  the  question  did  not  affect 
schools  only ;  there  were  exhibitions  to 
the  Universities  and  so  forth.  If  the  chap- 
ters were  nou-  to  bo  called  upon  to  appro- 
priate their  funds  to  the  revival  of  decayed 
but  useful  branches  of  the  original  founda- 
tions, aeoording  to  the  statutes  and  the 
intentions  of  the  founders,  the  whole  of  tho 
funds  would  be  uIhoi  IilmI  which  were  reck- 
oned upon  as  available  for  tho  augmenta- 
tion of  poor  livings.  Th^  were  many 
JIfr.  M.  litlnet 
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other  original  objects  besides  schools  and 
scliolars  ;  and  he  was  disposed  to  think, 
that  by  a  much  closer  adherence  to  the 
intentions  of  tho  founder  than  was  provided 
for  in  the  statute,  at  least  an  equal  amonni 
of  spiritual  good  might  be  effected.  Xo- 
thing  could  be  more  proper  than  to  <rufinl 
against  any  undue  divergence  of  Church 
property  into  partienlar  hands,  so  tiiat  the 
funds  of  the  Church  would  bo  made  ihe 
means  of  accumulating  large  fortunes;  but 
at  the  same  time  there  shnnid  be  an  absti- 
nence from  attacks  on  iudividuaU  because 
they  did  not  originate  reform  or  restora- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Mowatt) 
luiglit  liavo  done  considerable  service  by 
introducing  the  subject,  if  personal  mat- 
ter had  not  been  so  largely  mixed  up  with 
it,  and  if  tho  general  policy  had  formed 
the  staple  of  tho  argument ;  but  the  sub- 
jcct  was  a  very  large  one.  He  (Mr.  Pal- 
mer) would  say,  with  regard  to  it,  that  he 
thought  the  course  the  Legislature  had 
taken  in  the  direction  of  Church  rofoi m 
had  been  too  much  in  tho  nature  of  a  di- 
vergence from  the  original  destination  of 
Church  property.  The  cathedral  bodies 
derived  large  incomes  from  tithes  of  par- 
ishes, and  it  might  have  been  thought  an 
obvious  thlnir  to  restore  the  tithes  to  the 
parishes  that  paid  them,  at  least  so  far  as 
to  provide  for  the  spiritual  wants  of  'dioeo 
parishes.  But  that  was  a  prineiplc  not  re- 
cognised upon  the  face  of  tho  Cathedral 
Act,  though  perhaps  more  acted  upon  than 
it  had  been.  [An  Hon.  Member:  It  is 
recognised.]  Well,  if  recognised,  it  was 
not  made  incumbent.  It  was  a  very  se- 
rious question,  liow  far  tho  power  of  these 
bodies  had  been  diuiinisliod  by  recent  le- 
gislation as  to  schools  of  this  kind  ;  and  it 
seemed  unjust  to  introduoe  sneh  a  subject 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House  in  lan- 
guage which  implied  that  wrong  had  been 
done  by  individuals,  and  that  they  had 
acted  unconscientiously,  when  they  had 
merely  abstained  from' taking  upon  them- 
selves an  extensive  system  of  reform  in  tho 
shape  of  a  revival  or  restoration  of  institu- 
tions which  had  remained  in  their  present 
state  from  a  period  dating  from  long  beforo 
these  parties  Came  into  possession.  It  was 
much  to  be  regretted  that  ^Tr.  Wliiaton 
did  not  bear  those  views  in  mind,  and  con- 
sider what  was  due  to  individuals  from 
those  who  desired  to  reform  abuses.  He 
might  have  dme  great  public  good  without 
suffering  any  injury  himself  if  he  had  ad- 
dressed himself  to  the  law  affecting  tho 
subject,  or  the  expediency  and  policy  of  a 
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refonn  of  ibo  system  of  cathedral  schools. 
It  WU5  to  be  regretted  that  he  should  have 
proceeileJ  ia  the  spirit  of  attack  upon  indi- 
Tidnalt  who  were,  ftfter  all,  his  superiors, 
to  whom  he  was  suLordinatOf  ftod  who»  if 
they  had  the  feelings  of  men,  could  not 
bot  exjtect  from  him  somo  degree  of  coo- 
EideratioD  for  the  position  which  they  oc- 
en)Med. 

Mr.  IIUME  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  last  addreFPcd  tlie  House  had 
talked  of  the  unfairness  of  making  charges 
iittluit  HoQse  Against  sbsent  iodiiridaals. 
He  (Mr.  Ilumc)  would  ask  that  hon.  and 
learned  Member  if  ho  meant  that  they 
were  to  wait  until  the  bishops  came  into 
that  House  to  defend  themselres  ?  If  he 
did  not  mean  that,  what  did  he  mean  ? 
He  (Mr.  Hume)  admitted  that  for  centuries 
abuses  had  existed  in  the  Church.  There 
was,  therefore,  the  greater  reason  that 
thuse  abuses  should  be  reformed.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  thought  that  the  dergy 
vers  always  opposed  to  all  Church  reform; 
and  tLovi^ch  there  were  many  ostiniable  men 
among  lliern  atixious  to  pKMiiote  the  rcnl 
intcrddts  ol  tiiu  Church,  ^et,  an  a  body, 
thsie  was  no  class  of  men  more  disposed 
to  bold  fast  what  they  had  got.  He  con- 
tended that  Mr.  Whiston  had  been  most 
nnjustly  treated,  and  in  conseqnence  of 
that  trt^tmcnt  the  doau  aud  chapter  had 
exposed  themselves  to  puhKe  notice.  He 
bspsd  the  BoUe  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  would  consent  to  the  nppoint- 
nientof  a  Commission — a  Commission  com- 
posed of  laymen,  for  he  wished  to  see  no 
Bwie  Clerioil  Commissioners— for  the  pur- 
pose of  inquiring  into  the  abuses  connected 
vith  these  trusts,  and  not  only  of  inquiring 
into  them,  but  of  correctine  them.  That 
wta  the  way  to  bring  the  Chnreh  into  good 
durscisr  with  the  country,  and  he  did 
think  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
GoTcmment  would  be  disposed  to  listen  to 
Uio  suggestions  which  had  been  made  in 
the  course  of  the  disciissbn.  Where,  as 
in  this  instance,  education  was  the  object 
in  tiew,  and  \Yhere  It  was  manifest  that 
fmd%  hnd  been  misapplied,  surely  the 
aol*le  Lord,  as  a  friend  of  the  Church, 
wwld  agiee  to  the  inquiry  which  was 

lOQgbt. 

Lord  JOHX  RUSSELL  said,  ho  must 
prefaee  the  few  words  he  had  to  say,  by 
csUmg  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
iset  ttat  this  was  an  Amendment  in  order 
teprsTcnt  the  House  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
ICovatt)  who  had  yuoved  the  Amendment 


objected  to  the  House  going  into  Commit- 
tee, and  said,  let  them  rather  cousider  the 
question  of  Education  in  connection  with 
the  cathedrals  of  this  country,  and  more 
especially  with  that  of  Rochester.  Ho 
(Lord  John  Russell)  was  disinclined  to 
enter  into  that  particular  case;  but,  sup- 
posing the  Govemment  were  disposed  to 
entertain  this  question,  there  was  a  ques- 
tion which  had  been  put  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Roundcll 
Palmer),  and  which  it  would  behove  the 
House  seriously  to  consider  as  a  separate 
question,  and  seriously  to  deliberate  upon 
it,  before  they  decided  on  the  course  wbicli 
had  been  suggested  by  some  h<m.  Mem- 
bers, and  especially  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  (Mr. 
Bernal).  There  was  an  Inquiry  begun  by 
the  Commi.i.sion  appointed  durini^  the  short 
Administration  of  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel 
in  1834-5.  That  Commission  was  con- 
tinned  with  some  alteration  of  the  Mem- 
bers, and  they  made  several  reports.  He 
(Lor  1 1  John  Russell)  had  thn  honour  to 
hrinL'  ill  a  Bill  founded  on  one  of  tliosc  re- 
portii,  and  he  had  succeeded  in  carrying 
that  measure.  What  those  Commissioners 
specially  pointed  out  as  the  great  evil 
which  if  vc:\^  their  bounden  duty  to  inquire 
int  1,  an  1  wliich  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of 
Parliameut  to  attend  to,  was  the  spiritual 
destitution  in  diflforent  parts  of  the  coun- 
try; in  parishes  originally  having  a  popu- 
lation perhaps  of  1  ^'J^OO,  which  in  the 
lapse  of  time  had  increased  to  40,000, 
50,000,  or  60,000,  aud  even  more  in  some 
cases;  and  they  gave  the  population  of 
Middlesex,  Yorkshire,  and  Lancashire,  and 
showed  what  was  the  number  of  churches 
as  contrasted  with  the  population  of  each 
parish.  They  said  that  was  the  main  evil 
to  be  remedied;  that,  whatever  other  evils 
or  defects  there  might  be,  that  was  the 
primary  evil,  and  until  that  had  been  re- 
medied, the  Legislature  ought  not  to  at- 
tempt to  carry  into  effect  omer  changes  or 
reforms.  All  the  measures  of  ,the  Com- 
mission were  directed  to  tliat  purpose. 
The  principal  object  thoy  bad  in  view  was 
to  obtain  funds  for  the  purpose  of  remedy- 
ing the  spiritual  destitution  whieh  existed, 
by  erecting  new  churches  in  populous  dis> 
tricts,  and  by  appointin£^  clor-j-vmcn  to 
minister  in  those  churches  and  districts. 
For  that  purpose,  and  with  that  view,  the 
number  of  csnons  in  cathedrals  was  di- 
minished, certain  sinecure  rectories  wero 
abolished,  and  various  other  chancres  wero 
wade.   That,  at  all  events,  was  a  clear 
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and  definite  view.  Of  course  there  would 
bo  much  difference  of  opinion  ns  to  tho 
modu  of  carrying  it.  into  efTect,  but  it  was 
A  definite  visw  of  whftt  ahoold  be  done 
witli  regard  to  Church  reform.  Some  hon. 
Members  had  other  views  on  that  subject; 
they  said,  Rather  let  the  House  vesture 
those  cathedral  estahlishmeuts;  do  not  cut 
down  and  ledme  them  ao  m  to  make  them 
unsuitable  to  their  original  purpose;  but 
look  ftt  that  original  purpose,  and  restore 
to  its  former  vigour  that  which  has  been 
loit  aight  of  by  means  of  defects,  aboaei, 
or  malreraations.  But  when  that  proposal 
oaoic  before  tho  IIouso,  although  it  gave 
ritf  to  much  discussion,  and  sevei>al  poxrer- 
fnl  speeches  wore  made  in  support  of  it, 
there  wu>  od  a  dWiaion*  feir  Members 
who  Toled  in  ita  farour.   With  regard  to 


Trusts,  dbc  S96 

nor  adopted  by  Fftrliament.  When  the 
liouso  came  to  tlie  discussion  of  that  ques- 
tioQ,  it  would  be  for  Tarliameut  to  coasid^ 
whether  they  were  to  rererae  what  bed 
been  agreed  upon  with  a  fall  view  of  the 
consequences.  If  tbcr  believed  tlio  Church 
revenues  might  be  aud  were  absolutely  re* 
quired  for  the  division  of  large  into  small 
parishes,  for  the  ereetioii  of  new  churches, 
and  for  the  payment  of  the  stipends  of  the 
clcrcfjmen.  the?e  revenues  would  continue 
to  be  dealt  with  as  they  were  dealt  with 
at  present.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  wefe 
thought  better  to  reatore  the  cathedrale» 
and  recur  to  the  policy  which  was  follow- 
cd  in  foundinor  them — if  it  were  thought 
that  they  might  be  reformed,  and  a  plan 
were  hud  down  Ibr  effecting  that  obfeet, 
then  that  plan  wonid  have  to  be  pursued. 


one  question  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  !  But  if  the  latter  course  were  taken,  they 


Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Rouudell  I'al- 
mer)  liad  alluded,  there  was  certainly  a 
general  reeonmiendation  en  the  part  of 

the  Commissioners  with  respect  to  tho 
sonroes  and  places  from  which  the  funds 
had  been  derived  ;  and  ho  (Lord  John 


must  not  expect  to  realise  the  former. 
They  must  renounce  that  object  which 
Parliament  and  the  Oommiesion  had  etea* 
dtly  had  before  them.  He  did  not  think  it 
requisite  to  enter  into  the  question  whe- 
ther or  not  tho  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Roch- 


Ruasell)  rouieuibercd  thai  was  a  question  ester  behaved  properly  in  this  matter,  i^r 


whieh  oeeaeioned  a  good  deal  of  die 

cussion  in  the  Commiseion.  The  late 
Arohbishop  of  Canterbury  and  tho  Karl 
of  Harrowby.  both  exceodinu;ly  compe- 
tent to  give  their  upiuiou,  aud  desirous 
to  promote  reform  in  the  Choreht  had 
oeeaeion  to  state  their  views  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Kcclesiastical  rommis«!ion. 
Tho  result  of  that  di^icussion  was,  a  reso- 
lution that  tho  funds  should,  as  fkr  as 
poeeible,  be  applied  to  remedy  spiritual 
destitution,  but  with  a  view  to  the  benefit 
of  parishes  from  which  the  funds  were 
derived.  As  he  had  tmder&tood  the  busi* 
ness  of  the  Commission^for^  not  having 
acted  as  a  member  of  it  for  a  long  time, 
he  did  not  speak  from  present  experience 
— the  question  thoy  had  to  determine  was 
whether,  and  how  far,  they  were  to  take 
into  oooeideration  the  wante  of  parisbee 
from  which  ttUie  wonid  be  derived  to  be 
applied  to  tho  purposes  of  the  fund  under 
tho  control  of  the  Commissioners,  but, 
with  respect  to  the  other  object  involved 
In  proposab  made  for  'the  reetoration  of 
cathedral  eetablishmcnts,  bestowing  large 

sums  to  support  sr!:oolF  .ittrichrd  to  thorn, 
and  applying  the  funds  derived  from  cathe- 
dral property  to  give  mure  efficiency  to  the 
eatabliehment  <rf  eathedrale,  whieh  ehoald 
have  a  large  body  of  canons  attending  to 
the  wants  of  eafhedral  cities,  that  was 
neither  recoDimondcd  by  tho  Commission 
Lord  John  Mussell 


whether  they  were  bound  by  ancient  and 

existing  customs.  That  was  a  question 
into  which  lie  did  not  think  fit  to  enter, 
because  it  was  really  not  in  a  state  on 
which  the  House  of  Cummous  could  pro- 
nonnee  any  opinion.  It  was  now  a  qneetion 
which  would  be  beard,  and  heard  not  only 
by  tho  bishop,  but  by  Mr.  Baron  Pnrk"; 
and  whcu  tho  opinion  of  the  bishop  and  ot 
that  learned  Judge  had  been  pronounced, 
it  wonid  be  thue  enoagh  for  the  Heoie 
of  Commone  to  oome  to  a  deetelon  vpeo 
it, 

Mr.  HEIWOOD  thought,  that  consid- 
ering tho  change  of  Tiews  and  etr6Bii« 
stances  whieh  had  oocarred  since  die 

cathedrals  were  founded,  he  did  not  see 
how  those  establishments  could  be  placed 
in  the  same  position  in  the  nineteenth  ceo- 
tuiy  whieh  they  occupied  before  the  Be* 
formation.  They  were  founded  in  tiflMS 
when  people  dc^'ircd  to  have  masses  said 
for  thpir  Hr.uls;  but  there  was  no  resson- 
ablo  proljability  that  the  people  of  EngUnd 
would  again  beeome  Roman  Oatholie.  The 
tendcncv,  indeed,  was  rather  tho  other 
way.  IIo  thou[,'ht  it  would  be  of  ;i;rcat 
advantage  if  a  Commission  wfre  npp  I'nted 
to  consider  how  schools  which  had  uiitiow- 
ments  eonneeted  with  eathednla  eouid  be 
rendered  efficient*  If  they  wete  eot  Sflb> 
scriptions  now  required  would  be  super* 
seded,  and  tho  schools  would  be  found  le 
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Ibnn  a  nndeilS  for  an  improved  systom  of  |  change  in  t1i6  ByBtem  of  its  mMa|^6llt« 

educntion.    ITc  felt  that  the  hon.  Member 


for  Pcnryn  (Mr.  Mowatt)  had  placed  the 
Hoiu>c  uuder  an  obligation  bj  calling  its 
Atteotion  to  this  subject. 

Ml.  MOWATT.  in  reply,  sftid,  it  had 
been  Buppo?  (1  liv  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General,  that  he  hod  oharnctcr- 
ised  the  deans  and  chapters  as  "  lobUei  s." 
H«  bad  spoken  indeed  of  the  plunder  they 
had  committed — an  expression  whioh  ho 
ocknowledi^cd  was  almost  as  strong.  Re- 
specting the  position  of  the  deans  and 
chapters  subsequent  to  the  passing  of  tho 
Act,  he  wishea  to  know  what  were  the 
riews  of  tho  hoB«  tnd  l^rned  Solicitor 
General. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
After  the  pMsing  of  tht«  Act,  the  position 
of  the  denni  And  ehnpters,  with  roferenee 
to  their  property,  wa8  this— it  became  a 
matter  of  account.  They  had  to  account 
to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  the 
toxphiB  fund  na  toon  m  tbejr  enme  nnder 
Ae  operattoQ  of  the  Act,  and  some  of 
thrm  had  not  yet  comr  n-uler  it.  [Afr. 
Mowatt:  Rochester  has  not.]  Lookin;»; 
to  the  Qomber  of  years  which  have  elapsed 
littoe  tho  Aot  wm  paecedj  «nd  rememW- 
iog  the  age  at  which  these  pereone  gcno> 
rallr  arrived  when  they  wore  appointed  to 
Uie  offices,  they  wonld  soon  fll!  come  under 
the  Act.  They  M  ould  be  allowed  to  cbarge 
the  sums  loyally  paid  for  the  schoolB}  but, 
if  there  was  no  school  existing  at  the  time 
of  tho  passing  of  *ho  Act,  ho  should  think 
the  Ecclesiastical  Coriiinissioners  would  net 
rery  wrongly  if  they  allowed  the  charges 
ftir  thcie  schools. 

Mb.  mowatt  said,  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  divide  the  Honee  on  his  Amend< 
ment. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  .Qoestion," 
pot.  and  agreed  to, 

ifain  Qnestion  put,  and  ttgreid  to, 

SUPPLT— MISOfilLANBOtJS  ESTIMATES. 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply;  Hr. 

nml  in  the  chair. 

(1.)  4G.S24;.  British  Mnseum. 

Mr.  UUME  said,  that  that  was  a  largo 
Mm,  hot  he  had  no  objection  to  make  to 
it«  as  it  was  to  be  applied  to  a  most  TSlo- 
sblo  national  object.  lie  wished  to  sec 
the  whole  of  that  magniticent  collection, 
and  more  especially  the  library,  more  ex- 
leesifely  thrown  open  to  the  public.  The 
Comnti-  i  iiiers  who  had  inquu^  into  tho 
itste  of  the  Museinii  had  recemmeiided  a 


and  that  instead  of  a  Committee  of  thirty 
individimls,  it  should  be  nianai:;ed  by  a 
small  EAecutireCommittee,  whose  ntcmbers 
should  ho  paid,  and  should  be  indifidnally 
responsible  for  the  trust  committed  to  their 
care.  lie  entirely  approved  of  that  recom- 
mendation, and  he  hoped  it  would  speedily 
bo  carried  into  effect. 

Sm  ROBBRT  H.  IKGLIS  laid,  he 
believed  there  was  no  one  institution  in 
wbicli  the  people  of  this  country  took  so 
much  interest  as  in  the  British  Museum,  and 
that  there  was  none  which  oflfbred  such 
striking  marks  Of  increasing  popularity. 
Forty  years  ago  the  number  of  readers 
nmnnntcd  to  1,050  only,  and  last  year  the 
number  of  readers  liad  increased  to 
72,000.  In  the  year  1885  tho  number  of 
books  in  the  libraty  was  only  235.000, 
while  they  were  ot  present,  he  believed, 
twice  that  number,  or  470,000.  Not  less 
than  1,070,000  persons  had  entered  tho 
Mnteum  as  visitors  in  the  course  of  last 
year,  while  the  number  of  visitors  five 
years  ago  had  only  been  660, 000,  and  had 
only  been  70.000*^  in  tjie  year  KSlO.  And 
he  could  further  state,  that  while  tho  num- 
her  of  tisitors  had  so  greatly  increased, 
their  conduct  had  been  beyond  all  praise. 
Ho  believed  the  library  of  tbc  Museum 
was  at  prcf^ent  opon  during  a  great  or  num- 
ber of  hours,  and  was  accessible  to  a 
greater  number  of  persons,  than  any  simi- 
lar establishment  in  the  world.  He  trust- 
ed that  dnrin^  the  recess  the  noble  Lord  at 
tho  head  of  tho  Government  would  take 
into  his  consideration  the  increasing  wants 
of  the  establishment,  and  wonld  give  bis 
attention  to  the  necesrity  of  adding  to  the 
building?. 

Mr.  W.  J.  FOX  would  suggest  that  tho 
reading  room  should  be  opened  in  the 
evening.  There  were  hundreds  and  thou- 
sands of  young  men  in  tho  metropolis  who 
dosired  this  ?o  earnestly,  that  if  the  cx« 
p»'nso  were  tho  only  obstacle  to  the  grant- 
ing of  their  desire,  they  would  most  cheer- 
fully contributo  towards  defraying  the 
cost.  They  were  persons  whose  occupa- 
tions prevented  them  from  attending  dur- 
ing tho  day  time;  but  they  were  a  class 
really  addicted  to  study,  and  would  not 
treat  it  as  a  mere  lounge.  Such  nn  alter- 
ation in  the  arrangements  of  the  Hbrar/ 
was  calculated  to  turn  tlio  threat  litcrnrv 
riches  at  their  disposal  to  the  best  account. 
The  only  objection  he  had  heard  was  tho 
risk  of  fire  attendant  on  the  use  of  the 
necessary  apparatus  for  lighting;  but  he 
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thought  that  very  siiflRoiont  prccniitions  '  stance,  be  a  breach  of  tho  public  faith  to 
luijrht  be  taken  against  the  possibility  of  i  remove  a  book  from  the  library  of  George 
iicciilcnt.  They  might,  for  instance,  take  |  III.,  because  a  eopj  of  it  happened  to  be 
rooms  near  the  Mnsemn,  and,  to  reduce 
the  danger  to  its  lowest  amount,  they 
might  only  allow  the  duplicate  books  to  be 


used.  These  amounted  to  70,000  or 
80,000  volumes;  but,  supposing  that  there 
were  only  50,000,  th^  would  of  them- 
selves constitute  a  very  valuable  library. 
This  arrangement  would  be,  comparatively 
speaking,  so  inexpensive,  and  the  boon 
would  be  so  great,  that  he  trusted  the  pro- 
position would  receive  a  favourable  oon« 
sideration.  As  to  the  vote  itsrlf,  he  very 
much  regretted  that  it  was  not  tor  a  much 
larger  amount,  inasmuch  as  greater  accom- 
m<kiation  had  become  absolutely  necessary. 
He  tiboog^t  that  a  few  thousands  might 
vory  reasonably  have  been  added,  to  enable 
Mr.  Layard  to  prosecute  liis  interesting 
and  very  valuable  rcacarclics. 

Mb.  BWART  greatly  approved  of  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Old- 
ham (Mr.  Fox),  but  thought  that  there 
should  be  several  libraries  formed  in  Lon- 
don. The  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  make,  however,  an  excdlent  begin- 
ning. There  had  been  large  pubVe  libra- 
ries founded  in  Paris,  Rouen,  Amiens,  and, 
as  they  sometimes  found  a  ray  of  light 
proceed  from  a  very  unexpected  quarter, 
even  the  Pope  sanctioned  a  public  library 
at  Rome. 

.  Sir  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Fox)  had 
stated  the  principal  objection  to  opening 
the  reading  room  at  night,  namely,  the 

dongcr  of  fire.  But  that  was  by  no 
means  the  only  reason  why  thev  should 
nut  adopt  the  proposal.  In  the  iirst  place, 
there  was  the  expense  which  would  be 
eanscd  by  the  larger  staff  that  would  be 
required,  and  it  might  be  doubted  whether 
the  result  would  repay  them  lor  the  addi- 
tional outlay;  for  the  hou.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Hume),  who  had  proposed 
the  extension  of  the  hours  at  which  the 
^Iiiscum  might  bo  seen,  had  admitted  that 
it  had  not  been  productive  of  such  benefit 
OS  bo  had  expected,  lie  (^ir  li.  Inglis) 
should  be  glaa,  however,  to  see  two  or 
three  lai^e  public  libraries  of  a  humbler 
hut  njore  practical  cliaraetrr  e^^tabll.shed  in 
tlie  metropolis.  Stiil  he  must  object  to 
the  removal  of  the  duplicates  into  a  sepa- 
rate library.  Some  of  them  were  often  in 
use  at  the  same  time,  and  in  others  they 
could  not  be  removed  without  the  violation 
of  trusts  aud  bequests,    it  would,  for  in- 

Mr.  W.  J.  Fox 


in  Mr.  Bentham's  collection. 

Mu.  STANFORD  willingly  bore  testi- 
mony to  the  civility  of  the  attendants  at 
the  Britbh  Museum.  He  had  read  at 
most  of  the  European  libraries,  and  was 
disposed  to  agree  with  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Fox).  lie 
thought  the  means  for  readers  in  this 
country  were  far  less  than  in  any  other. 
He  did  not  think  that  there  were  mere 
than  1,000  regular  readers  at  die  British 
Museum.  He  must  express  a  decided 
opinion  that  further  opportunities  of  read- 
ing and  of  literary  improvement  ought  to  bo 
offered  by  the  Govemment.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  IngUs)  would  use  hia 
influence  with  the  Government,  in  placing 
at  the  disposal  of  the  public,  at  other  hours 
than  the  present  ones,  the  magni^cent 
Stores  of  the  British  Museum. 

Mr.  MONCKTON  MILNES  taid,  tbtt 
ventilation  of  the  British  Museum  was 
such  as  to  render  it  almost  impossible  fur 
many  gentlemen  to  attend  there — ho  trust- 
ed some  improvement  would  be  nade. 
The  catalogue  had  certainly  bean  MU* 
proved;  but  the  ventilation,  he  repeated, 
was  exceedingly  bad.  He  wished  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  at  tho  head  of  the  Govern> 
ment  a  question  upon  a  very  grave  subject. 
A  Commission  had  been  appointed— ihnt 
Commission  had  sat  for  a  consideraldc 
time,  aud  had  made  a  Report;  but  ng  pro- 
ceedings had  been  taken  upon  that  Report. 
Ho  now  wished  to  called  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  that  circutnstance.  IIo 
wanted  to  know  if  the  Government  in- 
tended to  bring  in  any  measure  founded  on 
that  Report  ? 

Mr.  SLANEY  wished  to  press  upon  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
tho  opinion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Arivii!-"'!- 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  namely,  thai 
a  readmg  room  should  be  procured  else- 
where for  the  middle  classes,  where  thej 
could  stiidv  in  the  evenins:.  An  arraoffc- 
ment  had  been  made  for  the  early  closing 
of  shops  and  warehouses;  but  the  young 
men,  who  thus  had  leisure,  eeuld  not  jet 
avail  themselves  of  their  spare  houra  in 
literary  instruction. 

Mr.  CHISHOLM  ANSTEY  said,  he 
begged  to  make  a  statement,  notice  of 
which  he  had  given  to  the  hen.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  R.  In£rli>-).  He  wanted  to  know  why 
it  was  that  the  Homo  Office,  or  any 
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oilier  departoMnt  of  the  Oofenunent  not 

imuediatcly  conneeted  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Museum  library,  should  in- 
terfere with  it  in  any  way  ?  Thej  had  in- 
terfered in  the  map  doparlmcut.  He  held 
b  bu  hand  a  letter  fron  a  gentleman  who 
visbed  to  cOMult  a  map  of  the  river  Mcd- 
▼ay  in  the  Kinir's  Library,  that  had  been 
made  about  the  year  1724.  The  writer 
complained  that  some  maps  to  which  he 
(kiind  to  refer  were  Maled  vp;  and  the 
functionary  at  the  Mueaait  upon  inquiry, 
told  him  that  they  were  so  sealed  hy  order 
of  the  Government.  Having  inquired  a 
Itttio  more,  he  was  led  to  beliere  that  the 
KMon  of  this  eealing  wae  the  dread  of 
French  invasion,  and  so  as  to  keep  from 
our  Gallic  neighbours  the  knowledge  of  the 
topography  of  these  districts,  and  the  na- 
me of  our  forUlieations.  This  alwurd 
fear  had  long  since  passed  away,  and  it 
seemed  foolish  that  those  vahmhlc  maps, 
useful  for  other  purposes,  should  still  re- 
main sealed.  As  far  as  the  fear  of  French 
ioftiion  wae  eonoemed,  there  were  aome 
in^wdlerB  in  London  who  could  give  all 
the  information  which  a  Frenchman  could 
require.  Ho  believed  the  maps  were  sealed 
oa  account  of  certain  fortifications  on  the 
mer  Hedwaj,  moat  of  which  hod  long 
ibee  diaappeared»  tiioogh  the  hag  that 
cont'^inofl  the  map  remained  sealed.  The 
geiitieman  who  hml  written  to  him  was  no 
Frenchman,  hut  a  most  loyal  subject  of 
H*r  Majesty. 

Sm  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  begged  to 
sssHfG  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  that  'vrts 
not  the  case.  An  action  had  been  brought 
affecting  the  rights  of  the  Crown;  and,  at 
tlie  suggestion  of  the  Master  (Seneral  of 
ilie  Ordnance,  the  maps  had  been  sealed 
np  in  onler  to  prOTOnt  those  rights  from 
being  assailed. 

LoBO  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  in  reply 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pontefract  (Mr.  M.  Milnes),  that  several 
ff  the  recommendations  of  the  Commission 
lad  been  complied  with,  but  it  was  not 
tboQght  adrisablo  to  adopt  the  whole  Re- 
port at  once.  Nevertheless,  it  was  a  most 
valuable  document,  and  it  would  bo  re- 
sorted to  from  time  to  time,  as  occasion 
s«med  to  render  proper.  With  respect 
te  ihe  suggestion  ahont  the  estaUSshment 
cf  new  lihrarieSy  he  had  himself,  when 
Gporgo  IV.  presented  the  Royal  library, 
ret'ijtuni ended  that  it  should  not  be  added 
to  the  Museum,  but  that  it  should  form  a 
wpsiate  institution.  It  was  quite  true 
nst,  eompared  with  towns  on  the  Conti- 


nents, we  should  not  make  a  very  good 
figure  as  regarded  public  libraries,  but  tbo 
subject  should  have  his  best  attentiun. 

Mk.  HUME  said,  that  if  there  was  to 
be  no  change  in  the  goverumg  power,  he 
should  no  longer  agree  to  the  Vote.  He 
considered  it  necessary  to  have  a  small 
executive  body  instead  of  a  numerous  Com- 
missinn.  A  Committee  was  appointed, 
twelve  years  ago,  to  take  the  nianageoient, 
but  it  had  never  met,  and  one  Member 
took  it  one  day,  and  another  another.  The 
>>fa?tor  of  t\ie  Rolls,  Mr.  Speaker,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  £.\chequer,  were 
members  of  the  Commission,  and  they  had 
surely  too  many  engagements  to  attend  to 
the  business  properly.  What  was  wanted, 
wag  unity  of  management,  in.stcad  of  which 
it  was  left  to  individual  members,  and  thus 
the  funds  were  insensibly  drawn  from  their 
legitimate  objects,  in  order  to  gratify  the 
peculiar  tastes  of  each. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  he  felt 
bound  to  defend  the  Commissioners  from 
^e  charge  that  no  reliance  was  to  he 
pUujed  upon  their  attendance.  The  Gom- 
missioncrs  comprised  anion 2;- 1  tlio  rest 
such  men  as  Mr.  Ualiani,  Mr.  Afneaulay, 
Sir  David  Dundas,  and  Lord  Alahon,  and 
in  them  the  public  might  have  the  most 
entire  confidence. 

Mr.  HUME  disclaimed  the  intention  of 
castinrr  any  reflections  upon  the  Commit- 
tee; he  had  only  argued  that  their  other 
oooopations  rendered  it  imposnhlo  to  pay 
proper  attention  to  the  Museum.  Lord 
Seymour,  for  instoTx^o,  was  a  member  of 
eighteen  hoards.  What  was  wanted  was 
a  few  persons  who  should  be  there  from 
Monday  morning  to  Saturday  night. 

Mr.  HENLEY  hoped  that  the  trustees 
would  take  measnrcs  to  have  ^wh  infor- 
mation placed  before  them  a.*;  would  en- 
able them  to  judge  of  the  number  of  in- 
dividuals that  availed  themselves  of  the 
advantages  afforded  them  in  the  library  of 
the  institution.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
John  Russell)  said  he  thought  it  desirable 
that  several  publie  libraries  should  he  es- 
tablished throughout  the  countiy,  but  he 
had  not  applied  him.sclf  to  the  immediate 
question  at  issue,  having  been  led  away 
from  it  by  tho  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  behmd 
him.  If  the  fact  were,  as  tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Reading  (Mr.  Stanford)  had  state! 
it,  ho  thought  it  verv  extraordinary  that 
only  1,000  persons  should  have  availed 
themselves  of  the  benefits  of  this  library. 

Sir  BOBSBT  H.  INGLlS  said,  that 
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tneh  A  ttatoment  was  ioeoiTMt.  The  nmn- 

ber  of  persona  that  used  the  library  was 
nearer  to  40,000,  nnd  the  number  of  visi- 
tors exceeded  78,000  within  the  last  year. 
The  leetl  aumber  of  volumes  furnished  in 
one-  dej  wes  100,  end  one-third  of  the 
whole  number  of  the  books  had  been  oon- 
Bulted  or  rufVrrcd  to. 

Mr.  STANFORD  said,  ho  was  in  the 
habit  of  tisini^  the  library,  and  never  fonnd 
more  there  than  300  persons  on  an  average, 
who  were  generally  the  same  tliat  he  usually 
met  there.  He  therefore  felt  himscli'  jvis- 
tifiM  in  saying  that  he  thought  tliero  were 
not  more  than  1,000  persons  who  availed 
themselves  of  tho  advantage  of  the  read- 
ing room .  Ho  believed  that  the  70,000 
visitors  alluded  to  by  the  bon.  Baronet  were 
made  np  of  the  same  penona  that  attended 
there  day  after  day. 

Vote  agreed  to;  as  was  also — 
(2.)  •3i,22U.,  New  iiuildiugs,  British 
Museutu. 

(3.)  3,5001.,  Brituh  Mnieum  Anti- 
quities. 

(4.)  150.0001.,  Pablie  £diioation.  Great 
Britain. 

LoBD  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  in 
the  absence,  through  indisposition,  of  his 

right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  the 
lionie  1»opartment,  he  wished  to  make  a 
statement  in  explanation  of  this  Vote. 
The  House  was  aware  that  thb  Vote  for 
Bdocation  oemmenced  in  1833,  when  its 
amount  did  not  exceed  20.000?.  In  1838, 
a  great  change  was  made  with  reference 
to  tho  mode  of  distributing  the  sum  thus 
voted  by  Parliament,  it  beinf  arranged 
that  a  Gommittoo  of  the  Privy  Council 
should  ho  appointed  to  make  that  distri- 
bution, from  time  to  time,  to  make  minutes 
with  respect  to  the  mode  in  which  tho  dis- 
tribatioB  was  effseted,  and  to  take  into 
their  care  various  other  questions  connect* 
cd  with  education.  Large  sums  of  money 
had  been  voted  by  Parliament  for  this 
purpose.  Previous  to  the  ehange  in  ques- 
tion, these  sums  amounted  in  tho  whole 
to  120,000?.,  diirtrlbukHl  by  the  Treasury; 
and,  since  thnt  ]ieriod,  up  to  18,01,  the 
sums  granted  auiounteU  to  870,000^.,  of 
whieh  the  Committee  of  Edueation  had 
expended  641,5402.  up  to  the  end  of  that 
year,  and  a  further  amount  since.  At  this 
moment  the  balance  in  the  hands  uf  the 
Committee  of  Education  was  99,5SG2., 
and  the  estimate  for  the  present  year  be- 
ing 186,381/.,  and  tho  sum  proposed  to  be 
taken  being  1 50,0002. ,  this  wotdd  leave 
in  the  hands  of  the  Committee  a  balance 
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of  68.305f.,  and  it  was  deemed  adviaable,. 

to  leave  in  their  hands  a  eonaiderable 

balance   in  order  to  fulfil ,  engagements 
which  tliey  had  made,  and  payment  of 
which  might  at  an^  time  bo  required.  It 
was  tebe  borne  in  mmd  that  these  sums  eon* 
tribnted  by  Parliament, implied  mtteh  larger 
sums  contributed  by  the  public  out  of  door?. 
Of  late  years,  a  new  priiuinle  hod  been 
established,  which  went  much  beyond  the 
original  scheme  of  simply  contributing  to 
the  building  of  schools,  a  pian  based  upoa 
the  theory  ^int  flip   wnv  in  v,l;-(h  the 
public  funds  could  bo  made  nio*.t  practi- 
cally available  for  education  would  bo  not 
BO  much  the  iticreasing  the  quantity  as  the 
improving  the  quality  of  education  in  this 
country;  and,  for  this  purpose,  there  had 
been  introduced  a  system  of  giving  stipends 
to  pupiUteachere,  of  aufrmentlng  the  sida- 
ries  01  masters  .m^]  mi. stresses,  of  aw.u  d- 
ing  grants  and  exhibitions,  of  furnishing 
maps  and  books  at  a  lo\v  ]trice,  and  so  on. 
At  present  there  were  G,700  persons  re- 
ceiving annual  paymeitte,  in  one  or  other 
of  tho  capacities  he  had  mentioned,  froot 
the  Pnrliainentary  Votes.    The  jihin.  5o 
far  as  it  had  been  hitherto  tried,  had  been 
eminently  successful  and  highly  beneficial, 
more  especially  in  relation  to  the  future 
teachers.    He  would  beg  to  read  to  the 
House  some  G.ttmcts  from  the  reports  of 
the  inspectors  on  the  point.    The  Rev, 
H.  Moecley,  referring  to  the  dementair 
schools  inspected  by  htm  in  Wiltshire  and 
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(Uning  the  months  of  October, 


November,  and  JJeoember,  1850,  stated  na 

follows:— 


"  The  number  of  children  vvho  hml  left  them 
during  the  twvlvo  months  proccdine  mj  examiaa- 
tion  waa  1,488,  and  the  numbi  i-  ^rho  liad  \tecn 
admitted  to  thorn  1,853,  so  thai  thu  aggrt-j^aie 
number  of  cliildren  attco<liu|7  them  bad  increased 
by  S^5,  beiag  at  the  rate  of  '24  per  cent.    I  attri- 
bute this  inoraase  to  tb«  greater  popularity  of  the 
schools,  ^rriiwiti::  on:  nf  tlio  increiued  ikciltt^ 
they  atford  for  tho  education  of  the  ahit4r«n,  and 
chiefly  froin  the  laboim  of  the  papil>teadMn.  la 
the  schools  where  pujiil-tcafhcrs  :iro  imjiloyed,  t!io 
monitorial  syst«m  has  generally  been  given  up. 
flatly  of  those  papU>teaeher8  are  eatillM  sow  te 
rank  as  assistant-masters  and  iBi»tr»'->"^«,  and 
nto&t  effectual  sissistanee  is  rendered  ly  Uicm  in 
the  tencliiug  of  the  children,  particularly  of  the 
lower  clnssts,  litH  iufure  much  negleclcti.  A  larjrc 
proportion  of  thcui  ninnircst  an  interest  in  the 
work  of  tho  teacher,  and  may  be  considered  to  be 
well  adapted  to  it.    They  have  been  selected  as 
tho  proniising  children  of  their  respective  aehoole, 
are  generally  of  fair  al  iliucH,  aiul  have  niado  good 
progress  in  tbeir  learning,  according  to  the  eourse 
preseribed  in  your  Lordship*!  aehednle.  HsriBf 
made  spti  ia!  inquiries  from  the  (.h^riry,  ainl  otiier 
frieads  and  supporters  oi'  the  schools,  as  to  their 
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flMidiiol,  IliKfv  grmt  latitflwUoii  in  wporting  the 

Eudurnblo  acc-i-uuts  that  I  liavu  received.  1  bu- 
ikie  that  tbcro  is  no  other  class'  of  jMsrspus  of 
tt«t  age  wliow  eoadttct,  rabjeoted  to  the  like  care- 
ful C'bserTation  and  scruthiy,  won'  !  1-  IV.ii::  !  mnrr> 
entirei>'  froo  from  blamo.  Xlio  schools  iu  vrhioU 
popil-tcachers  ba\-e  bo«D  appointed  are  fanerally 
schools  fortunato  in  the  .siHM-rvisidi)  of  active  and 
aealous  clergrmen  ;  and  i  eannut  convoy  in  ade- 
lIMle  terms  the  sense  I  entertain  of  the  import- 
ancr  erf  this  fact.  I  bolicv©  that  the  success  v.  ft:  h 
kkn,  up  to  tliU  period,  cbaracteriaed  the  workuig 
of  the  pnpij-teaolwr  qvtom  ii  mainly  to  ba  attri- 

lated  to  it." 

The  Rev.  F.  C.  Cook*  ia  the  wetropolitaii 
district,  said — 

*  I  hare  little  to  add  to  the  fUll  report  which  I 
Mdc  upon  tills  most  important  subject  last  year. 
Tbe  hopes  which  I  then  expressed  are  much  ooof 
liflMd  bjr  what  I  have  dnoe  ohserred/' 

The  Rev.  F.  Watkiiia,  Her  Majesty's  iu- 
spector  in  the  countiM  of  Yotk,  DiirkaiD, 
■M  Nor(buiiiberIaQd,  said*^ 

**  I  am  able  to  refxirt  very  favourably  of  the 
progress  of  the  system  of  pupU-teaobers.  There 
sie  very  Ibw  of  ttie  whole  ntiinher  of  sobools  in 

which  piipil-teacheM  !\ro  nppronticed,  which  do 
DOC  bear  evidence  to  tho  fitness  and  usefulness  of 
the  ^yataniy  hf  Improvement,  both  in  disciplit^c 
and  pro^rresa,  correspondent,  to  the  ^ime  ^P'*"^ 
wluch  it  has  been  at  work." 

Tke  Rev,  J,  P,  Norris,  Her  Majesty's  iu- 
ipeetor  of  aehoolt  in  Cheshire.  Snropshire, 
and  Staffordshire,  makes  the  foUowiog  ob- 
senrationa  on  tho  working  of  the  pupil- 
teacher  system :  — 

"  Perhape  it  might  not  appear  at  once  to  a  ea- 
iml  observer  that  the  standard  of  instruction  in 

pBpil-tcaehor  schools  was  miicli  liigher  than  in 
Boo-pupil  teacher  schools,  but,  on  a  closer  insipeo- 
tien  of  the  tables,  it  will  be  seen  to  be  the  case, 
sad  that  in  the  moat  satisfactory  way  possible.  It 
is  tiot  in  liigtory,  geo^aphy,  grammar,  or  tbu 
bi|;her  rules  of  arithmetic — that  is,  in  the  first- 
efaiss  subjects — that  the  great  disparity  is  shown  ; 
bet  in  the  lower  subjects  which  still  t  riL'ai'e  tlio 
bottom  of  the  school — in  the  pere<  i)tai;e  of  chil- 
dren tUU  oooupied  with  their  alphabet  and  spell- 
ing, or  who  have  not  yet  begun  to  write  on  paper 
or  c.Tst  accounts — that  the  pupil-tearli<  r  schools 
appear  lo  fitr  in  advance  of  noti  pupU  teacher 
seheols.   Thvs,  in  pupil-teaeher  sehools  onlf  17 

p*^  rent  are  left  in  the  alphabet  class;  in  iion- 
pipii  teacher  schools  18  per  cent,  or  nearly  half; 
m  IMpit-taaeflier  aehools  only  6  per  cent  are  writing 

copies  t>n  ^\ntcn  ;  in  non-pupil  teacher  ?rhonls  if] 
per  cent,  or  nearly  half,  are  still  so  occupied  ;  in 
pupiLteaober  sehools  only  3^  per  eent  appear  not 

to  hare  be^nm  arithiiu  tie ;  in  non-papU tsaoher 

•ciiouls  o'2  jMjr  cent,  or  one  quarter." 

When  it  was  ccuibiderod  for  bow  brief  a 
,  time  the  labouring  classes  were  able  to 
ssed  their  children  to  school,  it  wns  im- 
portant to  find  that  the  re.siilts  obtained  in 
that  time  were  t^o  much  greater  than  at 
former  periods.  The  reports  ho  had  quoted 
Wife  ihoae  ef  inspectom  of  the  National 


Society's  Schools.  Ho  would  now  cite 
tho  report  ef  itispeetors  belonging  to  other 
schooU.  Mr.  J.  D.  Morell,  Me  inspector 
of  British  nnl  Protestant  Dissenting 
Schools  in  tho  north  and  east  of  England, 
said— 

"  The  system  of  pupil-teachers  still  rcatuins  one 
of  the  most  interesting  and  important  features  in 
vfuir  LorflshipM*  MinutcK,  and  tiono,  T  believe,  ha* 
hud  a  greater  etlcul  iu  rai!<ing  the  general  tone  of 
primary  education  through  tho  country.  So  long 
as  examples  of  a  thoroughly  efficient  primary 
school  were  wanting,  there  was  no  wonder  at  tho 
little  leal  exhibited  in  the  progress  of  education, 
and  in  tho  improvement  of  the  schools  already 
existing.  A  single  efibctive  school,  held  up  as  a 
model  to  a  district,  is  a  realised  idea,  which  places 
the  entire  problem  of  eduoation  to  tho  minds  of 
observera  in  a  new  light.  To  bring  the  mass  of 
our  population  under  such  infl  i  fk  i  -  i-  seen  at 
<mee  to  be  an  objeet  worth  all  the  eii'ort  and  tho 
saoriBoe  that  oan  be  dirseted  towards  It.  This 
a|>|iears  to  me  to  bo  one  of  the  f^r>t  and  foremost 
of  tho  advantoges  which  have  been  secured  by 
the  apprenticeship  of  pupil-teadmv.  fSaaj  ether 
advantages  are  of  course  in  reserve,  but  the  mere 
fact  of  having  by  this  instrumentality  planted 
practically  effioisnt  sehools  here  and  titere  throogh- 
out  tho  conntry— schools  in  which  we  are  not 
wholly  shut  up  to  the  formal  mechanism  of  tho 
monitorial  system  on  the  one  hand,  nor  to  the  in- 
cessant wftsto  of  timp  consnnied  in  drill,  march, 
bad  music,  and  dull  routine  on  the  other — thin 
very  faet,  I  say,  renders  the  retom  to  such  me- 
thods and  organisations  a  monU  impossibility. 
The  people  themselves  begin  now  to  know  what 
education  is,  and  are  not  very  likely  to  bo  a  pain 
satisfied  vrith  an  apol(^  iut  it.  With  regard  to 
the  pupil-teachers  tbomselvse  there  Is  of  eoiirte  a 
}rroat  variety  in  their  etBcieney  and  ]irof^re!<.-s,  an 
there  is  in  tho  circumstances  under  which  they 
are  plaeed.  As  a  whole,  however,  they  have  cobp 
sidstaUx  eieseded  my  espeotatieaa.** 

Mr.  T.  W.  M.  Marshall,  Her  Majesty's 
inspector  of  Roman  Catholic  schools,  said— 

"  I  ou^ht  not,  perhaps,  in  speaking  of  matters 
atlccting  the  wcltaro  of  Roman  Catholic  scliools, 
to  omit  all  allusion  to  the  introduction  into  them, 
for  tho  first  tirnr,  of  approntiei>d  impil-teachors. 
The  school  managers  who  have  availed  them- 
selves of  their  servioes,  sad  vatshed  tlie  effect  of 
their  cMi]/loymcnt,  appear  to  be  unanimous  iu  their 
sense  of  tiio  value  ui'  this  class  of  assistuut  tcach- 
ei  s  ;  and  tho  improvement  visible  in  the  schools 
where  thoy  nre  found,  is,  with  few  exceptions,  suffl« 
oiently  marked  and  dix>i»ivo  to  leave  no  room  fttf 
doabten  this  sul^t." 

There  was  a  rimilar  report  from  Dr.  Wood-  ^ 
ford(  one  of  the  inspectors  for  Scotland. 

Tt  wns  to  he  observed  thnt  the  cneourago- 
mont  of  these  pnpil-teachera,  and  the  re- 
wards given  for  emcient  teaching,  had  not 
only  an  immediate  effect  upon  the  young 
men  themselves,  but  interested  all  their 
relations  and  friends  in  the  ;jreat  M  ork  of 
education,  so  that  quite  a  novel  and  most 
effective  impetna  waa  oommanicated  to  the 
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UlNMiring  classes  in  the  right  direction  by 
the  opportunities  afforded  by  this  plan  to 
the  development  of  superior  intellect  and 
application  among  their  relatives.  The 
aumnentation  of  the  saUries  of  the  masters 
and  mistresses,  and  the  annual  exhibitions 
and  grants,  had  also  been  found  exceed- 
ingly useful.  The  great  point  to  be  aimed 
at  was  not  so  much  the  number  of  chil- 
dren going  vaguely  tO  SOhool.  U  the  80- 
mtring  a  sound  quality  of  education  for 
those  who  did  go  there.  One  defect  there 
was  ■\Thich  it  would  he  very  diftieult,  he 
feared,  to  remedy,  that  namely  ot  children 
being  lemoTsd  from  sebool  at  a  ray  early 
age.  Ik  appearod  that  no  less  than  35 
per  cent  were  taken  away  from  school 
under  seven  years  of  age,  62  per  cent 
under  ten,  while  less  than  8  per  cent  were 
above  tw.dve.  It  was  manifest  there  was 
great  danger  that  children  taken  away  so 
early  from  instiiiction  would  soon  fvrTnt 
wliac  they  had  learned,  and  the  seeds  of 
edacation  be  lost  for  ever,  Yet,  what  re- 
medy eonld  be  suggested  ?  To  poor  people 
earning  their  few  shillings  a  week,  the 
temptation  of  the  Is.  6d.  or  2s.  which  a 
child*  if  put  to  some  employment  away 
from  school  might  earn,  was  Tery  great. 
Perhaps  some  plan  might  be  densed  of 
schools  at  whicli  children  of  about  twelve 
and  upwards  might  attend  for  short  pe- 
riods each  day,  so  that  what  bad  been 
learned  might  be  retained,  and  1^  the 
means  of  small  lending  libranes  of  books, 
a  taste  for  reading  bo  encouraged. 
One  eonsiderahlc  item  in  the  expenditure 
liud  been  occasioned  by  the  training 
school  for  workhouse  teachers  at  Eneller- 
hall  ;  but  there  was  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  this  institution  would  be  attended 
with  beneficial  clfects.  Parliament  and 
tliu  public  could  not  do  too  much  in  the 
waj  of  raising  the  condition  and  honouring 
the  position  of  the  schoolmasters.  There 
was  no  clas^  ofmen  whose  employtnont  was 
more  useful  to  the  community,  and  it  was 
deeply  painful  to  reflect  what  small  salaries 
many  of  these  persons  received  for  the 
constant  application  of  much  ability,  much 
learnincr,  and  much  science,  to  the  labori- 
ous work  of  education,  so  beneiicial  to  all, 
yet  so  little  appreciated.  Now,  ho  did  not 
wish  to  enter  upon  any  of  4he  exclusive 
questions  with  regard  to  that  education. 
He  would  onlv  state  that  ho  believed  the 
education  given  in  the  training  schools  in 
Dublin  was  of  a  very  superior  character, 
and  ho  had  been  stnick  with  the  general 
attainments  and  correctness  of  memoiy  of 
Lord  John  BmuU 


those  who  had  been  educated  there.  He 
believed,  likewise,  that  the  small  sums 
which  were  given  to  agricultural  schools 
wore  of  very  great  use,  and  it  would  be 
observed  that  it  was  proposed  to  increase 
that  Vote  to  14,000^.  more  than  the  Vote 
of  1840.  On  the  Vote  for  Schools  of 
Desi^rn,  his  rii^ht  hon.  Friend  tbe  I'resi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  give  any 
explanation  that  might  be  reqntr^.  He 
would  only  say  that  there  was  a  head 
school  in  London;  but  what  ho  thought 
even  of  movf  importance  was  that  thcic 
were  several  branches  connected  wiUi  that 
head  school,  which  contained  no  less  than 
3,000  pupils.  There  had  been  consider- 
able progress  made  by  the  puptl«  in  these 
school".  cT'  cat  anxiety  had  been  evinced 
to  obtain  ;ustruclion  in  them.  It  was  de- 
sirable that  the  drawings  which  were  made 
at  the  head  school  of  design  shonld  be  dis- 
tributed through  the  schools  in  the  coon- 
trj,  which  he  believed  would  be  a  great 
means  of  improving  its  taste,  and  of  giving 
a  correctness  to  it  which  was  very  desir- 
able. Then  there  was  a  sum  nearly  the 
same  as  before  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
don, and  a  sum  of  15,000^,  for  the  Museum 
of  Practical  Geology.  This  building  hsd 
only  been  recently  opened,  but  he  did  not 
doubt  but  great  practical  benefit  would  ho 
derived  from  it.  Any  one  who  had  visited 
it  must  have  been  pleased  with  its  contents. 
It  was  ealcnhiled  to  be  highly  nsefid  to 
this  country;  and  when  he  considered  how 
great  were  the  n)incral  products  of  this 
kingdom,  and  the  results  of  our  mining 
operations — the  value  of  the  mineral  pro- 
duce of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  in  the 
raw  state  being  about  25,000.0001.  an- 
nually— he  thought  that  any  information 
and  instruction  to  be  obtained  from  a 
museum  of  that  description  would  prove 
exceedingly  beneficial.  There  was  anofber 
Vote  connected  with  subjects  of  the  same 
kind  which  was  not  included  in  the  present 
estimate.  It  was  for  the  means  of  pui)- 
lishing  the  modes  of  interpreting  cuneiform 
inscriptions.  The  ffcntlemen  engaged  in 
this  work  were  unaUe  to  go  on  with  their 
publications  and  to  complete  them  without 
the  aid  of  Parliament;  and  he  had  there- 
fore assured  them  that  any  moderate  smn 
which  might  be  necessary  for  so  very  im- 
portant an  object,  ho  had  nu  doubt  the  ^ 
House  of  Commons  would  vote.  The 
whole  amount  proposed  to  be  voted  this 
year  was  435,9201.,  which,  with  the  add^ 
tional  sums  for  the  purposes  ho  had  juat 
referred  to,  might  probably  be  enhanoed  to 
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45O,O0O{,  He  believed  that  there  m  no 
•bss  of  Votes  which  came  boforo  Parlia- 
ment wbicli  were  more  useful  to  tlie  jiublic 
than  these,  and  hu  knew  that  the  Couimitteo 
vouJd  be  disposed  to  deal  liberally  with  them. 
The  Committee  would  find  that  the  eipen- 
diturc  for  Public  Education  in  Great  Bri- 
tain had  very  much  incrcaMcJ  within  tho 
last  tircQtj  years.    I»  it  was  only 

2O.0OOI.  17ow.  it  had  got  up  to  150,0002.. 
and  the  whole  of  these  estimates  bad  in- 
creased very  greatly  siucc  that  peritul. 
While  it  was  necessary  that  they  should 
vote  suiuH  of  money  for  tho  Artny  and  tho 
Ifavy,  yet  it  was  far  more  gratifying  to 
Toto  soma  of  this  kind  for  the  piirposo  of 
promoting  tlioso  sciences  and  fostciing 
tho-'e  arts  which  tended  to  maintain  inter- 
uul  and  external  peace. 

Mb.  W.  J.  FOX  said,  it  seemed  to 
htm,  on  looking  over  the  items  of  the  Vote, 
that  some  further  alteration  must  bo  made 
ia  the  mode  in  which  the  grant  was  dis- 
triiioted.  He  Ibnnd  it  was  intended  to 
expend  55,0001.  this  year  ia  school  build' 
ings.  He  thought  the  time  was  come 
when  the  Committee  sliould  check  their 
hands,  and  bo  less  lavish  with  this  branch 
of  eipenditan^  School  building  had  gone 
so  much  more  xapidly  than  school  teach- 
ing, and  there  was  more  than  twice  the 
room  required  fur  the  number  of  scholars 
vho  attended — a  result  of  tho  system  of 
rivalry  amongst  the  different  sects.  In 
1849  there  were  581  schools,  in  which 
sti{>oiKl3  were  allotted  to  teachers,  aud 
they  were  capable  of  accominoclating 
183,000  pupils,  but  ouly  70,UUU  attend- 
ei  lu  tho  tea  years  from  1840  to  1850, 
there  had  been  2,G(jG  ^^chooU  assisted  with 
building  ground,  at  a  cost  of  lo4.410Z. 
The  capacity  of  these  schools  was  sutHcient 
to  the  accommodation  of  540,403,  whilst 
tlio  average  attendance  was  196,000  chil- 
dren. That  great  overbuilding  showed 
that,  nt  least  in  that  department,  tho  lib- 
ciaaty  of  the  (Jommittee  should  be  check- 
sd^and  moans  taken  to  fill  the  schools. 
There  was,  he  thought,  too  much  ezelu- 
sirencss  in  the  distribution  of  the  irrant, 
and  more  good  would  be  done  if  tlicy 
threw  down  some  of  the  harriers  which 
confined  the  liberality  of  the  Committee 
sf  Privy  Council.  There  were  several 
classes  of  schools  which  were  excluded 
from  all  participation  in  the  funds  of  the 
State.  First,  there  was  growing  up  in 
Loadon,  as  wdl  as  in  the  northern  coun- 
a  class  of  schools  called  secular 
•cbook,  the  children  of  which,  although 
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only  receivmg  secular  instruction  in  the 

schools,  were  quite  as  religiously  taught 

as  those  belonging  to  ajiy  other  schools  by 
their  proper  religious  teachers  at  Sunday 
schools  and  otherwise.  Tho  success  of 
these  schools  was  very  remarkable,  and 
they  were  so  popular  amongst  the  opera- 
tives that  tboy  were  self-supporting.  The 
Rev.  Mr.  Moscly,  tho  Government  inspec- 
tor, reported  that  these  secular  schools 
were  superior  to  many  of  the  schools  which 
received  part  of  the  educational  grant. 
Why  should  that  class  of  schools,  then, 
not  participate  in  tho  funds  of  the  State, 
in  order  to  raise  yet  biL^lu  r  the  standard 
of  education  which  they  exhibit,  according 
to  the  very  pi  inci[ile  laid  down  by  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  hcail  of  the  (joveruinent  that 
it  was  necessary  to  improve  the  quality 
rather  than  to  increase  the  quant iiy  of 
instruction  given  i  Then,  again,  there 
was  that  other  class  of  schools  standini^  at 
the  other  extreme,  which  were  found  out- 
side the  lino  prescribed  by  tho  Committee 
on  account  of  the  controversy  about  trust- 
deeds,  or  because  thoy  were  of  too  exclu- 
sively religious  a  character.  He  saw  uo 
reason  why  they  should  be  shut  out  be- 
cause the  founder  might  lay  down  stringent 
rules  as  to  clerical  or  epise()])al  authority 
in  the  management  of  the  sciiools,  or  as 
to  the  creed  or  catechism  to  be  taught  in 
them.  Let  tho  founder  be  as  exclusive  as 
ho  pleaacdHta  to  the  religion  of  the  school: 
so  long  as;,hc  trained  up  good  citisens  and 
useful  !inil  intcllia'cnt  nicinbcrs  of  the  com- 


munity, bis  school,  accoi'ding  to  the  mea- 
sure iu  which  it  rendered  service  to  the 
cause  of  education,  ought  to  receive  the 
favour  and  patronage  of  the  dispensers  of 
the  jjrant.  Another  class  of  schools  Avhicli 
did  not  receive  any  aid  from  the  grant, 
was  the  ragged  schools,  where  the  element 
of  religious  discord  did  not  stand  in  the 
way,  and  with  regard  to  tho  children  con- 
nected with  which  the  State  stood,  in  loco 
parentis.  What  these  children  wanted 
was  moral  and  religious  training — their 
wits  were  often  found  to  ho  already  well* 
sharpened,  and  as  to  intellect,  they  were 
often  superior  to  tho  children  of  the  la- 
bourer, Ainiiiig,  as  tho  Ragged  Schools 
did,  at  mitigating  somo  of  the  worst  and 
most  loathsome  evils  of  society,  he  thought 
they  might  be  very  fairly  brought  within 
tiie  purview  of  tho  regulations  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privy  Council.  Another  class 
of  schools  excluded  from  the  grants  were 
schools  connected  with  mechanics*  insti- 
tutes— schools  which,  he  beliered,  would 
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have  a  great  effeet  upon  tbe  educational 

statistics  of  Lancasliiro,  and  others  of  the 
mnnnfacturinif  counties.  And,  lastlv, 
there  wore  the  schools  belonging  to  the 
Jews  of  VVhitcchapd  and  other  places,  the 
managers  of  which  actually  applied  for 
assistance  from  the  grants,  but  were  re- 
fused. Tlie^e  five  classes  of  hcIiooIs  wliieli 
he  had  nan'od  had  nil  some  kind  and  de- 
gree of  merit,  and  ought  to  receive  some 
share  in  the  edncation  funds  roted  hy  the 
State.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Fui^- 
scll)  said,  there  were  alrc.'dv  upwards  of 
6,000  pupil-teachers  reccivinii;  stated  siuns 
annually,  and  there  was  aUu  a  large  out- 
lay on  training  institotiona.  He  therefore 
put  it  to  the  noble  Lord,  whether  there 
wa»  not  some  danger  of  ovorstockinp^  the 
mart  of  schoolmasters — of  educating:  more 
young  men  iu  these  nonual  institutions, 
where  a  large  and  liberal  training  was 
given,  than  were  called  for  by  the  number 
of  schools  already  existing,  or  likely  to 
exist,  under  the  present  system  ?  If,  how- 
ever, he  might  regard  this  as  only  a  provi- 
sional arrangeraentt  and  as  preparatory  to 
some  large  plan  of  national  instmction 
which  was  in  prospective,  ho  should  rejoice 
at  being  enabled  to  view  it  as  the  harbin- 
ger of  so  desirable  a  consummation. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  aaid,  with 
regard  to  the  last  observation  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  doivn.  that  he 
certainly,  for  himself,  did  luuk  forward 
with  hope  to  the  ultimate  establishment  of 
a  more  extended  system  of  National  Edii- 
cation.  To  promote  ^uch  a  resoHi  the 
Government  had  been  cndearoaring  to  do 
as  much  as  lay  in  their  power. 

Mr.  EWART  said,  that  ono  most  un- 
fortunate circumstance  connected  with  the 
education  of  the  children  of  the  poorer 
cIafsos.  was  tlie  early  jieriod  at  which  thev 
were  withdrawn  from  school;  and  it  would 
be  well  to  consider  how  far  they  might 
supply  the  want  of  education  to  those 
classes  bv  tlio  cstahlishnient  of  oveidns 
fichooh.  As  the  noMc  Tjord  (T-crd  John 
Russell)  had  properly  alluded  to  workhouse 
teachers,  he  would  obsenre  thst  a  most 
important  featun?  in  workhouse  schools 
was  the  separation  of  the  children  from 
the  contamination  of  the  workhouse,  lie 
.should  be  gind  to  find,  in  some  future 
year,  the  noble  Lord  able  to  expand  the 
system  of  education;  and  he  expressed  his 
p:ratifieati -n  tl-at  the  Kducational  Esti- 
mates had  now  assumed  their  proper  po- 
sition, and  would  he,  ho  hoped,  hitroduced 
to  the  Committee  in  an  annnal  statement, 
ilfr.  W,  J,  F4fx 
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ICb.  W.  miles  had  not  had  the  good 

fortune  to  hear  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government;  hut, 
in  consequence  *'f  the  observations  sioee 
addressed  to  the  Couimittee,  he  felt  it 
necessary  to  say  that  the  questioa  really 
was,  how  far  preliminary  education  should 
[TO,  and  how  it  should  be  conducted — ^ whe- 
ther or  not  on  Christian  principles  ?  The 
Government  education  system,  as  at  pre- 
sent carried  on,  prerented  no  persons  tnta 
taking  adTantage  of  it  provided  they  were 
<'hrlstians.  The  Bible  must  be  the  foim- 
dation  of  that  education,  and  yet  be  had 
heard  IVoui  the  hoa.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Fox)  that  he  preferred  to  give 
merely  mundane  erudition.  Now,  ho  (Mr. 
^files)  bcsoeched  the  House  to  insist  that 
Christianity  should  be  the  basis  of  edu- 
cation which  the  Government  might  give. 
He  lamented,  as  much  as  any  man,  that 
the  children  of  the  worlcino:  classes  could 
not  be  bron^^ht  tn  attend  school  above  the 
age  of  twelve  years.  The  poverty  of  llic 
parents,  which  rendered  the  earnings  of 
these  poor  children  of,  perhaps,  Zs.  or  4m. 
a  week,  necessary  to  the  support  <tf  1h9 
family,  could  only  Vte  deplored. 

Mk.  HUME  was  boiry  that  the  hon. 
Member  bad  interfered  with  the  very  bar- 
monions  discussion  that  hsd  been  going 
on.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  consider^ 
more,  ho  would  have  addressed  himself  to 
the  subject  with  more  calmness  and  cool- 
ness. What  would  he  do  in  Hindestan  with 
his  notions  of  education  ?  ['•  Ob !  **]  Yea; 
he  could  tell  hon.  Members  that  education 
was  carried  on  there  wtthont  the  addition 
which  the  hon.  Geutlcman  required  as  the 
cxclusiTe  basts  of  any  system  of  edttcatimi. 
He  (Mr.  Hume)  approved  of  the  increase 
of  expenditure  in  this  Vote,  provided  it  was 
properly  applied,  and  he  thonirht  that 
during  the  last  few  months  great  iuiprove- 
ments  had  taken  place  in  the  applicatioa 
of  the  money.  Kothing  had  pleaded  him 
more  than  the  emulation  which  the  svs- 
tern  had  produced.  He  had  seen  schools 
in  which  a  miraculous  change,  he  might 
almost  say,  had  taken  piece.  Great  effeet 
had  been  produced  upon  the  parents.  Ho 
had  known  a  school  of  a  villajie  in  which 
none  of  the  parents  of  the  children  going 
to  the  school  could  read  or  write.  But 
emulation  had  ^ready  extended,  and  was 
even  reaching  mto  poor  villages  wheiw 
there  were  no  wealthy  residents  to  advance 
money  for  education.  A  large  number  <'f 
villages  in  this  country  were  without  the 
means  of  procuring  those  sehools  te  which 
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these  grants  were  raade;  but  unless  thoro 
«n  A  tehool  hi  every  villngc,  the  popu- 
kiion  could  not  be  brought  up  creditably. 
In  soDio  places  tbero  were  tuore  schools 
than  were  necessary;  but  hoped  that 
cTeDtually  all  classes  would  unite  in  that 
bannoQj  which  he  reraembered  used  to 
tiist.  The  Government  must  determine 
that  no  individaal  should  be  employed  in 
the  public  service  unless  hf  could  read  and 
write.  If  that  were  made  a  rule,  ho  be- 
Kered  it  would  excite  a  deeire  In  the  peo- 
ple to  see  their  children  edocftted,  and  it 
ODght  to  be  a  rule  in  every  department, 
from  the  labourers  in  tlic  dnckyar(l«^.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Govemment  would  he  able  to  unite  all 
perties  in  an  attempt  to  provide  every 
man  witli  Instruction  tliat  would  bo  useful 
to  liim.  Education  was  everywhoro  want- 
ed. Juries,  for  example,  were  wanted 
e? en  in  the  Tillages,  and  he  had  seen  in 
Ihem  with  rouch  eorrow  instances  of  ten 
out  of  twolre  jurjnen  not  being  ablo  to 
read  or  write. 

Sib  JOHN  TYKELL  begged  to  ask 
Ae  noble  Iiord  to  explain  upon  what 
principle  it  WAS  that  so  imall  a  sum  as 
160,000?.  was  gjantod  for  the  purposes  of 
educfttton  in  Great  liritain,  the  population 
of  wLicU  was  20,O0u,O0U,  and  so  large  a 
wn  as  134,6601.  was  granted  for  edo- 
ntifin  in  Ireland,  where  the  pujtulatton 
was  only  G, 500,000;  and  when  it  was 
kttowQ  that  not  above  half  of  that  popu- 
lation availed  themselves  of  the  education 
10  oftred.  It  wo«ld  be  worth  the  consid- 
eration of  the  noble  Lord  whether  he  could 
nn»  rtpportion  the  grant  to  the  number  of 
persons  who  were  to  receive  education. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
(lord  John  Rnaeell)  had  that  night,  for 
tlie  first  time,  announced  that  he  now 
liopcd  to  establish  <i  system  of  national 
education.    That  hud  certainly  followed 

r\  a  rather  extraordinary  statement  by 
hen.  Hemher  for  Oldbam  (Mr.  Fox); 
because  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  laid  he 
Wt  great  apprehensious  concerning  the 
aomWr  of  pupil-teachers  who  were  likely 
to  be  tamed  out  highly  educated  persons, 
nd  who  were  not  likely  to  be  absorbed  in 
the  existing  means  of  employment.  The 
hoD.  Gentleman  Raid  he  looked  forward 
with  much  apprehension  at  the  prospect  of 
•tth  a  number  of  highly-educattd  persons 
^ing  without  adequate  employment.  After 
hearing  that,  and  afterwards  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord,  tliat  he  was  about  to 
uttrodocQ  a  system  of  national  education. 
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the  Committee  ought  to  hear  upon  what 
foundation  of  principle  those  persons  thus 
turned  upon  the  country  were  to  be  guard- 
ed BO  as  to  be  safe  monibcrs  of  society. 
For  his  own  part,  ho  (Mr.  Ilcnloy)  could 
not  regard  with  alarm,  provided  a  proper 
religious  foundation  were  laid,  any  amount 
of  education.  He  had  been  astonished  to 
hear  the  hon.  Qcntleman  say  that  these 
persons  woidd  not  he  absorbed  by  tho 
means  of  employment;  for,  in  that  case, 
he  must  have  a  poor  opinion  of  the  result 
of  moral  and  intellectual  education  alone. 
He  repeated  that  he,  tor  one,  looked  with 
no  alarm  upon  any  ain  nint  of  Christian 
education;  for  whatever  schemes  came  from 
the  hands  of  any  persona,  be  tbey  of  the 
OoTemment  or  not,  he  felt'  assured  that 
the  people  of  this  country  would  not  eon- 
sent  to  have  any  system  of  national  educa- 
tion that  was  not  based  u[>ou  religion.  An 
hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed  the  hope 
that  so  much  of  the  grant  as  had  hitherto 
been  given  for  school  houses  would  henec- 
forih  bo  restricted,  lie  deenie<l  such  a 
course  to  bo  moat  unfair  and  unjust  on  ac- 
eount  of  that  circumstance  which  waa  so 
strongly  noticed  by  the  noblo  Lord  what 
he  observed  that  cliildrcn  in  this  poor  sta- 
tion of  life  were  obliged  to  be  taken  out  of 
school  at  so  early  an  age  tiiat  they  could 
not  reoeire  education  of  high  quality.  It 
was  known  that  that  obligation  arose  from 
the  necessities  of  the  parents;  for  when 
men  were  earning  only  7^.  or  8s.  a  week, 
even  the  little  their  children  could  earn  was 
something  towardt  the  aggregate  support 
of  the  wl^le  family.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  was  certainly  nut  *o  hn  eynofted 
that  a  very  high  quality  oi  ediu;ation  could 
bo  obtaiued  by  these  pour  children ;  but 
monej  waa  not  grudged  to  give  nnoUier 
portion  of  the  community  as  high  an  edu- 
cation as  could  bo  afforded,  and  the  wljolo 
of  this  part  of  tho  grants  was  given  for  the 
education  of  persons  who  would  not  be  cal- 
culated for  teachers  in  poor  and  remote 
rural  districts,  because  thoy  could  not  af- 
ford to  pay  thciii.  From  that  part  of  the 
grant  they  woidd  derive  little  benefit,  and 
he,  therefore,  thought  it  was  unfair  and 
unjust  that  the  other  part  of  the  grant 
should  be  curtailed,  which  was  tho  only 
part  the  rural  districts  were  able  to  enjoy. 
If  the  Committee  wished  to  increase  edu-  ^ 
cation,  they  must  not  neglect  the  rural  dia* 
triets,  and  in  the  annual  accounts  they 
ought  to  show  how  the  actual  sum  ex- 
pended during  tho  preceding  year  had  been 
disbursed.  He  wished  every  facility  to  bo 
X  2 
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given  to  tho  edocfttioa  of  every  religious 
denomination. 

Mu.  W.  J.  FOX  said,  tho  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordsliiro  (Mr.  llcnlcv)  IkkI  totally 
nil  sunder  stood  bis  appreheusiou  us  to  the 
nmnbor  of  persons  tnuned  to  dischari^  the 
duties  of  schoolmasters.  He  anticipated 
none  of  tlie  evils  which  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  suppose;  hut  ho  did  not  think 
that  to  give  men  a  very  high  education, 
and  then  place  them  in  a  situation  in 
which  they  were  paid  lower  than  tho  most 
common  menials  that  \Yere  employed  in  do- 
mestic service,  was  a  benevolent  act.  It 
was  not  a  benevolent  thmg  to  condemn 
men  to  a  position  in  which  their  attain- 
ments and  tlicir  circumstances  had  not  a 
fair  degree  of  correspondence,  in  fact,  it 
inihctcd  an  injury  upon  them,  as  it  served, 
in  the  natum  course  of  things,  however 
rdigious  their  education  might  have  been, 
to  sour  their  tempers  and  disturb  the  ba- 
lance of  their  minds.  lie  did  not  spoak 
hypotheticolly,  because  ho  hud  a  personal 
knowledge  of  the  fact,  that  this  was  the 
effect  produced  on  the  teachers  of  the  na- 
tional schools.  lie  repudiated  tho  selfish 
motives  attributed  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Member,  as  to  preventing  the  spread  of 
education  amon|^t  the  agricultural  classes, 
and  obtaining  as  much  money  as  he  could 
on  behalf  of  the  manufacturing  towns.  He 
heard  the  noble  Lord's  (Lord  John  Kus- 
seirs)'  statement  with  great  pleasure, 
though  he  did  not  intMpret  it  as  a  promise 
to  adopt  the  secidar  system  of  education. 

Mr,  rick  ?iud,  he  expected  great  good 
to  result  from  the  establishment  oi  district 
schools  hj  the  Poor  Law  Unions;  and  he 
wished  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  to  consider  ^vhethe^  some  aid 
might  not  be  given  to  such  Unions  as  were 
disposed  to  build  these  schools. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  concurred  m  the 
general  views  expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordsliiie  (Mr.  Henley),  and  he^'- 

Sed  to  congratulato  the  Committee,  that 
le  educational  veto  upon  English  edaca- 
tion  had  always  been  discussed  by  all 
men  of  all  classes  in  that  House  with  a 
sincere  intention  of  meeting  tho  difficul- 
tics  of  the  case,  and  extending  education 
as  much  as  possible.  With  regard  to  the 
division  between  tho  Committee  of  Privy 
Council  and  tho  National  ^Society,  it  did 
oppear  to  him  thnf,  as  a  matter  of  indivi-' 
dual  choice,  were  he  engaged  iu  iuuuding 
a  school,  he  should  not  choose  that  paKi> 
cular  form  to  which  tbo  Privy  Council  oh 
jected;  but  it  was  more  than  doubtful  who 
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ther  the  conBtltotion  of  such  a  school  was 
likely  to  have  so  fatal  an  operation  that  it 

onc^ht  to  be  vi.<it(.d  witli  total  exclusion 
from  the  benetlts  of  the  educational  grant. 
Looking  to  thii>  mutter  m  a  practical  view, 
if  one-eiith  or  one-seventh  of  these  schools 
were  excluded  because  they  adhered  to 
these  conditions,  then,  although   he  re- 
gretted their  exclusion,  he  also  regretted 
tho  rigid  adherence  to  that  view  of  the 
ease  which  so  excluded  them.   He  enter- 
tained  a  sanguine  hope  that  means  would 
be  foimd  before  the  House  again  met  to 
discuss  the  subject  for  the  removal  of  so 
serious  a  mischief.   This  was  all  he  had 
to  say  on  the  general  question.   He  wiah- 
ed,  however,  to  allude  to  a  particular  ni- 
mour  which  was  abroad,  injurious  to  tho 
Committee  of  Privy  Council,  because  it 
imputed  to  them  a  course  of  conduct  which, 
if  true,  was  most  unreasonable.    Ho  beg- 
ged to  say,  that  he,  for  one,  did  not  ho- 
Heve  it;  but  the  statement  was  made  pub- 
lic on  an  occasion  no  less  serious  thau  tho 
annual  meeting  of  ihe  National  Soeietj; 
and  ho  thought  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  would  be  of  opinion  that 
he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  only  doing  his 
duty  in  making  the  rumour  known  to  the 
Committee,  so  that  if  it  had  no  foundation, 
a  cc  11  t  i  diction  might  at  once  he  given  to 
it  by  the  Government,  nr  nn  explanation 
offered   that  would  completely  alter  its 
charactor.   The  rumour  he  alluded  to  was 
this  : — In  the  ease  of  a  particular  school, 
uhl(dj   he  had  never  heard  named,  the 
founders  proposed  to  provide  hy  deed  (the 
school  being  directly  connected  with  the 
Church  of  England)  that  the  schoolmaster 
and  schoolmistress  should  he  communieants 
of  the  Church  of  England;  and  it  was  said, 
that  upon  this  account  the  founders  of  the 
school  had  been  excluded  by  the  CommtU 
tee  of  Council  frtun  participation  in  the 
public  grant.    Now,  for  his  own  part,  he 
could  not  conceive  that  a  more  reasonable 
provision  could  be  inserted  in  the  deed  of  a 
Church  of  England  school. 

Mr.  SLANEY  said,  that  a  great  im- 
provement had  taken  place  in  the  schools 
of  many  rural  districts  by  the  iutroduetion 
of  a  system  of  oral  instruciiou  by  means 
of  pupil-teachers,  by  which  systom  twice 
as  much  r^  instruction  was  given  in  three 
years  as  was  i::;iven  in  .six  years  l»y  the  rote 
system  whic  li  furmerly  prevailed.  He  beg* 
ged  also  to  bear  testimony  to  the  value  of 
tho  industrial  instruction  which  was  given 
in  the  Watt  Institution,  in  tho  oountj  with 
which  ho  was  coDoected. 
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Supply— 
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Afa.  CAREW  putrf^cstcd,  tliat  if  tlic ! 
inspectors  of  schools  were  to  rocoinnicnd  ! 
a  low  of  tho  best  hoj8  for  employ" merit 
ffl  the  dockyards,  it  would  prore  a  great 
stimulus  to  thoni, 

LoRn  JOHN  RUSSELL  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  in  consequence  of  an  ohscrva- 
tioa  which  hud  fallen  from  the  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley).  The 
hoD.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Fox)  having 
expressed  a  hope  tliat  the  Government  had 
not  abandoned  all  idea  of  a  national  system 
of  education,  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  said, 
in  reply,  that  the  Goveromeiit  still  kept 
that  object  in  view;  upon  which  tho  hon.  j 
iferaber  for  Oxfordshire  conclndcd  that  tho  ' 
scheme  which  he  (Lprd  Joiin  Russell)  con- 1 
teniplated  was  the  scheme  of  the  hon.  Mem- ' 
knrfor  Oldham.  Nov,  there  was  certainly 
notbiDg  in  what  he  had  said  that  could  at 
ill  justify  such  an  inference.  When  the 
Bchenie  of  tho  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
VS8  before  the  House,  ho  stated  his  objec- 
tions to  it*  |Hi«  own  opinion  was,  that  there 
were  two  essential  requisites  to  any  plan 
of  national  eflucatiou  that  was  proposed  to 
that  iiouse.  The  one  was,  that  secular 
intnietion  should  not  bo  separated  from 
religiouB  instrnetion;  and  the  oiher  was, 
that  no  child  educated  at  tho  public  ex- 
pfn?c  shotild  he  compelled  to  attend  any 
religious  instiuction  to  which  its  parents 
ewseientiously  objected.  He  considered 
that  both  those  conditions  were  essential 
requisites;  and  tho  difficulty  would  be,  to 
reconcile  them  in  any  plan  to  he  adopted. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  had  al^o 
nsde  some  remarks  with  respect  to  the 
eenditions  which  were  laid  down  hy  the 
T'omnnttee  of  Privy  Council  ;  and  he 
was  followed  hy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  Gladstone).  He  (Lord  John  Rnsscll) 
did  not  wish  to  enter  again  into  that  ques- 
tion. He  would  only  say,  that  the  Coni- 
luitteo  of  Education  had  carried  on  nil  their 
correspondence  with  the  National  Society, 
with  the  view,  if  possible,  to  come  to  some 
Sgreeiuent  upon  tho  point  at  issue  between 
tlicni.  The  Committee  of  Privy  Council 
had  always  insisted  that  there  should  be 
lav  members  on  the  committee  of  manage- 
Mt  in  those  schools;  and  when  the  Na^ 
tional  Society  said  they  thought  that  thoso 
lay  members  ought  to  be  commnnicants  in 
the  Church  of  Enc^land,  the  Comniltt/-e  of 
Privy  Council  readily  agreed  to  that  pro- 
posal. There  did  remain  one  pmnt  of  dtfficuU 
ty,  and  one  only,  and  that  was  with  respect 
to  seeidar  edueation.   The  Committee  of 


Privy  Council  were  not  prepared  to  afford 
aid  in  those  cases  where  secular  instructioa 
should  be  entirely  placed  at  the  disposal  or 
under  the  direction  of  elerical  persons  only. 
They  were  of  opinion  that  where  a  clergy- 
man, differing  from  the  lay  members  of  tho 
committee,  Rhould  appeal  to  tlip  liiphop, 
and  tho  bishop  should  go  with  him  ugainst 
the  lay  members,  that  that  decision  should 
not  be  allowed  to  govern  the  conduct  of  the 
scliool.  It  appeared  to  them  to  be  an  un- 
reasonable condition,  and  one  that  might 
lead  to  injurious  eunscquences  if  much 
adopted.  He  did  not  deny  that  it  was 
from  a  jealousy  which  the  other  Members 
of  Council  probably  did  not  entertain,  but 
which  he  himself  entertained,  of  too  great 
an  increase  of  clerical  power,  whether  in 
tliear  Establishment  or  among  ministers  of 
other  denominations,  that  he,  for  one,  oh> 
jected  to  the  proposal.  Btit,  however,  ho 
could  not  say  that  the  practical  eilect  had 
been  such  as  either  to  deprive  the  Commit* 
tee  of  Privy  Council  of  the  confidence  of 
the  great  body  of  the  clergy,  or  to  deprive 
the  schools  connected  with  the  National 
Society  of  the  aid  of  the  public  grants,  be- 
cause he  found  that  the  schools  in  connex- 
ion with  the  Church  of  England  had  re- 
ceived' 78  per  cent,  almost  79  per  cent,  of 
the  whole  sum  gi*anted  for  education;  while 
the  British  and  Foreign  Society's  achoola 
received  only  9  per  cent,  the  Wesleyan 
schools  1^  per  cent,  and  the  Koman  Ca- 
tholic school  J  per  cent  of  tho  whole  sum. 
Now,  if  that  was  the  case,  it  was  quite  evi- 
dent that  the  schools  connected  with  tho 
Church  of  England  now,  had  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  grant.  It  hod  besides  appeared 
lately  from  some  pains  which  had  been 
taken  to  ascertain  the  fact,  that  ^rcat  con- 
Hdence  was  felt  by  the  general  body  of  tho 
clergy  in  the  Committee  of  Privy  Council, 
and  the  application  of  the  grants.  Ano- 
ther symptom  of  tho  same  fact  was  found 
in  ihu  recent  meeting  of  the  National  So- 
ciety, when  the  proposal  to  break  off  alto- 
gether from  the  Committee  of  Privy  Coun- 
cil was  evidently  rejected  by  the  general 
sense  of  tho  mectin^j.  With  respect  to 
the  ([UCStion  which  had  been  asked  hy  tho 
riijht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford,  he  begged  to  say 
that  he  was  not  present  at  the  meeting  of 
the  Committee  of  Privy  Council  when  a 
decision  was  come  to  upon  tho  case  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
ferred;  hut  it  did  appear  that  this  was  a 
school  with  respect  to  which  it  was  pro- 
posed that  the  master  and  mistress  should 
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bo  commMTiicants  in  tho  Church  of  Eng- 
land. Isow,  in  tho  terms  of  unioa  which 
tho  Nntional  Society  had  iMued  for  the 
purposo  of  hcing  subscribed  bj  parties  de- 
sirous of  uniting  tlio  scliooln  witli  the  Nn- 
tional  Society,  it  was  stated,  iu  the  fourth 
clause,  tliat  tho  masters  aud  niistrosses 
should  be  membeni  ef  the  Chnroh  of  Eng- 
land: nnd  when  this  question  Oame  before 
tlu?  f'ommittoL'  of  Privy  Council,  his  noblo 
rriend  tho  i'residciit  of  Council  said  it 
iivuuld  bo  better  to  keep  to  tho  toruia  which 
the  Natiotiftl  Soeietj  had  themselveB  laid 
down,  namely,  that  the  master  and  mis- 
tress should  bo  members  of  the  Church  of 
£nffland.  There  was  no  other  objcctioa 
to  the  stipnlation  of  their  being  commiint- 
cants  except  that  it  differed  from  the  terms 
which  tho  National  Society  themielves  had 
laid  down. 

Mb.  GLADSTONB  said,  that  if  tho 
ease  stood  as  the  noble  Lord  had  stated 

it,  he  did  hope  that  the  Committee  of 
Privv  Council  would  reconsider  their  deci- 
sion  upon  this  plain  ground,  that  they  hnd 
altogether  uiiscouceivcd  tho  terms  of  union 
of  the  National  Society.  What  the  Na- 
tional Society  aaid  by  tlie  fourth  clause,  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  reforrrd,  was, 
that  they  would  have  uotbing  to  do  with  a 
master  or  mistress  unless  they  were  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England;  but  they 
nowhcro  said  they  would  have  nothing  to 
do  with  them  provided  tlioy  were  conimu- 
nieauts.  The  clause  contained  merely  tho 
minimum  of  their  demand,  not  the  maxi- 
mum. 

Vote  agreed  to  ^  as  were  also  the  fol- 
lowing Votes  : — 

(5.)  134»560<.,  Public  EducaUon,  Ire- 
land. 

(6.)  15,055Z.,  Schools  of  Design. 

(7.)  2,006Z.,  Professors,  Oxford  and 
Cambridge. 

(8.)  3,920?.,  TJniTendtyofLondon. 

(D.)  7,610j„  Unirevsitics,  d(c.  in  Scot- 
land. 

(10.)  300^.,  Uoyal  Irish  Academy. 

(11.)  30(M.,  Royal  Hibernian  Academy. 

(12.)  6,200?.,  Koyal  Dublin  Society. 

(13.)  3.00(U.,  Theological  Professors  at 
Belfast,  6uC. 

(14.)  1,G20Z.,  Queen's  University  in 
Ireland. 

(15.)  1,700?.,  National  Gallery. 

(16.)  15,623?.,  Musonm  of  PracUcal 
Geology,  and  Geological  Survey. 

(17.)  2,421?.,  Sdentiftc  Worka  and 
Experiments. 

Lwr4  Joka  BntM 
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(18.)  10,000?.,  Galleries  of  Art,  Edin- 
burgh. 

House  resumed ;  Resolutions  to  he  re- 
ported on  M<mday  next. 
The  House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

Saturday,  July  12,  1851. 

Minute*.]     Pcbuo  Boo*.  —  l**  Titho  R«nt 
Chargo  AMesBtnent. 

2°  (i<-iH>i:il  Hoard  nfUealth  (No.  2). 

3'  Alilitia  Ballots  Suspension ;  Woods,  Forests, 
Ao.;  Civa  Bills,  Ao.  (Ireland) :  Ecclesiastical 
Ilr-idenccs  (Ireland)  ;  Churrlics  and  ChajM-la 
(Ireland)  ;  United  Church  of  England  &ud  Iro- 
Isnd. 

WOODS,  FORESTS,  Ac.  DILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

YiscousT  DUNCAN  eould  not  anller 
this  Bill  to  pass  without  thanking  the 
noble  Lord  tlie  First  ('ommisaioner  of 
Woods  and  Forests  (Lord  Hcymour)  for 
tho  readiness  with  which  ho  had  embodied 
some  suggestions  of  his  (Viscount  Dun* 
can'.s)  iu  the  present  Bill,  which  ho  re- 
garded as  one  of  the  most  important  Bills 
pnsscd  this  Session.  Hercaifter  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  found  that  the  rerennes 
of  the  Crown  estates  would  be  sufficient  to 
maintain  tho  Crown  without  drawing  upon 
tho  365,000?.  which  rarlinmcnt  had  voted 
for  the  Civil  List — a  sum  which  ho  waa  far 
from  thinking  too  largo  to  muntain  the 
Crown  in  due  dignity  and  splendour, 
during  the  last  year  the  sum  of  200,000?. 
wfiR  paid  into  tho  Exchequer  from  tlic  land 
rcvcuucs  of  tlie  Grown,  which  went  to  tho 
diminution  of  the  Civil  List.  He  believed 
his  noble  Friend  doBorvod  great  credit  for 
tlio  iihle  nnd  honest  waj  in  whieh  the  Bill 
was  cjiawn  u]). 

Loud  J  OiiN  IIUSSELL  said,  tho  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  spoken  had  been  at  the 
head  of  the  Committee  appointed  to  con- 
sider this  subject,  and  had  devoted  great 
labour  to  it.  His  opinion  was  therefore 
the  more  valuable. 

Bill  read  3%  and  pasitA, 

CIVIL  BILLS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Crdcr  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Mr.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  said, 
he  could  not  allow  the  third  reading  of  thia 
Bill  to  pass  without  again  protesting  against 
certain  words  in  the  73rd  clause.  He  was 
the  more  anxious  to  renew  his  protest  upon 
thia  because  the  neme  Lord  at 

the  head  of  the  GoTemDMnt  bad  not  bem 
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present  wlieu  the  former  debate  upou  tbot 
Mibjeet  took  place.  The  olanse  involvod 
the  questioa  of  the  relations  II  tween  land- 
lord and  tenant,  which  ho  liad  unilerstood 
the  noble  Lord  had  promised  to  introdnco 
aome  measure  to  sottle;  and  he  wished  to 
knov  what  waa  tfao  noble  Lord'a  intention 
with  respect  to  that  question  in  the  next 
Session.  Ho  protested  acjatnst  any  new 
legislation  of  that  sort  on  that  subject,  and 
against  giving  further  powers  to  the  land- 
Jords  before  the  whole  law  of  landlord  and 
tenant  was  considered.  Another  objection 
wliicli  lio  had  to  the  clnnso  was  the  fact 
that  the  greater  part  of  the  lands  uf  Ulster 
ma  bold  by  smaller  tenants  under  a  ten- 
•Dcj  at  will. 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  ho  also  must  pro- 
test against  the  words  in  tho  clause,  Tho 
people  of  Ireland  fully  expected  that  some 
Bwamre  would  be  introduced  by  the  6o> 
Ternment,  and  felt  indignant  at  the  way 
in  which  tl)oj  had  been  treated  in  respect 
ot'this  Hill.  If  some  protection  wore  not 
ad'ordcd  to  that  olasa  of  men  who  were 
partieolarlj  affected  by  that  elanae,  in  the 
Mth  of  Ireland  they  would  bo  swept  away 
from  the  land.  He  ho[)cd  the  noble  Lord 
would  withdraw  tho  clause. 

MB.  O'CONNOR  waa  sure  the  noble 
Lord  £d  not  nndentand  the  effect  of  this 
•tame.  All  the  landlords  of  Irelatul, 
nearly,  wore  altscntco  landlords,  and  they 
di<l  not  care  one  farthing  for  the  tenants, 
and  the  tenants  did  not  dare  to  improve 
the  eoltivatioii  of  tbehr  bnde  leat  the  ngent 
•boold  nuae  their  rents.  He  had  the 
freatest  confidence  in  tlio  gnod  feelinL;  of 
Ae  noble  Lord,  and  he  hoped  that  ho 
would  yet  sec  the  propriety  of  withdrawing 
^a  elanse. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  if  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go\'ernment 
bad  been  present  upon  tho  occasion  of  the 
W&t  discussion  upon  tiiat  question,  he 
*Mld  have  heard,  anongat  other  observa^ 
tions,  tho  unanawerable  arguments  of  the 
nght  hon,  nnd  learned  Attorney  General 
fcr  Ireland,  and  tho  right  hon.  Baronet 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  which  had 
induflcd  the  Committee  to  paea  that  clauae. 
He  thought,  with  tliose  two  right  hon. 
Members,  that  the  clause  in  question  was  a 
teoant's  and  not  a  landlord's  clause,  inas- 
■oeh  as  it  would  put  an  end  to  that  objec-  I 
twoaUeeoatom  or  aerring  noticea  to  quit 
•»«yyear. 

Captain  JONES  said,  he  wotild  stfvport 
the  Bill, 

He  piutc:3it;d  agaiuat  tho  language 


used  by  the  hou.  Aleuiher  for  Nottingham 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  with  respect  to  Iriah  land- 
lords; and  he  thought  that  if  the  law  was 
pas.SL'd,  they  would  not  take  advantage  of  it 
fur  tho  sake  of  Mojux'ssinij^  tlieir  tenantry. 

Mh.  TOiaii^iSJi  Ai'CULLAGII  i»ug- 
geated  that  it  would  save  the  pnblie  time 
if  the  third  reading  waa  allowed  to  be 
moved,  and  then  raise  the  discussion  on 
tho  Amendment  of  wideh  he  had  given  no- 
tice on  the  100th  clause. 

Mr.  RBYNOLDS  aaid.  he  would  take 
erery  opportunity  afforded  him  of  proteat- 
ing  against  and  opposing  the  73rd  clause. 
He  could  not  but  congratulate  the  Govern- 
ment on  having  availed  themselves,  in  tho 
absence  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Seo< 
rotary  f(Mr  Ireland,  of  the  services  of  the 
hon.  and  le  in^od  Member  fur  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Napier),  in  defending 
that  clause.  lie  objected  to  it,  because  it 
waa  an  attempt  to  introduce  into  a  Bill  for 
the  regulation  of  tho  inferior  courts,  a 
matter  totally  at  variance  with  the  spirit 
of  the  measure,  and  because  it  took  away 
from  the  tenants  of  Ireland  a  protection 
which  they  now  enjoyed.  Although  there 
were  many  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
good  nnd  excellent  men,  as  a  body  gene- 
rally they  were  the  most  cruel,  heartless, 
and  persecuting  set  of  indinduala  on  the 
face  of  the  globe,  armed  with  a  power  to 
oppress  nnd  persecute  their  tennntr}'.  He 
denied  that  that  was  a  tenant's  elause,  and 
did  not  see  why  it  should  be  conhned  to 
that  poor  clasa  of  men  to  whom  only  it  waa 
aj)[dicable, 

.Mu.  GOOLD  said,  ho  did  not  see  why 
tenant  debtors  should  have  i;reater  advan- 
tages than  other  debtors;  but,  at  the  samo 
time,  he  did  not  u^tj  iove  of  this  clause 
being  introduced  in  a  Bill  which  gave  no 
protection  to  the  tenant.  The  landlords 
iijid  b'^eti  l>lained  for  depopulating  the 
country.  The  fact  was,  that  owing  to 
firee  trade  arable  land  bad  been  turned 
into  pasture,  and  in  conscquenco  eo  many 
tenants  cotjld  not  obtain  a  snbsistence  on 
the  sod  as  fornicrly,  and  a  jtortion  of  them 
were  compelled  to  go  elsewhere  to  find 
aubsiatenee. 

Mr.  FREWEN  thought  tho  attaeka 
made  on  the  landlords  of  Ireland  as  a 
budy  were  most  unjustifinhlo.  Tho  Go- 
vernment were  entitled  to  thanks  for  hav- 
ing brouglit  in  the  Bill.  He  did  not  think 
it  wont  as  far  as  the  law  of  landlord  and 
tenant  in  En  inland. 

Loru)  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  he  was 
sorry  fur  ilio  ahseuco  of  his  right  hou. 
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Friend  tko  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
but  ho  was  too  unirell  to  attend.  With 

regard  to  the  question  now  before  the 
House,  lie  should  say  it  hod  been  fio- 
quently  considered  by  the  Government, 
and  it  always  appeared  to  thoiii  that  an 
amendment  of  the  law  in  this  respect  was 
much  required.  It  was  apparently  a  pri> 
vileffo  for  tho  tenant  that  ho  slioiilJ  not 
be  ejected  without  a  considerable  time 
elapsing,  sonio  six  months  or  wore,  be- 
fore the  notice  took  e^et.  In  fact,  it 
was  a  hardship  on  tlio  tojiant  that  the 
laiulluid  should  be  i!i(hi(?oil  to  give  notice 
to  quit,  in  order  to  have  the  tenant  in  hh 
power  in  case  he  should  wish  to  enforce 
the  payment  of  his  rent.  And  that  view 
appeared  t>>  l  avo  been  taken  by  the  Com- 
mtttoc,  for  ilu'  clause  in  dispute  was  ncfood 
to  by  a  ninjurity  of  56  to  20,  of  which 
there  was  a  majority  of  2o  irinh  Mem- 
bers against  18.  He  thought,  therefore, 
the  clause  would  bo  an  advantage  and  not 
a  hardship  to  the  lamlloid  and  tenant. 
The  hnn.  Mcmbr-r  for  rioclitlalo  (Mr.  S. 
Crawford)  had  at»ked  him  two  questions — 
why  ho  had  not  introduced  a  Landlord  and 
Tciiaitt  Bill  this  Session,  and  what  he  in- 
tended to  do  in  this  respect  next  Session. 
With  regard  to  the  first  of  tlu'sc  questions, 
he  need  not  etttor  into  any  explauatiun. 
It  must  be  obvious  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  to  other  hon.  Members,  why  it  was 
•that  they  were  not  able  to  brinpf  in  more 
Bills.  But  with  n  .caril  to  the  second  ques- 
tion, ho  must  remind  tbo  Uouse  that  no 
agreement  had  been  arrived  at  as  to  any 
plan  for  improving  the  law  of  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland.  Those  who  had  extreme 
views — extreme  views  which  amounted  to 
this,  that  the  property  of  the  landlords 
should  be  transferred  to  ihem — ^bad  been 
so  pcrsevorinff  in  tbdr  attempts  that  they 
had  prevented  any  such  agreement,  and 
there  was  nothing  that  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  ])ropose  which  would  go 


lead  them  to  insist  upon  certain  rights, 
the  landlord  having  certain  property  whi^ 
no  Parliament  could  take  away,  eneh  a  law* 

instead  of  improving  the  present  state  of 
things,  would  make  it  worse.  He  was  in- 
duced to  say  thus  much,  because,  after  all 
that  had  passed,  be  thought  it  would  be 
doing  wrong  to  bold  out  the  ezpeetatioB 
that  (lovcrnniont  was  going  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  which  would  entirely  settle  this  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  a  settlement  of  which 
they  must,  after  all,  look  to  an  improve- 
ment in  the  state  of  society  in  Ireland 
rather  than  to  anv  legislation. 

Sm  CHARLES  BURRELL  said,  ho 
attributed  the  distress  of  Ireland  to  the 
alteration  in  the  com  laws.  Many  severe 
observations  had  been  made  on  the  land^ 
lords  of  Ii  '  l  ind,  particularly  bv  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  city  of  Dnblin  (Mr.  lley- 
uolds),  but  ho  must  say  he  did  not  thiuic 
they  were  justified.  He  was  neariy  eon* 
nee  ted  with  a  gen  tie  man  holding  consider- 
able pmperty  in  Irclrtrid,  ami  ho  beJiefed 
that  a  bettor  laTifllord  fVn\  not  exist, 

Mu.  BUTLi:>i\,  said,  he  had  voted  for 
free>trade  measures  in  the  absence  of  aoj 
instructions  from  his  constituents;  but  be 
had  lately  reci  iv  1  ]  ti-i  jris  and  commu- 
nications from  farmers  and  millers  which 
showed  that  what  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
just  said  was  oorrect.  He  tbougfat  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  city  of  Dublin  had 
used  stronger  langtiago  about  the  Irish 
landloitis  than  ho  was  justified  in  usinj. 
The  ret»idenc  landlords  of  Ireland  were  al- 
ways kind  to  their  tenantry;  but  it  was 
their  agents  and  those  of  absentee  pro> 
prietors  who  were  guilty  of  acts  a£  op- 
presision. 

Bill  read  3". 

Mb.  TORRENS  M'CULLAQH  moved 

to  omit  in  Clause  100  the  words  *'otbw 

than  in  ejectment  and  ri  j'lovin.**  He  said 
they  had  struck  otf  ouo  protection  of  the 
Irish  tenant  by  depriving  him  of  the  right 


much  beyond  giving  facilities  by  which  the  j  of  notice  to  Quit.    What  be  now  asked 

landlord  and  the  tenant  might  agree  as  to  \  was  that  in  m  County  Court  the  tenant 
giving  «ori!rity  to  the  tenai^t  as  to  any  im- 1  should  have,  as  in  I^^  t' ^nd,  the  right  of 
provcment  that  might  be  made.    lie  must .  having  a  jury  if  ho  chose.     The  noble 

Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
referred  to  the  majority  agiuoat  bam  (Mr. 
M'Cullagh)  the  other  day;  but  that  boast 
was  rather  inconsistent,  as  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  voted  against  the  Amendment 
were  those  who  had  told  them  that  day 
that  they  attributed  the  evils  of  Ireland  to 
free  trade.  And  the  noble  Lord  overstated 
the  majority,  for  it  was  only  three,  and 
tUrco  were  placeholders.    He  had  beard 


say,  that  whatever  might  be  said  with  re- 
gard to  Irish  landlords,  he  did  not  think 

that  any  general  observations  agdnst  them 
were  just.  Thore  wore  severe  expressions 
appUcd  to  certain  landlords  which  were  not 
more  than  adequate;  but  to  apply  those  ex- 
pressions to  other  landlords  wouid  be  doing 
tliem  a  great  injustice.  He  was  convinced 
that  instofol  of  benefiting  the  landlord  and 
tenant,  by  mtrod  eing  a  law  which  would 

Lord  John  liussell 
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trith  surprise  and  pain  the  declaration  of '  the  last  three  years  about  6,000,000?,  had 


the  noblo  Lord  that  all  they  could  Jiope  for 
was  a  permissive  Bill  for  landlords  and 
tHMiito  to  «nter  into  anaagemeiite  betvoen 
AflQiMlvei.   He  thought  that  deelarstioii 

most  unfortunate;  but  however  that  raifrht 
be,  he  confidently  appealed  to  the  justice 
of  the  uoble  Lord  to  give  to  the  tenant  tho 
benefit  of  a  jury  in  the  County  Court,  as 
ell  deeees  had  in  England. 

Amendment  proposed,  iti  pafro  40,  ]inr! 
27,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  other  than  in 
ejectment  and  replevin." 

Mb.  HATCHELL  BeicI,  lie  most  oppose 
the  Motion.  If  they  wero  to  have  a  jury 
in  all  these  cases,  instead  of  the  County 
Court  being  a  Court  for  obtaining  speedy 
decision,  great  delay  and  expense  would  be 
eeeasioned.  Ho  had  neyer  heard  any 
charge  against  the  assistant  barristers  that 
they  gave  unjust  decisions;  but  in  all  cases 
where  there  was  conflicting  testimony,  tho 
assistant  barrister  might  call  in  a  jury,  and 
a  jury  might  be  had  on  appeal  to  a  Judge. 
In  this  country  the  parties  could  have  a 
jury  if  they  cIio^p:  but  \w  not  one  ease  in 
a  thousand  Uid  tlicy  require  a  jury. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS,  in  supporting  the 
AneodmoBt,  said,  he  must  repeat  what  he 
hod  before  eaid,  that  there  never  was  a 
body  of  men  in  any  country,  civilised  or 
barbarous,  who  had  been  guilty  of  greater 
atrocities  towards  their  fellow  beings  than 
many  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  [The 
bon.  Member  then  went  into  a  long  state- 
ment, and  read  various  extracts  d'^tnilinfr 
eircumstaDces  coonected  with  evictions  m 


boon  paid  for  poor-rates  in  Ireland,  and  it 
was  on  the  landlords  the  chief  of  that 
burden  fell. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  propos- 
ed to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  House  divided : — ^Ajes  51 ;  Noes 
6  :  Majority  45. 
Bill  passed. 

Tho  House  adjourned  at  half  after  Two 
o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Monday,  July  14,  ISoi, 

Minutes.]    Tool-  ihr  Oatht — The  Lord  llnrris. 
Public  Bills. — 1'  United  Church  of  England 
ami  Irclnnd  ;  Churches  and  Chapek( Ireland) ; 
Kcclcsiasticnl   Rcaidcnces  ^Ireland) ;  Militia 
Ballots  Suspension ;    Woods,   Forests,   dec. ; 
Court  of  Chancery  and  Judicial  Committee. 
2*  Ecclt'sia'»Hcnl  Jurisdiotiori  ;  Ilipliwny  llates; 
Loiiii  Societies  ;  General  lioard  of  Health. 
Lodglit;  Houses. 

BUILDING  FOR  THE  EXHIBITION  OF  TUE 
WORKS  OF  INDUSTRY  OF  ALL  NATIONS. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  presented  a  petition 
against  tho  cootbiianee  of  the  Crystal  Pa- 
laee.  Ilis  Lordship  stated  that  the  first 
name  on  the  list  was  that  (  t  l  ie  learned 
Brother  (Mr.  Justice  Cressweii),  a  lawyer, 
a  scholar,  and  a  gentienian  who  was  an 
ornament  to  his  profession  and  his  country; 
and,  amongst  other  names  of  the  greatest 
rcspectttbility  nnd  distinction  were  those  of 
the  venerable  mother  of  the  Earl  of  Claren< 
Irdand,  and  contended  that  he  was  home  !  don,  and  of  the  sister  of  Lord  Ancklsnd, 
out  by  those  allegations  in  all  he  hsd  put  j  The  petitioners  expressed  a  wish,  whushhe 


forth.]  He  would  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment althoqgh  he  knew  what  would  be  the 
rcsidt. 

Lord  NAAS  protested  i^inst  the 

course  pursued  hy  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  city  of  Dublin  in  coming  forward  with- 
out notice  to  make  n  ^cnoral  attack  upon 
•  whole  class  of  persons  in  Ireland  who 
hsd,  during  the  reoent  soenes  of  famine, 
pestilence,  and  distress,  disebarged  their 
duties  with  so  niuoh  persevorntico  ami  zeal. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  but  that  individual 
cases  of  oppression  might  ho  found;  but 
thst  was  no  groond  for  pursuing  a  course 
thsa  which  aoTthiug  more  unworthy  the 
character  of  a  Member  of  that  IIoiiso  ho 
could  not  conceive.  Let  the  hou.  jMcmber 
honestly  give  notice  of  his  intention  to 
make  a  sweeping  charge  against  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland  in  that  House,  and  they 
wottkL  be  ready  to  neet  him  there.  Within 


believed  was  unanimous  amongst  persons 
of  ail  classea,  always  excepting  Kmno  pub- 
licans and  keepers  of  beerhouses,  who 
profited  by  the  crowd  of  visitors,  that  at 
the  termination  of  the  Exhibition  tho  Cry- 
stal Palace  might  appear  only  in  history; 
and  several  clergymen  joined  in  the  prayer 
of  the  petition,  who  desired  for  the  sake  of 
morality,  that  the  Commissioners  should 
not  he  absolved  from  the  solemn  pledge 
which  tlioy  had  given  that  the  building 
should  he  removed  within  a  given  time 
after  it  had  fulfilled  the  purpose  to  which 
it  was  destined.  An  active  agitation  was 
going  on  upon  this  question  at  present,  the 
i^ronnd  of  which,  ho  bolieveil,  was  that  tlio 
hcaltli  and  enjoyment  of  the  people  would 
be  promoted  by  allowing  the  Crystal  Pa- 
lace to  remain  in  its  place.  But,  upon 
this  point,  their  Lordships  might  permit 
him  to  quote  a  pasBSge  from  an  artiol^ 
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in  (he  last  number  of  the  QvMfierly  Be- 
view,  which  woa  evidently  the  composition 
of  a  gentleman  who  was  profoundly  versed 
in  literature,      ^ell  as  skilled  in  seienee. 

The  writer  said— 


Fstaie, 
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"  Were  tho  Crystftl  Palaco  to  b©  kept  up  in 
tpito  of  rather  ttrong  pledges,  and,  as  some  pro- 
pho^y.'to  piTHOiit  u-i  by  nnd  \iy  with  .1  wild,  riic-s 
of  walks  inenndcring  llirougb  bowers  of  exotic 
bloom,  it  would  be  the  roost  iiualubruniR  prome- 
nade in  London;  the  rathtT  nti:!  <h.Mr-(r  tho 
Flora,  tho  less  entitled  to  rivet  your  aftminuion, 
young  ladies  I  On  .i  sultrjr  Miminor's  day,  fairly 
divided  between  hunvy  >liowf>r^n!ii]  m  otcIiIi!?  8un- 
sbino,  you  have  seen  a  boUU'  ut  cUrcl  —or  tiie  de- 
■  cantor  to  which  it  ought  not  to  have  he*.-n  trans- 
ferred— or  a  CJimffo  of  water  from  the  deep  well — 
brought  into  your  dear  papa's  comfortable  dininj; 
romn  ;  before  it  stood  long  on  the  table  tlio  bright 

J lass  was  dim,  and  soou  down  trickled  the  dew- 
rop8,  running  meet  which  riioold  roaeh  the  hot- 
t'liii  first ;  well,  jx-Tinit  us  ji.iti'rnal  rr\ i»  \\t  i  s  t'> 
wUisuer  that  allur  half  an  hour's  walk  through 
the  frosty  air  yon  are  the  cool  otaret  bottle,  or  Vbe 
carafTo  of  spring  water,  whou  ynu  i  tit'  r  t!if^  so(!no- 
tivo  orobid  house.  Tho  dew  does  not  run  otl' 
your  encasing  interments,  but  it  satarates  them. 
Ynti  mi:rht  almost  as  wisrly  ta^io  n  ^^alk  on  tho 
tioor  of  tho  aquarium  na  here,  il'  yuu  tioubt  our 
word,  go  and  stand  before  tho  nearest  kin  In  n 
fire,  nin!  s.  o  htnv  ym  will  reck  and  Kteam.  What 

would  your  utauima  say — what  would  Sir  or 

Dr.  I.  II,  who  baa  taken  such  pains  with  you,  think 
if  you  were  to  spc-nd  two  or  throe  hours  in  the  laun- 
dry during  the  height  oftbc  engagement  on  a  wash- 
ing day  ?  As  you  happen  to  have  lungs  and  a 
akia,  it  nuUtors  act  what  you  arc  looking  at,  as 
long  as  the  atmosphere  is  (ho  samo— whether  at 
the  briL'litr^t  of  flowers  or  the  nns:  pri-!ii;i(ic  (if 
soap  bubbles.  No  indoor  promenade  should  tell 
more  forcibly  on  the  hygrometer,  or  indicate  the 
dew  point  witli  irreater  suddenness,  than  a  cora- 
laon  sitting  room.  Uut  in  this  arid  eliniate,  even 
tbeoamellhi  casts  off  its  blo»»om  buds.  It  dis- 
inherits its  own  Irfvrly  offspring,  nn  i  n  jix'ts  them 
with  RJ»  decided  a  seora  as  if  it  had  di.Ht-  tA  ored  that 
it  was  prodootng  a  crop  of  Hygeian  ]iills  instead  of 
pure  omnments  for  innocent  beauties.  The  <  li- 
UiiitA)  ut'  ihe  orange,  not  that  of  tho  camellia,  lauy 
do  for  a  winter  garden.  If  ever  our  adraimble 
palace  of  glass  becomes  a  showy,  steamy,  suffo- 
cating Jardln  d'Hiver,  it  will  be  a  capital  thing 
for  tho  apothecaries  ;  such  a  vigorous  crop  of 
colds,  cougbs,  and  consumptions  will  be  raised, 
that  it  wiU  be  the  walk,  if  not  tho  dance  of  death, 
to  frequent  it.*' 

Thftt  WAS  the  testimony  given  by  an  im' 
partial  writer  against  the  visiotiary  sclicino 
of  Mr.  Pavtun,  wlio  talked  of  transferrin u: 
to  this  countrv  tho  sunnv  diiiio  of  Southerii 
Italy.  For  his  own  part,  if  tho  Crystal 
Palaee  were  to  be  retained  at  all,  ho  (Lord 
Canipboll)  thought  it  would  be  best  to  con- 
vert it  into  an  enormous  shower  bath;  for, 
however  admirably  adapted  it  was  to  tho 
purposes  for  which  it  was  intended,  it  had 
now  become  essentially  necessary  to  ele- 
fate  umbrellas  inside  the  batldtng  whenerer 

Lord  Can^pbeU 


a  shower  of  rain  came  on.  That  would 
probably  be  the  last  time  that  he  ahould 

have  the  opportunity  of  raising  his  voice 
on  the  subject,  tur  he  should  he  ohliged  to 
leave  town  early  to-morrow  in  tho  die- 
charge  <tf  bis  duty  to  admintsier  jnttiee  to 
Her  Majesty's  suhjetts;  hut  he  would  leave 
tlio  matter  in  iheir  Lordships'  hands  with- 
out any  fear,  hccause  ho  did  not  helieve 
that  the  two  iiouacs  of  Parliament  would 
assnmo  the  funetions  of  his  HoUneaa  the 
Pope,  and  absolve  Gorernmeats  and  indi- 
viduals from  the  solema  ptomisea  whieh 
they  had  q;iven. 

Pctitiuu  ordered  to  lie  ou  the  table. 

BOOTY  IN  TUE  PUNJAB. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGIT  rose 
to  put  a  question  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Control  respect- 
in  the  booty  taken  in  the  Punjab,  amount- 
ing, ho  believed,  to  131,000?.  Ho  wished 
to  know  what  had  been  done  with  it  ?  Had 
the  jJircctors  of  the  East  India  Company 
memoralised  the  Crown  for  thedittributioa 
of  it  among  the  army  ? 

Loit!)  BROUGHT  ox  was  understood  to 
reply  that  that  was  tho  course  which  had 
been  pursued  by  the  East  India  Company, 
except  that  tho  Direelora  had  sent  their 
memorial,  in  tba  tint  inttanee,  to  the  Lends 
of  the  Treasury. 

BORnSLD  MAKOR  ESTATE. 
The  BiBROP  of  OXFORD  voee  to  mm 

for  the  production  of  certain  papers  con- 
taining the  ( '  rn  spondencc  which  had 
passed  between  the  Copyhold  Commission- 
ers and  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
touching  the  Horfield  Haoor  Estate.  His 
motive  in  calling  for  these  papers  was  to 
avail  himself  of  tho  opportunity  of  stating 
before  their  Lordships  and  bcforo  the  coun- 
try certain  facte  regarding  reeent  transac- 
tions relating  to  tho  Iloriield  estate,  whieh 
appeared  to  him  to  Imvc  been  grievously 
mis-stated,  in  a  ninnner  to  damac^e  the 
character  of  a  right  rev.  Friend  of  his  who 
was  now  absent  on  the  Oontinent,  and  waa 
prerented  from  returning  immediatelj  in 
oonscqucnco  of  iiuru^position.  Ho  men- 
tioned tho  fact  of  tho  illncf>s  of  his  rii^ht 
rev.  Brother,  nut  for  the  sake  uf  predispos- 
ing their  Lordships  to  a  &voarable  judg- 
ment of  his  case,  because  he  thought  it 
needed  no  such  partial  view;  lie  did  it 
simply  to  bespeak  their  kiud  attention  for 
himself,  who  was  about  to  lay  before 
their  Lordships  the  ease  of  an  absent  and 
oalnmniated  brother.   He  shoidd  not  tnm- 
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b!e  tlie  House  with  any  remarks  on  the 
modo  in  which  the  charges  to  wliu  li  lie 
vu  about  to  refer  had  been  made,  tho  mo- 
tifM  whioh  dSctftted  ^em,  or  the  persons 
wholuid  broaght  them  forward.    He  bc- 
Kcrpd  thnt  if  lie  were  to  indulge  in  any 
such  remarks,  he  shoukl  have  to  condemn 
kimself  for  what  ho  condemned  in  the 
Mdum  of  those  charges,  namolj,  that 
they  had  made  them  in  «  place  and  under 
circumstances  •v\'hieh  prevcnttnl  the  possi- 
Itility  of  an  answcj-.      He  should  tt\kc  it 
for  granted,  therefore,  that  every  rais- 
itatemeiit  of  which  he  ebould  oomplun, 
had  been  aooidental,  ud  that  the  motiTos 
of  tho  accuser  had  been  of  the  purest  and 
most  unimponchabic  chanu-ter.    He  had 
to  deal  with  facts,  and  to  convince  their 
Lordships,  and  through  them  the  country, 
that  those  facts  had  boon  thus  mia^atated. 
Tho  sliortcst  and  simplest  way  in  wliich 
the  question  could  ho  treated  was  tiiis  : — 
lie  would  nrst  state  what  the  charges  wero 
vhieh  had  been  preferred  against  hb  right 
rev.  Friend;  be  would  then  put  the  House 
fully  in  possrssion  of  tho  facts  hy  statin 'j: 
what  he  p'^TT^idcrcHl  to  bo  tho  truo  view  ot' 
the  ease;  uad  ho  wuuld  afterwards  give  the 
pnwfii  which  he  had  bj  bim  to  show  that 
his  riew  was  tho  correct  one.    Now,  tho 
charge  was  to  this  effect — that  when  tho 
lee  of  Bristol  was  united  to  tho  see  of 
Gloucester,  tho  property  of  tho  &oc  ut 
Bristol  waa,  under  power  giron  by  Acts  of 
Psrliament,  made  over  te  the  new  Bishop 
of  the  united  aoes  of  Oloncestcr  and  ]>ris- 
tol ;  that  one  property,  named  lIi)rH(>ld 
Manor,  stood,  if  not  legally,  yet  equitably 
and  morally,  upon  s  different  footing  from 
anj  other  property  belonging  to  the  see  of 
Bristol;  and  that  his  right  rev.  Friend  tho 
present  Bishop  of  the  united  sees  of  Glou- 
sester and  Bristol,  on  taking'  possession  of 
tiiat  see,  was  perhaps  equitably,  hut  cer^ 
tainly  morally,  bound  not  to  deal  with  that 
e.'tato  in  tho  same  manner  as  with  the  rest 
of  the  property  belonging  to  tho  sec,  but 
to  dual  with  it  on  different  principles  alto* 
gather.   The  charge  waa^  that  under  such 
oMi;jatinnH,  his  right  rev.  Friend,  when  ho 
lH!canie  bishop  of  the  united  f^eon,  had  first 
eadoavourcd  to  sell  iiis  right  in  that  estate 
of  HorfieUI  to  the  Bccleamatieal  Commis- 
*MNiers;  that  tho  Bcclesiastical  Commis- 
•Joncrs — as  it  was  suggested,  in  order  to 
prevent  a  great  scandal — consented  to  the 
b'ubop  8  proposal ;   that  an  agrooment, 
^^udk  was  at  first  intended  to  be  prirate, 
entered  into  for  the  transfer  of  that 
^^^9rtJ  for  « iUed  amn}  that  the  aolicitor 


of  tho  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  felt  so 
ashamed  of  the  transaction  that  he  re- 
fused to  incur  tho  responsibility  of  carry- 
ing it  out;  that  thereupon  he  waa  directed 
by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commiasionera  to 
prepare  a  scheme  for  tho  purpose  of  pro- 
curiiii^  an  Order  in  Council  to  sanction  tho 
transfer;  that  upon  its  being  applied  for, 
a  Member  of  the  oth«r  House,  who  had 
discovered  this  treachery,  called  the  atten* 
tion,  first  of  the  Attorney  General,  and 
afterwards  of  tho  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, to  the  Job  whioh  was  about  to  bo 
perpetrated;  and  that,  owing  to  the  watch- 
fulness and  t  aadinoss  of  that  noble  Lord  to 
prevent  it,  it  was  defeated,  and  the  rlijht 
rev.  Prehxte  lo.sthi.s  barirain;  that  then  tho 
bishop  did  nothing  until  tho  last  life  named 
in  the  leaae  dropped,  and  that  he  then 
granted  a  fmh  lea^,  his  own  secretary 
hcMnpj  the  lessee,  and  his  own  children 
being  tho  three  lives  put  into  the  lease; 
and  that  tho  right  rev.  Trelato  by  so  doing 
had  Tiolated  his  implied,  if  not  hia  expreaa 
engagement.  He  (tho  Bishop  of  Oxford) 
hoirged  tkeir  J  nr  1  hips  to  remark  the  full 
amount  of  the  imputation  contained  in 
those  charges.  It  would  not  do  to  make 
imputations  of  the  gravest  possible  nature, 
and  then  to  ride  off  on  another  charge;  but 
in  this  ease  it  had  been  stated  that  **  no 
man  except  a  tlii;iiitarv  of  the  Church  would 
dure  to  curry  out  such  a  transaclion,  and 
afterwards  show  his  face  in  publie  aa  an 
honest  man."  Now,  what  he  (the  Bishop 
of  Oxford)  bogged  to  state  in  answer  to 
tliese  charges  was  this,  that  tho  Bishop  of 
Gloucester  received  that  estate  of  Horiield 
upon  precisely  the  same  footing  that  h« 
received  the  other  estates  belonging  to  tho 
SCO  of  Bristol;  tliat  there  was  no  under- 
standing, direct  or  indirect,  in  reference  to 
that  estate;  that  in  dealing  with  that  es- 
tate ho  was  not  violating  any  honourable 
understanding  made  either  by  himself  or 
his  predecessor  in  tho  see;  that  he  did 
what  the  Legislature  intended  him  to  do 
with  every  property  of  the  see  over  which 
ho  was  placed;  that  he  had  entered  into  a 
negotiation  with  tho  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners respoctlnpf  the  disposal  of  it  of 
his  own  frco  will  and  accord;  that  his  ob- 
ject, in  wishing  to  carry  out  that  negotia- 
tion, was,  as  be  would  show  hereafter,  a 
singularly  liht  ni!  tliin^' — tlnit  it  had  been 
defeated  on  a  mere  point  of  teehnicaHty  by 
tho  law  officers  of  the  Crown — that  he  had 
never  said  to  any  man  that  he  would  not 
lease  that  estate— that  he  had  alwaya  been 
ready  to  leaae  it  on  certain  conditionabene- 
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ficial  to  the  Clnirch  and  to  the  estate  itself 
— that  he  hnd  now  leased  it  for  three  lives 
to  his  own  secretary  as  a  means  of  retain- 
ing in  his  own  hands  the  full  and  enitre 
control  Md  direction  of  it — and  that  be 
had  thus  taken  measures  to  carry  out  his 
own  libornl  policy,  although  ho  would  not 
state  what  the  objects  of  that  policy  were, 
lest  they  should  seem  to  be  the  effect 
of  pressure  from  without,  rather  than  of 
his  own  liberal  and  ingenuous  disposition. 
That  was  his  case.  Whether  his  right 
rev.  Friend  bad  adopted  the  wisest  and 
most  prudent  eourte  in  parrying  out  this 
liberal  intention  was  another  question,  upon 
which  he  {the  Bishop  of  (Jxfonl;  wdiild  not 
then  pronounce  an  opinion.  It  might  be 
the  best,  or  it  might  not;  but  he  thought 
ho  dioold  be  able  to  show  their  Lordships 
that  it  subjected  his  right  rev.  Friend  to 
no  possible  just  imputation  upon  his  liber- 
ality of  intention.  Now  for  the  proof. 
The  statement  was,  that  first  of  all  his 
right  roT.  Friend  was,  as  to  this  estate  of 
Horfield,  differently  situated  from  other 
properties  belonging  to  the  soo,  because 
two  of  his  predecessors  liad  refused  to  re- 
new the  lease  on  the  dropping  in  of  the 
JiTCS,  with  the  view  of  altowing  it  to  fall  in 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Church,  and  that 
thoreforo  his  right  rev.  Friend  was  bound 
in  like  in.'inner  to  allow  tlio  lease  to  drop. 
The  firbt  of  these  was  Liiihop  Gray.  lie 
(the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  stated  advisedly 
that,  amongst  many  cases  of  misrepre- 
sentation, he  had  never  heard  of  one  in 
which  every  single  incident  had  been  so  j 
misrepresented  and  twii^ted  to  a  fulbe  issue 
as  in  the  present  instaooe.  The  first 
statement  was,  that  when  the  first  life  of 
the  lease  dropped,  Bishop  Gray  thought  that 
ho  might  renew,  but  that  when  two  drop- 

S(k1  in,  he  thought  that  be  ought  not  to 
o  so.  Kow,  what  was  the  foct?  No 
negotiation  took  place  between  Bishop 
Gray  and  his  lessee  until  after  the  seeoml  i 
life  had  dropped.  iJext,  there  never  was 
any  breaking  off  of  that  negotiation,  but 
Bishop  Gray  died  while  it  was  still  going 
on;  and  there  was  the  testimony  of  Dr. 
Shadwcll  to  prove  that  all  the  difficulties 
attending  the  transaction  had  been  cleared 
away,  and  that  the  renewal  would  have 
been  completed  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
death  of  Bishop  Gray.  Well,  his  death 
ibcn  took  place;  and  the  next  statement 
was,  that  Bishop  Gray's  determination 
having  been  made  knotrn  to  Lord  Mel- 
bourne, he  told  it  to  his  successor.  Bishop 
Allen,  on  his  appointment,  and  stipulated 

Th§  BUhop  of  Oxford 
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with  him  tlint  be  should  not  renew,  and 
that  Bishop  Allen  gave  a  pledge  to  thnt 
effect.    Now,  in  the  first  place.  Bishop 
Allen  huDoself  stated — this  ho  mentianea 
on  the  auUiority  of  the  Bishop  of  Gloncea- 
ter,  who  might  be  considered  an  interested 
part V— but  Bishop  Allen  himself  told  the 
Bishop  of  Gloucester  that  Lord  Melbourne 
informed  bbn  that  Us  attM^m  had  been 
called  to  the  matt^,  hut  that  ha  saw  no 
reason  for  putting  any  impediment  in  the 
way  of  the  renewal  of  the  lease,  and  that 
he  would  leave  him  at  liborty  to  act  as  he 
might  think  best ;  and  in  Bidiop 
Allen  was  himself  in  treaty  for  a  rraewal 
of  the  lease  when  he  was  translated  to  the 
bishopric  of  Kly.    What  was  the  proof  of 
this  ?  In  the  first  place,  he  had  the  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Chartes  Clarke,  an  emtnesit 
solicitor  of  Bristol,  to  prove  that  his  father 
was  the  confidential  agent  of  Bishop  Allen, 
and  wa?  employed  by  him  to  renew  the 
lease;  and  two  of  the  witnesses  before  the 
Committee  on  Church  Leases  (1838)  a 
witness  (Mr.  Y.  Stuokney)  stated  that  — 
"The  two  late  bishops  (Gray  and  Allen) 
refused  to  renew  because  the  lessee  ret'used 
to  give  the  fine  they  asked."     And  at 
pages  294  and  295  of  the  same  report, 
another  witness  (Sir.  J.  P.  St  urge)  stated 
that — "  There  was  a  negotiation  between 
the  lato  l>ishop  of  Bristol  (Bishop  Allen)  * 
aud  the  lessee,  but  tbej  could  not  agree." 
And,  again,  the  same  witness  further  at»ted 
that  the  rencw-i!  was  one  "  in  whidk  the 
bishop  and  the  le-^see  could  not  agree  as  to 
j  the  amount  (of  line),  and  conjeqnently  no 
rcuewal  was  made.  '  Thus  the  declaration 
of  his  right  rev.  Frieod  the  Bishop  of  Gloii* 
cester  was  corroborated  by  two  witnesses 
of  unimpeachable  character.     The  next 
statement  was,  that  in  1842  it  began  to 
be  rumoured  that  the  present  bishop  was 
about  to  renew  the  leases  and  that  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  upon  hearing 
j  the  rumours,  desired  their  secretary  to 
write  to  the  bishop  on  the  subject,  express- 
ing a  hope  that  the  reports  wore  unfound> 
ed;  that  tho  bishop  replied  that  he  fSdt 
aggrieved  by  tho  supposition  that  he  en- 
tertained thoughts  of  renewing;  and  that 
if  he  did  so,  he  should  be  doiug  something 
unbecoming  a  bishop,  and   would  be 
leaving  a  lastiug  reproach  to  bis  family* 
He  (the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  believed  that 
that  quotation  from  the  reply  of  the  bishop 
had  been  uno  of  the  main  things  that  bad 
stamped  disgrace  and  odium  upon  his  n^t 
rev.  Friend;  and  he  would  now  aaserti  fiist» 
that  after  going  through  ev«ry  doemntnt 
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«>nim\inicnt:on  of  .my  kind  had  passed  be- 
tfl-con  the  Coniniisbloiiors  or  their  secretary 
aud  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  in  the  year 
18^,  or  for  fi?e  years  aftonrards;  so  miB- 
infDrnied  were  those 


"  I  leam  that  a  report  of  mv  intention  to  ro- 

grant  this  Icaso  for  hvcs  as  heretofore  has  been 

sovcrni  times  matter  of  convenation  at  the  board, 

and  has  been  opokcii  of  in  terms  of  coiuloninntion. 

Of  the  existeiico  uf  the  report  I  was  aware,  as  well 

as  of  its  origin  ;  the  authority  being  certain  print- 

who  had  nut  forward       evidence  given  before  the  Ecclcsiasticnl  Leases 

.1,  *>4„.^„«i._      n.,*  f  „ii   I  CouiiniUec  of  the  II0U8O  of  Commons  soiau  vojirs 

these  Statements.    IJut  that  was  not  ail;!       .     ,    ,  ...     ,    y  . 

ovu«,i,    ^     ,  ago,  by  a  Lmtl  surveyor  of  this  neighbourhood,  who 

STid  now  he  begged  their  Lordships  to  j  gtriiod  that  ho  understood  such  to  bo  the  intention 


notice  what  did  happen.  In  1847  new  1  of  the  liishop.  [This  person,  to  whom  I  never 
•ebaiDM  were  being  carried  out  by  the  epoke,  is  notorious  for  his  unfriendliness  to  the 

Church  and  Churchmen.]  Ilis  assertion,  as  com- 
ing from  an  indtridual  who  could  know  nothing 
about  me,  1  treated  like  ;i  iiewspri])er  n  ptirt,  ^\■ith 
■ileot  contempt.  To  have  noticed  it  publicly  at 
the  time  wonid  Iuito  been  thought  by  some  pre* 
sumptuoufi,  I'V  other  ridiculous),  llowever,  tlie 
manner  h)  which  I  spoko  of  this  evidence  in  con- 
venation  is  at  least  a  proof  that  I  did  not  medi- 
tate aoting  tho  yvrj  part  whioli  be  iuid  asrigoed 


Eodesiastical  Commissioners  at  to  the 
tarns  to  be  charged  ujion  future  VRcancios 
upon  bishoprics,  and  amongst  utliers  upon 
the  bishopric  of  Gloucester  and  Briatol. 
It  was  made  to  appear  to  them  that  the 
tee  of  Bristol  would  hear  a  larger  fbtnre 
chnrc^e  than  had  been  put  upon  it.  They, 
therefore,  passed  an  order  putting  tiiat 
larger  charge  upon  it.  and  rcaoWed  npon 
taking  this  estate  of  Uorfield  upon  the  next 
avoidance  of  the  see  to  the  Episcopal  Fund 
of  the  Commission.  Accordingly,  this  re- 
solution was  intimated  to  the  bishop,  and 
be  felt  considerable  annoyaace  at  it,  be- 
eanse  he  thought  the  arrangement  would 
be  unfair,  not  to  himself,  because  it  did 
not  affect  him,  but  to  his  successors,  who, 
he  thought,  would  be  left  poorer  than  they 
OQgbt  to  be.  And  then*  in  1847,  there 
£d  happen  a  conimunioation  between  the 
solicitor  of  the  bishop  on  the  one  side,  nnd 
the  solicitor  of  tho  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
uonere  on  the  other,  which  related  solely 
to  the  manner  in  wbieh  arrangement 
€oold  be  satisfactorily  carried  out;  but 
there  was  no  hint  iu  any  one  word,  oitlirr 
on  the  side  of  the  Commissioners  or  on  the 
side  of  the  Bishop,  that  there  was  any- 
thing like  moral  obligation  one  way  or  the 
other  inToWed  in  the  quesUon  of  renewal. 
But  tlicrc  was  an  answer  of  the  lusliop 
upon  which  this  misrepresentation  had 
been  based.  Tho  bishop,  from  the  day 
that  be  bad  taken  possession  of  the  seo, 
fdt  that  die  pecaliar  tenure  of  the  Ilorfield 
estate  was  a  most  injurious  tenure  to  tho 
Church,  because  it  prevented  improve- 
ments being  carried  out;  and  therefore  he 
stated  that  he  noTer  intended  to  renew  the 
lea&o  upon  the  terms  upon  which  tt  had 
hitherto  been  granted;  btit  he  never  c^ave 
tlie  least  hint  in  the  world  of  not  graiititi;^: 
a  different  kind  of  lease.  Tlie  ground  of 
^  words  of  which  use  had  been  made  was 
this.  The  bishop  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Oomm5s«ioners,  in  whicli,  after  having 
Stated  that  lie  felt  considerable  annoyance 
at  the  Commissioners  not  communicating 
with  himself,  instead  of  aendiog  their  soli- 
eitw  tohii  aoHcitor*  ha  proceeded  to  aay— • 


me. 

It  had  been  stated  that  there  was  a  blank 
after  the  word  **  very,"  which  was  intend- 
ed to  be  filled  up  with  disgraced,"  or 
*'  shameful,"  or  some  word  to  tliat  effect. 
Now  he  (tho  Bishop  of  Oxford)  could  as- 
sure t1:eir  Lordships  that  there  was  neither 
blank,  omission,  nor  erasure  at  the  word 
"very;"  that  the  words  followed  each 
other  in  tho  closest  contact.  It  was  this 
letter,  written  in  1847,  which  had  been 
assig^ned  by  the  accusers  of  the  right  rev. 
rrolatc  to  tho  year  1842;  and  hence  the 
obloquy  thrown  on  his  right  rev.  Friend 
by  those  who  took  it  for  granted  that  he 
liad  written,  **  I  am  sorry  the  Commis- 
sioners should  suspect  me  of  acting  so 
very  a  part,  "  and  hence  tlie  fine  em- 
bellishments about  blanks  and  erasures  of 
Mr.  Horsman.  The  sense  was  di-tlnct, 
nnd  it  was  clear  that  he  did  not  meilitate 
acting  the  part  attributed  to  him.  There 
was  nothing  like  an  intimation  that  the 
bishop  thought  it  was  a  disgraceful  thing 
to  renew  the  three  lives.  The  charge  pro- 
ceeded to  state  that— 

"  Under  these  circumstances  the  Ec<'lcsiastical 
Commissioners  were  surprised,  at  the  commence- 
ment  of  1848.  hj  reeivlng  a  eommtinication  A<om 
the  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  stating  liis  intention  to 
renew  the  lease,  and  giring  them  the  refusal  of  it 
for  the  sum  of  ll,0Ow.  The  EeolewMtioal  Com- 
missioners desired  their  Seeret.iry  to  write  to  tho 
Bishop,  remuiding  him  of  ihu  luorui  obligation  ho 
was  under  not  to  renew  the  lease.  Tho  Dishop 
answered  that  ho  know  nothing  of  any  mnml  ob- 
ligations ;  that  he  had  a  legal  right ;  and  it  ttio 
CMamiflttoners  did  notoliooao  to  pay  him  11,500{., 
he  would  renew  tho  leaM,  and  aUeaate  the  pro- 
perty from  tho  Church.*' 

Kow  no  such  letter  was  written  by  the  Se- 
cretary, and  no  such  answer  was  sent  by 
the  Bishop.  But  the  case  was  still  stronger, 
ibf  instead  of  the  Ecdeaiaatical  Commis- 
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sinners  li.ivin^  been  snrpriscJ  at  hearing  a 
rumour  of  tite  bishop's  inteution,  tlic  real 
fftct  was  that  they  themselves  received,  in 
February,  1848,  acoinmuiiieation  from  the 
Bishop  of  Gloucester,  stating  his  intention 
to  renew  the  IcaBo,  and  npcntiT^  a  nogoliu- 
tioa  with  them,  offering  to  part  to  thcui 
his  interest  in  this  estate  of  Horfield 
Manor.  The  GommissionerB  having  taken 
the  property  in  reversion,  antl  the  lilslmp 
thinT<in<,'  it  Avas  for  the  good  of  the  C'liurcli 
liiai  titey  uliuuld  have  it  at  onco,  and  carry 
out  the  improTemeiit  he  had  intended, 
offorod  to  part  with  his  interest  to  them. 
That  letter  was  received  on  the  21st  of 
February,  and  on  the  24th  it  was  referred 
to  a  select  committee  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissimiers,  sot  very  likely  cither  to 
perpetrate  or  connive  at « job,  as  Sir  J. 
Graham  was  its  Chairman.  On  the  Itli 
of  March  this  letter  was  trausmitted  from 
that  Committee  to  his  right  rev.  Friend  : 
*'  Your  letter  has  just  been  brought  heforo 
tlic  Fin;uico  (^JnlIlntUH^  who  felt  strongly 
the  hberaiity  of  your  oliVr. "  This  was  the 
letter  which  was  said  to  have  been  a  gen- 
tle reminder  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  of  the  moral 
obligation  which  his  right  rov.  Friend  was 
ignoring.  The  negotiation  tlion  went  on. 
They  had  been  told  that  thu  iicclcsios- 
tical  Commissioners  had  agreed  most  im- 
properly  to  deal  with  the  bishop,  and  to 
pay  him  11,500^;  that  they  endeavoured, 
not  openly,  but  privately,  to  arrange  the 
transfer  ;  that  the  deed  of  transfer  was 
sobmitted  to  their  solicitor,  who  refused  to 
incur  the  responsibility  of  being  a  party  to 
it."  Now,  how  stood  the  facts?  The 
Commissioners  being  satisfied  that  tiicre 
was  neither  legal,  ec^uitablo,  nor  moral  re- 
straint, came  to  the  unanimous  resolution 
that  the  bishop  was  not  bound  to  deal  dif- 
ferently with  this  from  any  other  property, 
and  they  drew  a  plan  transferring  it  to 
themselves,  and  passed  a  resolution,  and 
sent  it,  not  to  the  solicitor,  but  to  an  emi- 
nent convcyanpor,  ^Ir.  Dugniore.  iciinest- 
ing  him  to  advise  by  what  legal  document 
the  conveyance  of  the  Horfield  Manor  es- 
tate could  be  made  from  the  Bishop  to  the 
Commissioners.  His  answer  was  that  by 
the  provisions  of  tho  stntuto  of  the  13th 
of  Elizabeth,  which  had  never  been  re- 
pealed, it  would  ho  necessary  to  do  it,  not 
by  a  simple  conveyance,  but  by  an  Order 
in  Council.  And  yet  it  was  made  an  in- 
sinuation ugiiinpt  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 


636 

Mcmhpr  *-,f 


job  by  the  watchfulness  nf  n 
the  other  House.  The  Urdcr  in  Council, 
hating  been  drawn  out,  was  sent  in  M  ay 
to  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  to  he  ap'^ 
proved.  It  was  considered  by  them  for  a 
nionth,  and  then  they  returned  it,  stating 
that  they  eaw  a  legal  difliculty,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  act  of  the  Commissioners,  in 
transferring  tho  estate  after  the  next 
avoidnnco,  and  oti  that  ground  the  Oi  tlcr 
in  Council  was  defeated.  Ti)e  bishop  na- 
turally felt  that  lie  migrit  be  maligned  on 
the  ground  that  tho  negotiation  had  failed, 
and  he  calb  d  upon  the  Commissioners  to 
express  their  opinion  upon  the  subject  ; 
and  at  a  very  large  njeeting  of  the  lioartl, 
at  which  were  present  not  only  the  late 
Archbishop  of  Cant^hnry  and  a  great 
number  of  right  rev.  Prelates,  but  also  the 
Mnrl  of  Ilarrowhy,  Sir  James  Graliani, 
and  Mr.  Goulburn,  a  resolution  was  Vina- 
nimously  carried,  of  winch  he  would  read 
an  extract  from  the  minutes  of  a  general 
meeting,  held  on  Thursday,  the  13th  of 
July,  ISIS:— 

"  I'roseat — the  Archbishop  of  Cantorlmry  (ia 
tlie  ohdr),  the  Earl  of  Harrowby,  the  Bishop  of 

London,  the  Biflliop  of  Durham,  tho  liiidio])  oi' 
Cbiebester,  the  Hitbop  of  Glouceater  and  BrUtol, 
the  Bithop  of  Oxford,  the  Eiahop  of  Salishory, 

tlic  TIiL'lit.  Hon.  llcnry  (Joulbnni,  tho  Riglit  lion. 
Sir  James  R.  G.  Grahaiu.  The  Bishop  of  Glou« 
oester  and  Efristol  havinj^  preaved  the  Bonrd  to  an 
early  settlement  of  tho  pending  negitintion  con- 
cerning tho  Ilortield  estate,  and  expi-ossed  hia 
desire  to  be  «et  free  from  bis  agreement,  unless 
it  can  !•<■  spiw  ilily  arranged,  it  was,  after  full  dis- 
cussion and  rctereucc  to  the  secretary,  resolved, 
'  That  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Brwtol,  haV" 
ing  been  under  no  ohli;^ation,  legal  or  equic.ibic, 
to  deal  with  the  Ilorfiold  estate  otherwise  than 
with  any  other  estate  of  his  see,  and  bavin:,'  m.ido 
with  regard  to  it  liberal  offers  to  the  B<»ard,  the 
Board  are  anzloas  to  .iToid  all  needlen  deliT  In 
hringing  tho  negotiation  to  a  clnso,  .md  ilo^in^ 
tbeir  aeoretarjr  to  ootninuDioato  ibis  with  to  the 
law  officers  of  tho  Crown." 

The  remaining  charge  was,  that,  on  the 
dropping  of  the  lest  life,  the  bishop  bed 
renewed  the  lease  in  the  way  he  had  said 

ho  would  never  ronow  it.  Now,  how  wn? 
that  ?  If  his  rii^lit  rev.  Friend  had  re- 
newed that  lease  by  selling  it  to  a  second 
party,  as  was  eoromonly  the  ease,  allowing 
him  to  put  three  lives  upon  it,  he  would 
have  <!nno  t!io  thing  he  said  he  would  not 
do  ;  but  he  put  iu  Lis  secretary  as  a  nomi- 
nal lessee  to  represent  himself,  and  be  then 
filled  up  the  lease  with  three  lives  in  order 
to  retain  full  power  cvf  r  it,  «n  as  to  carry 
out  the  improvements  wliicii,  from  lirst  to 


misaioners  and  his  right  rev.  Friend,  that  last,  had  been  his  ol»jcct.    He  now  pos- 
thej  were  prevented  from  carrying  out  this  sessed  the  power  to  determine  that  lease 
The  BUhop  of  Oxford 
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vbeMver  lie  ihouglit  proper,  and  vm  ftble  |  this  course  became  be  knew  of  only  three 

to  caiTj  out  all  llie  improvementa  he  tic-  '  moilea  of  dealin^x  with  the  propcrtr.  One 


sired.  II"  Ii.kI  already  laid  out  a  larcro 
sum  in  cnhaachising  the  copyhold,  lie 
htd  received  notbtnf ,  but  spent  mneb,  and 
to  avoid  the  reproach  of  graepin^f  he  gave 

up  n  linni^  whit'li  ho  lu  ld  fn  ct^mt^ii^him 
of  tho  same  value  as  what  he  would  iiave 
rcrceivcd  from  this  estate.    But  it  was  said 


was,  that  he  niitjht  have  let  it  duriug  his 
incumbency,  iu  which  case  it  would  have 
deteriorated  in  value  every  year,  from  die 
impoaBibUitj  of  eanrying  out  the  necessary 
improvements;  secondly,  if  lie  hfid  let  it 
for  twentv-one  vears,  ho  would  luive  been 
prevented  by  the  copyholder  from  carrying 


that  bis  ehildrea  wonid  have  the  benefit  of  i  out  his  iraprovraients;  and  be  said  the 


the  estate  for  three  lives,  whUe  he  had 

onl?  given  up  the  cornmmdatn  which  he 
held  for  his  own  life.  I^ow  when  the  bi- 
shop was  in  negotiation  with  the  Commis- 
sioners for  selling  his  interest  in  the  Hor- 

field  estate,  the  terms  were  1 1  ,."00/.  S(» 
fulh'  was  it  believed  that  the  scheme  would 
be  carri^  into  effect,  that  the  purposes  of  tlio 


only  other  thing  was  to  fill  it  up  in  the 
way  he  had  done  for  three  Hvos*,  not  taking 
a  tine  ami  alienating  it  from  the  Church, 
bttt  putting  in  one  who  only  represented 
him  as  a  trustee,  and  soe:iai)ling  him  to 
earry  out  his  intentions.  He  (the  IWslinp 
of  Oxford)  had  told  his  rifxlit  rev.  Friend 
that  if  he  would  communicate  to  him  in  a 


bi«hop  with  regard  to  it  became  aeeidmitally  written  form  what  bis  intentions  were,  he 
known,  in  eonseqoence  of  whieh  an  official  would  lay  them  before  their  Lordships; 

stiitement  was  made  to  his  clers^y  as  to 
the  manner  in  whieii  he  intended  to  appro- 
priate that  sum.    Some  years  before  he 
lent,  ont  of  bis  own  private  fortune,  5,0001. 
fat  the  purpose  of  establwhing  an  educa- 
tional Institution  in  the  neicfhhourhood  of 
Bristol,  which  appeared  to  bo  very  deaira- 
ble.    He  had  not  given  it,  because  be 
tiioogbt  it  would  not  be  jntt  to  his  chil- 
dren, but  he  advanced  it  on  the  condition 
that  his  children  should  receive  it  back 
again.    Recent  circamstances  hod  made 
it  very  problematical  whether  it  would  ever 
be  repaid,  and  he  therefore  arranged,  that 
if  hi>  faniilv  did  not  receive  back  this  sum 
of  5,000/.,"  o,(>00^  of  the  11.500?.  he  was 
to  receive  for  tho  Iloriield  estate  should 
go  to  repay  his  family,  and  the  6,5001. 
should  go  to  endow  small  livings  in  the 
Jirjci  se  of  Bri.'^tol.    Now  he  would  ask 
their  Lurdsliips,  as  honourable  men,  whe- 
ther the  mau  who  intended  so  to  appro- 
niate  the  money,  sbonld  be  treated  as  if 
be  were  avariciously  disposing  of  this 
Cftate  for  his  own  selfish  ndvantn^^e  ?  And 
he  would  ask  their  Lordtships  one  other 
<|iiefttion — whether,  if  this  aocnsation  of 
bweness  had  been  brought  against  them, 
if  they  had  been  so  pursued  by  the  enve- 
nomed tooth  of  slander,  he  would  ask,  if 
tliey  cared  for  their  lionour,  would  any  of 
dwro  have  made  publie  their  liberal  inten* 
t!  ns  when  such  false  charges  were  made  ? 
That  wiis  the  .state  of  thiii:rs.    This  was 
not  an  alienation  frmn  the  Church.  The 
iTOperty  was  in  the  power  of  his  right  rev. 
Fri«Ml,  and,  from  his  expertenee  of  the 
l>ut,  he  was  confident  it  might  be  safely 
lift  to   IiiHi   hnnourahin  intentions.  His 


and  what  did  their  Lords^liips  think  was 
his  reply  ?    Ho  would  read  it  to  them • 

<'Thi>'"'  wIh)  know  mc.  will  lielicro  that  tlio 
fAXQO  fcvluigo  auiuiuiLo  now  n.s  before;  but  I 
will  not  at  this  time  enter  into  ntiy  promises  or 
enpagcmonts.  Those  wiio  wish  to  know  my  psir- 
ticular  viows  and  intentions  mtist  infer  them  from 
wliat  I  have  already  done.  SpccUmur  agenda 
I  bave  surroiuiorod  an  eauivalent  oburoh  incouft, 
I  have  expended  a  good  am},  and  havo  eomitilttcd 
myself  to  vxpfiul  a  gowl  (leal  in^n-i'  in  tlio  |Hi-nia- 
nent  improvoment  of  property  to  which  the  re* 
vertioners  eontribnte  nothing,  and  I  hare  tifoHled 
my  intcnti'in  to  oiulow  the  living  at  tlm  f.ist 
avoidance  with  the  rcntcluirgc.  It  is  true  that 
I  bare  nltenor  views,  ihonld  mj  lift  be  spared 
lonp  enough;  hut  T  will  not  •pecify  them,  nor  will 
I  at  the  present  tinio  tuako  tho  least  further  pro> 
misu  or  engagemi'nt.  You  know  th«  bitter  and 
unscrupulous  warfare  by  which  I  am  n«sriilrd. 
It  is  inipoB><ible  for  me  to  say  or  do  anything, 
howcvrr  iliviatereBtod,  to  whieh  a  bad  edonr 
would  not  be  givon;  and  were  I  to  malio  any  pro* 
niise  with  regard  to  llorfield  at  tlio  prestcnt  roo- 
nient,  it  would  infallibly  be  attributed  to  fear  of 
him  who  has  determined, ^cr /<M  atqm  nefa$t  to 
destroy  my  character." 

His  ri^^ht  rev.  Friend  railed  on  their  Lord- 
ships to  judge  from  iiis  past  action^  what 
his  future  would  be,  if  be  were  left  free 
from  tho  Tenomou3  poison  which  had  so 
loner  ernhittcrcd  his  life,  lie  (the  Bishop 
of  Oxford)  thanked  their  Lord.shipa  for  tho 
indulgent  kiuducss  with  which  they  had 
beard  biro.  He  oould  assure  them  that 
the  expression  of  their  .sympathy  would  be 
dear  to  his  right  rev.  Brfither.  who,  with- 
out fricuds  or  patrouage,  had,  by  the  forco 
of  his  Icsminj^  and  ability,  raised  himself 
to  eminence  in  the  Church  nnd  in  society; 
who  had  been,  in  his  <1;hcl'.--l;  and  amnni:^ 
thw^e  who  had  known  him,  remarkable  for 


right  rev. -friend  Stated  that  ho  had  taken  I  nothing  more  than  his  opcubaudcd  libc- 
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rality;  who,  absent  from  his  country,  sick 
in  body  and  depressed  in  spirit — at  an  age 
almost  reaching  the  period  assigned  to 
man,  was  unabld  to  d^nd  himielf  in  per- 
son against  the  unrelenting  peneoution  to 
wliich  he  liad  been  so  long  exposed;  and 
who,  under  tlie  unexampled  niinroprcscn- 
tation  of  which  he  had  hecu  xiiudc  the 
TictiiD,  would  fSeel  it  one  of  hia  highest 
gratifications  to  know  that  this  statement 
had  been  made  openly  before  the  country, 
and  to  find  that  ho  etill  retained  thu  luvc 
and  admiration  of  their  Lordships. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  that, 
after  the  able  and  feeling  address  of  his 
riglit  rev.  FrieTfd,  lie  would  only  add  that, 
from  a  long  and  intimate  acquaintance  of 
more  than  five-and-forty  years  with  the 
light  rev.  Prelate,  the  subject  of  this  dis- 
cussion, he  felt  justified  in  a.sserting-,  witli- 
out  fear  of  bcini^  contradicted,  that  ihoir 
Lordships  an<l  the  country  might  safely 
leave  the  interests  of  the  Church,  so  far 
as  they  were  connected  with  this  question, 
in  the  hands  of  the  right  rev.  Prolate,  with 
the  assurance  that  he  would  do  that  whieh 
was  just  and  true;  and  that  as  informer 
years  a  deserved  reproach  had  never  been 
cast  upon  him,  so  m  the  remainder  of  his 
days  he  would  do  nothing  to  discredit  the 
character  of  a  well-.spcnt  and  vurtuous  life. 

Loud  CAMPBELL  could  not  refrain 
from  expressing  his  satisfaction  at  the 
well-proved  statement' of  his  right  rev. 
Friend,  which  must  remove  from  the  minds 
of  their  Lordshijps  and  of  the  public  every 
partide  of  suspteion  that  might  have  been 
supposed  to  exist.  Ho  had  enjoyed  the 
friendshij)  of  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  fi)r 
a  great  many  years.  He  luul  always  con- 
sidered him  one  of  the  most  kindhcarted 
and  generous  of  men,  and  tt  would  have 
surprised  him  indeed  if  on  this  occasion 
his  right  rev.  Friend  had  forfeited  the 
character  he  had  hitherto  sustained.  It 
turned  out  that  there  was  not  the  smallest 
ground  for  the  imputation  which  had  been 
cast  upon  him.  It  all  rested  on  this  false 
statement — that  his  right  rev.  Friend  had 
received  the  estate  of  Ilorfield  under  dif- 
ferent circumstances  from  that  relating  to 
any  other  property  belonging  to  the  see,  I 
His  right  rev.  Friend  liad  demonstrated 
that  there  was  not  the  smallest  pretence 
for  such  a  statement,  and  that  liis  right 
rev.  Friend  had  as  much  right  to  grant  a 
lease  for  three  lives  of  this  property  as 
their  Lordships  had  to  grant  a  lea^e  of 
any  other  property.  That  being  so,  it 
appeared  that  a  most  cruel  uud  unfounded 

ThQ  Bishop  of  Oxford  ' 


attack  had  been  made  on  his  right  rer. 
Friend,  arising  from  his  generosity  in  mi- 
dertaking  to  give  more  than  oue-lmlf  of 
the  premium  he  was  entitled  to  reetf  ve*  for 
the  purpose  of  ecclesiastical  endowment. 
It  happened,  too,  that   the  present  "Hi- 
siiop  of  (  llouce.ster  had  consecrated  more 
churches  in  his  diocei»e  than  had  been  cou* 
secrated  within  that  ^Kocese  from  the  dawn 
of  the  Reformation  until  his  appointment: 
and  had  contributed  ntost  liberally  to  nil 
charitable  purposes.    He  would  transmit 
to  his  children  the  fair  fame  which  lie  now 
enjoyed,  and  which  they  would  eeneider  a 
richer  inheritance  than  any  wealth  which 
he  might  bequeath  to  them. 

The  Earl  of  UAKROWBY  said,  he 
would  besr  witness  to  the  perfect  cor* 
rectness  of  all  tlio  facts  conneeted  with 
the  Kcclesiastieal  Commissioners  to  which 
the   right   rev.    Prelate    had  referred. 
The  Bishop  of  Gloucester  was  under  no 
obligation,  legal  or  equitable,  in  any  way 
to  deal  with  this  property  othcrwiso  than 
with  other  parts  of  the  property  in  this 
see;  and  he  was  much  surprised  to  hear 
the  statement  that  the  Bishop  had  in  this 
instanee  departed  from  that  line  of  con> 
duct  by  which  he  had  hitherto  been  dis- 
tinguished.    Having  had  the  happiness  of 
living  in  his  diocese,  he  could  bear  testi- 
mony to  the  right  rev.  Prelate's  acts  of 
kindness  and  liberality.    He  was  content 
to  leave  the  matter  entirely  In  his  handa, 
being  fully  conscious  that  he  would  use 
this  property  in  the  most  advantageous 
way  for  the  interests  of  tho  Church.  He 
could   not   understand  the  conduct  of 
Gentlemen  professing  themselves  attached 
members  of  the  Church,  whilst  tljpy  wero 
doing  all  in  their  power  uu  every  occasion 
to  assume  everything  evil  in  the  eonduet 
of  the  heads  of  that  Church.    He  coa* 
sidered  the  whole  matter  perfectly  clear, 
and  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  been 
actuated  by  no  other  motive  than  a  debiio 
to  promote  the  interests  of  the  Church. 

On  Question,  a^tud  to. 

COURT  OF  CUANCERY  A.ND  JUUiClAL 
COMMITTEE  BILL. 
The  Habqvbss  of  LANDOWKB,  hav. 

ing  moved  the  First  Heading  of  this  Bill, 
Lora.  BROUnilAM  said,  that  as  ho 
should  not  have  an  opportunity  of  again 
addressing  their  Lordships  during  the  pre- 
sent Session,  he  would  take  this  occasion 
to  state  his  approval  of  this  Bill.  It  was 
cei  tainly  unusual  to  make  any  statement 
on  the  first  reading  of  a  Bill,  but  he  had 
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hid  occasion  to  deviate  from  that  practice  [  into  effect.    His  nohlc  and  learned  Friend 

who  succeeded  him  (Lord  Ljndhurst),  had 
been  so  clearly  of  tliis  opinion,  that  he  and 
the  noble  and  galUmt  Dnke,  in  1841,  had 
done  bim  the  honow  to  press  the  ac- 
ceptance of  tliis  ])lace  upon  him,  which  ho 
had  declined  merely  for  reasons  personal  to 
himself,  as  indeed 'both  Lord  Lyndhurst 
and  himself  bad  foranerly  stated  to  their 
Lordships.     With  regard  to  the  former 
point  he  had  omitted  one  subject,  nainelv, 
that  when  the  Court  consisted  of  an 
even  nomher,  the  decision  might  be 
two  against  two;  but  during  a  sitting  of 
eighteen  years  in  the  Judicial  Committee, 
that  accident  had  happened  only  once,  and 
nothing  would  be  easier  to  prevent  such 
an  accident  than  bj  ealfing  m  of  one  or 
more  other  members,  a  facility  not  en- 
joyed  by   the   Courts    of  Wcphiiinstcr 
Hall.    With  respect  to  the  other  parts  of 
the  Bill,  he  generally  approved  of  them. 
There  might  be  some  difficuAtj  with  re- 
spect to  the  Court  of  Chancery.  When 
only  two  Judges  sat  on  an  appeal  frotn 
the  Vicc-Chnncellor  or  the  Master  of  iliu 
Rolls,  the  decision  might  be  formed  in 
BQch  a  manner  as  to  lead  to  an  appeal. 
There  were  some  other  difficulties,  such  as 
taking  the  Chancellor  away  from  his  court 
for  the  purpose  ut  attending  the  House  of 
Lords  or  the  Judicial  Committee;  but 
these  defects  night  he  remedied  in  Oom- 
roittee.    There  was  one  defect  in  the  Ju- 
dicial Committee  still  unsupplied,  to  which 
he  begged  the  attention  of  his  noble 
Friend.    No  proTision  whatever  was  made 
with  respect  to  cases  which  indeed  rarely 
occur,  but  which  have  occurred,  and  which 
he  feared  were  likely  to  be  more  numerous 
than  they  had  hitherto  been — be  meant 
eases  inrolving  spiritual  questions  of  a 
highly  important  nature,  of  an  exceedingly 
difficult  kind,  and,  without  speaking  ir- 
reverently, he  might  add,  of  an  exceedingly 
obscure  nature.    The  members  of  the  J  u- 
dioial  Committee  were  admirably  adapted 
to  deal  with  questions  of  Common  Law; 
well  conversant  on  others  with  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Consistorial  Courts  and  with 
the  learning  of  the  Civil  Law;  well  adapted 
to  deal  with  questions  of  evidence,  whether 
that  which  was  deserving  of  the  name,  the 
evidence  taken  at  Common  T.nw,  or  that 
which  passed  under  tiio  name  >vhich  was 
taken,  or  which  appeared  to  be  taken,  in 
courts  of  another  description.   But  with 
regard  to  those  other  matters  to  which  he 
had  adverted,  wliich  his  noble  Friend  op- 
posite, the  Lord  High  Commissioner  of  the 


more  than  once  with  respect  to  Law  Bills, 
m  order  to  obtain  a  discussion,  and,  as  the 
NiDlt  of  that  discussion,  the  opinion  and 

aaustance  of  professional  men  in  various 
parts  of  the  country.  He  approved  of  the 
Bill  as  far  as  it  went,  and  considered  it  a 
«tep  in  the  right  direction;  but  in  Com- 
nittae  he  tmstod  some  changes  would  be 
made;  and  there  was  one  change  to  which 
he  wished  particularly  to  call  the  attention 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
vobiiack,  namely,  with  respect  to  the 
branch  of  the  Bill  that  referred  to  the 
a  lministration  of  justice  in  the  appellate 
tribunal  of  the  Privy  Council.  Thrre  were 
two  matters  which  ought  to  be  carefully 
eottsidered  reapeeting  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee, before  passing  this  BiU  into  a  law. 
The  first  was  whether  the  quortim  ought 
to  h'j  reduced,  as  this  Bill  proposed,  from 
four  to  three.  He  entertained  a  very  strong 
Vfmm  in  favour  of  four.  All  the  expe- 
nence  of  Westminster  Hall  was  strongly 
and  clearly,  nrtd  upon  the  soundest  rea- 
sons of  practice  as  well  as  of  principle, 
ia  layuur  of  four  Judges,  in  preference  to 
tivee;  and  the  reason  was  this,  that  on  all 
great  occasione*  where  there  was  a  decision 
St  all,  there  was  the  great  authority  of  a 
oajority  of  three  to  one.  If  that  was 
nekoned  essential  in  Courts  of  the  first 
isslance,  how  much  more  material  was  it 
to  clothe  with  authority  th©  decisions  of 
the  Conrt  of  Appellate  Jurisdiction,  docid- 
iog  in  the  last  resort  the  most  important 

rons,  and  whose  decisions  nothing 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament  could  af- 
fect? The  other  point,  which  he  hoped 
woold  not  fail  to  receive  attentive  consid- 
eration, was  the  propriety,  not  to  say  ne- 
cessity, of  giving  a  constant  President  or 
presiding  Judge  to  that  Judicial  Committee. 
A  lay  President  of  the  Council,  although 
admirably  discharging  hi^  functions  where 
00  very  nice  or  difficult  (question  of  law 
aroie,  could  not  ho  expected  to  feel  any 
CQli6dence  m  hia  own  opinion,  or  take  any 

?irt  in  discussions  of  that  description, 
hat  there  should  he  a  Presiilrnt  answer- 
aUe,  more  or  less,  for  the  regulation  of  the 
pnweedings,  the  attendance  of  the  Court, 
and  the  distribution  of  the  business, had  been 
S'^mitted  from  the  first  time  that  he  pro- 
posed this  measure,  and  obtained  the  con- 
currence of  their  Lordships  and  the  other 
House  to  its  passhig.  A  Yice-President 
<if  ibe  Conndl,  or  some  such  oOieer,  had 
been  more  than  once  recomTneuded,  but 
the  recommendation  had  n  t  Leen  carried 

VOL.  CXYllL  [THiai)  8EJUES.] 
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General  Assembly  of  tho  <  'hnre]i  of  Scot- 
laud  (Lord  Belbaveu),  would  uuma  were  spi- 
rUualljr  diffieolt  queBtions,  tbe  Judicial  Com- 
mittee had  a  great  authority,  no  doubt, 
but  moderate  sources  of  information;  and 
Ills  bretbren  of  that  Committee  had  autho- 
ribed  biui  to  coufesa  that  with  those  sub- 
j«ctB  they  felt  themselTei  little  fitted  to 
deal.  U{Hni  this  class  of  subjects  they  desi- 
derated not  control,  but  help.  Tlielr  Lord- 
ships did  uut  want  a  body  established  which 
should  dictate  to  them ;  but  they  wished  to 
have,  what  it  was  right  they  ahould  have, 
the  aid,  the  inestimable  benefit,  of  the  as 


misfortune  to  deal  with  an  ius4>lveat  party 
and  his  profcssioaal  adviser.  There  betBg 
fraud  eonnected  with  the  case,  lie  had  to  g9 
into  Chancery*  and  1 ,2002.  for  costs  were 
expended  in  obtaining  that  500?.  I  The 
Doblo  Lord  succeeded,  and  perhaps  on 
tolerably  cheap  terms,  Gonsidertng  wlui 
the  Court  of  Chancery  was  eertainly  ha 
had  heard  of  cases  where  the  rate  of  charge 
was  far  higher.  But  the  noblo  Lord  would 
have  been  better  off  by  700^.,  had  be  put 
up  widi  the  loee  of  the  5002.,  and  dedared 
that  he  would  not,  in  order  to  recover  it 
from  the  fraud-monger,  resort  to  the  law- 


sistance  of  men  learned  in  that  branch  of'  monger,  who  had  thus  turned  out  far  the 
learning,    lie  hoped,  in  the  further  pro 


grcss  of  the  Bill,  or  aflerwarda  by  a 
leparate  measure,  the  Judicial  Committee 
would  be  furnished  with  some  such  as- 
sistant tribunal  in  spiritual  matters,  some 
such  aid  as  Courts  of  Equity  found  iu 
the  Courts  ot  Law;  and  that  as  the 
Courts  of  Law  were  anollary  to  those 
of  Equity  in  this  respect,  so  some  Spiri- 
tual Court  would  be  ancillary  to  the  Ju- 
diciai  Couimiltee  of  the  Privy  Council  in 
their  provinoe.  When  he  said  that  the  pre- 
sent measure  was  a  step  in  the  right  direo< 
tion,  he  must  add  that  it  was  not  a  very 
long  stej) — it  was  not  at  all  a  stride:  but 
if  any  man  thought  that  this,  or  any  other 
stmetnral  alteratton  in  the  Court  of  Chan< 
eety-— if  any  man  dreamed  that  such  a 
measure  laid  the  axe  to  the  root  of  the 
greatest  and  most  grievous  of  the  many 
cryiog  evils  that  afflicted  the  subjects  of 
Uits  country,  as  r^rded  the  admlnistia- 
tiou  of  justice,  not  the  Judges  or  tbo  prac- 
titioners, but  the  unhappy  suitors  oi  the 
court,  although  he  admitted  that  it  would, 
nevertheless,  do  justice  to  the  suitor,  and 
enable  him  to  obtain  that  which  he  had  a 
right  to  obtain  at  a  reasonable  cost  of 
money,  of  trouble,  and  nf  time — if  any 
dreamer,  he  repeated,  believed  that  auy 
Structural  aUoration  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery would  do  all  that  was  wanted,  such 
dreamer  was  in  a  fool's  paradise,  and 
would  awaken  to  a  snd  reality  that  would 
belie  all  he  had  fancied  in  bis  slumbers. 


worse  of  the  two,  taking  7002.,  when  the 
other  bad  been  content  widi  five.  In  an- 
other case,  38,0002.  l  .u]  to  be  distribolad 

— merely  distributed.  There  was  not  a 
single  debt,  and  there  was  no  dispute;  and 
nineteen  out  of  twenty  of  the  claimants 
wodd  have  been  alarmed  at  tbe  very  idea 
of  going  into  Chaneery.  It  was  requisite 
to  take  an  account;  and  they  said,  "Let 
it  be  taken  by  a  common  accountant, 
and  on  uo  account  go  into  Chancery." 
But,  nnhappiiy,  one  of  tbe  number  baeuw 
bankrupt,  and  his  aseigaees  insisted  upon 
carrying  the  case  into  Chancery.  It  last- 
ed eleven  years,  from  1S40  till  1851,  aad 
the  costs  were  2,827/. !  The  system  wa# 
not  confined  to  great  eases — it  was  e^oaUy 
oppressive  in  Uie  smallest.  An  infiuit  was 
entitled  to  an  income  of  155?.  a  year. 
Four  years  were  consumed  tu  Chancery 
without  any  opposition  or  contest,  aim|dy 
in  the  iniknt  obtaining  the  income  wki^ 
was  his  own;  and  in  getting  paid  out  to 
him  those  four  years'  income,  68i.  a  year, 
on  an  average,  was  expended  in  the  coats 
of  "  common  orders,  and  motionaof  conrao.? 
Thus  altogether,  2701.  had  been  ex- 
pended in  costs  in  a  case  in  which  there 
was  no  contest,  in  order  to  got  620^. 
iu  another  case,  10,000/.  were  claia»ed. 
It  went  into  Chancery  in  1835.  In 
1840,  after  it  had  been  there  five  years,  a 
respectable  holicitur  fotmd  it  in  the  Rolls, 
"set  down  to  be  heard,"  in  some  way,  at 


some  stage  or  other,  it  iiud  actoallv,  in 
Why,  it  would  alarm  their  Lordships  to  five  years,  by  the  "  forcing  prooeas  '  of 
hoar  some  of  the  proofs  which  the  Commit- ;  the  Court  of  Chancery,  ripened  so  preni»> 
tee  over  which  he  presided  had  lately  '  turely,  that  it  was  *'  set  do\yn  for  a  hear- 
hcen  receiving,  of  the  state  of  things  in  ing."  in  1841;  and  tlio  s  dicitor 
all  the  Courts  of  Equity,  and  in  all  the  i  evidence  of  the  case  in  that  year,  bciora 
branches  of  these  Courts.  Their  Lordships  I  tlie  Committee  of  Lord  Cottenham.  Weil* 


had  victims  among  themselves;  and  he  saw  their  Lordships  would  acarcely  credit  i!, 
a  noble  Friend  of  his  then  present  on  the  tliat  s^ime  solicitor  was,  last  Tuesday. 

cross  benclies,  who  went  intn  Cliaiic*  !  v  to  exnijuiii  J  before  the  Committee,  over 
rucuvui  a  sum  of  500^,  imd  wiiu  imd  ihu  ,  which  he  ^Lurd  iirougiuuu)  iiad  llic  hf* 


Lord  Brougham 


i 
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DoOr  to  prediJe,  about  that  same  suit ; 
•nd  lUtod  that  it  wm  the  Rolb;" 
jsat  set  down  iigaitt  for  »  hearioir — 

aiiotlicr  !iearing  of  some  other  sort !  And 
it  would  take  at  least  five  years  more 
before  it  was  "ripe"  for  fiual  settlement. 
Why,  jiitt  4Nnie«iT0  tho  okiniMt  to  have 
been  a  young  man  wanting  the  money  to 
start  in  life — unable  to  obtain  it — ohliped 
to  start  without  it;  suppose  for  India.  In 
l4i  it  bo  supposcdi  the  man  starts 
far  India,  haviiig  learnt  that  the  oaoae, 
after  five  years,  has  just  been  "  set  down 
for  hearing  in  the  Rolls."    Eleven  or 
twelve  years  elapse,  the  man  coniea  home, 
after  mnoh  lenrice,  and  having  escaped  the 
riiikg  of  aea,  and  of  climate,  and  of  war, 
and  inquires  about  his  1,0002.  and  the 
cause.    "  Uh,  it  is  just  set  down  for 
hearing  in  the  Rolls         In  the  EoUs  ! " 
ha  miifht  eiehum;  *'why,  I  left  It  there 
twetfe  years  ago."    "  Well,  at  all  events, 
I  hope  it  is  ripe  for  final  decision  now  ?  " 
"  Not  at  all;  it  will  take  at  least  five 
years  further  to  settle  it  I "    "  Oh,  I  may 
as  wtU  go  baok  to  India  again !  "  might 
ttie  poor  claimant  exclum*    And  nearly 
2,000/.  had  already  been  expended  in  re- 
covering thhi  1  J 'OC/.— about  200  percent. 
Why,  well  miglit  the  man  exclaim,  "  Let 
m»  go  haeh  to  India  I   They  hare  eobra 
de  capello  there,  they  have  boa  constric- 
tors, ihoj  have  tigers  and  jungle  fevers, 
and  ah  sorts  of  horrid  ehancos,  hut,  at  all 
events,  they  have  not  this  droadiui  uloce, 
vhieh,  as  ha  dared  noi  name,  should  be 
naaieless.    In  anotiier  instance,  stated  by 
one  of  the  taxing  masters,  Mr.  Follctt,  bro- 
ther to  his  late  loved  and  iuuicnted  friend, 
Bir  William  FoUett,  there  had  been  'M. 
eoets  ioenrred  about  a  qneiUon  whether  10{. 
shooUl  be  expended  in  repMring  part  of  a 
house — a  certain  necessary  place  wliich  he 
would  no  more  name  than  he  would  the 
Ccmt  to  which  he  referred.    In  another 
instaaee  there  had  been  a  referenoe  to  the 
Master  for  impertinence,  that  is  to  say,  for 
the  insertion  of  matter  wholly  unnecessary 

to  be  net  out  in  the  proceed'mgs,  which,  of  |  suit  would  be,  that  by  rai»h  and  wholesale 


years,  and  at  an  expense  to  the  respon- 
dent, the  original  eomphunant,  of  800{,« 
of  which  he  only  got  allowed  by  the  tax* 

ing  officers,  as  against  the  opposite  party, 
750(.,  IcaviiiL'  T'O/.  to  he  paid  by  himself; 
BO  that,  deducting  the  20/.  allowed  by  the 
Court  for  the  impertinenee  from  the  501* 
the  party  had  to  pay  who  had  complained 
of  the  impertinence,  it  appeared  that  he 
was  30/.  out  of  pocket,  and  had  better 
have  left  the  matter  alone,  to  say  nothing 
of  the  delay  and  the  heavy  eosta  to  the 
other  party  found  to  be  in  tiie  wrong. 
These  were  the  sort  of  cases  constantly 
occurring.     He  need  not  remind  their 
Lordships  of  the  case  mentioned  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Lyndhurst), 
in  wbiob  that  able  Judge,  Vice-Chancellor 
Knight  Bruce,  had  hold  up  the  voluminous 
affidavits  in  a  case — niueleeu-twentieths  of 
whieh  were  superflaooB— to  the  ezeeration 
of  all  hunest,  right  minded  men.  Nor  need 
he  remind  them  of  the  case  of  I>ay  and 
Martin,  in  which,  out  of  a  fortune  of 
400,000/.,  from  70,000/.  to  80,000/.  had 
been  spent  in  eoeta!    Waa  it  poaaiblo 
that  their  Lordshipa  eould  longer  resist 
the  conclufiion  to  which  the  people  had  al- 
ready arrived,  that  the  a.vo  must  be  laid 
to  the  root  of  these  crying  and  intolerable 
evila,  and  that  if,  to  use  the  words  of  Lord 
Chatham  as  to  reforms  of  another  deterip* 
tion,  '*  you  do  not  consent  to  reform  yonr- 
selves,  the  people  will  come  in  upon  you 
and  reform  you  with  a  vengeance  ?  "  He 
was  not,  howoTer,  one  of  those  rash  and 
unreflecting  reformers  to  whose  outcries  he 
had  often  adverted.     He  hod  constantly 
maintained  that  to  make  reform  salutary 
^'ou  mucst  make  it  safe,  and  that  to  mako 
It  safe  yoti  must  leave  it  to  men  of  eUll, 
and  to  men  well  informed  and  experienced, 
and  not  allow  the  ill-informed  to  inter- 
fere.   But  of  this  he  waa  certain,  that  in 
proportion  as  you  delayed  reforms  which 
were  wanted,  and  delayed  the  execution  of 
the  duty  of  looking  to  the  administration 
of  the  relief  and  retli      required,  the  re- 


eoarse,  ioereased  the  expente.  It  was  a 
gross  and  glaring  case,  and  the  Master 
allowed  20/.  to  the  party  complaininfr,  in 
order  to  compensate  him  for  the  needless 
eoiiis.  The  other  party  appealed  to  the 
y iee-ChaneeUor  ]  the  order,  after  sending 
the  matter  baek  to  the  Master,  and  an- 
nnllinc:  reports,  was  affirmed.  The  appel- 
lant carried  his  appeal  to  the  Chancellor; 
the  decree  was  alfirmed.    But  the  matter 

Mi  nam  been  earned  on .  neaily  three 


changes  the  good  woiud  be  swept  away  with 
the  bad,  and  there  would  bo  realised,  in  re* 

spoct  to  our  jurisprudence  and  judicature, 
not  only  the  vanity  and  instability  of  human 
institutions,  but  the  ruinous  tolly  of  tlioso 
who,  from  fear  of  granting  a  moderate 
and  safe  reformation,  risk  the  hazard 
of  rapid  and  reckless  demolition.  lie 
would  not  then  consider  in  what  direc* 
tion  the  knife  should  bo  used,  or  ia- 
dieate  the  meMone  whieh  he  migbl 
Y2 
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deem  neomsary,  or  describe  those  which 
were  before  th^r  Lordships,  of  some  of 
which  he  approved  (as  the  Bill  no^v  brfnre 
them,  and  another  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee}, and  as  to  which  he  was  Banguine 
in  the  bope  tliat  thcj  would  apply  a  great 
though  not  snlBeieiit  remedy  to  the  evil. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  instead  of  stop 
ping  there,  much  time  would  not  elapse 
before,  in  addition  to  those  most  valuable 
meesnres  whieh  liad  been  sent  from  tbnt 
Houie  during  the  present  Session,  and 
were  now  passing,  ho  tm^^ted  Rurrfst^fully, 
through  the  Gomuious  (the  Registry  Bill, 
one  of  the  most  important  ever  proposed, 
the  County  Oourts  Extension  Bill,  and  the 
Law  of  Evidence  Bill) — all  of  them  mea- 
sures which  would  greatly  diminish  the 
evils  to  which  he  had  adverted — he  hoped 
that  in  addition  to  thoae  the  publie  mind 
wonld  bo  directed— as  the  attention  of 
the  most  learned  in  the  profession  was 
pointed  towards   its  adoption   as   far  as 
possible — to  the  fusion  or  combination  of 
the  Bystems  of  lav  and  ec^uity.   Hb  hope 
was,  that  those  who  were  younger  would 
live,  without  living  very  lotifr,  to  have  the 
happiness  of  seeing,  among  others,  this 
great  improvement  in  onr  jurisprudence, 
and  to  find  real  progress  made  in  the 
amendment  of  the  la^r.     He  apologised 
for  speaking  at  such  leni^th  on  this  stage 
of  the  Bill.    Nothing  should  have  tempted 
him  to  take  so  nnusnal  a  oonrse  as  to 
address  their  Lordships  on  the  Motion  that 
this  Bill  be  read  a  first  time,  but  thnt 
during  the  last  five  or  six  weeks  lie  had 
with  very  great  difficulty,  and  against  the 
opinions  of  his  medical  adviserst  attended 
the  service  of  their  Lordships*  House. 
During  the  last  week  or  ten  days  this 
difficulty  had  increased,  and  become  more 
insnrmonntable.   In  the  hope  of  assisting 
in  the  passing  these  measures  in  a  cause 
to  which  his  life  had  been  devoted,  he 
had  struggled  to  the  last,  until  he  found 
that  he  could  struggle  no  longer.    It  was 
irith  great  pain  that  be  was  compelled  to 
withdraw  himself  from  Aeir  Lordships' 
House  hofoi-e  the  close  of  the  Session, 
when  ho  considered  that  the  great  cause 
of  religious  liberty,  in  more  shapes  thau 
one,  was  in  danger,  and  when  he  de- 
sired to  co-operate  in  the  philanthropic 
measures  of  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury).    It  was  a  great  pain  to  him 
to  leaye  the  service  of  the  House  at  such  a 
time,  but  it  was  his  boundcn  duty  no  longer 
to  incur  the  risk  which  he  had  not  hesi- 
tated to  run  when  lie  thought  it  absolute- 

Lord  Brougham 


ly  necessary.  The  Bills  which  he  hmd 
brought  in  for  amending  the  law  httid 

either  passed  their  Lordships*  House,  or 
been,  from  circumstances  unconnected  with 
himself,  postponed  of  necessity  till  next 
Sesrion.  He  now  had  nothing  more  to' do 
than  to  thank  their  Lordships  for  haTin^ 
heard  him  so  attentively,  and  respectfully 
to  take  his  leave  of  them  for  this  Session. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  was  ex- 
tremely glad  to  find  that  the  BUI  now  on  their 
Lordships' table  met  with  the  approbation  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord.  He  would  not 
follow  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  through 
the  statements  he  had  made  on  other  im- 
portant mattm»  becanse  the  present  wan 
not  quite  the  proper  occasion  for  doin^^  po; 
hilt  ho  wished  to  observe,  that  as  ho  was 
aware  of  the  many  defects  in  the  Oour^ 
o?er  which  he  presided— defeets  whieh 
were  the  growth  of  time,  and  which  had 
existed  durini;  the  period  when  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  and  others  had  held 
the  great  seal — immediately  upon  his  en- 
tering upon  the  duties  of  his  nresent  effioe» 
a  selection  was  made  of  gentlemen  among 
the  most  informed  at  the  Chancery  Bar, 
the  most  alive  to  the  defects  in  the  court, 
and  die  most  fitted  to  suggest  a  remedy; 
and  those  gentlemen  were  called  upon  to 
act  as  a  Commission  to  review  the  wliolc 
system  of  Chancery  practice.  They  had 
since  been  most  dilifl^ently  employed;  and 
his  noble  end  leacnea  Friend  beng  aware 
of  the  eharacter  and  ability  of  those  gen- 

tlcmcn  would  doubtless  deriv^e  ronsidernble 
comfort  from  the  confidence  ho  must  en- 
tertain, that  an  inc^uiry  conducted  by  such 
gendemen  most  be  followed  by  some  efiSse* 
tive  measure  of  reformation.  There  was 
already  a  report  on  the  table  from  the 
Commission,  which  had  reviewed  the  whole 
proceedings  at  Common  Law;  and  a 
which  he  hoped  to  present  to  their  Lord- 
ships before  the  close  of  the  Session,  was 
being  prepared  from  the  mat ( rial?  of  that 
report.  It  was  not  likely  that  a  report 
firom  the  Ohaneeiy  Gommisrion  eonld  be  m 
far  advanced  as  to  allow  of  a  similar  Step 
being  taken  with  respect  to  it  in  the  pre- 
sent Session;  bnt  it  would,  so  far  as  it 
might  receive  their  Lordships'  approba- 
tion, be  most  oarefollj  carried!  into  effeet. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord's  suggestions 
with  respect  to  the  present  Bill,  would  re- 
ceive the  most  careful  attention.  They 
had  principal  reference  tothe  Jn^calCoili- 
mittco  of  the  Privy  Council;  but  the  pre- 
sent Bill  addressed  itsolf  to  the  remedy  of 
a  particular  evil,  namely,  to  prevent  the 
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recurrence  of  the  iDConTenienoe  which  was 
felt  to  arise  last  year  from  the  absence  of 
fiereralof  the  learned  Judges  in  the  Courts 
of  Bqoity  in  consequence  of  ilbeos.  It  did 
Mft  profess  to  go  further,  because,  as  the 
cor5^rt:iH?ion  to  which  ho  had  alhidcd  was 
in  actual  opf^ration,  it  was  thought  better 
to  wait  for  tho  report  with  a  riew  of  then 
applying  a  general  remedy  fw  existing 
deieets.  Considering  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  hod  presided  over  a  Court 
such  as  he  had  described,  the  details  which 
he  had  given  certainly  entitled  him  to 
great  sympathy. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  he  had 
endearoured  to  apply  as  much  remedy  as 
he  could  to  the  defects  whfch  were  justly 
wiptaiaed  of.  He  should  like  lo  Inow 
whea  steps  would  be  taken  to  turn  to  pub- 
lic account  the  Criniinal  La'.v  Digest.  It 
was  thirteen  months  since  that  he  received 
a  letter  from  tlie  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
eoer,  statingthAt  no  time  would  be  lost  in 
ooing  BO.  Were  proceedings  in  respeet  to 
that  to  be  conducted  with  tho  samo  snail- 
like pace  as  business  in  tho  court  to  which 
be  had  just  directed  their  Lordships'  at- 
tention ? 

Bill  read  1». 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE  OF  0OMUON8, 

Monday,  July  14,  1851. 

Mnnmrs.]  Pmuc  Bills. — 1"  Poor  Eelisf  Aet 
Continuance  ;  Sale  of  Beer  (No.  2). 

8*  Copjbold  and  loclosiirc  Commisioners ; 
Vktoiia  Fark  ;  Oonstabolarj  Force  (Irsland). 

DTTBUN  HOSPITALS. 

On  Question  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  leave 
fte  Chair  for  the  purpose  of  going  into 

Committee  of  Supply, 

Mb.  REYNOLDS  said,  that  as  the 
lorms  of  the  House  prevented  more  than 
lie  Motion  being  brought  forward  ns  an 
Amendment  upon  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply,  he  would  waive  tho  series  of 
Besolutions  which  stood  in  his  name  on 
die  Notiee  Paper,  and  bring  forward,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
'li  nilcr  f  or  Clare  (Sir  L.  O'Brien),  the 
kotion  which  stood  in  that  hon.  Member's 
tame  on  the  Paper  with  respect  to  the 
Dsblin  bospitals.  He  understood  that  the 
determination  of  the  Government  to  reduce 
the  grant  formerly  allowed,  was  founded  on 
the  report  of  a  person  who  was  formerly  an 
«leer  in  the  Chief  Secrataiy  for  Ireland's 


office,  had  betrayed  bis  tmst  and  fled  to 

America,  and  was  now  published  in  tho 
Hue  and  Cry.  Yet  it  was  ou  tho  eviUcucu 
of  such  a  person  alone  that  the  charitable 
institutions  of  Dublin  were  to  be  des^yed 
by  the  withdrawal  of  the  grants.  The 
Irish  Members  were  almost  unanimous  on 
this  subject;  and  he  himself  that  day  had 
had  the  bononr  ^  attoniKng  as  a  member 
of  a  deputation  which  waited  upon  tha 
Premier  to  represent  the  evil  of  witfulrnw. 
ing  these  grants;  and  an  address  to  tho 
same  effect,  signed  by  ninety-four  Irish 
Members  of  Parliament,  and  by  twelfe 
Englisli  ]il  embers  eonnected  by  property 
in  Ireland,  was  presented  by  the  deputa- 
tion to  the  noble  Lord.  Yot  not  a  particle 
of  attention  was  paid  to  their  remon- 
strance; but  thoy  were  drily  told  by  tho 
Premier  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  E\che« 
que 
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explain  in  Committee  of  Sup« 
ply  what  the  Government  intended  to  do. 
Not  only  the  Irish  Monbers,  but  all  ^ 

public  boards  in  Dublin,  including  the 
Dublin  Corporation,  had  petitioned  against 
the  withdrawal  of  this  grant.  It  was  said 
it  was  to  be  withdrawn,  because  there 
WMfe  no  sueb  grants  to  bospitals  in  £ng- 
land.  The  hospitals  in  Dublin  were  differ- 
ently situated  from  those  in  England,  the 
latter  having  Eoyal  grants  and  munificent 
endowments,  which  stood  to  them  in  the 
place  of  the  Parliamentary  grants  which 
were  hitherto  enjoyed  by  the  hospitals  of 
Dublin.  These  hospitals  were  very  useful 
to  classes  which  received  no  relief  under 
the  Poor  Law  Aet;  and  industrious  arti- 
sans and  labourers,  reduced  to  destitution 
from  temporury  sickness,  derived  succour 
from  them  without  undergoing  the  degra- 
dation of  becoming  inmates  of  the  work- 
bouse.  But  if  the  present  grants  were 
withdrawn,  Dublin  would  not  he  able  to 
bear  tho  additional  charge,  being  already 
too  distressed  by  the  withdrawal  of  the  Irish 
nobOity  and  gentry  from  that  eaptal  on 
account  of  the  Act  of  Union;  ana  there- 
fitro  the  hospitals  would  linvc  to  be  closed. 
The  Kichmond  and  the  llardwicke  Hos- 
pital, he  understood,  were  to  be  spared,  ou 
the  ground  that  they  wen  important 
schools  of  surgeiy  and  medieine,  and  were, 
in  fact,  a  kind  of  nursery  for  provifling 
the  Army  and  Navy  with  some  of  the  best 
uiedicul  practitioners  of  whom  the  country 
boasts.  But  all  the  Dublin  hospitals  were 
valuable  schools  of  medicine,  and  they 
were  all,  without  exception,  nurseries  for 
supplying  thcso  services;  and  therefore 
they  ought  not  to  draw  any  distinotion 
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between  th«ni.    The  Ljing-b  Hospital 

more  thnn  fifteen  rears  n^o  derired 
l,O00i.  from  a  promenade  un  its  grounds, 
used  by  the  pablio  on  Sundajfs;  but  on  a 
ropuMOBtotion  from  tbe  GovenimeDt  against 
what  thc3»  viewed  as  a  profanation  of  the 
Sal)l)nth,  tbo  governors  discontinued  the 
promenade,  almost  on  the  pledge  that  the 
grant  (nm  ParliaiDent  would  be  nontinned. 
Their  intorae  had  also  befla  duninished 
3001.  by  discontinuing  tlio  tiso  of  their 
vaults  for  the  stonng  of  East  India  sugar, 
which  was  now  sent  to  the  Custom  House. 
Looking  at  tbeao  tilings,  be  donbted  whe- 
ther Ireland,  generally,  had  derived  any 
benefit  from  the  Act  of  T/iiion;  at  all 
events,  it  bad  seriously  iniured  Dublin, 
where  the  Irish  Legislature  iicid  its  sit- 
tings. Of  Hils  benefit  it  bad  been  de- 
prived, while  increased  numbers  of  poor 
sought  relief  in  its  hospitals.  Not  a  year 
passed  but  the  Government  did  something 
to  impoverish  Ireland;  this,  he  conceived, 
was  the  last  thing  of  wUch  tbej  codd  de- 
ftif  that  unhappjr  eotmtry.  The  Irish 
reprcsentn tiros  xvere  nnanimouf  in  favour 
of  his  Resolution;  all  but  six,  who  were  not 
in  London,  and  four  who  held  office,  had 
signed  the  meniorial  he  bad  referred  to. 
But  for  the  nofBtteBate  Aet  of  Union, 
that  vote  would  Imve  been  granted  by  tho 
Irish  Legislature  without  a  dissentient 
Toioe.  But  now,  after  all  these  diminutions, 
the  Government  roust  deal  a  finishing 
stroke  at  this  excellent  charity  by  bleeding 
it  to  death,  at  the  rate  of  an  annual  reduc- 
tion of  ten  per  cent  from  the  ^rant.  A 
breach  of  futb  had  been  nemmittedf  and 
if  this  rednetion  went  on,  it  would  require 
very  few  years  to  extinguish  these  chari- 
ties nltogother.  He  hoped  the  House, 
however,  would  pause  in  such  an  impolitic 
and  inhuman  earner,  mod  that  it  would 
agree  to  the  Motionwhieh  he  had  to  pn^oee. 
Amendment  proposed— 

"To  leave  out  from  the  word  'That '  to  ih'  end 
of  the  QucatioQ,  in  order  to  add  tho  words, '  con- 
•iderfaif  tlie  public  impoiiaaee  0t  maintaiaing  as 

National  Institutions  the  vory  raluable  Scliools 
of  Medictoo  m  Ireland,  wbicU  havo  derived  their 
chief  efficiency  from  the  instmotion  l^orded  by 
the  PuWin  Hospitals,  to  tho  support  of  which  for 
a  long  Boritjs  of  years  Parliament  has  contributed, 
it  is  unjust  and  iinpolitio  to  reduce  the  atiMMiDt  of 
the  annual  Grant  which  was  allowed  in  1848  and 
the  rireccding  years  to  Uios^  Xlospitalsi'  instead 
tlieraoC*' 

r 

Sib  LUCIUS  O'BRIEN  seconded  the 
tfotion,  having  been  made  the  organ  of  a 

great  number  of  the  Irish  Members,  who 
were  unanimou>^  in  strongly  deprecatiltg 
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the  abolition  of  these  grants.  At  the  Dub- 
lin hospitals  no  frr-or  tlian  250  students 
were  educated  at  one  time;  and  these  stu- 
dents were  sent  out  to  the  colonies,  to  the 
Army  and  Navy,  and,  in  ftct,  to  every 
part  of  tho  world;  and  not  only  did  stu- 
dents como  to  Dublin  from  England  and 
Scotland,  but  they  came  even  from  Ameri^ 
and  the  Contineota]  eountries,  so  fhr  and 
wide  had  the  fame  of  Dublin  as  a  school  of 
medical  science  extended.  It  had  aUo 
contributed  600  most  valuable  works  to 
tho  medical  literature  of  the  empire;  and 
not  only  were  these  hospitals  invaluaUe  as 
affording  relief  to  the  afflicted  poor,  but 
many  of  tlu^m  had  interesting  mnsenms 
and  collections  connected  witli  tliom,  form- 
ing a  school  of  science  and  art  in  Dublin, 
whieh  must  inevitably  Ml  into  deeaj  If 
their  resources  were  abridged  by  Panift> 
ment.  T"^pvrarfl?;  of  ,'^,000  hod'^  rrero  pro- 
vided in  these  hospitals  open  to  the  poor  of 
all  nations.  The  caae  of  Dublin  ought  not 
altogether  to  be  treated  as  that  ef  an  or- 
dinary provincial  town ;  because  the  former 
resident  gentry  of  Ireland,  who  previonsly 
supported  its  charities,  now  took  up  their 
abode  chiefly  in  London,  and  many  of  thedi 
subscribed  liberally  to  the  hospitale  diere; 
and  therefore  he  thought  it  was  no  great 
claim  to  make  upon  the  Parliament  of  this 
country  to  ask  them  to  continue  those 
grants  whieh  m  the  aggregate  only  amonnt- 
ed  to  I6,(M)0{.  '  Why,  they  spent  as  much 
as  that  upon  one  of  their  parks,  and  double 
that  amount  was  voted  for  the  British 
Museum;  and  although  it  was  alleged  that 
the  poor  who  were  aeeostomed  to  here. 
Ifuved  by  these  eharitiee  would  be  assisted 
from  the  poor-rates,  yet  it  was  clear  that 
that  could  not  be  the  fact,  becnn-^'  the 
patients  at  these  hospitals  were  of  an  en- 
tirely distinet  elass  m>m  absoinle  paupers. 
In  conclusion,  he  appealed  to  the  Hooae 
with  confidence,  whether  it  was  w-orth 
while  for  so  small  a  sum  as  10,000?.,  to 
break  up  institutions  of  such  inestimable 
advantage  to  the  nation  as  he  had  stated. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QVKR  said,  he  had  thought  this  question 
had  been  decided;  but  as  the  hon.  Gontl©- 
man  (Mr.  Reynolds)  had  thought  proper  to 
raise  it  again,  he  woaM  eltte  the  groonda 
why  he  could  not  aeeede  to  the  proposaL 
If  there  were  any  reasons  for  acceding  to 
it,  they  were  not  those  the  bou.  Gentle- 
man had  ofiisred  to  the  House.  The  is- 
ferenoe  from  his  speech  and  Reeolntien 
was,  that  large  grants  had  been  made  by 
the  Irish  Fariiament  to  these  hopitalib 
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and  that  their  withdrawal  was  an  act  of  most  inopportaue  to  withdraw  tho  grnnts 


iiijosticc.  The  case  was  not  so.  Of 
ttgfateenof  these  establishmeotB  now  ro- 
.oeiiing  Votes  of  money  from  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  five  only  received  any  Votes 
at  all  before  the  Union,  for  tho  other  thir- 
teen bad  been  subsequently  established. 
He  had  been  reproached  with  want  of 
readiness  in  attending  to  tho  wishes  of 
Irish  Members;  but  when  he  found  them 
perfectly  unanimous  with  regard  to  a  Vote 


from  these  hospitals.  Ruin  was  staring 
the  people  of  Irebrnd  on  all  sides,  and, 
consequently,  voluntary  oootributiens  were 

out  of  the  question. 

Mb.  GROGAN  said,  it  was  true  that 
grants  were  not  made  to  similar  instittt- 
tions  in  this  conntry,  bnt  ho  had  ascer- 
tained thot  five  of  the  great  London  hos- 
pitals hnd  a  revenue  of  142.!HK)/,  hut  of 
that  sum  they  only  received  31,000/.  in 


of  money  for  Ireland,  it  did  not  necessarily  |  anunal  sabaeriptions,  the  remainder  arising 

from  the  grants  of  tlio  Crown  in  former 

times,  and  the  ,^ifts  of  privnto  donors.  If 
tliey  refused  tlie  n;rant  to  the  Dublin  hos- 
pitals, they  must  either  close  them  and 
shut  up  the  medical  schools,  or  support 
them  by  voluntary  contribution  .'imongst 
the  citizens.  The  citizens  of  DuMin  wore 
already  overburdened.  Of  1,447  per.soiis 
uuder  medical  treatment  in  tho  North 
Dublin  Union,  from  the  ilrst  of  May  to 
the  first  June,  688  were  only  connected 
with  tlie  county  and  city — the  rest  were 
•stranLjers.  He  spoke  tipon  public  j^rounds, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the 
high  character  of  the  Dublin  Medical 
School,  and  to  prevent  what  he  l)eHeved 
would  bo  an  unmitigated  evil.  Let  thero 
bo  an  inquiry  by  a  tribunal  impartially  se- 
lected, and  he  and  the  Irish  Members 
would  abide  by  the  result  of  that  inquiry, 
whatever  it  nii^rht  he. 

Mn.  YKIINON  SMITH  said,  that,  as 
he  presided  over  the  Committee  to  which 
reference  bad  been  made  by  his  right  hoO'. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eicheqner^ 
he  should  say  that,  in  enrtailin;^  these 
Vote"?,  the  rij^ht  hon.  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  was  only  acting  in  aocordaace 
with  the  views  and  opinions  of  that  Com* 
mittee.  The  Committee  was  of  opinion 
tliat,  in  ])roportion  n.'i  the  grants  from  Go- 
vernment were  increased,  so  did  tho  volun- 
tary subscriptions  decline.  He  (Mr.  V. 
Smith)  could  see  nothing  in  the  condition 
of  Dublin  different  from  that  of  Liverpool, 
or  many  other  places,  to  justify  them  in 
granting  tliese  Votes.  Tho  hon.  Bnronet 
opposite  (Sir  L.  O'Brien)  would  have  the 
House  believe  that  the  withdrawal  of  these 
grants  would  be  destruetire  to  medical  sci- 
ence; but  it  was  an  abuse  of  public  money 
to  vote  it  for  the  jnirjioso  of  propping  up 
any  particular  charity,  the  necessity  of 
which,  moreover,  had  not  been  provod. 
Mb.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  concurred 


follow  that  the  ::;rant  should  be  made.  The 
Committee  on  the  Miscellaneous  ]']stimates 
had  recommended,  by  a  large  mnjority, 
the  discontinuance  of  these  Votes.  The 
'Irishmen  on  that  Committee  were  for  re- 
taining them;  hut  every  other  Member  of 
the  Connnittoe  \^-as  in  favour  of  th(Mr  dis- 
continuance, as  no  grounds  were  alleged  in 
their  favour  which  did  not  equally  apply  to 
the  hospitals  of  Edinburgh,  Liverpool,  and 
other  places,  where  a  very  large  proportion 
of  In'sn  j)atients  would  be  found,  far  more 
than  the  number  of  English  patients  in  the 
hospitals  of  Dublin.    So  early  as  1817  a 
Committee  had  objected  to  the  continuance 
of  these  grants.    One  ground  adverted  to 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  L.  O'Brien)  was 
of  considerable  weight,  that  it  was  desir- 
able to  maintain  a  school  of  medicine  in 
Dublin.    With  a  new  to  maintain  that 
school,  the  grant  to  the  two  large  hospitals 
which  constituted  it  would  not  i>e  diminish- 
ed, nor  bad  any  diminution  whatever  taken 
plaee  In  the  grants  to  the  Richmond  and 
the  Hardwicke  Hospitals.    Since  the  Es- 
timates bad  been  prepared,  circumstances 
had  occurred  which  rendered  it  prohahlo 
that  the  grant  to  another  of  these  institu- 
tions might  be  faTOuraUy  considered.  As 
similar  grants  were  not  made  to  the  hos- 
pitals in  other  towns,  he   liad  not  the 
slightest  reason  for  differing  from  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Committee  which  recommended 
their  total  abolition;  but  in  reference  to 
these  which  were  valuable  as  a  school  of 
Tucdirtnr.  that  was  a  reason  for  abstaining 
from  fnrtlier  reduction. 

Mr.  ROCHE  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  given  the  strangest  reason  in 
the  world  for  withdrawing  these  grants. 
First,  ho  said  he  would  not  grant  what 
Irishmen  a.sked  because  they  were  united; 
and  then  he  said  that  the  majority  of  the 
mats  had  been  made  by  the  IiAperial 
Paifiament,  adding,  however,  a  very  good 


reason  why  it  could  not  he  otherwise,  in  the  general  principle  that  annual  votes 
the  hospitals  did  not  exist  before  the  of  money  fur  the  support  of  charitable  in- 
iJnion.    Of  all  times  the  present  was  thftLstitutions  wero  indefenrible;  bnt  he  asked 
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Tho  Goremment  might  depond  upon  it 
that  the  matter  would  not  he  allowed  to 

rest  until  Ireland  had  obtained  thit  jiwtioo 
which  she  had  a  right  to  dcniaad. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  that  he  should 
not  call  npott  the  House  to  divide,  hut 
should  retem  to  himself  the  right  to  bring 
the  whole  question  again  under  the  notice 
of  tlio  Uoose  at  the  earl/  part  of  next 
Session. 

[Notwithstanding  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Morer  of  the  Amendment,  there 
were  some  **  Noea"  from  the  Oppositioa 

benches.] 

Question  put,    That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
The  Houso  dtotdsd;— Ajes  106  ;  Noes 

43  :  Majority  63. 

Question  again  proposed* 

THE  IIORFIELD  MANOR  ESTATE. 

Mr.  HUME  snid,  he  mi:?t  refer  in  the 
subject  of  tho  charffos  which  had  been 


might  not  form  an  exception  to  the  ffene- 
lal  rule.  Although  the  sums  hitherto 
voted  might  have  been  extremely  small, 
the  evils  that  would  result  from  the  with- 
drawal of  such  Votes  might  bo  very  great. 
They  must  remember  that  the  circum- 
stances of  Ireland  differed  materially  from 
those  of  England;  for  in  the  former  coun- 
try there  was  not  the  law  of  settlement  or 
the  power  of  removal  whieh  existed  here. 
It  must  also  be  recollected  that  within  tho 
la.««t  few  years  they  had  applied  to  Ireland, 
for  tlio  first  time,  the  principle  of  the  Poor 
Liwv,  and  liad  iiuposed  upon  tbat  country, 
at  a  period  of  great  distress,  a  very  heavy 
bnrden  of  local  taxation.  It  might,  Aere- 
fore,  he  a  question  whether  the  present 
time  was  woU  chosen  for  the  wiUidrawal  of 
these  grants.  He  hoped  that,  at  least,  it 
would  remain  open  to  the  Government  to 
consider  whether,  instead  of  entirely  with- 
drawing these  Votes,  a  certain  8um  might 

not  be  given  to  tho  same  institutions,  and  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
vested  in  the  hands  of  trustees,  whieh  Ooekerroooth  (Ur.  Horsman)  against  the 
might  be  fhnded,  the  income  continuing 
for  ever  after  a  portion  of  the  funds  of 
those  hospitals.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
vrilling  to  make  an  exception  in  mvour  of 
hospital  serving  as  Echools  of  surgery; 
and  II  tiio  same  ground  he  (Mr.  S.  Her- 
bert) would  recommend  the  maintenance 
of  fever  hospitals,  whieh  were  especially 
necessary  as  schools  of  medicine,  in  Ire- 
land, fc  .  rr  being  tho  national  disease  in 
that  country.  IIo  was  also  strongly  of 
opiniun  that  it  would  be  expedient  to  con- 
vert the  annual  grant  into  a  i)ernianettt 
fond  at  Um  or  twelve  years'  purchase. 

ToLONEL  DUNNE  protested  again^^t  the 
withdrawal  of  tho  grants  as  an  iujustico  to 
Ireland,  and  denied  that  tho  Committee 
which  recommended  it  represeiited  the 
sense  of  tho  Irish  Members.  The  question 
was  whether  the  Irish  were  to  be  allowed, 
out  of  the  enormous  sums  that  arose  from 
the  Irish  woods  and  forests,  and  from  the 
surplus  revenue  that  was  transmitted  to 
England,  to  cnntri'iute  a  certain  sum  from 
what  wn«  tli'Tcti ire  their  own  nimiev,  to 
nmiiitam  mcdicul  schools  in  Ireland.  lie 
thought  that  they  were  very  unfiurly  treated 
in  this  matter;  for  whilo  this  small  Vote 
was  refused  to  the  medical  estahllshments 
in  Ireland,  he  found  that  the  Government 
were  about  to  propose  a  vote  of  I0,000i. 
for  a  medical  museum  in  London.  He 
hoped  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  bring  this 
subject  forward  again  as  a 

Mr.  S,  M^rberl 


Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol,  with 
ference  to  the  leasing  of  tho  Horfield  Manor 
estate.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  had,  in  support  of  his  charges, 
qnoted  certain  documents  and  papers  wh  ieh 
were  on  tho  tablo  of  the  House,  but  that 
nevertheless;  tho  Bnbject  had  been  taken 
from  that  House,  and  some  explanations 
had  been  made  in  another  place,  and  where 
those  documents  were  not  forthcoming. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  V. 
Miles)  had  written  a  letter  to  one  of  the 
newspapers  on  this  subject;  and  he  (Mr. 
Home)  thought  it  would  be  cksrirable,  if  he 
or  any  other  hon.  Member  could  give  any 
explanation  on  this  subject,  that  they  should 
do  so.  He  begged  to  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol  whether  it  was  his  intention 
to  make  any  statement  to  the  House  in 
explanation  of  the  charges  which  had  been 
made  against  tho  right  rev.  Prolate  ? 

Mr.  P.  MIL£S  said,  that  his  object  in 
writing  the  letter  to  which  refwence  had 
been  made,  was  to  ask  the  House  and  the 
public  to  suspend  their  judgment  until  a 
reply  to  these  charges  sliould  have  been 
obtained  from  the  right  rev.  Prelate. 
That  reply  had  beei»  <%tmned  from  him, 
and  had  been  published  in  the  newspa- 
pers, lion.  Gentlemen  would  form  their 
own  opinion  as  to  whether  that  was  or 
was  not  a  sufficient  reply  to  tho  charg^ 
which  hid  been  brought  forward.  He 
(Mr.  Miles)  had  his  own  view  of  that 
questioo*    He  had  stated  to  the  hen* 


Digitized  by  Google 


657  Th$  Borfield 

Member  for  CockeriuoutU  (Mr.  Horsman), 
Uiat  if  he  brought  the  SQhjeot  before  the 

Hoase,  as  he  stated  that  he  woaU  on 

WeJnesdaj  last,  ho  sliould  bo  prepared 
to  reply  to  anj  cbnrges  ho  might  bring  ■ 
forward;  and  whenever  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  to,  he  (Mr.  Miles)  ihoulil  be  pre- 
pared to  reply.  But  if  the  Home  eon- 
Btderet!  that,  after  what  hnd  passed  upon 
the  subject,  any  explanation  was  due  from 
him,  he  was  quite  prepared  to  give  it 

IfB.  HORSVAN  said,  that  bo  had 

made  a  statement  in  that  House  as  pub- 
lielj  as  he  could,  of  circumstances  which 
iren  to  be  found  detailed  in  evidence 
given  before  a  Oommittee  of  that  House, 
and  which  was  in  the  possession  of  that 
House.  He  had  made  that  etatomeut  in 
the  presence  of  various  members  of  the 
Seeledaatioal  Commissioii.  There  had 
been,  aa  fitf  as  he  aware,  no  answer  or  ex* 

?lanation  whatever  given  of  those  charges, 
'hat  House  knew  nothing  of  any  letter 
written  by  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and 
Bristol,  or  of  any  other  explua^on  which 
bad  been  given  elsewhere,  on  any  part  of 
the  subject.  Whrn  he  8aw  the  letter 
which  was  written  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol  (Mr.  r.  Miles),  whose  reasons  for 
writing  it  in  the  absence  of  the  Bishop  of 
Gloooester  and  Bristol,  and  before  any 
communication  conlil  be  had  with  him, 
were  to  his  (ilr.  Horsnuiii's)  mind  quite 
satisfactory,  he  immediately  saw  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  stated  to  bim  that, 
with  his  views*  be  felt  he  was  quite 
justified  in  the  course  that  he  was  tak' 
ing,  and  that  he  (Mr.  Horsman)  wonld 
give  him  every  facility  for  that  course, 
ue  also  said  that  it  was  nnneeessarj 
for  lum  (Mr.  Horsman)  to  repeat  the 
statemrat  wluch  be  had  made,  hot  ihat  he 
thought  it  wonld  be  satisfactory  to  him 
(Mr.  r.  Miles)  if  be  pointed  out  the  specific 
part  of  the  eridenee  from  which  he  had 
drawn  his  statement.  It  was  uanecessary 
for  him  to  repeat  that  statement,  but  ho 
wished  to  give  the  hon.  Member  and  that 
House  the  fullest  knowledge  of  the  source 
from  wlienee  he  drew  his  inference.  They 
agreed,  if  possible,  to  bring  the  question 
before  the  House  on  Monday  before  the 
public  business;  but  it  was  found  impos- 
sible to  do  80,  as  it  was  inconTcnient  to 
the  Government  in  the  first  instanoe,  and 
besides  that,  there  were  Members  on  each 
side  of  the  Hou^e  who  had  Motions  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply,  and  who 
wolU  htkie  been  obliged  to  postpone  them 
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had  this  question  been  brought  forward.  It 
was  found  equally  difficult  to  bring  it  on 
in  Committee  of  Supply,  as  there  were 
ten  or  a  dozen  Motions  that  had  prfccdcnco 
'before  tho  roimnittee;  and  further  than 
that,  every  iiutico  day  up  to  tho  29th  of 
July  was  filled  up,  so  that  it  was  impos- 
sible  for  him,  however  anxious  he  might 
be,  to  bring  forward  this  question  any 
more.  Ho  miffht,  no  donbt,  on  going  into 
Committee  oi  iSupply,  have  made  a  stato- 
ment,  but  that  was  already  before  the  pub- 
lic It  had  not  been  answered,  nna  be 
should  have  put  himself  in  a  wrong  pori- 
tion  with  tiio  House  if  he  had  reiterated  a 
statement  of  which  no  explanation  and  to 
which  no  answer  had  been  attempted.  The 
hon.  Mcniher  for  Bristol  said  that  as  soon 
as  a  letter  had  been  received  from  tho 
Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol,  he  felt 
that  the  responsibility  was  taken  from  his 
shoulders,  and  that  unless  be  (Mr.  Hors- 
man) made  a  move  on  the  subject,  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  bring  the  question  for- 
ward. He  must  sajr,  that  he  heard  with 
surprise  that  when  n  statement  was  made 
in  that  House  on  evidence  before  the 
House,  it  was  not  con  i  L  red  expedient 
to  give  any  answer  to  it  there,  but 
that  a  right  rev.  Prelate  should  be 
set  Up  to  give  an  explanation  dsewbere 
to  an  assembly  which  had  never  heard  the 
statement,  and  had  not  before  them  tho 
evidence  on  which  it  was  founded.    It  ap- 

£ eared  to  bim  that  the  friends  of  the 
lishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol  had 
chosen  the  most  unintelligible  and  incmi- 
sistent  course  which  thoy  could  have  pur- 
sued. If  thoy  had  clioRi-n,  they  might 
have  »£i\d  that  the  statement  made  by  an 
hon.  Member  of  that  House  was  so  im* 
probable  that  it  was  not  worth  answer- 
ing, or  that  an  answer  had  been  given 
by  the  letter  of  the  Bishop  of  Glouces- 
ter and  Bristol  in  the  public  newspa- 
pers, and  that  that  settled  the  question. 
That  would  be  intelligible;  but  the  course 
which  was  not  intelligible  was,  that  they 
bhuuld  say  that  further  explanation  was 
necessary,  and  that  another  answer  was 
required;  but  that  the  explanation  should 
be  given  and  the  answer  should  be  afforded, 
not  in  tho  place  whero  the  statement  was 
made,  and  where  the  evidence  was  in  ex- 
istence in  order  to  substautiato  that  state- 
ment, but  in  another  place,  where  any  one 
who  chose  to  make  an  answer  to  that 
statement  could  nialco  it  before  an  assem- 
bly who  were  necessarily  ignorant  of  the 
eironmatances,  and  where  he  might  speak 
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with  all  the  foailossncss  of 
know    that    ho   could  not 
dieted.   At  far  as  he  was 


a  man  who 
be  contra- 
ooneemed. 


(Lord  J.  Manners)  regnrded  the  answer 
which  had  appeared  in  the  columns  of  the 
public  papers  as  an  answer  to  the  charges 


.he  thought  the  public  wottld  draw  their  '  made  against  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and 
own  coiiclu«ioii.s.  ITe  had  expressed  him- '  "Riistol  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cocker- 
self  ready  and   anxious  io  substantiate  |  mouth;  and  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 


the  accuracy  of  the  statement  which  he 
had  made;  and  not  only  that,  but  in 

some  points  the  circumstances  turned 
out  stronger  than  whnt  he  had  stated. 
If,  wbea  ho  stated  that  publicly,  and 
when  he  had  no  opportunity  of  going 
into  that  subject,  no  answer  was  to  be 
given  and  no  explanation  was  to  be  afford- 
ed, but  the  question  and  the  discussion 
were  removed  to  another  assembly,  which 
was  necessarily  ignorant  of  the  circnm- 
stances*  all  he  could  saj  was»  that  the 
public  might  draw  their  own  conclusions; 
but  at  any  rate  he  (Mr.  Horsman)  was  in 
this  position,  that  he  had  brought  before 
the  House  an  abuse  of  a  very  serious 
character,  and  if  the  House  did  not  think  it 
necessary  that  any  fiirtlrcr  explanation  or 
answer  should  bo  given,  he  did  not  feel 
that  he  was  caUed  upon  to  fflidearonr  to  en- 
force  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  had 
told  him  very  fairly,  that  his  motive  in 
writing  his  letter  was  to  ask  the  public 
to  suspend  their  judgment  until  some  fur- 
ther answer  was  giren;  and  also  that  he 
was  not  aware,  and  was  not  a  party  to  any 
such  proceeding  as  that  of  uliicli  he  com- 
plained— the  removal  of  the  esnlanntion 
from  that  to  another  House.  He  (Mr. 
Horsman)  was  sure  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bristol  was  not  a  party  to,  and  was  not 
aware  of  that  proceeding,  but  he  must  say, 
that  a  more  evasive  or  unBatisfoctory  re* 
tiring  from  a  charge,  or  a  more  full  and 
complete  acknowledgement  of  the  correct- 
ness of  that  charge,  it  was  difficult  for  him 
to  conceive, 

LoKD  JOHN  MANNERS  t^aiJ,  that 
'the  hon.  Member  for  Gockemiouth  (Mr. 
Horsman)  had  intimated  that  the  answer 
given,  in  the  fullest  manner,  by  the  Bishop 
of  Gloucester  and  Bristol  to  the  chartjes 
made  affainst  him,  and  which  had  appear- 
ed in  the  public  prints,  was  no  answer  to 
those  charges.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
also  expressed  his  q^reat  snrpriso  that  a 
further  answer  was  attempted  to  be  given, 
hot  in  that  House,  but  in  some  other  {ilace. 
Now,  if  tlio  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  very 
strict  in  his  observance  of  the  rnles  of  that 
House,  he  (Lord  John  ManiuTs)  thought 
he  should  in  consistency  decline  to  lake 
notice  of  any  debate  that  might  be  going 
on  ia  another  place.  For  hi»  own  part,  he 

Mr,  Scnman 


for  Bristol  (Mr.  P.  Miles)  was  fully  justi- 
fied in  considering  that  the  charges  were 

satisfactorily  disposed  of  by  the  ri.:;iit  rer. 
Prelate  himself.    If  the   forms  of  the 
House  had  permitted  it,  no  doubt  it  might 
have  been  conyement  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  C/Ockermouth  to  have  supported  the 
cliar^^cs  which  he  had  made,  and  to  havo 
n'!"ni-(!(Ml    hi.T  (Lord    J.   Manners's)  hon. 
i  ricud  (Mr.  F.  Miles)  to  reply  to  the 
charges  in  detail;  but  he  eonsioerod  that, 
under  tho  circumstances,  the  convenience 
of  the  House  and  of  the  public  was  bost 
cousulted  by  the  course  his  hon.  Friend 
proposed  to  take.    He  (Lord  J.  Manners) 
would  only  say  further  that  he  regretted 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cockcrmouth  should 
have  taken  that  opportunity  of  ognin  re- 
peating in  very  strong,  emphatic,  and  cla- 
oorateTy  prepared  termSf  the  charges  ia 
which  he  had  before  indulged  against  the 
right  rev.  Prelate. 

Mr.    GLADSTONE     said,    that  ho 
thought  it  was  not  desirable  that  the 
House  should  enter  on  a  question  of  this 
kind  at  that  moment.    In  saying  this  be 
was  not  blaming  the  hou.  Gentleman  op- 
pusitu  (Mr.  Horaman),  but  was  rather  ex- 
cusing himself  for  not  entering  upon  it, 
upon  this  ground,  that  no  notice  naving 
been  given  of  tho  discussion,  it  would 
therefore  bo  irregular  and  improper.  With- 
out meaning  to  go  into  the  discussion,  he 
must  say  that  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 
was  quite  right  in  exjiressing  his  readiness 
to  enter  upon  the  further  discussion  of  the 
qucsti(m,  because  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  his  statements  of  facts  had  been  most 
seriously  impugned  on  most  material  pMnts; 
and  for  his  own  sake  therefore,  as  well  aa 
for  that  of  otlier  parties,  be  thought  there 
should  bo  some  further  discussion  on  this 
subject  whenever  a  suitable  occasion  should 
arise.    It  was  with  great  surprise  and  pida 
that  he  heard  tho  detail  of  the  circum- 
5^tance  that  was  given,  he  was  sure  with- 
out any  intentional  error,  by  the  hou.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Coekermouth*  be- 
cause he  had  a  Tcry  strong  recollection 
that,  bein^:  much  accustomed  to  hear  of 
the  dealings  and  tiansactions  of  ditferent 
bishops  in  regard  to  ohantuble  and  eleemo- 
synary objects,  there  was  no  man,  so  far  as  he 
waa  aware,  on  the  epiaci^  bench  who  bore 
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ft  more  disiingoiihed  eVvaetir  for  lib«ral- 
•hy  than  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  andBri<:- 
tol.  He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  no  friendship 
or  acqtmintanco  with  him,  but  he  must  con- 
fess that,  under  these  circumstances,  it 
MMBenpon  Mm  with  gi'eat  surpriae  that  he 
dKHlld  be  considered  to  hav«  been  inijU- 
cated  in  misconduct  of  so  j^ravo  a  kind. 
He  would  state  fairly  his  own  opinion  of 
the  vindication  of  the  right  rererend  Pre- 
late, which,  in  hia  opinion,  waa  eomplete-- 
ia  aome  pointa  indeed  more  than  complete, 
because  it  c'^tnhli-lipd  not  only  innoeenoe, 
but  lihcrahty  and  high  merit  on  his  part. 
At  the  same  time  he  admitted  tlie  fairness 
of  the  emirse  pursued  by  the  hon.  6entl6> 
man  in  challenging  further  discussion;  for 
he  thouglit  it  would  be  for  the  advantage 
of  all  parties  that  that  should  take  plaro. 
Subject  dropped. 

Xain  Queaiion  put,  and  agmd  to* 

SUPPIT— Cn'IL  SERVICE. 

Uouso  in  Cummittee  of  Supplj;  Mr. 
Bernal  in  the  chair. 

(1.)  4,049K.»  Bemndaa;  Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  1,5001.,  Prince  Edward's  Island. 

Mr  HTTME  said,  that  this  was  a  small 
ialand  with  a  responsible  government  for 
the  management  of  their  own  afiaint  ho 
cHd  not  objeet  to  the  amount  of  the  Vote, 
bat  he  wished  to  know  what  course  the 
OoTemment  intended  to  pur^nn  with  re- 
apeot  to  the  payment  of  the  salaries  of  the 
Coloaid  Govemora.' 

Ha.  HAWE8  said,  that  the  Govern- 
inent  had  not  ynt  fullv  decided  upon  the 
cour.«o  wbifli  it  iiiigiit  bo  desirable  cvcn- 
iuaily  to  take  upon  this  point;  but  that  in 
bia  opinion  under  preolhit  einmmstaneee  it 
was  inezpedieiit  to  redaoe  or  diaeontbne 
the  Vote. 

Mr.  TIUME  said,  that  there  must  he 
aomo  link  of  communication  between  the 

.modier  eonntry  and  the  eolonies,  and  he 
Ad  not  know  how  thia  could  be  better 
maintained  than  by  our  paying  the  salary  of 
the  Ciovcrnor.  A  t  liie  same  time  he  thought 
that  that  salary  should  be  in  some  degree 
•onmeiieanite  to  the  other  appointmenta 
left  at  the  disposal  of  the  local  Govern- 
ment, so  that  the  Governor  should  not,  hy 
his  possession  of  a  very  large ,  salary,  be 

.removed  from  associating  with  those  who 
were  employed  in  the  gOTOmment  of  the 
colony.  He  should  not  press  a  Motion  on 
this  snhjeet  \mtA  the  Government  should 
have  decided  what  course  they  should  pur- 
mm  OB  tUa  pi^. 

»  Yaia  mgrttd  Idi  ai  ware  {ha  ibttowing:-* 
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(3.)  7,677^.,  Clergy,  North  Ameriea. 

(4.)  13,660{.,  Indian  DepartDentt 
Canada. 

(5.)  70L,  Bahama  Islands. 

(6.)  18,0282.,  Qovemors  and  others, 
Weet  Indies. 

(7.)  36,07d{,»  Joitioer  ia  Weat  Indiea 

and  Mauritius. 

i'8.)  1.3,780/.,  Western  Coast  of  Africa. 
(0.)  10,87yi.,  St.  Helena. 
(10.)  6,359<.,  Western  AoBtralia. 
(11.)  1,103/.,  Port  Essington. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  a  sum,  not  oxcceding  20,000/.  begrant«d 
to  Her  2dajcst7,  to  defnj  the  Charge  of  New  Zea- 
bad,  to  the  31st  day  of  Maioh,  1869." 

Mb.  YERNON  smith  would  take 

thnt  opportunity  of  asking  an  explanation 
with  respect  to  the  position  in  ^hich  thoy 
stood  with  reference  to  the  New  Zealand 
Oompany.  By  the  Act  paaeed  three  yeara 
ago,  the  company  were  empowered,  on 
giving  three  months'  notice,  to  throw  up 
the  whole  of  the  oonccm  to  the  Govcrn- 
ment,  if  they  found  it  ynM  less  profitable 
than  they  bad  antieipated.  After  that  no- 
tice the  GoTernment  were  bound  to  ti^e 
upon  theniselvo'?  nil  the  liabilities  of  the 
New  Zealand  Cuaipany.  Since  that  time 
they  had  heard  nothing  of  the  traneao- 
tion,  except  that  it  was  pnbliely  known 
that  the  New  Zealand  Company  had  given 
that  notice.  A  Commissioner  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  the  transaction;  but 
in  that  Honse  thej  were  ignorant  of  what 
had  been  done.  Before  Parliament  sepa- 
rated, lie  shoul  !  It  i^lad  to  know  what  v.-ns 
the  state  of  the  transactions  between  the 
Government  and  the  Company.  It  was 
known  that  the  Company  were  liable  to 
seriont  Kabilities — there  were  serious  lis. 
putes  respecting  those  liabilities;  tlu^  iln- 
vernmcnt  might  have  involved  theiii^^i  h 
to  a  greater  extent  than  was  kuuwu,  and 
might  hereafter  hate  to  oome  to  Parlia- 
ment for  a  Vote  for  the  purpose.  He  beg- 
ged, therefore,  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
was  it  likely  that  he  would  call  upon  Tar- 
liament  for  any  farther  aom  than  waa  ape- 
el  ficd  by  tho  Act  to  meet  the  liabilities  of 
the  New  Zealand  Company  ?  He  would 
also  ask  him  to  lay  upon  the  table  the  cor- 
respondence between  the  QoTemment  and 
the  Company  under  that  Act,  to  whioh  he 
(Mr.  V.  Smith)  had  objeoted  at  tbetima  of 
its  being  passed. 

Mo.  HAWES  said,  the  Company  had 

Jiven  the  naoesiary  aotiee  on  the  5th  of 
ttly;  bvt  the  GoTamment  did  not  than  aA* 
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snmo  all  the  liabilities — thej  merely  as- 
sumed all  the  legal  liabilities  with  the 
sanction  of  Commissioners  appointed  under 
the  Act  of  Parliament.  That  would  be 
rather  an  ineoDTenient  time  to  go  into  a 
lengthened  explanation  of  the  arrange- 
ments; but  it  was  Ills  intention  in  tlie 
course  of  a  few  days  to  lay  ui)on  the  table 
papers  connected  with  the  subject. 

Me.  GOBDEN  conld  not  understand  why 
the  people  of  England  should  bo  called 
upon  year  after  year  to  defray  those 
charges  for  the  benefit  of  people  at  the 
Antipodes,  who  were  far  better  able  to  pay 
them  than  we  were.  This  Vote  was  hnt  a 
specimen  of  oor  eolonial  system;  it  a^orded 


when  thej  did  their  doty,  would  have  these 

items  struck  out.   He  protested  a^ast 

the  payment  of  the  money. 

Mr.  flump TR£  thought  there  was 
no  eolonj  more  deterring  of  support  from 
the  mouer  eountrj  than  New  ZeahmcL 

There  was  no  more  beantiful  instance  of 
the  influence  of  the  Christian  religion  than 
in  the  change  which  had  taken  place  ia 
New  Zealand,  whidi,  hot  a  few  yean  a^^, 
was  inhabited  by  cannibals.  The  hoa. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Cobden)  had  referred  to 
the  charge  of  6U0/.  for  the  bishop.  That 
was  wholly  insufficient  as  the  allowauce  for 
a  bishop  whose  responsihilitiei  were  bo 
great  and  duUes  so  cxtensire,  and  he  was 


an  illustration  of  the  folly  this  country  was  allowed  another  HOOZ,  from  a  religious 


so- 
ciety.   He  firmly  believed  the  people  oC 
England  did  not  ohjeet  to  thit  charge. 
Mr.   W.  WILLIAMS  oonaidered  it 

would  be  well  if  the  religious  society  re- 
ferred to  paid  the  whole  of  the  salary  of 
the  bishop;  if  not,  somo  deduction  should 
be  made  for  its  payment  from  tiie  enois 
moos  salaries  of  the  bishops  of  this  coun- 
try. He  believed  the  Bishop  of  New  Zea- 
land was  a  very  distinguished  person,  and 
he  was  glad  to  find  that  he  had  a  larger 
amount  of  salary  than  was  stated  in  libe 
Vote.  He  did  not  think,  however,  that 
the  people  of  this  country  should  pay  for 
the  maintenaace  of  the  bishop,  and  there- 
fore proposed  that  the  amount  of  his  lalsry 
(6002.)  should  bd'dedaoted  from  the  amount 
of  the  Vote. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  there  was  great  com- 
plaints made  in  the  public  journals  and 
otherwise  of  eieessive  taiation  in  New 
Zealand.  Instead  of  increasing,  the  popu- 
lation were  flying  from  the  colony.  [An 
Hon.  Member  :  To  California.]  Yes,  to 
California.  In  Wellington  the  expense  of 
publio  hnHdUigs  amounted  to  14,000K.,  hnt 
there  were  no  persons  to  occupy  them. 
He  proposed  to  reduce  the  public  works, 
which  were  stated  in  letters  and  in  the 
newspapers  to  he  preposterous  and  un- 
called for.  He  thought  the  inhabitants 
ever  expect  to  get  one  farthing  from  New  \  ought  to  have  a  voice  in  the  elections; 
Zealand?    He  could  nndorstr.iul  the  course  but  thougii  t lit v  had  passed  a  Bill  giving 


perpetrating  in  all  parts  of  the  globe.  Here 
was  a  charge  of  2,5(K)I>  fi».lSt»  salsiycf  a 
governor*  800L  for  a  Iieutenani>goTemor, 

and,  not  content  with  that,  wo  must  sap- 
port  their  chief  justice,  at  an  expense  of 
1,0002.  a  year;  and  this,  be  it  remembered, 
for  a  population  of  some  20,000  or  30,000 
emigrants.  Then  there  were  charges  of 
5351.  for  law-officers  and  clerks,  6002. 
for  the  salary  of  a  bishop,  5901.  for 
chaplains  and  schools.  Hero  we  had  to 
pay  for  the  Army,  the  Church,  the  Judi- 
cial establishments,  and  the  Governor's 
salary;  and  it  would  appear  we  had  to  pay 
for  their  Naval  establishments  also,  for  he 
found  in  the  Vote  an  item  of  1,5001,  for 
building  a  Yessel  for  this  colony.  Then, 
again,  there  was  a  charge  for  public  works 
and  roads,  employment  of  natives,  and  mis- 
cellaneous expenditure,  l,2o5L  Why  did 
not  these  people  pay  for  these  things  them- 
selves f  Why  were  we  always  to  be  called 
upon  to  pay  for  their  roads  and  public 
works,  and  for  the  employment  of  the  na- 
tives for  their  benefit  ?    To  call  upon  the 

Sublie  here  to  pa^  these  charges  was  in- 
efcnsible  and  unjust.  What  return  were 
the  people  of  this  country  ever  likely  to 
get  for  this  money  ?  Was  it  in  contem- 
plation  to  bring  New  Zealand  within  the 
range  of  their  tamg  |K>wer?    Did  they 


taken  in  the  casu  of  a  territory  where  they 
were  going  to  plant  their  cnstom-houses 
and  taxgatherers.  But  he  could  not  ima- 
gine that  of  New  ZenlnTid.  They  could 
not  possibly  havo  any  return,  even  of  the 
exclusive  trade  by  which  they  used  to  pre- 
tend they  were  compensated.  He  preaiet- 
ed  that  the  people  of  this  country,  when 
they  had  some  voice  in  the  representation 
of  that  House,  or  Members  of  that  House 

Mr,  Ilaioe* 


them  a  constiiution,  they  afterwards  su- 
perseded it,  and  they  could  not  know 
what  their  condition  is  now,  except  that 
the  Governor  expended  what  sum  he  liked, 
and  he  got  whatever  he  asked.  Ho  pro- 
posed to  take  the  sense  of  the  Commit- 
tee as  to  granting  any  more  money  for 
public  works  in  that  colony;  and  in  making 
that  proposition,  he  would  remind  the  Com* 
mittee,  that  the  local  revenue  amounted  to 
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52.9^2.  He  proposed  to  tedtice  the 
amount  of  die  Vole  (y  deduoting  e  ■ttm  of 

10,9351. 

JCoftioii  intde,  and  Qnettion  put — 

•*  That  a  auno,  not  excecdirir  0.^f)5^  b;^  crranteU 
t»  H«r  Mftiestj,  to  defray  the  Ctiarse  of  ii*)w  Z«a- 
laiid,toth«  aittaajofHarali,  18S)/' 


Mr.  M'GREGOR  objected  to  this  coun- 
try being  still  called  upon  to  pay  these 
diai^geo  for  Nev  Zealand.  He  thought 
fte  eolony  should  pay  all  the  costs  of  Go- 
▼emment  except  the  Goremor's  aaleij  end 
the  military  establishment. 

Mr.  HAWES  said,  the  rery  last  ec- 
eoiml  that  had  been  recerred  lifom  the 
eoltmy  showed  that,  whilst  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  local  govci-nment  there  had 
been  very  largely  reduced,  the  revenue 
of  the  colony  nad  not  suffered  any  dimi- 
nution. But  the  ezporta  and  imports  had 
increased,  the  former  cspeciallj  The  hou. 
G«Mitteman  the  Member  for  tho  West 
KidiDg  (Mr.  Cobden)  apparently  had  not 
takee  into  aeeonnt  the  native  popula- 
tion, which  now  amounted  to  between 
loO.OOO  and  200,000;  find  though  that 
was  a  large  number  as  compared  with  the 
European  settlers,  yet  in  the  government 
of  the  eoloDj  no  dittiootioa  eowd  be  made 
between  those  two  claaaet.  The  Govern- 
ment mnst  extend  over  all  alike.  The  co- 
lony uTif^oTjbtodly  was  now  advancincr  at  a 
Very  rapid  rate,  and  a  recent  report  ui  tiic 
Gofernor  epoke  of  ita  beieg  in  »  state  of 
uninterrupted  repose. 

Mr.  COBDEN  said,  he  muBt  complain 
that  hon.  Members  were  taking  up  a  now 
position  with  regard  to  our  colonies.  If 
thev  were  honest,  eonristent,  and  logical, 
with  respect  to  ftee  trade,  they  should 
sdhore  to  their  onc^inal  position,  and  not 
abandon  the  notion  under  which  they  had 
taken  possession  of  them.  Something  had 
been  said  with  leferenee  to  onr  trade  with 
the  eoloni^;  hut  if  anybody  would  serve 
them  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  we  did,  he 
would  obtain  their  custom;  and  how  was 
it  poeeible  that  we  could  serve  them  eheaply 
if  we  were  boideoed  with  cxoesnve  taxa- 
tion for  the  support  of  their  government  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Enst  Kent  (Mr. 
Plomptre)  had  set  up  a  ciaitu  in  favour  of 
Kew  Zeidnid,  upon  the  ground  that  we 
ought  to  continue  to  maintain  ecclesiss- 
tical  establishments  abroad;  but  he  would 
ask  tlio  hon.  Gentleman  to  consult  his  eon- 
stituoDts  and  inquire  if  the  people  of  Kent 
me  in  »  position  to  nay,  not  only  for  their 
sodssiastioal  establishment  in  the  eitj  of 


{Jvht  1^  im\         Oka  Sirtke. 

Canterimry,  but  for  an  eoelesiaatiosl  estab- 
lishment in  New  Zealand  ?  He  objected  to 

the  principle  of  cominp;  to  thnt  House  and 
asking  for  money  under  (lie  prptenco  of 
sending  missiunaries  abroad.  He  honoured 
the  men  who  snbseribed  volontsnly  in  order 
to  propagate  our  Christian  faitn  in  other 
lands;  but  bo  objected  to  the  principle  of 
coming  to  that  House  for  Votes  of  money 
under  any  auch  pretence,  for  it  too  often 
happened  that  we  covered  oar  misdeeds— 
bloody  tiaisdceds  in  many  cases — 1  v  saying 
that  vro  had  established  a  church  or  a 
chapel  in  such  and  such  a  place.  The 
Spaniards  and  tho  Portuguese  had  planted 
tiieir  cross  n  Sonth  £n«iea  and  else, 
wher^  and  their  spiritual  devotions  bad  in 
some  respects  been  carried  on  amid  tho 
screams  ut  those  they  liad  massacred.  He 
objected  to  any  imitation  upon  our  part 
of  thttr  oondnot,  and  to  the  introduction 
into  that  House  of  any  question  touching 
the  spread  of  the  doctrines  of  the  Chris, 
tian  faith  abroad.    Let  oiur  missionary  la- 
bours be  Tohmtary  labonrs.   It  was  not 
the  province  of  that  House  to  promote 
Christianity  either  by  the  force  of  our 
arms  or  by  the  appointment  of  bishops 
to  New  Zealand.    The  fact  was  that, 
taking  all  our  disbursements  into  eonsid- 
eration,  we  were  expending  Isr  more  than 
100,000/.  annually  in  New  Zealhnd.  It 
was  stated  the  jcar  before  last  in  the  Com- 
mittee, by  the  late  Lord  Auckland,  that 
three  ships  of  war  would  be  required  on 
that  station.    We  had  a  large  military 
establishment  there  which  must  be  fed 
and  clothed.    There  had  been  upwards  of 
2,000,000^  spent  there  by  England  since 
the  bequest  of  a  portion  of  the  territory 
had  been  made.    He  did  not  think  the 
island  would  ever  pay  5  per  cent  upon 
what  wc  had  laid  out  on  it,  for  we  could 
never  have  a  large  commerce  with  it.  It 
was  not  a  tropical  oountry;  on  the  con- 
trary, its  climate  was  very  similar  to  onr 
own,  and  therefore  it  wn?  not  in  the  nature 
of  things  that  we  could  have  an  extensive 
interchange  of  commodities  with  it.  Then, 
had  we  not  been  eipending  too  moeh  upon 
it  ?  Let  the  Committee  look  at  the  ques- 
tion in  a  rational  point  of  view.  Individual 
merchants  might  profit  by  carrying  on  trade 
there;  but  be  wanted  the  peoole  of  Eng* 
land  to  see  how  this  matter  should  reslnr 
be  regarded.    We  ought  not  to  be  expend- 
ing money  unless  there  was  sonic  prospeet 
of  our  obtaining  a  retura;  and  therefore 
he  prolssted  against  the  present  Vote. 
LoBO  JOHN  BUSSSLL  said»  he  mnsl 
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say  he  did  not  think  tho  hon.  Member  for 
the  West  Riding  had  madd  out  a  case 
which  would  indttce  the  Coiamiltee  to  con. 
Mnt  to  tbeVoto  being  reduced.  Ho  (Lord 
John  Russell)  owned  it  did  appear  to  him  that 
this  was  a  subject  on  which  hon.  Members 
might  speak  without  reference  to  the  im- 
molate profit  or  lots  of  the  transactions  of 
tho  motner  country  with  Xcw  Zealand. 
What  wfts  the  general  state  of  New  Zeahmd 
when  we  tirst  began  to  govern  it  ?    It  was 
inhabited  by  a  large  body  of  natives,  over- 
run in  many  parta  with  a  convict  population 
cf  a  most  desperate  character,  who  had 
gone  thither  from  New  South  Wales  and 
Van  Pienien'.s  Lf\ml,     Many  bloody  coa- 
iiicts  tuuk  place  irurn  time  to  time  between 
the  oatiFe  tribes,  which  were  encoaragcd 
bj  thoae  convict  settlors.    It  became  a 
question  with  the  people  of  this  country 
whether  they  shuuld  attempt  to  colonise 
New  Zeahiud,  with  a  view  to  the  comfort 
and  etvUisation  of  its  people;  and  tbey  were 
encouraged  in  the  eDterprise  by  missiona- 
ries who  had  been  engaged  in  making  vo- 
luntary eit'uris  to  instruct  the  iuhabitauts. 
But  in  the  attempt  to  colonise  it,  the  par- 
ties engaged  in  that  enterprise  proposed  to 
do  that  which  was  against  the  law  of  the 
land — they  proposed,  without  tho  authority 
of  the  Crown  in  this  country  to  establish 
law  in  the  colony,  and  to  in€ict  punishment 
for  criminal  offences.    He  (Lord  John  Rus- 
sell) was  then  in  the  Colonial  Office,  and 
he  informed  those  parties  that  they  could 
Dot  act  in  that  manner  ifithout  infringiug 
thf  law  of  the  mother  conntnr;  and  the 
present  Lord  Chancellor,  then  Sir  Thomas 
Wilde,  who  was  consulted  upon  the  point, 
confirmed  his  (Lord  J.  Kusaell'sj  opinion. 
It  then  became  a  question  whether  the  iio- 
vemment  should  not  aid  that  body  of  colon- 
ists,  and  whether  they  should  not  establish 
the  authority  of  the  Crown  of  this  country  in 
New  Zealand  ?     lie  believed  that  though 
we  were  iucuiriug  expense  t'or  some  years 
in  the  coloDjt  we  were  doing,  at  the  same 
time,  one  cl  those  noble  and  heroic  works 
which  hcc;if!io  such  a  nation  as  tliis — that 
we  were  touuding  a  colony  which  hereafter, 
wheu  reprebeuUitivti  iuiilitutions  bhould  be 
giren  to  it*  would  become  a  prosperous  and 
civilised  State;  and  that  it  was  uot  unwor- 
tliy  of  the  people  of  Enr^land  to  relievo  New 
Zealand  from  that  state  of  barbauam  on 
the  one  hand,  and  from  convict  incursions 
on  the  other,  and  to  bring  it  into  the  con- 
dition of  a  civilised  nation.    It  was  with 
that  view  that  the  Government  began,  and 


ney  from  time  to  time  in  aid  of  that  colony 
Ue  did  not  doubt  that  the  colonists,  when 
they  obtained  a  Government  of  th^  ow«, 
and  when  their  exports  increased,  would  be 
able  to  defray  the  whole  expense  of  the 
colony;  and  he  thought  it  would  not  he 
matter  of  regret  that  we  bad  been  en- 
abled to  estiA>lish  that  eolonj.  He  wts 
not  ashamed  to  owA  tiiat  in  the  beg^aabg 
of  the  colony  he  was  a  party  to  rcconimeod- 
ing  the  Crown  to  appoint  the  present 
Bisliup  of  New  Zeatand;  and  he  Uioagh$ 
6001*  was  BO  extravagant  stipend  for  a 
bishop.  lie  (Lord  Jofcui  Russell)  was  not 
frightened  by  tho  name  of  a  bif^hop — and 
if  a  nmn  who  was  called  a  bi-^liop  would 
contribute  tu  the  etviii^aiiuu  ul  uxu  cuuuiry, 
and  lalwnr  to  uaite  ^o  people  in  beads 
of  harmony  and  brotherly  love,  whatever 
might  be  the  name  by  which  ho  was  call^, 
he  (Loril  John  Uussell)  thought  it  was  de- 
birablo  that  such  a  man  should  be  al- 
lowed to  proceed  in  that  eeuiie  ia  the 
coh)ny.  With  respect  to  tito  ^uaelieB  <f 
trade,  those  advantages  were  not  given 
which  were  admitted  in  former  years.  But, 
according  to  the  principles  of  free  trade, 
that  question  had  two  kidat;  bocauseb  ia 
former  times,  wheu  this  country  had  a  co- 
lony, they  gave  it  the  advantage  of  their 
markets,  paying  a  higher  price  for  tiie  pro- 
ductions of  the  colony.  There  was  an  ead 
now  to  that)  bo  produce  cf  New  Zealand 
had  an  advautage.  It  seemed  to  hun  that 
they  should  go  on  payini?:  tliat  sura  to  the 
colonists  of  New  Zealand,  aud  that  the 
people  of  thb  country  bad  naaoo  to  con- 
gratulate themselves  that  they  had  founded 
a  flourishing  State  in  that  part  of  the  world. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  thi^  was  the  first  tiwa 
he  had  ever  heard  it  stated  by  tho  Govern- 
ment that  this  country  should  be  saddled 
with  the  azponse  of  additional  oobnial 
bishops.  Hitherto  tl  n  (rovernmont  had 
always  evaded  oticring  a  justitication.  The 
question  which  he  put  to  the  t  ummitlee 
was  this— whether,  by  agreeing  to  a  TCle 
of  that  kind,  they  were  not  spoiling  the 
colony,  and  creatinf^  extravagance  amofig 
the  public  othctr.^  tliere  i  Tiie  only  com- 
plaint which  h<d  made  was  that  echoed 
by  the  newspapers  in  the  colony,  Damely* 
that  the  expenses  of  the  GoTCmor  and  the 
various  establishments  were  quife  dispro- 
portionate to  the  duties  to  be  {>erforDied 
aud  tlie  extent  of  the  population.  With  a 
popuUtion  of  only  10,000  Europeans,  they 
had  here  between  79,000^.  and  80.000/. 
expended;  and  this  was  exclusive  of  tin*  ex- 
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He  entirely  disapproved  of  officers  receiving 
overgrown  and  extravagant  sakries,  vhvch 
luidthe  effect  of  destroying  rather  th»D 
impfofing  the  general  welfare  of  the  eo* 
lony.  That  was  the  ground,  therefore,  on 
which  he  wislicd  the  Vote  to  he  reduced. 

Mb.  FLUMFTRE  defended  the  course 
the  GoTeimsent  bed  taken  in  a^intiog  a 
Utfaep  to  New  Zealand,  and  bore  teatimony 
to  the  crr'^a*  and  successful  exertions  whicli 
tbe€hurcii  Missionary  Society  had  made  in 
diffu^g  a  kuoM'ledge  of  the  truth  of  Chris- 
tianitj  among  the  natires  in  the  colony. 

Mb.  EVELYN  DENISON  had  under- 
atood  this  Vote  was  to  he  defended  on  the 
Ij^ponnd  that  the  colony  wus  passing  out  of 
tiie  iiuuds  of  the  New  Zealand  (jompauy 
into  those  of  the  inhabitanta  tfaemselTes. 
He  tgnod  with  the  hou.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  (Mr.  Cobden),  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume),  that 
the  public  works  and  roads  ot  Hew  Zea- 
land were  not  itemS'  which  ought  to  be 
defiwfed  out  the  public  funds  of  this 
country.  Tie  was  not  prepared  to  witli- 
hold  his  support  tu  the  Vote  %vhich  was 
asked,  under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
the  eolooy;  but,  looking  to  the  future,  he 
thoi^lht  it  would  not  be  improper  in  the 
Committee  to  express  an  opinion  that 
such  charges  as  public  works  and  roads  in 
New  Zealaiid  were  not  those  that  ought  to 
be  defrayed  eat  of  the  public  funds,  of 
this  country. 

The  Committee  divicUd  ; — Ayes  23  ; 
i^oes  50  :  Majority  27* 

Original  Question  put,  and  agr$td  to; 
aa  was  also 

(13.)  9m.  Ilchgoland. 

(14.)  5.0U0/.  Falkland  Islands. 

Ma.  COBDEN  wished  to  know  what 
waa  the  aetnal  population  of  those  islands 
at  the  present  moment,  for  the  government 
of  which  the  Gomuittee  were  asked  to 

VOtn  .'j.OOO?. 

Mu.  iiAWijS  bftid,  the  actual  popula- 
tion was  very  small;  from  100  to  200 — 
probably  120. 

Mu.  COHDEN  said,  he  thou-ht  his 
hoD.  Friend  had  rather  exceeded  the  nmn- 
ber,  for  lie  believed  the  population  was 
about  lOU,  so  that  the  Committee  were 
votieg  5,000^  for  the  government  of  100 
-persons,  which  was  50/.  a  head.  Those 
who  remembered  Dr.  Johnson's  eloquent 
description  of  those  islands  at  a  time  when 
we  were  threatened  with  a  war  respecting 
them,  might  be  disposed  to  agree  with  him 
(Mr.  Cobden)  when  he  suLrn^csted  fhat  it 
would  be  as  well  to  deal  with  the  Falkland  1 


Islands  as  the  House  .had  done  with  Bort 

Kssingtou* 

Mb.  hums  did  not  .think  the  popula- 
tion  was  so  extennre  as  to  justify  their 

keeping  a  surveyor  constantly  employed, 
at  a  high  salary.  There  was  a  reason  for 
everything,  lie  found  among  the  officials 
cnumerateid-in  the  list,  a  governor,  a  ma^ 
gistrate  with  a  dark,  a  chaplain,  a  snr* 
geon,  and  a  surveyor.  He  was  sorry  to 
do  anything  unpleasant  or  unsatisfactory, 
but  they  really  ought  nut  to  go  on  voting 
in  this  manner^ 

Mft.  W.  WILLIAMS  wished  to  know 
what  were  the  duties  of  the  first  and 
second  clerk  to  the  actitti;  secretary  ? 
Here  0,0001,  was  taken  auuuaiiy  out  of 
tlio  pockets  of  the  people  of  this  country^ 
while  750^  only  was  collected  among  the 
inhabitants  of  the  island.  He  hoped 
they  did  uot  complain  of  being  over* 
taxed. 

Sm  JOSHUA  WALMSLBT  asked 

whether  there  were  any  troops  there,  and 
whfther,  in  the  120  inhabitants,  the  go- 
vernor, chapUin,  and  surveyor,  were  in- 
cluded f 

Mb.  HAWES  said,  thai  ibia  Vote  was 
not  for  a  colony  in  the  true  sense  of  the 

word.  The  Falkland  Islands  were,  in 
point  of  fact,  a  naval  station  of  great 
boneilt  and  advantajE^e  to  the  power  and 
general  trade  of  this  empire;  and  when 

wo  possessed  a  station  of  that  sort,  of 
course  it  was  necessary  we  should  have 
some  kind  of  government,  and  proper 
officers  to  carry  it  into  efibet.   It  waa 

always  considered  of  great  importance 

that  England  should  po.s'^cf^'^  tins  naval 
station;  and  he  would  undertake  to  say 
that  if  we  gave  it  up,  there  would  ho 
twcii  y  uthers  ready  to  take  it.  The  hon> 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  (Mr.  Cobden) 
would  rociHect  that  in  the  Connnittce  on 
the  Naval  i:^.stiinato3  it  was  stated  thot  it 
wus  a  matter  of  di!*j>utc  at  one  time  be^ 
tween  European  nations  as  to  who  should 
possess  the  islands.  An  anxious  desire 
had  hc'n  MianifL'.'^tod  hy  the  Colonial  Office 
to  reduce  tiio  exjtcnditure,  and  during  the 
last  live  or  six  yeara  it  had  been  reduced 
considerably.  In  1845  the  vote  for  the 
Falkland  Islands  was  9,800Z. ;  next  year, 
7,400/.;  and  now  it  was  5.000;.  The 
station  was  a  very  couveaieut  one  for 
ships  coming  round  by  Cope  Horn;  and  in 
consequence  of  increased  accommodation 
being  provided  in  the  port,  it  was  now 
much  more  resorted  to  by  them  than  forp 
mcrly. 


Digitized  by  Google 


Civil  Senke* 


Mb.  SPOOKER  :  There  is  a  sanrejor, 
•oeting  1,2002.    What  are  his  duties  ? 

llifi.  HA  WES  :  A  surveyor  is  neces- 
sary in  erery  colony  where  the  land  is  let 
mit  to  immigrating  settlers. 

Sib  JOSHUA  WALMSLEY  :  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  as  yet  avoided  an- 
swering my  question.  What  is  the  num- 
ber of  tfooMin  tbe  colony  t 

Mb.  HAwBS  :  Theie  are  no  troops 
whatever. 

Mb.  EVELYN  DENISON :  I  find  the 
snm  of  2502.  set  down  for  emisraUoo.'* 
Of  coarse,  the  population  of  \w  fiod  it 
extremely  doll,  and  most  be  in  want  of  a 

little  chano:n  of  company.  Are  wo  to 
understand  that  the  Colonial  Office  gires  a 
bonus  to  the  new  comers  ? 

Mb.  HAWBS :  The  2501.,  .1  believe^ 
is  spent  in  paying  the  expenaea  of  pen- 
aionors  going  out  from  this  country. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  :  T  find  that  the 
local  revenue  in  the  islands  is  decreasing. 
Doea  this  ariie  from  a  ndoetion  m  taxa^ 
tion,  or  from  the  impoveriahmant  of  the 

e  CHANCELLOR  of  ttte  EXCKE- 
QUER :  I  am  afraid  the  falling  oil'  anscii 
from  redaetioa  of  taxation. 

Mr.  COBDEN:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretarv  for  the  Colonieg  ha«i 
used  an  argument  in  support  of  this  Vote 
which  I  cannot  ^ow  to  pass  unnoticed. 
He  baa  atated  that  these  iaianda  are  an 
important  station  for  the  resort  of  mer- 
chant vessels.  Now  I  should  like  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  us  how  many  mer- 
chant Tosaela  touched  at  these  islands  in 
the  course  <tf  last  year.  I  have  not  seen 
tlio  last  report  of  d^e  Governor,  but  I  saw 
&  report  of  his  one  or  two  years  ago,  in 
which  he  states  that,  although  the  people 
had  imported  cattle,  and  brought  over 
fiwn  the  main  land  herdsmen  to  take  care 
of  tho^o  cattle,  and  had  prepared  in  vast 
quant  1 1  it  s  fresh  meat  for  the  merchant 
▼essela  which  were  expected,  no  merchant 
▼esiela  whatever  had  put  in  at  these  is^ 
lands.  What  we  want  to  know  distinctly 
from  the  hon.  Gcntleninn  h  this — do  ves- 
sels comlnnr  roiinti  thr  J  lorn  ever  touch  at 
these  Uiaiidd  i  1  have  my  own  opinion, 
and  my  opinion  ia  that  merchaat  vessels 
do  not. 

Mn.  HA  WES  said,  he  found  that  in 
1S4.D  the  number  of  English  vessels  that 
touched  at  these  islands  was  twelve,  and 
in  1850  they  amounted  to  twenty-three, 
while  the  tonnage  had  inoroaied  from 
9,200  to  13,672. 


{COMMONS  [ 

Mr.  HUME :  I  will  not  maintain  that 

this  station  ought  to  be  given  up;  but  I  do 
put  it  to  the  Government  whether  the 
staUon  might  not  be  kept  up  at  a  con- 
siderably less  expense  tnaa  at  present. 
In  my  opinion,  everything  necessary  could 
be  eifected  for  one-fourth  of  the  present 
expense.  iSpain  and  Holland  always  make 
their  edonies  pay  their  expenses,  and  we 
ought  to  do  the  same. 

Mk.  ha  WES:  I  do  not  altogether 
oppose  the  general  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  1  believe  that  the  ex- 
penditnra  in  thia  oolonj  is,  indeed,  nt^v 
large;  and  I  may  further  state  that  the 
subject  is  at  pres'^nt  nnf1r«r  the  considrra- 
tion  of  my  noble  friend  the  Secretory  for 

the  Colonies.   

CoLoma  8ALWBT;  I  want  to  know 
what  is  the  rc'lifji  us  persuasion  of  the 
majority  of  tlso  100?  I  ask  the  question, 
because  I  find  that  400i.  is  given  to  a 
chaplain.  I  should  think  that  there  can- 
not be  more  than  ten  lamniea  in  dw 
island,  and  tins  ia  r^her  dear  paj  for  the 
chaplain. 

Mii.  II AWES:  I  can  only  again  sav, 
in  reply  to  these  comments,  that  the  mat- 
ter ta  under  tiie  eonndemtion  of  the  Co> 
lonial  Office. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"That   .1   sum,   not  exceeding  16,500^.,  be 

S anted  to  Ucr  \f.ijestj,  to  defray  the  Charge  of 
ong-KoDg,  to  the  diet  day  of  Mutth, 

Mr.  F.  SCOTT  said,  ho  roust  oppose 
this  Vote.  Hon^-Kong  was  the  dearest 
piece  of  ground  m  Her  Majesty's  posses- 
sion. Hong-Kong  was  a  plaoe  of  an  ex- 
tent of  only  twenty  miles,  with  not  more 
than  twonty  acres  cultivated.  Its  popo- 
latiou  did  uot  exceed  33,000.  Fifteen- 
Biztemitbs  of  this  popnlatimi  were  Ghineie, 
only  450  being  Europeaaa  and  American*. 
And  this  15,500?.  was  not  the  only  ex- 
pense. In  Hong-Kong  there  was  paid 
besides  24,000(1.  raised  by  the  taxation 
the  people  there;  and  thoa  altogether  the 
place  coat  39,0001.  There  was  no  Chinese 
of  character  or  education  in  Honp:  Knng. 
Respectable  Chinese  altogether  shimned 
the  place,  and  while  we  were  professing  to 
suppress  piracy  in  the  Indian  Arehipelago, 
we  were  at  Hong-Kong  nvrtaring  a  popn- 
lation  ready  at  any  moment  to  man  pirfitl- 
cal  vessels  in  the  Chinese  seas.  A  good 
criterion  of  the  condition  of  the  colony  was 
to  be  ibnnd  in  the  number  of  persona  qna- 
lified  to  serve  on  juries.  In  1848  Uie 
number  of  JSnropeana  qualifiod  to  aot  aa 
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couimoii  jurors  was  ISG;  in  1851  it  was 
«nlj  69;  mnd  the  number  of  special  jurors 
Ind  diminbhed  to  an  equal  extent.  There 
was  no  doubt  tbat  tho  placo  was  fatally 
baheakhjr;  and  that  this  would  for  ever 


25.000i.;  m  1850  it  tros  20.000Z.,  and 
this  year  (1851)  it  was  15,&M.  Of 
course,  when  the  eolony  wm  first  taken 

possession  of,  many  public  buildings  were 

rcquircJ,  which  lind  lonr^  since  been  com« 


Krent  any  progress  in  its  population.  •  pleted;  and,  since  1845,  there  had  bbcn 
»  Governor  and  hie  aido^e-camp  ro-  a  natural  decrease  trader  the  head  of 
eeived  6,527JL  lOt.;  the  Colonial  Secretary  I  Public  Works.    He  admitted  that  when 

and  tho  Treasury  Office  received  5,1)55/.;  wo  first  occupied  Ilong  Kong,  we  carried 
ai]d  the  surveying  department,  for  survey-  j  on  the  government  of  the  colony  in  the 


ing  about  twenty  acres  of  tillage,  receired 
1,2311.  The  trade  had  fallen  off  to  such 
aa  extent  that  there  wore  only  ten  Eng- 
lish houses,  one  American,  one  rrnrmaii, 

atxl  one  Dutch  Louse  connected  wuii  trade 
m  the  iaUud.  The  iiarbour-ni aster  re- 
ceived 1,1161s  year,  and  hie  duties  were 
performed  bj  a  Lascar  for  SOOZ.  a  year. 
The  Governor  stated  in  one  of  the  paper? 
kid  before  that  Honse  that  tiiis  Vote  hnd 
been  greatly  dimiuished.  But  there  had 
heen  no  diminution  whatevor  in  salaries. 
The  decrease  was  omng  entirely  to  the 
elation  of  those  public  works,  the  prosc- 
CHtion  i>f  ^vliich  niiirlit  have  been  of  sotiie 
public  advautage.  Ue  (Mr.  Scott}  had 
moved  as  an  Atimidment  on  this  Vote 
last  year,  tbat  it  be  reduced  by  5,000^, 
and  he  thought  it  liis  duty  to  urge  the 
same  Amendment  this  year. 

Motiun  made,  and  Quc&tiou  put— 

*That  a  ran,  not  exceeding  10,5001.,  ba 

granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  tho  Charge  of 
Uong  Kong,  to  the  Jlat  day  of  March,  1852." 

Mr.  ha  WES  saw  in  the  speech  and 
Motion  of  the  hen.  Gentleman  but  little 
saeonragement  to  persevere  in  a  rigid 
mtem  of  gradual  economy.  He  (Mr. 
Hftwos)  had  believed  that  the  papers  which 
had  accompanied  tliia  Estimate  would  have 
satisfied  every  Member  of  the  House  that 
a  safe  gradoal  reduction  was  being  yeariy 
made  in  this  Vote.  It  was  quite  true 
that  lapt  year  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
proposetl  a  reduction  of  5,000^.  in  tbat 
year's  Bstimate.  Bot  what  was  the  Esti- 
mate  now  %  It  was  4,500^  less  than  the 
Vote  of  last  year,  yet  still  the  lion.  Gen- 
tleman asked  for  a  leduetion  of  6,000i. 
Between  the  years  1845  aud  1851  the 
sslariea  of  the  eolonlal  establishment  had 
been  reduced  by  no  less  a  sum  than  6,700^ 
It  was  not  the  fact  tliat  public  works  of 
any  importance  had  been  stopped;  but  of 
course  the  expenditure  on  tluit  head  was 
aosh  less  now  than  in  former  yeam.  In 
1845  the  sum  expended  on  account  of 
Hone  Tvnn?>  was  40,000?.;  in  1S4G  it  was 
3^1' I' iU/.;  in  lS;i7  it  was  ol.CUO/.:  in 
lu4.i  it  was  3O,O0OL;   in  lS4i) 

VOL.  CXYllI.     [tHIUD  SEHlEri.] 


most  extravagant  mauner;  but  ho  denied 
altogether  that  there  had  not  been  eco- 
nomy since  1845,  and  that  great  economy 

was  not  practised  at  the  present  moment. 
In  justitieation  of  tho  present  expenditure, 
there  had  been  a  considcrablo  increase  in 
the  trade  of  the  edony.  Comparing  1848 
and  1851,  the  increase  had  been  enormous. 
With  the  increase  in  the  trade,  the  popula- 
tion had  increased,  since  !  l^,  by  at  least 
8,0(X) ;  and,  putting  these  facts  together, 
and  talcing  into  consideration  also  that  the 
expenditure  had  been  considerably  dimin- 
ished, he  thounrht  tho  Committee  would  ad- 
mit tliat  there  wtTc  no  grounds  whatever 
for  prcciijiing  this  Amendment.  Eeyund 
what  he  had  suggested,  it  ought  fur- 
ther to  be  romcnbcred  that  Hong  Kong 
was  of  importance  to  ns,  f\t!nrdin<]f  se- 
curities to  theliiUglish  trade  in  the  Chinese 
seas. 

Mb.  hums  did  not  consider  tbat  the 

speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  con- 
sistent with  the  facts  of  the  ca?:e.  Facts 
which  had  came  to  liiii(Mr.  Hume's)  know- 
ledge did  not  bear  out  the  assertion  as  td 
the  improvement  in  the  position  of  the  co- 
lony. He  was  altogether  mir-informed  if 
the  colony  had  not  coi:ipl'  tp!y  failed  as  re- 
spected the  purpose  iur  winch  it  had  been 
established.  When  Hong  Kuug  was  tahen 
by  us,  it  was  with  a  view  of  making  it  a 
resort  for  Chinese  merchants,  and  of  re- 
moving the  British  trade  from  Canton.  No- 
thing of  the  kind  had  been  accomplished. 
No  Chinese  of  any  position  or  respecta- 
bility had  as  yet  settled  at  Hong  Kong. 
Nothing,  therefore,  could  be  more  preposter- 
ous than  to  continue  this  expensive  esta- 
blishment. The  Governor,  be  understood, 
was  oomiug  home  soon,  and  he  hoped  that 
the  opportunity  would  he  taken  by  die  Go- 
vernment to  consider  carefully  tlic  nctna! 
circumstances  and  chances  of  this  colony. 
An  English  Governor  at  Hong  Kong  had 
no  more  influence  with  the  Chinese  autho- 
rities than  a  QoTomor  of  the  Philippine 
Tslaiids.  In  Canton,  where  «omc  influence 
for  British  interests  might  be  o])tnincd,  wo 
it  wusihad  no  representative  in  tho  position  to 
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command  Chinese  rc?ipcct.  Pi'.Bownnj;^,  our 
('onsul  at  Canton,  wns  nnsscsscnl  of  no  in- 
fluence \vhatever,  and  liaU  never  jot  been  so 
recognised  as  to  proonre  an  intcrriewwith 
tbe  Chinese  Governor  of  Canton.  When 
coAiniunicatious  liad  to  be  made  between 
thcEngUsh  arul  Chinese  Governments,  tliey 
had  to  go  iVoiu  Canton  to  Ilong  Kong,  and 
back  to  Catitoni  and,  of  oourae,  in  •neli  a 
case*  the  Governor  at  H4»f  Kong  oxer- 
ci^<'<l  no  influence.    It  wns,  at  any  rate, 
imposslhle  to  defend  the  salaries  given  at 
Hong  Kong,    lu  a  place  of  twenty  miles 
extent,  a  surveyor  got  1 ,2002.  a  year.  Wliy, 
the  \vh(»lc  islatul  could  bo  survevctl  in  a 
year.    For  the  collection  of  a  revenue  of 
23,0002.  a  treasurer  got  1,300/;  Why, 
waoy  an  Bnglith  exoiaeman  eoUeeted  ten 
tiroes  the  sum  for  a  fiftli  of  the  salary, 
^ucb  a  eoloDV  ns  ITong  Kong  ought  to  be 
made  self-sustaining,  nnd  being  anxious 
fur  a  reduction  in  the  Vote,  he  would  wiU 
ling  go  into  tbe  lobby  with  tbe  bon.  Mem* 
bcr  who  had  moved  the  Amendment. 

Viscount  T  A L  M E R S  T ON :  S  i r,  I  do  not 
at  all  agree  with  mv  hon.  Friend  (Mr.Uume) 
thai  Hong  Kong  nas  failed  in  a  oonmiereial 
point  of  view ;  and  1  tliink  the  statement 
niftdo  by  my  lion.  Friend  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonics  must  show 
that,  taking  it  simply  as  a  commercial 
depot,  it  hat  answered  to  a  great  extent, 
not  perhaps  to  the  extent  of  which  expeo- 
tntions  had  been  ctitf^rtained;  still,  even  in 
a  comraorcial  point  of  view,  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  tiado  in  Hong  Kong.    It  is 
a  plaoe  of  resort  for  onr  merebant  T«wsels 
frequenting  the  pofts  of  China.   There  is, 
for  instance,  a  very  considerable  trade  be- 
tween many  porta  of  China  and  Hong 
Kong  in  sugar  for  exportation  to  thiseonn- 
try .  But  yon  must  not  consider  Ilong  Kong 
simply  as  a  commercial  .station.  You  must 
consider  it  also  in  ha  political  bearings 
with  reference  to  your  intercourse  with 
China.    I  own  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  take 
the  opiniiin  of  perMUS  conversant  with  the 
trade  of  Clitna  upon  the  subject,  and  I 
may  sUnte  that  there  was  no  one  point 
more  pressed  by  them  upou  the  Govern- 
ment than  thisi  that  we  ought  to  obtain 
some  Britiah  jfooting  upon  the  coast  of 
China — sonie  ppot,  of  wlmtevcr  size  it 
might  be,  in  which  British  authority,  3iri- 
tish  merchants,  British  vessels,  and  British 
goods  might  be  secured  from  the  capricious 
and  arbitrary  treatment  which  our  fellow- 
subjects  and  their  property  have  sustained 
at  Canton.    The  first  opinion  was,  that 
WO  ought  to  have  taken  poMession  of 
Mr,  Hume 


Chusan,  nn  island  much  lor^cr,  nntl,  to 
some  extent,  better  placed  with  regard  to 
our  intercourse  with  China,  but  to  which 
there  were  several  objecttona.   The  o|hii^ 
ion  of  persons  here  in  England  and  also  in 
China  determined — and  Sir  ITenry  Pottin- 
gcr,  in  his  communication,  agreed  with 
that  opinion — that  Hong  Kong  was  tlui 
preferable  point  of  relention.   It  is,  I  ooo* 
ceive,  of  immense  importance  with  rc  frr- 
ence  to  our  commercial  intercourse  witli 
China,  that  there  should  be  close  upou 
the  coMt  of  China  ioBM  piano  to  whioh 
onr  merchants  can  resort  in  Becurity 
without  fearing  any  repetition  of  those 
barbarous  proceedings  that  led  to  the  rup- 
ture and  war  between  this  country  and 
China  a  few  years  since.   Now,  what  my 
hon.  Friend  has  just  stated  with  regai^  to 
tho  maTiner  in  which  the  Chinese  authori- 
ties behave  towards  our  Consul,  is  exactly 
an  illustration  of  what  might  happen  if  wre 
should  cease  to  maintain  any  British  an- 
thority  in  China.   If  our  Consul  at  Canton 
were  to  be  subject  to  the  caprice  and  iU- 
usage  of  the  individual  who  might  happen 
to  be  the  Chinese  Oovemor  in  Oanttm,  it 
is  plain  that  our  transactiotis,  whother 
commercial  or  political,  would  bf  nt  tbr 
mercy,  as  they  were  before,  of  v.hut  in 
return  for  the  compliment  paid  to  us  by 
the  Chinese,  may  term  the  barbariaaa  of 
Canton.    I  am  not  so  well  mfbrmcd  as  the 
bon.  Member  for  Montrose  on  many  points 
that  take  place  in  China;  but  it  is  well 
known  to  individuals  who  have  any  trans- 
actions with  Chma,  that  of  late,  and  eape* 
cially  since  the  present  Emperor  came  to 
tlic  throne,  there  has  been  a  reaction  in 
Chinese  policy  against  tl»©  intercourse  with 
European  conntries;  and  that  attempts,  hn 
deed,  have  been  made  to  infringe  some 
points  in  the  treaty  agreed  to  at  Nankm, 
against  which  wc  have  protested,  but  which 
we  still  hope  may  not  be  persevered  in  to  the 
extent  to  require  that  any  thing  more  thaa  a 
remonstrance  shallhe  a(l(lres:^c(l  to  a  Chinese 
Government.    But  if  our  Consul  at  Canton 
has  not  been  hitherto  enabled  to  getovera 
question  of  etiquette  which  has  prevented 
him  from  having  intenoorae  with  the  Chi> 
nese  anthorities — and  I  hold  bin  to  be  per- 
fectly right  in  refusins;  to  eommnnicate 
with  persons  of  an  inferior  position,  and 
with  whom  the  Chinese  Goremroent  wiah« 
ed  him  to  commnnicate<^if  all  these  iKfl- 
oultios  and  obstructions  have  been  thrown 
in  our  way  at  Canton,  1  do  say  that  it  is 
of  immense  importance  that  wo  should 
hare  an  offieial^free  firom  all  theae  ii 
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nipti«iM  and  obatmetiona — wlio  shomid  bo  a  Coanty  Court  Judge  at  a  thousand  a  year. 


in  a  position  to  commtmi  rite  ^nf 'Iv  with 
tlie  Government  at  home,  and  ^vlt!l  iintish 
rcaidcnts  in  difiercut  parU  of  L  luiiu.  ^ow. 
Sir,  ihm  OoveriMM'  of  Hong  Kong  also  pos- 
sesses a  criminal  and  ciril  jurisdiction.  It 
was  also  folt  to  hf  iTDpossililo  that  onr  suh- 


who  would  deeUna  that  <tf  Lord  Chief  Jne- 

tice  at  3.000?. 

Ma.  iIUAli:ii  cuusulcred,  that  to  pay 
3,0001.  a  jeer  fiv  receiving  and  auditing 

23.0002.,  or  to  pay  1,2001.  to  the  Sur- 
veyor General  of  a  rock  only  twenty  miles 


^ecta  iu  Chiiia  siiuuiu  bu  liable  to  Chinese  in  extent,  was  a  most  reckless  expenditure, 
jariadietiim.  Fer  »  great  length  of  time  {  Mb.  HAWE8  thought,  that  eoneider- 
eoaMdemble  diffieultiee  arose  as  to  what  ing  the  climate,  the  salaries  were  not  too 
manner  any  jurisdiction  could  be  cBtab-  lar<^e.  Besides,  thoj  had  already  boM 
lished*    An  Act  of  Parliameat  was  passed  :  much  reduced. 

hf  whieh  our  anthorities  there  were  (bveet-  {  Ms.  F.  SCOTT  eontended  that  the 
ed  with  criminal  and  civil  jurisdiction,  and  i  statements  they  had  heard  with  respect  te 

by  which  a  coD&Iderable  portion  of  the  ,  the  trade  witli  Hung  Kon:?  W(>re fallacious. 


dutica  wcro  assigned  to  the  Governor  of 
Hong  Kong.  I  really  hope,  therefore, 
that  the  Committee  will  see  that  tiiia  ^oe> 
ses.sion  of  Hong  Kong  is  of  very  great  ini- 
ptortaijcc,  and  it  is  not  only  as  a  commercial 
Miuatiuu,  but  as  a  political  centre  for  our 
relatkma  mth  China;  and  I  am  snre  1  can- 
not think  that  the  expense  of  it  is  greater 
than  the  various  considerations,  poiiiioal 
and  commercial,  fully  justify. 

lU.  W.  WILLIAMS  eaid,  be  moat  oV 
jeet  to  the  Veto.  What  a  monstrous  thing 
It  was  to  propose  a  salary  of  6,0002.  to  the 
Govcruor  of  an  insignificant  colony  like 
Hbml  of  Hong  Kong,  whilat  the  Premier  of 
thia  country  had  only  5,0001.  Dr.  Bow- 
ring,  the  Consul  at  Canton,  who  was  iiifi- 
nitclj  superior  in  point  of  talent  tu  the  Go- 
vernor, only  received  1,800/.  a  year. 

VisoomrT  PALMSRSTON  eaid,  he 
moat  protest  agatubt  the  comparison  of 
eolonini  r-alaries  witli  tliose  of  tlif^  Secre- 
tary oi  kdtatc.  For  his  owuiiart,  he  con- 
aidMttd  that  hie  right  hon.  Friend  the  Oo- 
vernor  of  Hnng  Kong  waa  very  much  un> 
derpaid.  They  ought  to  remember  that 
foreign  climates  were  often  v^ry  unhealthy, 
that  goveraora  were  pot  to  great  expenees, 
that  they  held  their  oflicos  for  a  limited 


They  might  as  well  say  that  all  the  sbipa 
which  called  at  Cowes  traded  with  the  Ida 


of  Wight,  as  that  all  the  ehipa 

touched  at  Ilong  Kong  carried  on  com- 
merce with  that  port.  The  foot  was,  the 
real  commerce  with  Ilong  Kong  was  ex- 
ceedingly email ;  and  39,0002.  wae  there- 
fore a  much  larger  sum  than  ought  to  be 
spent  upon  it.  As  for  the  unhealthiness 
of  the  climate,  the  Governor  of  Sierra 
Leone  only  received  3,0001.;  and  with  re- 
spect to  distance  from  home,  the  Governor 
of  New  Zealand,  who  was  admitted  to  be 
extravagantly  paid,  had  not  more  than  a 
third  of  the  sum  allewed  to  the  GovwnwNr 
of  Hong  Kong.  The  Governor  of  Weetmi 
Australia  had  not  more  than  one-tenth. 
Considering,  then,  that  the  colony  of  Uong 
Kong  had  a  rcvenuo  of  24,0002.,  thia 
country  ought  not  to  he  enddled  with 
Ij.'HJf'/.  in  addition. 

Mu.  .M  AC(tI{F/;OR  thouf;ht  the  sum 
voted  lur  the  colony  of  Ilong  Kong  waa 
too  Urge,  hot  looking  at  what  had  heen 
done  in  the  way  of  reduction  of  colonial 
expenditure  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign 
Secretary,  be  felt  great  contidcuce  that  he 
would  go  fwlher  and  extend  ihe  principlea 
of  economj  into  all  those  departments 


period,  that  tliey  wore  banished  from  their  Avlierc  they  were  still  needed.  Viewed 
honaoa,  and  were  separated  from  all  their  with  respect  to  their  intrinsic  value,  the 
eoouexiona.  The  China  station  was  ex- ,  Isle  of  \Vigfat  was  worth  ten  times  «• 
tneneel}'  unwholesome,  and  <nattj  deserving  ^  much  as  Uong  Kong;  but  considering  the 
men  had  either  fallen  victims  to  the  eli-  increased  confidence  with  whicli  our  ships 
ntate,  or  liad  been  obliged  to  return  home,  i  now  went  to  China,  compared  with  what 
Compariug  the  salaried  paid  to  the  public  <  used  to  be  the  case,  he  thought  that  hon. 
eenmnte  of  thia  eonatry  with  those  paid  I  Gentlemen  had  treated  the  colony  too 
by  private  mercantile  firms  to  their  agents  |  lightly.  lie  was  sorry,  therefore,  that  he 
iu  China,  ho  did  not  think  they  would  oon-  i  conld  not  vote  ^t!?!;  the  hou.  GentlrTriaTi 
aider  the  lormcr  too  high.  |  (Mr.  Scott)  who  had  proposed  thiti  rcduc- 

Mb.  clay  said,  he  quite  agreed  with  { tion.  The  Oovernor  of  Hong  Kong  had 
the  noble  Yieoonnt,  that  it  was  nnfwr  to  long  been  his  (Mr.  MacGregor'e)  friend,  and 
compare  the  salaries  of  one  office  with  he  felt  persuaded  that  no  better  appoint- 
thoM  of  another,    lie  knew  many  gentle-  ment  could  possibly  have  been  made. 

wlio  wonldgkdly  accept  Am  efice  of     Caftaix  SC0B£LL  said,  that  tholaiige 
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8QBI8  Toietl  OB  Salary  bad  been  defended  on 
the  ground  of  tlic  unlicalthincss  of  the  cli- 
mate; but  they  did  not  pay  their  troops 
more  for  serving  there  than  at  ordinary 
Stations,  apiid  jet  it  was  notoiioiu  that  they 
Ind  suffered  severely.  He  was  deeply  im- 
pressed with  the  extravagance  of  the  sa- 
lary of  the  Governor,  and  if  they  agreed  to 
pay  it  they  would  Iw  spoiding  pubfic  money 
to  great  disadvantage. 

Mr.  II  a  WES  explained  that  the  sa- 
lary of  6,000i.  was  paid  not  merely  for 
services  as  Governor,  but  for  duties  as  m- 
perinteDdeot  of  the  Gbina  trade,  m  which 
capacity  the  Governor  was  thrown  into 
collision  with  the  Chinese  authorities,  and 
with  those  merchants  and  other  persons 
who  resorted  to  Ilong  Kone. 

The  Committee  toidttf — Ayes  39 ; 
Hoes  65  ;  Mojority  26. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(16.)  5,500«.,  Labuan. 

Mr.  HtTBCS  would  be  rr]nd  to  know  who 
Ibe  Governor  of  Lahuan  was  ?  He  nnder* 
stood  the  Governor  and  Deputy  Qofemor 
were  both  in  England. 

Mr.  ha  web  said,  the  Governor  for 
the  time  heing  was  a  Mr.  Seott,  who  was 
appobted  Lieutenaut  Governor  during  the 
compulsory  absence  of  the  Governor,  in 
consequence  of  ill  health.  The  Vote  on 
account  of  Labuau  was  decrotsing  every 
year.  In  1849  it  was  8»800l.;  in  1850, 
6,900Z.;  and  in  1851,  only  5,500?.  He 
might  mention  incidentally  that  a  gcntlc- 
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man  who  was  instrumental  in  urging  the 
fbimatioQ  of  the  eolouy  had  caloidated  the 


expenditure  of  the  establishment  at  5,500?., 

the  precise  sum  which  the  Government 
now  asked.  Mr.  Scott  had  been  surveyor 
general. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  Sir 

James  Broolie  was  described  as  Govcnior 
and  Commander-in-Chief.  What  were  his 
duties  in  the  latter  capacity? 

Mr.  II  a  WES  said,  that  Sir  James 
Brooke  was  deseiihed  as  Governor  and 
Commander*m-Ghief  m  his  patent;  but, 
o.vcept  in  case  of  war,  when  he  mij^ht 
sharo  some  of  the  responsibility,  he  had  no 
military  duties  whatever  to  perform. 

Mr.  UEQUHART  said,  that  the  hon. 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had  been 
guilty  of  an  inconsistency  in  having  stated 
that  the  Governor  was  Mr.  Scott,  and  in 
saying  immediately  afterwards  that  it  was 
Sir  James  Brooke.  Certainly  if  the  Go- 
Tcrnniont  conM  bo  carried  on  without  the 
Governor,  ho  did  not  sec  that  it  was  nuieh 
use  to  be  at  the  ejtpeusc  of  having  a  Go- 


{COMMO^S^ 

vcrnor.  But  his  principal  object  In  ri.^it)i^ 
was  to  protest  against  this  office  and  the 
consulate  of  Sarawak  being  held  by  oue 
indivUusL 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said.if  the  duties 

were  performed  by  the  gentleman  who  re- 
ceived SOOZ.  a  vear,  it  was  a  waste  of 
money  to  give  Sir  James  lirooke  1,500^. 
while  h^  held  other  offices,  and  was  now 
at  a  great  distance  from  the  colony. 

]\fi:  H  ALVES  said,  it  was  not  fairarrrn- 
ment  to  contend  that  because  the  duties 
were  discharged  by  another  gentleman  in 
Sir  James  Brooke's  absence,  the  oiBce 
lyas  therefore  unnecessary.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  out  of  the  1,500?.  Sir 
James  Brooke  paid  oue-balf  to  the  lieute- 
nant-governor. 

Mb.  CHISHOLM  ANSTET  sakl.  he 
had  a  strong  objection  to  every  item  in  tbo 
account.  He  regretted  that  the  Rcttle- 
ment  at  Labuau  had  ever  been  formed. 
More  would  hare  been  done  to  promote 
commerce  by  the  establishment  of  free 
ports.  TTo  wished  to  know  whether  it  iv.is 
a  fact  that  Sir  James  Brooke  had  ever 
visited  Labuan  since  his  appointment  as 
Oovemor,  and  how  long  he  had  stayed 
there?  He  suspected  this  money  wns 
voted  him  to  eke  out  Itis  salary  as  consul 
general  at  the  court  of  Borneo. 

Mil.  HA  WES  said,  he  could  only  repeat 
that  Sir  Japaes  Brooke,  when  absent,  onlj 
drew  half  Us  salary,  as  was  customary 
with  Governors  of  colonies.    He  had  hfon 
at  Labuan  frequently  and  for  long  pcriodB, 
and  had  conducted  the  government  in  per- 
son.   One  long  absence  had  been  occa- 
sioned by  his  having  an  important  miauon 
to  conduct  at  Siam. 
Vote  agreed  to. 
(17.)  25.33H..  Emigration. 
Mb.  F.  SCOTT  said,  that  looking  at 
the  actual  ntimhcr  sent  out  under  the  aus- 
pices of  the  Colonial  Land  and  Eniigm- 
tion  Board,  the  subject  seemed  to  bo  well 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  Parliament.  Of 
280,000  emigrants  last  year,  223,000  went 
to  the  United  States  of  America,  r>2.U00 
to  British  North  America,  and  16,000  to 
Australia.  ■  This  board  had  been  estab* 
lished,  ten  or  twelve  years  ago,  with  a 
view  to  the  colonisation  of  South  Austra- 
lia; the  vote,  at  first  5, ."00/.,  had  been 
gradually  increased  to  its  present  amount; 
and  the  expenses  had  risen  from  l,000f. 
to  nearly  8,000^.   Just  in  proportion  as 
this  expense  had  increased,  the  percentage 
of  ]ier.son8  omiijrating  to  forci'jn  countries 
had  increased,  aud  thu  number  to  our  own 
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Supply^ 

colotiioa  IiaJ  tlecreascd.  In  1838,  the  j  stalistioftl  reports  on  this  question,  ho 
number  v  ho  t  mlfrrated  to  the  United  would  have  perceived  that  iho  emigration  to 
States  was  14,OU0,  aud  to  Australia  the  Australian  colonies,  during  tlie  last  i'ow 
14.000.  Laat  year  the  ouinliorB  had  been,  years,  had  been  steadily  augmenting.  He 
to  the  United  States,  223,000;  to  Austra-  could  assure  the  Committee  with  the  most 
lia,  16,000;  or  only  ahout  ^  p-^r  cent  of  |  perfect  sint  rrity,  that  there  was  not  the 
the  whole.  There  were  now  luur  Commis*  |  least  dibpujaition,  on  the  part  of  the  Kmi- 
■ionen,  while  at  £nt  there  w«e  hot  one;  gration  Coinmisiion»  to  withhold  from  Far- 


other  salaries  had  been  increased;  and  the 
oxpnses  of  the  hoard  had  increased  to 
about  50  per  cent.  It  was  nio.st  essential 
that  a  Committee  should  bo  appointed  next 
year  to  inquire  into  the  management  of 
this  board.  The  renilttances  from  emi- 
grants, who  went  out  independently  of  the 
board,  to  their  friends  at  home,  resident 
principally  in  Ireland,  were,  last  year, 
957.0002.,  whilst  the  rcmittMieea  of  those 
sent  out  by  the  board  were  less  than  I  ,'?r)OI. 
It  was  to  be  regretted  that  the  Lommis- 
aiooers  did  not  give  greater  publicity  to 
their  operations :  they  were  buried  in  a 
cul-de-sar  called  Park-street,  where  few 
eoiigrauts  could  find  them  out;  were  it 
otherwise,  no  donbt  the  emigration  to  our 
colonies  would  he  largely  increased.  It 
tiii^'ht  also  be  promoted  by  niaklnL^  c-om- 
iDUQicatious  to  tlio  niunlcij)alilies  of  the 
different  towns  in  the  kingdom.  The  mode 
of  coHeoting  the  emigrants*  and  maintain- 
ing them  until  their  embarkation,  was  also 
very  defective;  and  the  contract,  which 
ostensibly  put  up  for  tender,  was 
given  BO  aa  imMtieally  to  exelade  eompeti- 
tioB.  The  moment  he  hmrd  that  it  was 
put  up  to  tender,  he  was  certain  as  to  wlio 
vould  receive  the  contract,  although  tlie 
party's  charges  were  from  20  to  30  per 
ent  biglu  r  than  those  of  other  competi- 
tors. It  had  been  privcn  to  Mr.  Cooper, 
who  was  to  lay  out  jU02.  on  improviug  the 
seeommodation  at  the  depot  at  Bcptford, 
sithoogh  his  contract  was  only  for  one 
year.  Ho  thought  ifr.  Cooper  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  to  lay  out  ?o  Inri^f  a  sum  for 
so  short  a  contract,  becuuiiu  that  e.\pcndi- 
tare  would  he  eoosidered  to  give  that  gen- 
tloman  an  inchoate  right  to  have  the  con- 
tract for  another  year.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  seriously  consider  whether 
the  Emigration  Boaid  mig:ht  not  be  made 
much  more  efficient  for  its  object. 

Mr.  HAWJ^IS  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  under  an  erroneous  impression  in 
sQpposiug  that  the  ImweaBing  estahlish- 
ment  at  the  Bmigration  Board  was  accom- 
panied by  a  correspondent  docrcasn  in  the 
emigration  to  our  own  colonies.  Tiio  very 
reverse  was  the  fact.  If  the  hon.  Mom- 
her  bad  taken  the  trouble  to  examino  the 


liament  the  fnllest  information  that  it  was 

their  power  to  supply  Vflfh  rospect  to 


lU 


the  proceedings  of  their  department.  The 
only  funds  at  tho  disposal  of  the  Commia- 
sioners  were  derired  from  the  land  sales  in 
the  colonies.    They  expended  in  emigra- 
tion the  whole  amount  supplied  for  that 
purpose  from  tho  colony,  and,  if  that  sum 
fell  short,  or  inereaaed  from  time  to  time, 
the  Commissioners  were  not  responsiblo 
for  it.    The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Scott) 
said  they  might  easily  increase  the  tide  of 
emigration;  bat  he  forgot  that  the  present 
e.ttent  of  emigration  already  absorbed  all 
their  funds,  and  that  the  result  of  tho  in- 
discriminate emigration  which  would  ensue 
from  the  communication  with  all  th« 
parishes  and  Boards  of  Guardians  through- 
out the  country,  which  tho  hon.  Gentleman 
rceonimcnded,  woukl  rrprit<?  discontent,  in- 
stead oi  satisfactiou,  iu  tiiu  culouics.  What 
the  colonies  wanted  was  agrienltural  Ia> 
bourers  in  the  prime  of  life;  and  a  few 
years  ago,  when  it  was  atteniptcd  to  re- 
lieve Ireland  of  some  portion  of  pauperism 
by  Government  emigration,  the  expwimeat 
was  obliged  to  bo  abandoned.   Tlus  reason 
why  the  accounts  of  tho  Commissionrnj 
did  not  coue  under  the  notice  of  that 
House,  was  because  the  funds  were  not 
voted  by  that  House,  but  by  the  eoloniea, 
wliere  the  accounts  were  very  jealously 
scrutinised.     The  Commisiiioutirs  bad  to 
administer  the  funds  supplied  from  the  co- 
lonies, and  generally  to  superintend  the 
working  of  tlie  Passengers'  Act;  aud  for 
the  ^reat  nmomit  of  en)iL^ration  to  which 
the  hon.  Geuticmau  had  alluded,  aud  which 
went  to  the  United  States  of  America,  they 
were  not  at  all  responsiblo,  because  that 
was  an  entirely  voluntary  emigration.  Tho 
hon.  Gentleman  also  said  the  e.stablisb» 
ment  of  the  Commissioners  had  largely  b« 
creased;  bnt  there  had  been  an  cnorraont 
amount  of  emigration,  and  additional  offices 
at  different  ports  had  been  required  to  bo 
opened.   He  believed  no  dednction  ooald 
judiciously  be  made  from  the  Vote.  A 
proposal  had  been  made  to  the  Commis- 
siouers  by  the  South  Western  Hallway 
Company,  for  collecting  the  omigranta  at 
the  port  of  Southampton  instead  of  at  the 
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port  of  London;  but  iha  ComminiODers 
considered  that  that"  arran<3;pment  would 
have  been  attended  witli  uddttioual  ex- 
pense, and  the  J  felt  bound  in  justice  to 
the  eolooieB  to  eoonooiise  tbo  funds.  If, 
howcTer,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  able  to 
show  that,  by  collecting  the  emigrants  at 
Southampton  instead  of  in  London,  the 
expense  would  be  redueed,  the  Commis- 
sioners would  be  glad  to  adopt  the  pro- 
posal. 

Mr.  F.  SCOTT  begged  to  explain.  Ho 


{COMMONS} 

minds  of  the  chS/eh,  wbo  get  profit  bj  the 
sale  of  the  slaves;  but  that  the  bulk  of  the 
people,  who  are  commercial  iti  their  turn 
of  mind,  are  anxious  for  European  covor- 
inodities,  and  are  wilUng  to  obtain  them  by 
whatever  the  European  trader  will  take  in 
exchanc^e.  For  a  long  time  thej  thought 
that  nothing  but  slaves  would  do;  but  when 
they  found  tha*  they  could  earty  on  m 
trade  with  Europeans  bj  means  of  the  pro- 
duce of  tlicir  country,  they  were  cvrn  moro 
willing  than  we  are  to  do  away  with  the 


was  not  now  going  into  details,  because  ho  ^  trade  in  slaves,  and  endeavours  are  mak^ 
would  not  make  a  seeood  speeeh.   But  he  ing  to  extoud  and  organise  a  system  for 

was  prepared  to  say  that  the  emigrants  the  interchange  of  oommersial  commoditiee. 

could  be  collected,  not  only  as  cheaply,  ;  Speclnicns  of  cotton  grown  by  (hem  have 
but  more  cheaply,  at  Southampton  than  at  been  broui^ht  uver  and  submitted  for  the 
Deptford;  and  it  was  onl^  by  a  fallacious  [  inspection  of  tlie  Chamber  of  Commerce  at 


estimate,  exdoding  oertom  of  the  items, 

that  a  decision  had  been  come  to  in  favour 
of  Deptford,  and  against  SouthamptoTi 


Man^ester,  which  are  reported  to  bo  of 
an  extremely  valuable  kind,  and  to  be  likely 

to  produce  a  good  sale  in  the  English  mar- 


Mb.  GOOLD  recommended  i:>outbamp- ,  ket,  and  be  of  very  great  use  to  the  Man- 
ten  in  preference  to  Deptford  aa  the  port  |  choster  manufiMturerst  therefore,  as  fisr  m 

for  the  embarkation  of  the  emigrants.  ;  the  line,  tbo  slave  trade  for  tho  present 

The  depot  at  Deptford  was  inconveniently  has  been  almost  extinguished.  In  the 
situated  as  regarded  both  the  railway  &ta-  ,  Portuguese  settlements  it  lias  been  very 
tion  and  the  river;  and  on  the  other  hand,  maoh  diminished.    The  roi  tuuuso  Gover. 


Southampton  would  obriato  the  dangers  of 
rounding  the  Porelandfl  and  paasbg  the 

Goo'Uvin  Sands, 
V  oto  aareed  to. 

(18.)  60.000/.,  Captured  Negroes,  ke, 
Mr.  HUME  said,  he  should  be  glad  of 
some  information  from  the  Qovemmont  in 
connexion  witli  this  Vote. 

ViscousT  PALMERSTON :  Sir.  it  will 
be  in  the  reeoUeetion  of  the  Oommitteo  that 
last  year  piumises  were  held  out.  on  the 
part  of  tho  Government,  thai  increased 
efforts  would  be  made,  in  addiiioti  to  those 
already  in  force,  for  the  suppression  of  the 
slave  trade,  and  in  eoniequeaoe  thereof 
flpmter  stringency  has  been  employed, 
both  on  the  coast  of  Africa  and  on  the 
coast  of  Brazil.  Those  efforts  have  been 
attended  with  very  great  suooe&s,  which 
haa  been  even  more  rapid  than  could  have 
been  anticipated.  On  the  coast  of  Africa 
the  slave  trade  may  bo  said  to  be  almost 
extinguished,  for  the  moment,  north  of  the 
line,  with  the  exception  of  Lagos  and  one 
or  two  other  places,  and  there  the  people, 
who  hf\ve  hitlif'rto  devoted  themselves  en- 
tirely to  tlio  slave  trade,  have  commenced 
to  engage  themselves  in  occupatiottu  of 
more  lawful  traffio,  such  as  the  coUeetion 
of  ivory  and  other  products  of  their  country, 
that  European  traders  will  purclinse  from 
them.  Persons  say,  in  fact,  that  the  pro- 
penaity  to  the  slaTO  trade  exists  only  in  the 

.  Mr^Monoee 


nors  have  very  warmly,  and  I  bdieve  with 

great  sincerity,  supported  the  British  ad* 

miral  nnrl  the  consular  nffi<^erfl.  There  are 
at  the  suiuo  time  amongst  the  inferior  of- 
ficers those  who  still  lean  to  the  temptation 
afforded  them  by  the  trader;  but  we  are  told 
that  at  Benguela  and  Loanda,  and  on  tho 
Portuo;uesG  coast  generally,  the  slave  trade 
is  paralysed,  and  many  who  were  engaged 
in  it  have  atopped  their  transaotions  tn 
tho  traiBe,  and  are  turning  to  trades  of  a 
different  and  more  legitimate  nature.  On 
the  eastern  coast  of  Africa,  the  Iraaum  of 
Muscat  has  given  facilities  which  he  had 
not  before  granted,  and  the  rsault  has  been 
that  at  the  southern  extremity  of  his  do^ 
minions,  wIhto  there  is  a  great  trade  car- 
ried on  to  supply  the  Portuguese  settle- 
ments, baracoons  have  been  destroyed  ca« 
pable  of  holding  several  thousand  slaves. 
A  great  Mow  has  also  been  struck  at  tho 
slave  trade  nt  Zn!iv:il»ar.  On  the  coast  of 
Africa,  theretore,  by  the  great  vigilauoe 
and  activity  of  our  cruisers,  by  the  treaties 
we  have  formed  with  tho  native  chiefs, 
which  I  am  tlcankful  to  eay  have  been  ob- 
served in  many  c&wn  with  the  greatest 
fidelity  and  exautitudu.  by  tho  progress 
that  MS  been  made  by  Liberia,  which  has 
always  occupied  a  eonsideraUe  extent  of 
coast,  and  by  the  co-operation  of  tbe  nu- 
thoritics  in  the  Portuguese  settlements, 
great  progress  has  been  made  with  the 
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ehioft  at  QalKiiu  tomrds  tiia  tnppreuton 
of  tlx  slaw  trade.  I  am  happy,  moreover, 

to  III   ;iltlc  to  State  that  perfect  and  cordial 
co-operation  prevails  between  the  British 
erui»ers  and  those  of  France  and  America. 
Oov  Commodora  hat  expretsed  hinaelf  in 
the  Btrongost  terms  with  reo;ard  to  the 
sealouB  and  active  support  which  ho  has 
reeeivcd  from  the  French  and  American 
oilaera  employed  on  the  sonriee.  Tbere- 
lbva»  upon  the  coast  of  Africa,  a  very  great 
impro<»sion  has  been  made  upon  the  slave 
trade.    Nov,  the  great  place  to  which  the 
tnid«  WW  dKraoted  «raa  the  eoaai  of  Btasil, 
and  the  iaquhries  which  wore  made  before 
the  Co?nni!ttee  which  sat  upon  that  sul) 
ject  shouted  what  an  enormous  amount  ot 
slarea  were  landed  upon  tiiat  eoaat.  In 
the  early  part  of  last  year  the  British 
cruisers  that  had  for  a  long  time  been  de- 
tained in  the  La  Plata,  in  consequence  of 
the  unfortunate  oitfercnoes  that  existed  be- 
tween the  two  G^BTOrnments,  were  eonoen- 
traied  on  the  coast  of  Brazil,  and  there 
operations  bo^nnio  more  active.  Commu- 
nications took  piacc  between  the  (juveru- 
BMB*  of  BraiH  and  the  Bngtish  aathoritleo, 
and  ihm  result  was  that  the  Brazilian  Go- 
▼enimont  in  September  la-t  passed  an  ad- 
jBtional  law  preventing  and  punishing  thoi»o 
engaged  hi  the  alave  trade,  deolaring  them 
gmlty  of  piracy,  and  promulgated  fresh  re- 
gulations for  the  condemnation  of  ships 
employed  in  that  traffic.   They  had  at  last 
cxertad  that  vigilance  and  put  forth  that 
power  which  was  all  that  was  needed  upon 
their  part  for  the  supprossi  m  i  f  thf»  trridc, 
and  the  result  has  been  tliat  in  tlio  course 
of  eight  months,  during  which  they  have 
BO  ae^«  they  have  dnoBteitingwahed  the 
alave  trade  of  Brazil.  Tlic  number  of  slaves 
VvoTiirht  into  Brazil  in  1850  was.  I  believe, 
not  above  ono-haif  tlie  number  introduced 
in  ISofmer  years;  of  these  the  greater  num- 
her  were  Introduced  in  the  early  part  of  ^ 

the  yenr  But  in  tfie  first  <]uarter  of  tho  lost  npwnrds  of  200, OOO/.  Another  proof 
present  year  I  believe  that  vevj  few  slaves  that  Jirazil  has  given  up,  to  a  great  ex- 
indeed  were  hrougfat  Into  BraiiL  The  tent,  the  trade  in  slaves,  is,  that  a  largo 
mnnber  haa  h^n  estimated  at  only  900;  floating  capital  of  1, 200,0002.  baa  recently 

heen  wit'vlrawn  from  these  pursnit*?,  and 
been  invested  in  setting  up  a  bank  of 


capital,  kept  up  great  influence  over  tho 
mindaef  persons  having  authority  in  tho 

country.  But  it  was  a  factious  opinion, 
not  that  of  tho  Brazilians  thrnistlves. 
There  has  grown  up  within  the  last  two 
years  a  very  active  anti-ilave  trade  party 
in  Brazil — a  party  freely  expressing  its 
opinion,  reading  the  newspapers  devoted 
to  the  cause,  and  pronouncing  their  sym- 
pathies in  their  Parliament.  I  helieve  you 
may  noir  say  that  the  large  majority  of 
the  Brazilians  are  against  tlic  slave  trade, 
aud  the  party  in  favour  of  it  form  a  very 
small  minority  of  persons.  The  rsanlt  has 
been  that  the  Brazilian  Qovemmeat  has 
cruployod  several  cruisers,  co-nperating 
with  the  British  cruisers  in  seizing  slave- 
trading  vessels;  they  have  destroyed  their 
unoccupied  baracoons  along  the  whole  ex- 
tent of  coast;  they  have  brought  tct  trial 
persons  accused  of  the  trade;  they  have 
seized  the  slaves  that  have  been  landed, 
and  even  those  dispersed  in  the  planta* 
tion and  have  exercjsed,  in  one  or  two 
cases,  the  power  of  banishing  forcignrrs 
nefariously  engaged  in  that  trade,  but 
whom  they  were  not  able  to  bring  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  their  courts.  I  hare 
heard  that  a  great  niimler  of  Portugueso 
traders  have  quitted  Brazil,  and  returned 
to  Portugal.  In  the  inqniries  which  I 
made  upon  the  subject,  I  was  informed  by 
our  consuls  at  Ll.sbon  and  Oporto  that  110 
traders  who  had  been  settled  in  Brazil  had 
fled  over  to  Portugal,  and  had  invested 
their  gains  in  lands  and  houses.  I  was 
also  informed  the  other  day  by  one  of  our 
naval  officers,  wlifi  !i:vl  recently  come  from 
the  coast  of  Brazil,  taat  one  man  had  lost 
eighty-five  vessds,  which  were  captured, 
and  ho  was  informed  that  they  were  reck- 
oned at  the  value  of  2,500/.  a  piece.  The 
Committee  may  therefore  judge  what  has 
been  the  effiset  «f  the  operations  of  our 
squadron,  when  one  capitalist  alone  has 


and  I  can  state  that  the  Government  of 
Brazil  is  now  co-operating  roost  sincerely 
and  eifectually  with  England  in  fulfilling  the 
obligations  of  the  treaty,  and  carrying  into 
effect  the  laws.  Wo  Imve  loni^  lalHuircd 
undor  a  mistake  in  this  country  witii  ro- 
gard  to  Brazil.  Wo  have  imaguicd  tliat 
tlie  BraafHaa  eatloa  was  »  natioa  which 
clang  to  ^  ^ve  trade.  The  fact  was, 
that  there  were  a  certain  number  of  Por- 
tuguese factors  who,  by  means  of  their 


nas 


discount  at  Lisbon.  The  other  day,  in  tho 
Brasilian  Parliament,  the  Minister  of  Fo- 
roltjn  Affairs  and  other  persons  of  note  ex- 
pressed themselves  in  the  strongest  terms, 
stating  that  they  considered  the  slave  trado 
to  he  n»r  ever  condemned  and  put  an  end 
to  by  the  unanimous  voice  of  all  nations, 
and  they  declaimed  on  the  demoralising 
effect  which  that  trade  bad  npon  their  own 
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country.  They  have  had,  iiulccd,  a  pretty 
l^ood  lesson  iipon  that  point;  for  everybody 
Knows  the  degree  to  which  that  terrible 
peBtileuee  whioh  wm  imported  tiro  years 
ago  from  Africa  swept  wtmg  the  eoost  of 
Brazil,  carrying  olT  persoTis  of  great  weight 
and  influence,  and  destroying  vast  num- 
bers of  the  jiopuhition;  it  is,  therefore, 
extremely  gratiiying  to  me  to  be  able  to 
Btftto  to  tlio  Conmiittoe  that  both  on  the 
coast  of  Africa  and  Brazil — the  origin  of 
the  traffic  and  its  destination — x\'C  arc  en- 
abled to  say  that  tiicro  Uas  been  a  most 
happy  change,  and  that  a  greater  result 
has  been  accomplished  within  the  last  eight 
months  than  could  have  been  within  the 
bounds  of  any  one  to  anticipate.  That 
this  will  be  permanent,  provided  the  pres- 
sure, watchfulness,  and  force  of  opinion  is 
kept  up  f  ;  ri  time,  I  confidently  anticipate. 
IVcause,  on  the  one  hand,  those  native 
chief's  will  betake  themselves  to  trade, 
finding  it  more  profitable  than  fllare  traffic; 
and  in  the  meantime  civilisation  will  do  its 
work.  T!io  influence  of  missionaries  will 
unquestionably  diffuse  the  light  of  Chris- 
tianity to  a  much  greater  degree  along  the 
African  coast.  Other  nations  will  discover 
what  these  nations  arc  now  discovering, 
that  the  slave  tradi>  and  slave  labour  have 
been  the  ruin  and  duiitruction  of  any  coun- 
try that  depends  upon  it.  The  Brazilians 
state,  in  their  discussions  in  Parliament, 
tliat  tli(^  pi-odur>tir>n  of  slaves  has  been  the 
ruin  of  agrieulture  in  Brazil.  The  Bra- 
zilian Government  lias  been  in  the  habit  of 
using  slaves  on  the  public  works  of  the 
country.  Wdl,  what  happened  a  month 
ago  ?  A  gunpowder  mill  h\cvr  np.  I  v.ill 
not  say  whether  it  was  because  slaves  were 
employed  in  it — but  ihe  Govenuuent  came 
to  the  conviction  that  it  was  bettor  to  era- 
ploy  freemen  than  slaves  in  making  their 
gunpowder.  In  the  same  tvay  thov  found 
iu  the  arsenals,  fortresses,  and  docks,  that 
the  expense  of  employing  slaves  was  infi- 
nitely greater  than  that  of  freemen;  for 
not  only  a  larger  number  of  labourers  was 
requir' fl  to  do  the  same  work  which  could 
be  performed  by  a  loss  number  of  voluii- 
taiy  workmen,  but,  in  addition  to  the  keep 
of  the  slaves,  they  were  obliged  to  employ 
watchers  to  lieep  the  whip  going  and  make 
the  slaves  e.tert  themselves.  It  is  really 
lamentable  to  read  the  annual  reports  laid 
upon  the  table  of  the  BrasiUan  House  of 
of  Parliament  respecting  the  state  of  that 
country.  Neither  law  nor  justice  exists  in 
any  great  degree  amongst  them;  no  educa- 
tion, indifloront  roads,  in  fact,  none  of  the 
TUcawU  Palmerstim 


attributes  of  civilisation,  and  they  them- 
selves attribute  it  to  the  presence  of  tho 
stave  trade;  therefore  I  say  that  thcro 
seems  to  have  taken  place  a  dian^e  of 
opinion  which  is  most  encouraging.    I  »iia 
convinced  that,  if  tlie  present  sy'sto-m  is 
carried  on  for  some  time  longer,  there  will 
grow  up  iu  tho  minds  of  the  iiraziiiaus  an 
aversion  to  the  trade  whidi  will  put  it  ovt 
of  the  power  of  tho  Govetoment  to  relajc  in 
their  cforts;  and  I  believe  it  will  appear 
that  we  have  at  last  succeeded,  if  not  in 
extinguishing  the  slave  trade,  at  least  in 
reducing  it  within  the  narrowest  Hraita. 

Sni  JOnN  PAKINGTON  said,  he  did 
not  feel  so  sanguine  as  the  noble  Lord 
seemed  to  be,  that  the  slave  trade  would 
be  pcrmanentiy  dimiiuahed  so  long  as  we 
continued  to  give  it  encouragement  by  ad- 
mitting slave-lahonr  produce  into  this  coun- 
try.   The  Queen's  fcJpecch,  at  tho  begin- 
ning of  the  Session,  contained  an  an- 
nouncement that  the  Brasilian  Govenunent 
had  \mn  taking  important  measures  for 
the  rcprc?^sion  of  the  slave  trade;  the 
noble  Lord  had  just  given  the  first  ex- 
planation they  had  heard  of  that  passage 
w  Her  ilajcsty's  Speech.  Ho  apprehended 
this  was  not  tho  fii'st  time  the  Brazilian 
Government  had  declared  tho  shave  trad^* 
to  be  piracy,  and  without  tho  declaration 
having  produced  the  amiillest  efi^ect.  fie 
thought  after  that  declaration  tho  House 
ought  to  be  put  in  j>o.ssession  of  all  the 
papers  relating  to  the  subject,    lie  w  ould 
also  observe  that  thoro  was  a  strong  im- 
pression that  the  riave  trade  with  Cuba 
had  inci'Cflacd. 

YisronNT  PALMERSTON :  I  am  col- 
Iceting  papers  on  the  subject,  which  shall 
be  laid  upuu  the  table  of  tho  House;  they 
will  contain  all  the  inforroatioa  the  ben. 
Gentleman  desires.  I  may  add  that,  in 
1826,  the  Brazilian  Govennnent  eoneluded 
a  treaty  with  Great  Britain,  by  winch  they 
stipulated  that  the  Braaitian  slave  trade 
should  be  piracy,  and  their  subjects  who 
engaged  in  it  sl'.ould  he  deemed  and  treat- 
ed as  pirates.  It  was  upon  that  treaty 
the  Act  of  Parliament  was  toundcU  which 
was  passed  in  1845;  but  the  Braailian 
Legislature  had  never  passed  any  hnr  im- 
posing tho  penalties  of  piracy  upon  the 
trade.  The  slave  trade  of  (Juba  has  been 
reduced  for  many  years  to  a  very  iow 
amount  as  cmqpared  with  BruiU  I  be* 
lieve,  certainly,  that  in  consequence  of  tho 
great  mortality  in  ;  lavea  by  cholera,  there 
havo  been  symptoms  of  giving  it  a  greater 
degreo  of  activity.   But  the  Spanish  Go- 
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Temment  have  giveu  an  assurance  that 
ihej  wOi  exert  dieir  infloeiMse  to  prerent 
H;  and  I  hare  no  roaaoB  to  think  that 

there  has  been  a  grctit  incroaso  of  slaves 
in  Cuba.  It  is  preUy  well  known  that  it 
h  from  the  coast  of  Africa,  north  of  the 
Ibe,  thftt  Coba  has  been  cliiefly  supplied, 
and  it  is  exactly  ihat  quarter  where  our 
eperations  have  been  most  successful. 

Mr.  KVELYN  DENISON  expressed 
tltu  adtibfaction  with  which  he  had  heard 
the  statement  <tf  the  noble  Lord  the  Fo- 
Mga  Secretary,  that  renewed  and  more 
stnD2;eot  efforts  for  the  suppression  of  the 
ilsre  trade  had  been  made  both  on  the 
coMt  of  Brazil  and  the  eoast  of  Afiioa.  It 
was  matter  of  gratification  to  knoir  that  a 
change  of  opinion  and  conduct  on  this 
important  question  had  taken  place  in 
Bnuil. 

Hb.  .HUME  waa  happy  to  bear  from 
the  noUe  Lord  that  the  result  of  the  exer- 

tions  made  'Was  so  favourahle  ;  but  he 
thought  the  change  in  the  -  ntiments  of 
Brazil  would  have  taken  place  long  ago  if 
our  ■quadron  had  not  been  kept  up*  in 
soeh  strength.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
its  speedy  discontinuance  wohld  bo  the 
consequence,  believing  that  this  would  do 
much  towai^  the  cestatioa  of  the  slave 
trade. 

Ma.  FORSTER  was  glad  to  hear  that 
legitimate  commerce  had  taken  the  place 
of  the  slave  trade  on  the  coast  of  Africa. 
He  had  never  knowii  an  betanoe  where 
that  bad  taken  place  of  the  slave  trade 
groTnngup  again.  lie  thought  tliat  much 
of  this  good  f  o^nlt  was  owing  to  the  Bra- 
zilian  Goveramcut. 

Spt  THOMAS  AGLAKD  said,  he 
thought  that,  to  whatever  causes  hon. 
Members  might  attribute  the  results  that 
had  bct^a  referred  to,  they  all  might  be 
aHowed  to  aay — and  to  thank  God  for  it — 
that  a  great  change  in  the  facts,  and  a 
s^rcat  change  in  the  judgment  of  that 
llouso  on  the  facts,  connected  with  this 
subject,  had  taken  place  since  the  discus- 
non  upon  it  last  year.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
in  \]U  very  interesting  statement,  had  con- 
gratulated the  House  and  the  country  upon 
the  results  to  which  he  had  adverted  ia  the 
eoane  of  H;  and  be  was  sure  that  no  one 
in  that  House  or  in  the  country  would  re- 
fuse to  rociprocatc  those  eongratulations 
with  the  noble  Lord.  Those  results  would 
have  occurred,  however,  unless  the 
Ibai  had  been  pnnmodp  and  which 


it  was  their  duty  to  coutmuo,  had  been 
supported  by  the  naval  force  of  Eng- 
land. 

Siu  EDWARD  BUXTON  could  not 
deny  him=?clf  the  plonptiro  of  joining  in  tho 
cougratulutious  wUich  had  been  given  that 
evening  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Foreign 
Secretary,  not  only  for  his  very  interest- 
ing statement,  but  equally  for  his  pcrao- 
vering  endeavours  to  reduce,  and,  he  trust- 
ed, eventually  to  put  an  end  to,  the  horri- 
ble abomination  of  the  slave  trade.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Hume) 
had  tolil  them  that  all  that  had  taken  place 
might  have  happened  long  ago  if  the 
squadron  had  bemi  removed  from  the  coast 
of  Africa;  but  it  was  ver}'  remarkable  that 
the  change  in  the  feeling  (»f  Brazil  on  tho 
subject  had  occurred  when  our  cruisers 
were  stimulated  to  renewed  exertions.  For 
hh  own  part,  he  tbonght  there  was  every 
reason  to  believe  that  that  change  had 
been  produced  principally,  among  other 
causes,  by  the  conviction  on  the  part  of 
the  BrazUians  that  the  noble  Lord  at  tlie 
head  of  the  Government  last  year  was  de- 
termined that  his  Government  should  stand 
or  fall  by  this  question;  and  because  his 
noble  Friend  and  the  nobio  Lord  the  Fo- 
reign Secretary  had  told'  to  Braail  and  to 
the  world  that  the  best  endeavonrs  of  thia 
great  country  should  be  used  to  put  down 
this  horrible  tratiic. 

LoBO  JOHN  KUSSELL  wi.shcd  to  say 
one  word  in  reference  to  what  had  &11cu 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr, 
Hume),  who  advise  1  the  House  to  con- 
sent to  the  withdrawal  of  tho  African 
squadron,  and  thought  that  thereby  tho 
slave  trade  weald  be  more  surely  sup- 
pressed. He  must  ask  the  Committee 
to  believe  that  if  that  step  were  tal  on, 
the  etforts  which  had  been  hitherto  bo 
successful  would  probably  foil  of  ultimate 
and  complete  success;  and  we  should 
then  behold  the  horrors  of  the  slavo 
trade  spreading  again.  In  saying  this, 
he  was  giving  not  merely  \m  own  opin- 
ion, but  that  of  tho  gallant  Admiral 
(Admiral  FMtshawe)  lately  returned  from 
the  African -coast,  whose  opinion  wa«?,  that 
if  we  continued  that  sqnadroii  a  few  yenra 
more,  it  might  be  greatly  duniuiaiied,  and 
the  cost  thereby  reaoeed,  bnt  that  it  would 
not  be  safe  to  make  aay  reduction  at  pre- 
sent. It  was  true,  as  was  observed  by  tho 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  J.  Pakington), 
that  the  slave  trade  to  Cuba  was  showing 
systeme  of  activity;  bnt  ho  tiiought  that 
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ihu  CoQiiiiittco  which  haJgivou  iU  support 
to  the  efforts  made  by  the  6of  ornmeiit  for 
its  suppression  on  the  Brazilian  and  Afri- 
can coast,  would  continue  that  support, 
witli  ft  vieir  to  its  suppression  on  thst  of 
Cuba*  Thftt  being  the  onlj  ooMidomblo 
branch  of  it  ranftining,  it  afforded  the 
greatest  encouragement  to  persevpro,  in 
the  hope  of  putting  on  end  entirely  to  that 
accursed  traflle. 

Sir  GEOilGE  PSGHELL  was  of  opin- 
ion that,  if  the  Africixn  squadron  was  not 
kept  up  in  an  ctticicut  mauuer,  wc  slioulJ 


Mu.  COENEWALL  LEWIS  said,  the 
matter  to  which  the  hon.  If  ember  for  Staf* 

ford  (Mr.  Urquhart)  alluded,  had  bseo  es- 
plained  twice  if  not  thrice  by  the  right 
hon.  Home  Secretary  to  the  apparent  it^ 
tiifeetion  of  the  House. 

Mr.  urquhart  said,  the  explanation 

lind  not  iatisfied  him.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  (Mr.  Brotherton),  backed  by  the 
Treasury  benches,  in  a  most  rnifiUr  waj 

defeated  his  (  Mr.  I'rquhart'si  Motion. 

Mil.  RROTIIERTOX  said,  the  Ilouge, 
on  tlio  day  in  question,  had  sat  twclva 


not  succeed  in  convincing  France  wo  were  i  hours  when  he  ro^e  to  move  the  adjourn- 
in  earnest  in  onr  attempt  to  aui^reea  nient»  wad  they  were  to  meet  the  foliowiBg 

the  slave  trade.     It  was  owing  to  the  day  at  twelve  o'clock.    Mr.  Spcalcer  was 


power  to  take  slave  vessels  from  under 
the  forts  that  we  had  brought  the  slave 
trade  to  il«  present  mitigated  form.  If 
an  efficient  force  were  kept  np,  he  was 
satisfied  we  should  soon  see  the  total 
annihilation  of  the  slave  trade.  He 
thanked  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  for  the  constant  support 
be  hud  given  to  this  question. 

Loitn  HARRY  VANE  attributed,  in  a 
great  decree,   the   suppression   of  the 


not  well;  and  as  a  relief  to  him  and  to  tho 
HoQse,  he  thought  he  was  justilaod  in 
moving  the  a^ionrmnent  of  th^  Henae. 

Mr.  nUlIE  supported  the  Motion  for 
reporting  progress,  because  he  thought 
that  it  was  not  right  to  vote  away  the  pub- 
lio  money  after  twelve  o'ekiek  nt  ni^hu 
when  many  of  ibe  Hemhora  had  ratared 
from  the  House. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER hoped  the  hon.  Gcntleown  wonld 
slave  trade  to  the  eo-oporntion  of  the  i  not  press  hh  Motion  for  adjonmmeni.  At 
Brazils,  rather  than  to  tho  cfTeets  of  tlie  tlie  rate  at  which  thoy  wore  proceeding 
squadron.  If  we  cultivated  a  good  un-  with  llio  Estimates,  they  would  not  bo 
dcrtitanding  with  Brai^il,  we  uliould  bo  i  able  to  Unish  their  rarliamcntary  labour 
able  to  attain  our  objeet  mneh  earlier  |  till  the  middle  of  August,  wbereaa  it  had 
than  by  the  adoption  of  tho  proposition  ^  been  intended  that  the  Session  should  be 
for  constructing  now  vpjiscls.  lie  was  brought  to  an  end  at  the  beginning  of 
ffratiticd  at  the  good  that  hod  already  been  the  second  week  in  August  at  the  far* 
done;  but  he  did  not  plaee  entire  rmianee  theati 

in  the  expectations  entertained  of  suppress-  Lonn  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  he  wonld 
ing  tho  slave  trade  altogether,  tlmugh  ccr-  not  opposo  adjournment  if  tlie  Ilou^e  had 
tainly  such  a  consummation  would  be  most  been  in  Committee  for  several  hourb,  but 
agreeable  to  him. 

Vote  agreed  to  ;  as  was  also 

(19.)  ]4,650i.  Mixed  Commissions. 

On  tho  Vote  of  148.490f.  for  the  Con- 
sular Establishments  abroad, 

Mb.  urquhart  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  progress. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  hoped  that  the 
lion,  Gentleman  would  allow  tho  Committee 
to  proceed  with  the  Votes. 

m.  URQUHART  believed  there  was 
an  old  established  rule  that  no  eptifuates 
should  be  taken  after  twelve  o'clock,  and 
he  should  objeet  to  any  further  grants  of 

money  that  night,  not  only  for  the  purpose  I  tleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

of  maintaining  that  rule,  but  also  because  comphiined  of  the  ailvnnrrd  period  of  the 
a  few  nights  i^o,  just  as  the  House  was  Session;  but  surely  if  tho  Government  in* 


inasmueh  as  two  or  three  hours  had 
taken  up  in  the  debate  on  going  into  Sn^ 
ply,  he  would  oppote  the  MotioB  forie* 
porting  progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  Thst 
the  Chairman  do  report  pingreaii  and  aak 
leave  to  sit  again." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ajea  26  { 
Noes  107  :  Majority  81. 

The  CHAIRUAW  then  put  the  quea> 
tion  that  the  Vote  be  agreed  to,  when 

Mr.  HUME  again  moved  that  the 
Chairman  report  progress,  and  obtain 
leave  to  sit  again.    TIm  right  hen.  Clen* 


about  to  divide  on  a  Motion  of  his,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Brothortoo) 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  House 


sistod  ou  bringing  in  measorea  whieh  a 
portion  of  tho  House  opposed,  m 
protraeted  the  Seaiion,  that  was  no ; 
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why  he  should  neglect  his  duty  when  the 
time  arrired. 

Lord  JOHX  KUSSELL  reluctantly 
jielded  to  tho  wish  of  tho  minority,  but 
stated  that  the  Session  would  be  constder- 
sbly  delayed  if  the  Committoe  were  not 
sllowcd     -it  after  twelve  o'clock. 

The  CUAxVCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  hoped  that  in  future  so  much  time 
venld  not  be  oooepied  in  preliminary 
Motions. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  tho  timo 
allotted  to  independent  Members  wa9  now 
rery  limited.  And  that,  as  only  one  Motion 
could  bo  disposed  of  before  gi^og  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  some  delay  mui5t 
necessarily  take  pUioe  before  getting  the 
Votes  pa8.<»cd. 

Mft.  BSYKOLDS  uld,  thet  the  dieeae- 
«ion  on  his  Motion  iiiifflit  hare  been  pre- 
Tcnted  if  the  right  hon.  Gfntlcnmn  tlio 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  given  a 
rMsooeble  Miiirer  to  a  reaeoneble  request. 
He  (Mr.  Reynolds)  woold  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  that  neither  ho  nor  the 
parties  with  whom  he  acted  had  desired  to 
divide  the  House  on  his  Motions  at  * 
meeting  held  in  the  OQornin;^  they  bad 
resolved  not  to  divide,  and  he  had  express- 
ed his  desire  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 
The  ditbion  was  called  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli). 
I*"  til  y  had  determined  to  divide,  the 
minority  would  have  been  douhlo  forty- 
three;  indeed,  the  Govornuieiit  would  have 
been  closely  pinched. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  not  alluded  to  the 
debate  oa  tho  Dublin  cliarities.  That 
»Bs  a  pertinent  Hotioo,  but  there  were 
several  Motions  on  the  paper  which  were 
not. 

Mr.  0 TLAHERTV  said,  be  could  con- 
inn  the  statement  of  bis  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Reynolds),  for  he  (Mr.  O'Flaherty)  had 

left  the  Tlouse  early  in  the  evening,  not 
expecting  a  division  on  the  Dublin  chari- 
ties(  ana  nothing  bad  surprised  the  Irish 
11  embers  mure  than  to  find  tliat  in  their 
absence  an  English  Mcniltor  had  taken 
uj»on  hnnself  to  divide  the  House. 

Ma.  G.  A.  HAMILTON  had  certainly 
thought  it  nnadviftabk  to  take  a  division 
OB  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
city  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Rojnolds),  as  it  omit- 
tcdau  important  point* 
House  rcsuTned. 
Resolut.tn 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS. 
Tuuday,  Jtdjf  15,  mi. 

MiMTfs  ]    T-oh  the  <hih,^'nm  Earl  ef 

Wcstmurlaad. 

PuBuo  Bitu.—l*  Civil  BUIs,  *e.  (belaud) : 

Unlawful  Oaths  (Ireland)  ;   Tumpiko  Road* 

(IrcUitd) ;  Private  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland). 
2*  Militia  Ballots  Sua]>eiiHion  ;  Asscflsoii  I'&xet 

Composition  ;  Public  Works,  FiKlict  it  s,  Ac. 
Reported.  —  Ecclesiastical  Jurisdiutiou  ;  High- 

■way  Rjites  ;  Loan  Societies. 
3*  Representative  Peers  forScotUnd;  Attorniss 

and  SoUdtors  Regntatlon  Aot  Amendmieat. 

SPEAKER  OP  THE  DOUSE. 
The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  aeniiainfM 
tho  Uouxe,  that  Her  Majesty  had  appoint- 
ed the  Lord  Rodosdale  Bpealter  of  the 
House  in  the  absence  of  the  Lprd  Chan** 
ceUorj  and  the  Commission  was  read. 

THE  CAPE  OF  GOOD  HOPE— REPRESEN. 

TATIVE  INSTITUTIONS. 

The  Order  of  the  Dav  read. 

The  Kakl  of  DERBY  said  :  My  I 
I  received  witii  verjr  ^rcat  regret  an  inli- 


to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
The  liuuse  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


nation  that  it  is  tbe  intention  of  Her  M»< 

jesty's  Government  to  oppose  the  Motion 
which  I  now  think  it  my  duty  to  submit 
to  your  Lordships.  1  can  assure  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  noble  Barl  opposite,  at 
tbe  head  of  tho  Colonial  Department  (Earl 
Grey),  tlint,  in  Ijiiiiging  thl.-;  suhject  uiuler 
your  Lordships'  notice,  1  am  actuated  by 
no  feelings  towards  them  or  him  of  publie 
or  personal  hostility;  tbat  I  have  no  disl 
position  to  increase  tlic  embarrassments  iu 
that  department  of  tho  Government  over 
which  he  presides,  or  iu  the  colony  itself; 
but  that  1  bring  forward  (bis  question  witb 
a  sincere  desire  to  mitigate  ami  to  relievo 
those  enihnrrassments,  and  to  offer  every 
cu-operation  iu  my  power,  and  to  induce 
Pu-liament  also  to  do  the  same,  for  tbe  so- 
lution of  those  difficulties,  which  I  beliovo 
no  other  authority  than  that  of  Parlinment 
can  solve,  and  for  tho  purpose  of  restoring 
pcaee  and  tranquillity  to  tbat  portion  of 
Her  Majesty's  dominions  in  which  it  is  not 
too  much  to  sny,  that  there  is  prevalent  a 
considerable  anioiint  of  discontent,  not  to 
say  disaffection,  ag^'ravnted  by  the  con- 
tinaaneo  of  a  barasginjrf  and  I  nm  afraid 
a  protracted,  war  canioil  on  by  tho  savagO 
trihes  on  the  contiiirs  of  ihe  colony. 

My  Lords,  it  will  not  be  nece&baiy  fur 
roe  to  lay  before  your  Lordsbips  reasons 
and  grounds  for  the  adoption  of  the  course 
which  I  propose,  because  the  strongest  ar- 
guments iu  its  favour  will  bo  fuund  iu 
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the  fltftlements  of  facts  which  it  will  bo  my  I  matter;  and  eren  although,  as  someiinwa 

duty  to  !ay  hefoio  your  Lonhlilps,  and  j  happened,  those  persons  should  exhibit  » 
vlilcli  i  will  endeavour  to  bring  under  yonr  spirit  of  independence  ton'ards  the  au- 
nutico  as  succinctly  &h  I  can,  but  which,  I  thority  which  created  them,  yot,  as  the 


from  their  compKcatioa  aud  exteot,  will 
occupy,  I  fear,  a  oottaiderable  portion  of 
time.  There  aro  many  of  your  Lordship* 
whose  attoutiou  has  not  been  directed  par- 
ticularly to  the  subject,  and  therefore  I 
trust  I  shall  be  forgirea  if  I  go  into  details 
which  to  those  who  have  examined  the  sub- 
ject may  appear  siipprflnoi3<5,  but  which 
arc  necessary  fur  underataudlng  tiic  pre- 
sent position  of  tbo  ouestton,  aiM  the  prc- 
ci.^c  j>ositioii  in  whicli  tho  colony  is  now 

placed. 

Your  Lordships  are  aware  that  the  co- 
lony of  the  Capo  of  Good  Hope  is  one  of 
those  that  are  called  '*  Crown  colonics," 

which,  having  been  originally  acquired  h}- 
conquest,  are  subject  to  tho  jurii>diction  of 
the  Crown,  which  has  the  right  of  framing 
or  granting  their  constitution.  Bnt  when 
I  say  this.  I  ought  to  qualify  it  by  adding 
tlKvt  the  Crown  possesses  in  those  colonies 
the  power  of  making  a  concession  of  a  cer- 
tauk  amonnt  of  political  freedom  and  in- 
dependence; but  when  that  concession  has 
once  been  made,  the  Crown  has  no  power 
to  retract  tiic  boon  which  has  been  grant- 
ed; it  has  the  power  of  extending,  Dot  it 
has  not  the  power  of  withdrawbg,  the  grant 
which  it  has  in  the  fifst  instance  provided, 
and  which  becomes  the  inalienable  right  of 
the  colony.  The  Government  of  the  Gape 
of  Good  Hope  was  formerly  carried  on  oy 
the  single  authority  of  the  Governor:  he 
was  atterwards  assisted  by  a  council  of  ad- 


.7 

formed  a  minority  of  the  whole  0«mneiU 

and  the  ofHei  il  Korvants  formed  the 
j ority,  the  whole  united  force  of  those 
persons  would  be  overborne  by  the  com- 
pact body  of  the  majority  holding  office 
under  the  Governor  and  the  nominees  of 
tho  Crown.    Tliis  wus  the  state  of  thing's^ 
I  believe,  in  the  year  1834;  and  it  is  uc- 
ccsiiary  for  me,  in  introducing  this  que»» 
tion,  to  go  back  to  the  year  lo^,  when  I 
had  the  honour  of  holding  the  seals  of  the 
Colonial  department  now  held  by  the  noble 
£ari  opposite,  and  when  a  petition  was  ad« 
dressed  to  me  from  the  colony,  prayia^g  for 
representative  inttitntions.    That  petition 
prayed  for  the  assimilation  of  the  consti- 
tution of  the  colony  to  tho  constitution  of 
the  mother  cenntry,  and— ^  they  con- 
ceived— in  the  spirit  of  that  assimilation, 
they  prayed  that  the  Gorornraent  might 
bo  composed  of  a  Governor  appointed  by 
tho  Crown,  an  E.\ecutive  Council  to  advise 
the  Governor,  and  a  Legislative  Assembly 
composed  of  representatives  freely  elected 
by  the  people.    They  also  prayed  that 
this  petition  might  be  referred   for  tho 
consideration  of  Her  Jlajcsty'a"  Priry 
Council.   I  mention  this  part  of  the  po- 
tition,  because  it  is  tho  subject  of,  I  am 
sure,  an  unintentional  misreprescntatioa 
of  my  Ttews  and  objects  by  Her  M&> 
jcsty's  Government,  founded  on  a  miaap* 
prchejision  %vhich  I  can  hardly  conceive 
how  it  should  have  been  fallen  into  by  a 


visers,  subsequently  called  an  Executive  person  so  well  acquainted  with  the  subject 


Council,  whoi»e  assistance  he  was  entitled 

to  ai^A.  and  who  were  autltoriscd  to  give 
him  ailviee,  but  by  whirh  advice  it  wns  net 
impcrativo  upon  thu  Governor  that  he 
should  be  guided.  Subsequently  a  legis- 
lative authority  was  given  to  this  Council 
of  a.lvico,  whieh  then  became  the  Legisla- 
tive Council.  Into  this  Legislative  Goun- 
eil  was  then  infused  the  first  germ  of,  I 
will  not  say  popular  institutions,  but  the 
first  !:;ertn  of  ireedom  frum  the  contiTil  of 
the  Goverumcut,  by  tho  infusion  of  persons 
not  holding  oSSee  under  the  Government. 
It  is  true,  indeed,  that  this  step  was  one 
of  very  small  extension,  bccanso  the  per- 
sons wiio  were  then  admitted,  although 
they  did  not  hold  oflice  under  the  Crown, 
yet  were  exclusively  the  nominees  of  the 
Governor,  who  had  the  power  of  choosing 
those  who  should  lie  adniitted  into  that  as- 
scmbly.    Tiie  cuiuuy  had  no  choice  in  tho 

The  EarlofDcrhjf 


as  the  noble  Earl  opposite.  In  my  answer 
to  that  petition,  T  began  by  pointing  out 
that  that  which  the  petitioners  a.sketl  for 
was  by  no  means  au  asi>imilation  to  the 
British  constitution  that  a  Legislative 
As  111' 1  I  nclusively  composed  of  persons 
elected  by  the  people,  and  having  no  check 
in  auv  other  deliberative  bodv,  was  as  wide 
a  departure  in  point  of  principle  aa  it  waa 
possible  to  conceive,  not  only  from  the 
constitution  of  tbi?;  country,  but  from  that 
which  had  been  granted  to  any  one  of  our 
colonial  dependeneiet.  I  then  tdrerted  to 
the  dilHcuIties  whieh  I 'thought  had  not 
sufficiently  attracted  tho  notice  of  the  peo- 
ple of  tho  Cape  of  Good  Hui>e — difficulties 
which,  though  it  was  necessary  to  sur- 
mount, yet  could  not  be  removed  without 
considering  as  well  tho  obstacles  which 
presented  themselves  in  tlio  way  of  the 
proposed  airangcment,  aA  alao  the  moans 
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«f  omeoattiiigtbwi.  Tke  prineipal  diffi- 
cuItiM  which  occurred  to  me  M  staacliiig 

in  the  wiy  of  the  ndmission  of  a  represen- 
tfitive  constitation  into  that  colony  were, 
Srst  of  all,  the  great  extent  and  the  ex- 
trane  distance  of  a  large  p<Htioii  of  the 
colony  from  the  scat  of  fjovcrnmcnt  at 
Cape  Town;  added  to  this,  that  the  means 
ef  communication  within  the  colony  were 
oueedingly  imperfieet,  that  the  popvktioii 
mui  terj  and  scattered,  and  that  the 
means  of  communicating  with  their  repre- 
seDtatives  were  such  as  to  render  it  almost 
inpoiahle ;  that  iriA  regard  to  the  dle- 


/fiifiliilioiif. 


m 


jeet  fnm  a  deep  sense  of  its  importinc^,  and  be" 

canse  I  have  hccw  unwilling  to  di  !rt'«^  with  a 
slight  or  cursory  notice  a  petition  bcni  ing  suuU 
sigiwtaras  h  those  before  mo,  and  supported  by 
your  reooimnendation.  Nor  indeed  do  I  wish  to 
be  understood  as  meeting  that  petition  by  any 
irrcTocablo  and  fixed  cpinion  against  the  prayer 
of  it.  I  limit  myself  at  present  to  the  oonelusioo, 
that  the  proposal  is  open  to  many  diiBoulUes  to 
whioli  your  despatch  does  rrot  rrfcr,  and  that  the 
schoino  is  presented  in  a  furiu  tuo  incompleto  to 
enable  the  confidential  advisers  of  the  Orowa  to 
adviao  Her  Majosty  as  to  the  acc('[)tanee  or  re- 
jection of  it.  If,  aitoi-  wciijhing  the  remarks 
wLioli  I  iiavL'  made,  Von  should  think  it  dc.-«ii'.\Mc 
to  prolong  this  oorrespoiulenco,  I  shall  bo  ready 
to  resvme  it,  on  being  njtprised  by  yen  in  wbat 


teat  portions  of  the  colony,  the  occupations  '  manner  you  would  propose  to  obviate  the  objeo- 
»r«i,»  :«i  „r  „^  j  tv.t.:^  f..A„^  ■  tions  which  I  bavo  iudicatod,  and  to  meet  in 

of  the  mhal.itants  and  their  distance  f.  ont ,  j^^.,      ^^^^  diflJeulties  wbkh  will,  I  am  sura. 


pie^-ent  themselves  to  your  own  mind  in  the  en- 
deavour to  give  practical  effect  to  the  views  en- 
tertained by  the  petitioners,  .md  t<anctioned  1^ 
your  approbation  of  the  general  principles." 


the  scat  of  government  would  make  it 
almost  impossible  to  find  persons  who  i 
shonld  bo  able  to  hear  the  expense  of  pe- 1 

rioilical  journeys  to  the  capital  ;  tliat  in  | 

cases  of  extreme  emergency,  those  persons  I  My  Lords,  I  hope  that  that  extract  will 

be  Buiiicient  to  satisfy  your  Lordships 
that  though  I  eould  not  agree  that  that 
form  of  representative  government  wliich 
the  colonists  asked  for,  judging  from  the 
analogy  of  the  British  constitution,  could 
be  adopted  in  the  Gape  of  Good  IIo\)e,  yet 
that  my  difficulty  with  r^^ard  to  the  prin- 
ciple was  this,  that  before  bindinf^  Her 
Majesty  to  a  distinct  principle,  1  thought 
it  more  prodent  to  consider  hoth  the  ohsta< 
clee  that  atood  in  the  way  of  carryini^  out 
a  representative  constitution  in  this  in- 
stance, and  also  the  means  of  vanquishing 
those  obstacles,  before  giving  a  decided 
and  irrevocable  assont  to  the  dcmaiul  tlmt 
was  made.  That  nas  in  April,  1842. 
From  that  period  no  reply  was  made  to 
the  difficulties  which  1  then  stated,  until 
an  anawor  was  epeaificallj  and  direetly 
called  for  hy  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  upon 
his  accession  to  office  in  the  year  1846. 
In  the  autumn  of  that  year,  the  noble 
Earl,  addrofloing  Sir  Henry  Pottinger, 
stated  that  no  answer  had  been  given  to 
this  despatch  of  nv.v.'^.  lie  said  that  Ucr 
Majesty's  Govcriiineut  entertained  the 
strongest  pre  possessions  in  faronr  of  the 
representative  form  of  goremmeot  in  the 
Colonics,  and  he  went  on  to  soy — 

"  1  for  the  present  confine  myself  to  the  state- 
ment that,  on  a  qnestion  ef  this  nature,  some 

ditHcultics  may  be  wisely  encountered,  and  aoino 
apparent  risks  well  incurred,  in  reliance  on  tho 
rosoorees  which  every  civilised  soeiety,  especially 
cverv  snetetv  of  British  birt!i  or  oriLnn,  will  nlwavs 
discwvLT  wikliiu  tiieinselvcs  for  obviating  tho  dan- 
gers incident  to  measures  resting  on  any  brc-ul 
and  solid  prineiple  of  truth  and  justice.  On  such 
a  basis,  as  I  am  convinced,  rests  the  jtolicy  of 

iiitriistinL,'  the  Vfiiio'.e  dcjicndcncics  of  .-i  iiirtn*- 

poUtou  Suto  with  the  largest  powers  of  self-go- 


who  served  as  representatives  might  be 
esllcd  upon  to  be.  present  at  the*  seat  of ' 

government,  when  their  presence  might  be 
equally  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
their  families  and  property  at  a  distance  so 
great  aa  to  tnToiTO  a  journey  of  hiany 
weeks.  In  addition  to  these  considera- 
t;  jiis.  I  referred  to  another,  arising  out  of 
the  diti'crcnce  of  race  and  origin  of  the 
inhabitants  of  tho  colony.  Not  to  men- 
tion a  large  number  of  native  inhabitants, 
of  Hottentots  and  Fin^oes,  and  the  lately 
emancipated  negroes  who  were  set  free  in 
1S42,  there  were  two  European  popula- 
tions in  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope — one  a 
British  population,  which  certainly  formed 
a  if?ma11  minority  in  point  of  number:',  lint, 
ia  point  of  intelligence,  influence,  and  per- 
baps  of  wealth,  sup^or  to  the  Bnteh  po- 
puatiott.  This  part  of  tho  popvlation,  in 
gr^nt  measure,  resided  nt  Cape  Town, 
and  in  tho  extreme  districts  of  the  eastern 
portion  of  the  colony.  The  remainder  of 
the  population,  consisting  chiefly  of  per- 
sons of  Dutch  origin,  formed  a  numerical 
and  considerable  majority,  but  their  habits 
and  feelings  were,  in  many  respects,  es- 
lentlaUy  different  from  those  of  tho  Eng- 
lish portion  of  the  population.  They  had 
felt  verv  acutely  the  alteration  that  had 
been  mado  by  tho  abolition  ut  slavery  in 
the  colony,  and  they  were  exceedingly  de- 
sirous to  restore  the  state  of  things  which 
should  place  the  newly  emancipated  por- 
tion of  the  population  again  under  the  con- 
trol of  their  fbrmer  masters.  I  speak  now 
ef  the  state  of  thini,'s  in  1842.  I  conclo- 
dcd  my  dc^:]»atch  by  saying  : — 
"  1  have  entered  thus  at  length  into  this  sub- 
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vcmmflnt,  in  whatover  relates  to  tbeir  internal  |  vcrbor  pursued,  was  to  IftJ  ttlAt  dMpaldl 

and  loMla^M.  1  ^ould,  thcreforo.  aot  b.  un- j  i^ef^re  Mr.  roi  tc  i  .  the  Attorney  Geueral, 
wiihnff  or  afnid  to  sot  on  tbiit  policy,  even  thouffh           ^,          •      \  .     y.  . 

I  c.ml.lnot.listiuet!yp<  r.eivo  hov/80meconflicV'^..?®"^'«"^^^^  praise  Jt  IS  inipos- 


iog  interestft  could  bo  a<^usted  uDd«r  it,  or  how 
pamot  nmmgraieiitt  could  be  nude  Ibr  (Iw  piw- 

vontion  of  injustice  to  eoiM  mtmlien  or  olMWt  of 

tbo  colonial  sotjiotv." 


sible  to  say  too  muck,  and  asked  him  in 
what  manner  repreaeDtaiive  goTemmeBt 

might  be  best  introducod  into  the  Capo 
culooy.    The  Govornor  also  consul teJ 


apo 

>fr. 

Now,  I  am  not  ])i-esumlng  to  say  wlicthor  Montagu,  tlio  Government  Secretary,  iho 
the  c'oilrse  taken  by  the  uuble  Eui  l  wu^  uiore  i  Oulutiial  Treasurer,  the  Chief  J  u:itico,  and 
wise  and  prudant  than  that  wbieh  I  por>  |  the  CoIIeeter  of  Castonc.  and  the  two 
sued.  I  confine  myself  to  obeervin  r;  that  |  Puisne  Judges.  Now,  I  will  saj  tliat  a  bet- 
nftcr  timt  (leolnration  on  the  part  of  tho  ter  course  could  not  have  been  taken  than 


Secretary  of  State  fur  the  Colonies,  offici- 
ally communicated  to  the  colony—  [Earl 


that  which  was  adopted  by  Sir  U.  Smith. 
I  do  not  wish  to  state  anything  in  tho  vaj 


Grey  :  No,  not  officially.] — Yes.  Because  of  invidious  eompariaoo,  but  I  may  sajdiat 

if  the  noble  Kail  wrote  to  tho  Governor  of  |  of  those  gentlemen  whose  opinions  were 
the  colony — if  ho  desired  that  an  answer  ;  consulted,  there  are  two — Mr»  Porter,  the 


might  be  sent  to  my  observations — if  ho 
■aid  that  the  Government  entertained  the 
atrougest  feeling  of  prcpoateMion  in  favour 

of  that  form  of  colonial  c^ovcrnment — and  if 
he  stated  that  he  relied  on  the  assistance 
ot  tlie  Governor  for  the  removal  of  the  dith- 
oultiea  and  ineonvenienees  which  stood  in 


Attorney  Goneral,  and  Mr.  Montagu,  the 
Government  Secretary — who,  in  point  of 
ability,  intelligence,  and  industry,  aro  equal 
to  nny  one  amongst  those  whom  I  have  now 
the  honour  to  address.  And  what  were 
the  viewis  of  these  able  uicu,  aud  of  the 
Bxeeutive  Couneil  t  The  i^ueation  at  to 


the  way  of  the  adoption  of  that  form  of  whether  a  representative  government 
government-— then  I  can  hardly  conceive  should  be  introduced  into  tho  Cape  colony 
any  more  authoritative  way  in  which  the  was  hardly  taken  into  consideration.  Mr. 


intentions  and  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Min<> 
isters  could  he  oommanieated  to  the  colony. 


Porter  aays— **  I  should  assume  that, 
after  weighing  the  reasons  for  a  represcn- 


What  was  the  Governor  to  do  ?  Why,  i  tative  assembly,  and  the  reasons  against  it, 
he  was  to  call  upon  tho  different  mem-  his  Excellency  considers  tiie  forrtier  tho 
bers  of  the  Colonial  Government,  and  tho  most  powerful."  Mr.  Montagu  sa^a — 
persons  in  office,  to  send  in  their  answer  to  "  It  sppeara  to  me  that  X  shall  nest  aerre 

the  difficulties  which  I  stated,  for  the  pnr-  his  Eiceliency  by  abstaining  from  all  thes> 

pose  (jf  ennblinp^  the  Colonial  Secretary  to  '  relic  or  abstract  discussion  on  general 
introduce  a  system  of  colonial  pohey  to  principles  of  the  good  or  evil  likely  Jo  re- 


which  he  was  favourable.  This  dejipatcli 
was  seat  out  at  the  elose  of  1846;  and  at 
tho  eommeneement  of  1S48  Sir  Harry 
Smith,  who  had  succeeedcd  to  Sir  Ucnry 
Pottiuger  as  Governor  of  the  colony,  an- 
swerea  the  despatch  by  forwarding  the 
views  which  were  entertained  by  tho  colo- 
nial officers  on  the  subject.    In  a  subso- 


sult  from  tho  establishuieut  of  a  represen- 
tative form  of  government  in  this  or  any 
other  dependency.**   Another  gentleman 

says — "  It  appears  on  the  perusal  of  the 
documents  transmitted  to  me,  that  the 
period  is  arrived  at  which  a  representatire 
form  of  government  can  be  safely  sent  to 
the  colony  at  tho  Cape."    And  another 


quent  despatch,  written  in  February,  1849,  '  gentleman  remarks — **  I  cannot  help  n 
the  noble  noble  Earl  states — but,  perhaps,  garding  tho  proposed  measure  as  a  bold 


my  Lords,  it  is  better  not  to  interrupt  the 
eourse  of  the  narrative  which  I  am  giving. 


experiment.  I  do  not,  however,  see  hov 
it  can,  under  existing  circumstances,  be 


and  that  T  siiould  state  re^uhu  ly  the  conr.-e  ■  very  well  made. "  These  able  and  intel- 
of  proeeediu;^  uti  this  matter.  Upon  re- ,  ligent  advisers  of  the  Crown  were  not  re- 
ceiving tbi:i  iiitimatiuu  —  and  wbuu  the  quired  su  much  lo  give  tbeir  upiuiou  as  to 


Scople  of  the  colony  of  tho  Cape  of  Good 
[ope  received  this  despatch,  other  circum- 
stances had  intervened  of  a  very  important 


whether  the  colony  was  fit  for  reprsaeola* 

tivc  institutions,  but,  assuming  the  neces- 
sity of  affordiiiij  repi-escntatlve  institutions, 

and  unusual  character,  which  increased  the  I  what  was  the  safest  and  most  practical 
difficulties  under  which  that  office  which  I  plan  of  introducing  this  new  form  of  go- 
thc  noble  Earl  filled  was  placed,  Sir  Harry  |  vernment.    And  I  must  say  that,  with 

Smith;  who  liad  succeeded  Sir  Henry  Pot-  gard  to  those  two  able  gentlemen  to  whom 
linger  as  Governor  of  tho  colony,  answered  1  linve  rcfern"!,  they  entertain  very  serious 
that  despatch.    The  course  which  the  Go- 1  misgivings,  and  do  not  cunsiUer  the  question 
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M  to  be  dealt  vrith.    Mr.  Porter,  a 

man  of  cxtroTrnly  liliecnl  opinions,  nn  l  !'u' 
advocate  fi>r  tree  institUtiooSi  cloMS  his 
memorandum  tiuis  : — 

*•  T  Havo  ventured  to  t«rm  a  representative 
ft«»einblr  at  tbe  Cape  '  an  oxpcrimont ;'  his  Ex- 
wUeacy^  w)m  knovt  tiM  coknty  bihI  tht  pwple 
trail*  will  D«4»  I  think,  «oiuMer  tlM  term  mbap- 

Elied.  It  is  an  cxjH'rimi'iit,  -nul  ono  noiit; 
at  »  rery  ailly  or  a  very  sanguine  man  can  con- 
tamplftte  trUhont  mxi«tjr.  It  will  be  a  trial  In  the 
wttlemetit  to  n^f^^rtnin  how  much  of  colonial  iflf- 
gOTemment  it  couipatibie  with  a  ttato  of  colonial 
dipendenoe.  Aod  if  «veir  ordinary  spectators 
maat  look  on  with  some  distrust  whilst  such  a 
trial  It  being  made,  how  much  )?rcntcr  muKt  be 
the  in>«!<»iviii!:s  of  tho^c  who,  n"*  otfiivrs  of  tlio  K\- 
•mstiTe,  fyrtMQ  no  small  embarraaameat  as  the 
powftl*  MColt  of  UmIt  new  positkii  between  two 
diffsrent.  and,  it  may  be,  conflictini;  .nuthoritlos— 
Ber  Mi^jeetj's  GovenuDent  io  Eo^laod,  and  the 
Boom  or  AMemUjr  at  the  Cape  f  " 

Vr.  Montagu,  iu  whoso  praise  1  am 
happy  to  ted  Htm  Boble  Eftri  mBrnm, 
mmoivAm  hit  memorftadaiB  with  thw  ex- 

preasion : — 

"  In  concluding  this  memorandam,  J  esnnot 
refimin  from  expressing  mj  doobts  aa  to  tho  like- 
lihood of  (■liciting  ^ood  government  for  some  timr, 
at  loaat^  ft'om  tbe  exercise  of  representative  insti- 
tutions. To  a  greatly  preponderating  majority  of 
tho  cclnTiin!  jinjMil.itioii,  such  institutions  nfn  en- 
tirely tiriknowii,  and  prob.ibly  will  W  rognnled  an 
ioBOTation.  Like  the  joty  tfitttm,  it  will,  if  efll- 
ciontly  worked,  impose  on  many,  from  the  oha< 
rocter  of  the  country  and  scattered  state  of  its 
rural  population,  duties  which  cannot  tail  to  )>•> 
attended  with  considerable  personal  sacrifice  and 
taeoM^MloMa,  aad from wmoli, nntfl  betterable 
ottarnato  its  value  .ind  n(Iv.iritnirpN.  they  may 
seek  to  be  relievud,  m  in  tlio  axsc  of  jury  &crvioc. 
M«)re<5ver,  I  caftnot  conco.-il  frtmi  myself  the  fact, 
t!  I*  r>'W  communities,  from  the  isolated  condition, 
liic  iinhits,  and  employments  of  a  large  amount  of 
Its  ntembers,  are  less  qualiiii'd  to  act  ben(>6<  i.-illy 
«psa  ikm  Oovemment  and  Loj^islature  by  tbe  in- 
iwioe  of  an  enUfhtened  paUie  opinion." 

These  gentlemen,  therefore,  express  doubts 
sa  to  th«  probihlc  succesa  of  the  expert- 

nient  they  woro  called  on  to  timlertnk*', 
and  tlifv  np})lie(l  their  minds  with  nil  the 
vigour  and  ability  tiiey  possess,  to  the  find- 
ing out  ef  a  modo  in  iniieh  the  dtffioulties 
night  be  mitigated,  and  in  which  tho  ex- 
periment might  be  condiictcf!  with  the 
least  amount  of  danger.  In  the  first 
fdaee,  the  able  memoTandttin  of  Mr.  Mon- 
tagu, the  Goveraroent  Seoretary,  combat- 
inq'  i"  various  points  the  oli^tnclf"?  nnd 
dtthculties  i  had  suggested,  and  stating 
in  hia  opinion  the  weight  of  some  erf  thctn 
hed  diminished  from  the  lapse  of  time, 
snvR  that  tho  improfoment  in  the  internal 
ff  mnninifatioTi^  *»f  tho  colonv  had  ditui- 
uisihud  some  ut  tiie  difficulties  which  exist- 


ed four  or  five  years  before;  that  there  had 

heen  nnuilclpal  institutions  introduced  into 
the  Caj)e,  wliich  had  not  been  used  for  tho 
oppression  of  tbe  native  races;  that,  as 
between  tlie  Bngtbh  end  the  Dutch  poiw 
tion  of  the  population,  he  was  not  aware 
of  any  important  subject  of  difference,  ex- 
cept the  law  of  inheritance  in  succession, 
which  woi  prised  by  the  Dutch,  whilst  the 
English  population  were  opposed  to  it$ 
but,  on  tho  wht)le.  he  thought  the  advan- 
tages of  the  trial  siifiicient  to  counter* 
balance  the  difficultici,  and  he  leooniinend* 
ed  the  adoptioa  of  e  system  of  represent*' 
tlve  govornment.  It  was  then  necessary 
to  consider  in  what  manner  the  system  of 
representativo  guverumont  sliuuld  be  in- 
troduced; end  Me  menibers  of  the  Couocilf 
while  unanimous  that  there  should  be  ono 
legislature  for  the  whole  of  that  extensive 
colony,  and  tiiat  the  sitting  of  the  legisla- 
ture should  be  held  at  Cape  Town,  with 
one  exception  they  were  also  unanimous 
that  the  leijislattire  ^!i')ti!d  e<ui*)st  of  two 
houses,  and  not  of  one — ot  a  House  of 
Assembly  and  a  Legislative  Council.  The 
single  exception  was  one  of  tho  Judges* 
who  sugfjested  tliat  the  principle  acted  on 
in  New  South  Wale^  should  be  adopted, 
and  that  in  the  first  instance  an  elective 
body  should  be  infused  into  the  Legislative 
Council;  be  doubting  whether  '.lie  Cape 
was  able  to  furnish  u  snfticientiy  numerous 
body  for  a  Legislative  Council,  and  also  for 
a  Hoose  of  Asaembiy.  The  other  covncil* 
lora,  however,  were  all  in  favour  of  two 
houses,  and  with  thn  cxcrption  of  one — 
and  I  beg  your  Lordships'  attention  to  this 
— they  were  unanimous  that  the  Legisla* 
tive  Council  should  not  be  an  elective  body, 
but  that  it  shfjuld  ho,  nominated  hy  tho 
Crown,  and  composed  of  a  mixturo  of 
official  and  non-ofiicial  persons;  and  the 
great  majority  recommended  that  the 
tenure  of  that  office  should  be  for  life. 
There  was  one etce|ilion .  the  ("hief  Justice, 
whorecomuiended  that  the  elective  principle 
should  be  partially  introduced  even  in  the 
Legislative  Council;  and  with  regard  to 
the  period  of  duration,  one  of  the  Ji)d;;es 
was  of  opinion  that  the  tenure  should  not 
be  for  life,  but  during  pleasure.  I  will 
not  trouble  your  LonUhips  with  lAw  Other 
important  matters,  which  were  very  care- 
fully considered,  and  on  which  a  report 
was  made  and  embodied  in  a  draft  ndi- 
nance,  which  was  sent  home  to  the  noble 
Earl,  in  wlucii  these  views  of  the  advisers 
of  the  Crown  wore  carried  out.  My 
Lords,   having   received   that  despatch, 
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ihft  noUe  Bftii  •xpreaied  himself  upon 
one  important  point  to  tho  fdUowiog 

effect : — 

I  am  of  opinion  that  the  viewa  of  yourself 
and  tho  majority  of  your  advisers,  aa  to  the  form 
of  the  oonitittttion  to  be  esublitbed,  namely,  a 
Ropresentatilvv  Amembly  and  LefialatiTe  Conncil 
uppointcd  by  the  Crown,  should,  in  tlio  main,  bo 
adopted :  but  maaj  of  the  details  of  the  plan 
mMafttad  tat  ttaw  jmpm  may  probably  require 
nodlieation." 

The  nol)lo  Karl  on  that  occasion  did  not 
tfil-:«'  \\]w:->  liiiiiself  that  rcsponsihiiity  which 
1  iliiuk  prupcrly  belongs  to  bis  ofiice  as 
Booretarj  of  State  Mid  admr  of  the 
Crown;  nor  did  he  proceed  on  tho  joint 
responsibilitj  which  attaches  to  tho  CnVi- 
net;  hot  he  referred  this  recouimendatioti 
to,  no  donbt,  a  rwj  learned  and  very  able 
and  competent  body,  bnt  at  the  same  time 
a  body  po&sesscd  of  no  character  to  which 
responsibilitj  attaches,  and  who,  so  far  as 
names  go,  are  at  this  moment  an  anonj* 
mens  body.  The  petitioners  in  1842  had 
reqi!'' ■t'-  l  I  would  lay  before  the  Trivy 
Council,  and  refer  to  them  a  petition  upon 
which  I  conceiTed  it  was  my  duty  as  Sec- 
retary of  State  to  adrise  Her  Kajesty, 
and  not  doletratc  to  anybody  tho  authority 
which  belonged  to  ray  oflScc.  The  noble 
£arl,  in  commenting  on  the  course  I  pursued 
->-and  jomr  Lordships  will  recolleettheob- 
Mrvati^wa  with  which  I  cooduded  mj  de- 
spatch— observed  ; — 

"In  1841  your  predecessor.  Sir  Georsc 
pier,  traosmittod  a  pedtion  ftom  tbe  inluJUtaato 

of  Cape  Town  to  the  Qimcn  tn  Gonnril.  pmyiri: 
far  tbo  fistabiishment  of  aii  Electire  A8»eiubly 
and  Cooneil.  The  form  of  government  thus  pro- 
posed appeared  to  Lord  Stanley,  who  was  then 
Secretary  of  State,  altogether  at  variance  with 
tlio  onlinary  N'gislative  system  of  J>ritiyh  posses- 
sions, and  ho  cooaequently  declined  advising 
Dor  Majesty  to  refor  the  petitioa  to  th«  PriTy 
CouneiL/' 

Any  one  would  infer  that  my  objection  to 
refer  the  petition  to  the  Trivy  Council 
arose  out  of  the  nature  of  the  petition,  and 
tho  institntions  wbieh  it  proposed  to  intro- 
duce; and  if  the  noble  Earl  had  copied 
accurately  the  terms  I  used,  ho  %votdd  not 
have  falleu  into  the  misapprehension  into 
whieh  he  did  fall.  My  words  were 
those:—* 

"  T  Ti.ivc  r  -it  thoiieht  it  my  duty  to  advisf-  the 
Qu€>ea  to  refer  to  the  i-*riTy  Council  the  iH  iiiion 
addressad  to  tier  Hajei^  ia  Counril,  I  am 
awaro  of  no  reason  why  any  such  departure 
thonld  b©  made,  in  the  present  case,  from  the 
established  system  on  which  the  executive  govcrn- 
BMot  of  this  kiaodom  and  of  tbo  British  colonics 
is  admtnistemL*'^ 

I  Bud  I  taw  no  reason  for  departing  from 
The  Barl  of  Derhij 


the  ordinary  eonne  of  the  adminlslralien 

of  the  Government,  nor  why,  when  a 
question  rested  on  the  responsibility  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  he  should  trans- 
fer his  responsibility  to  the  Committee 
of  Priyy  Council.  The  noble  Earl  al- 
tered the  words  *'  executive  government 
of  this  kingdom"  into  the  words  'Megisla- 
lative  system  of  British  possesdktns,"  and 
thereby  perverted  the  whole  sense  and 
meaning,  and  scope,  and  tendency  of  my 
words.  I  am  willing  to  believe  that  the 
noble  Earl  did  so  ttoeonseionsty;  bnt,  at 
the  same  time,  I  eonfesa  I  cannot  undsr- 
stand  how  a  person  of  so  much  acuteness 
as' the  noble  Earl  could  have  fallen  into  so 
great  an  inaeeoraer.  The  noble  Earl  then, 
unfortunately,  I  think,  took  tlio  course 
wliich  I  had  rofiiscd  to  talie  in  1  S  12.  Hc 
referred  this  inoa>ure  to  the  Committee  of 
Privy  Council,  who  were  to  take  into  coo- 
sideration  the  views  and  recommendalisns 
of  the  advisers  of  tho  Crown  in  the  colony. 
I  will  not  trouble  your  Lordships  by  going 
through  any  of  the  roconunondatious  or 
opinions  of  the  Committee  of  Privy  Cov^ 
oil;  but  in  one  respect  they  introduced  at 
once,  and  upon  their  sole  responsibility,  if 
any  responsibility  there  be,  a  recommen- 
dation of  a  character  not  only  wholly  novd, 
bat  which  had  nevci^^en  contemplated  by 
any  one  of  the  able^Pn  at  the  Cape,  who, 
lookins  at  tho  difficulties  tliev  had  to  snr- 
mount,  had  lecomaicnded  a  particular 
course  of  proceeding.  They  recommended, 
not  that  the  Legislative  Council  ought  te 
be  nominated  by  the  Crown,  but  they  re- 
commended instead  a  Legislative  Council 
into  which  tho  system  of  election  was  not 
only  to  enter,  but  which  ought  to  be  es- 
clusivoly  of  an  elective  character,  to  carry 
out  which  they  proposed  a  totally  novel 
seliMse  by  whidi  the  votes  of  tho  inhaK- 
tanto  might  be  taken.  If  this  had  been 
sent  out  to  the  colony,  and  the  opinions  of 
the  colonists  had  been  taken  on  the  meritft 
of  this  system,  something  might  have  been 
said  in  t'avonr  of  it ;  at  all  events,  they 
windd  have  ascertained  whether  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Privy  Council  n'!twe:i;hcd  tbo 
opinions  of  the  noble  l^uii,  und  tho  autho> 
rity  moreover  of  orery  hidtTMnal  adviser  of 
the  Governor  at  the  Cape,  and  of  the  Go- 
vernor himself.  r)Ut  the  noble  Earl  trans- 
mits his  opinion  in  favour  of  one  systeoi-^ 
a  dootmient  which  had  the  force  of  law, 
being  sent  under  the  authority  which  on 
tin'  jvirt  till-  Crnv-n  exercised;  and 
that  legal  document  authorised  tbo  estab- 
lishment of  a  Legislativo  Coondl  and  a 
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Emm  of  Assembly,  whieli  LeglsbttTe 

Council  and  House  of  Assembly  were  to 
be  both  elective.  The  point  was  not  left 
in  doubt,  or  to  the  deliberate  consideration 
of  the  colony,  bat  the  Grown  legislated  so 
ss  to  make  both  the  Legislative  Council 
and  the  ITouso  of  Assembly  ncccssnrily 
elective,  with  the  exception  of  introducing 
Uie  Chief  Justice  aa  one  of  the  Legislative 
Coondl,  and  eonstituting  him  the  Presi- 
deut  of  that  Council;  nnd  then  dircctlni^ 
that  tlio  cTistincf  Council  should  be  called 
together  tu  till  up  the  details  which  it  was 
Moessary  to  fiR  up,  bnt  subjeet  to  the  re- 
strietions  introduced  into  the  Act  of  Legis- 
lature,   lie  then  proceeded  an  follows  : — 

"  Ibe  Tacioos  details  of  tbo  luocliinery  of  the 
tiartfaaa,  the  definitioo  of  the  franohiso  of  the 

HtMjtor*,  both  for  the  Asocmbly  .ind  the  Lt'gisl.i- 
tive  Council,  and  many  other  |>articular8  wlticlt 
yriU.  wadily  eeenr  to  you,  are  all  subjects  on  which 
the  necessary  provisions  will  bo  mado  by  ordin- 
ance.  and  not  by  letters-patent,  and  as  to  which,  |  DO 
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therefore,  you  may,  with  a  vie«-  to  i-xjicnditurc, 
pivpare  at  onee  the  matter  to  be  embodied  iu  the 
ardtBaaea,  wMiQ«t  waitiof  fbr  the  arrival  of  the 
lettem-pntoiit  thoniselvps,  though,  of  course,  until 
tliey  reach  you  the  subject  cannot  bo  brougiit 
ander  the  eoaridawition  of  tiw  Legislative  Coiui- 
eiL" 

When  the  document  arrived  at  the  colony 
it  took  not  only  all  the  advisers  of  the 
Crswn,  but  the  whole  colony,  by  anrpriso. 
It  was  the  ist(odocti(n)  of  a  wholly  new 
system,  by  persons  who  had  no  local  ac- 
quaintance with  the  circumstances  of  the 
colony,  and  directly  in  o[)position  to  the 
views  of  Aose  who  had  the  most  extcn- 
•i»e  TMws  nnd  the  largest  atnount  of  local 
Information.  Additional  difficulties  were 
in  the  way  at  the  time  the  doenment 
reached  the  Cape.  It  was  forwarded  on 
tlie  29th  of  May,  1850.  Letters-patent 
were  sent  out  with  it.  When  they  arrived, 
the  colony  was  iu  a  strange  position.  It 
nay  be,  and  it  is  quite  true,  that  the  Le- 
gislative Coaneil,  as  formerly  con.stitutcd, 
had  for  some  time  been  losing  ground  in 

Cpular  esteem  at  the  Cape ;  1  do  uut 
lilate  to  say  that  in  1846  I  think  tlie 
time  had  arrived  when  something  of  the 
elective  system  in  some  shape  or  other 
ooght  to  have  been  introduced  into  the 
constotion  of  the  oolony,  and  it  was  no 
Vngcr  right  that  its  affairs  should  be  ad- 
ministered by  an  exclusively  dominant 
body,  the  majority  consisting  of  the  ad- 
visers of  the  Crown.  But  when  the  docu- 
ment arrived  at  the  Cape,  a  strange ^^te 
of  things  prevailed.  Between  l^J^  and 
184'J  had  occurred  that  lainentajrfle  state 
of  things  on  which  I  will  not  ^ilarge  ou 

VOL.  CXVIII.    [TinilD  SED&B.] 


{JQLT  Iff,  1851} 

die  present  oocasion,  beenoie  I  nm  imwil- 

ling  to  say  anything  likely  to  give  unneees- 
sary  offence — I  mean  that  which  arose  out 
of  the  anti-convict  agitation  in  the  colony. 
No  man  can  condemn  more  strongly  than 
I  do  the  riolent  measures  resorted  to  by 
those  persons  who  resisted  its  introduction. 
I  think  the  violence  of  their  measures  de- 
prived them  of  the  support  and  counte- 
nance of  many  here  who  felt  that  they  had 
a  just  nnd  lco;itimate  ground  of  complaint, 
and  who,  had  the  complaints  been  moro 
temperately  urged,  would  have  been  wil- 
ling not  only  to  lend  «  ready  ear^  but  to 
press  on  the  Government  the  justice  and 
rightoousne.ss  of  their  com])laints.  But  I 
do  •feel  that  upon  that  occasion  a  great 
error  was  eommitted — a  great  and  grave 
error — namely,  that  when  expectations  had 
been  held  out,  if  pledfjes  had  not  actually 
been  giveu,  that  convicts  should  not 
again  sent  to  the  eolony  unless  their 
presence  were  demanded  as  a  boon  by  the 
colony  —  and,  properly  administered,  a 
boon  they  might  have  been — but  pending 
the  decision  of  the  colony — nay,  iu  tlio 
teeth  of  the  declaration  of  the  public  bodies 


in  the  colonv — without  waiting  for  the  re- 
sidt  of  tlioir  deliberations,  convicts  wore 
sent  out  and  pressed  with  extreme  perti- 
nacity on  a  relnetant  colonj,  in  which  every 
man  was  bent  on  resisting  their  introdne- 
tion.  I  think  there  is  no  error  which  can 
bo  committed  moro  grave  than  to  hold  out, 
under  the  high  name  and  authority  of  tiw 
Crown,  expectations,  and,  fttr  more,  any 
pledges  of  boons  to  be  granted,  or  privi- 
leges to  be  conferred  on  our  colonial  pos- 
sessions, and  then  to  recede  from  tho  en- 
tire and  complete  accomplishment  of  the 
letter  and  spirit  of  every  such  pledge.  But 
the  error  met  with  a  grievous  punishment, 
which  will  fall  upon  the  Cape  colony  and 
the  other  possessions  of  the  Crown,  and 
the  authonty  of  the  Crown,  for  many  a 
long  year  to  come.  A  spirit  of  resistance 
and  detiauco  was  evoked,  and  in  a  good 
cause,  althottgb  it  was  carried  to  an  inde- 
fensible nztremn;  bni  •  resistance  was 
evoked  in  a  just  cause,  and  canned  to 
such  an  extent,  that,  after  an  unavail- 
ing resistance,  the  aothori^  of  tho  Crown 
was  successfully  defied  and  roMSted— > 
the  authority  of  the  Crown  was  lowered 
in  the  colony  —  and  not  petitions,  not 
memorials,  but  menaces,  threats,  acts  of 
absolute  riolence,  acts  almost  of  hosti- 
lity, were  carried  to  such  an  extent, 
that  to  them  the  Government  on  the  spot 
and  the  Government  at  homo  were  com- 
2  A 
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pelldd  abBolaialy  and  MtiTCiy  to  taeoumb. 

My  liords,  to  soch  an  dxtont  had  that  baen 
carried,  that  by  violence,  as  is  stated  by 
Sir  H.  Smith  in  a  recent  despatch,  the 
Legislative  CoudcU  was  virtualiy  dissotved. 
In  the  eolDinctioeaMnt  of  1849  the  anti- 
convict  agitation  was  carried  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  deter  any  persons  from  ns- 
senting  to  take  office  in  the  Legislative 
Cwtneil  on  tbe  ptft  «f  tlie  Crown,  and 
thoie  who  had  MMUted  to  take  that  office 
were  not  only  menaced  and  threatened, 
but  absolutely  encountered  positive  vio- 
lence, and  injury  to  their  petrous  and  pro- 
perty, the  coueqnenoe  «f  wtiioh  wms,  that 
bj  An  ael  of  violence  on  the  part  of  the 
colonists,  provnlciM]  by  an  act  of  injustice 
on  the  part  of  the  Uovemment,  the  Legis- 
lative Council  of  the  o<4ouy  waa  dissolTed. 
The  anti-^QOfieft  agiUtion  speedily  led,  as 
it  was  sure  to  do,  to  a  political  organisa- 
tion and  to  other  views,  by  the  forminpr  of 
a  party  maintaining  their  influence  by  this 
hold  on  tbe  popular  feeling.  Therefore, 
when  the  despatch  oame  out,  eallmg  upon 
the  Governor  to  refer  this  new  constitution 
to  tlie  Legislative  Council  as  then  consti- 
tuted, the  Governor  was  under  the  nccos- 
eity  of  saying  that  in  eonseqnenee  of  the 
anti'Convict  egitltion  be  bad  no  Council  to 
which  be  conld  so  refer  it— that  fur  tlie 
Space  of  a  year  and  more  there  had  been 
no  legislature  in  the  colony.  Every  ad- 
fnnee  of  pnUie  money  had  been  illegally 
made — every  expenditure  was  without  a 
shadow  of  public  authority  —  every  step 
taken  by  the  Governor  was  null  and  void, 
md  it  was  only  nbsolnte  neeessity  that 
eompelled  him  to  act  despotically,  because 
there  was  no  legislature  with  whom  be 
could  cotiHult.  Mv  I/ords,  what  course  then 
did  the  Governor  take  ?  I  think  ha  took  a 
rery  wise  and  jndioieiM  eonrse.  He  found 
dint  to  fill  np  the  Le|^s1ntire  Council  with 
men,  tbe  mere  nominees  of  tbe  ('rown, 
was  a  perfect  impossibility,  or  at  all  events, 
that  if  ho  so  filled  it  up,  they  must  have 
been  taken  exclusively  from  one  portion  of 
the  population;  and  at  once  one  of  those 
elements  of  discord  wliieh  I  fon-'^aw  in 
1842,  would  have  come,  and  has  come  into 
e|)emtion»  namely,  inoreased  nlienaUon 
and  jealousy  between  the  inhabitants  of 
English  and  Dutch  origin — between  the 
inhabitant^  of  the  Cnpc  district  on  tlie  one 
side,  and  ui  tbe  easteni  frontier  on  tlte 
ether,  Wliat,  then,  did  the  Governor  do  ? 
Upon  receiving  his  instructions  it  was  nc- 
ces8,irv  tlmt  be  should  re-form  bis  Council. 
Ue  found  that  the  Committee  of  triij 

The  Earl  of  Derby 


I  Oouneil  had  reported  in  fimnr  of  -  a  fpeiti- 
cular  constatneni  body,  whieh  stmnld  deot 

the  future  representatives  in  a  new  Parlia- 
ment. To  that  body,  cousistiug  of  the 
municipality,  and,  in  the  country  district* 
of  the  road-boards,  he  appealed,  in  order 
to  ascertain  who,  iu  tbe  opinion  of  the  co- 
lonists, were  the  most  desirable  persons 
to  form  a  portion  ot  his  Council.  i.Diuat 
eall  yonr  Lordships'  attention  to  the  terain 
in  which  the  (lovcrnor  announoet  hia  in- 
tention. Tbe  Uovemor's  notioe  waa  to  th« 
following  efFcet 

"  The  oomtuis£toiicrs  mid  wardmasters  of  caab. 
munioipalitx,  acting  jointly,  and  the  aemben  of 
e.ach  (uvi^iunril  roiul-board,  arc  requested,  aAer 
nsccrt-uiiiiig  as  well  an  possible  the  ricirs  of  the 
li(>u!«ebol(ler8  and  nitcpajeni  respeetively,  to  m- 
Icct  and  transmit  to  tbe  SeeMfauy  to  Govern* 
mcnt,  with  the  least  pomible  delay,  tbe  names  of 
wlirxtfvnr  numlx-r  of  colonists,  not  t'xcr<'<linp  five, 
Bucbbody  of  commiMiOQcm  and  wnr<]iiiast<>rs  nnd 
raeb  divltioaal  rood'lmud  ahalt  resp<<ctTTo!v  pro» 
pose  to  have  appointed  to  fill  the  exiatint,'  ^  n- m- 
cieS  in  tbe  Legislative  Coancil.  From  tbe  niunec 
to  be  thm  ralmiltad  t«  hit  Exoelleiiey  bs  «rfH  be 
prepared  to  fill  np  the  vacnnciea  in  question  in 
such  a  manner  as  sluill  seem  m09t  oalculated  to 
aeoufv  the  appointment  of  the  five  gentlemen 
willinir  to  yorrp  who  shM  ap{K>.ir  best  entitled  to 
tiio  confidence  of  the  tMiVeral  ciuses  aud  tii^triots 

oomposlug  tbs  entire  odoay/' 

The  result  ef  the  application  was  that  no 
very  larj[fc  proportion  of  tbe  inhabitauta  or 
ratepayers  actually  tendered  their  8af> 
frames.  I  find  there  were  in  the  muniei* 
pality  4,560  ratepayers,  and  out  of  these 
1,298  alone  took  the  trouble  of  recording 
their  votes  in  favour  of  the  candidatea. 
The  course  pursued  by  tbe  Governor  was 
that  he  did  net  sdeet  tbe  fire  names  with 
the  laiigest  number  of  votes,  but  the  five 
names  returned  by  the  <jreatest  ntimber  of 
the  tnutiicipal  bodies.  But  from  that  prin- 
ciple iu  one  instance  the  Governor  do- 
parted;  and  for  that  departure  he  aset  witii 
very  severe  censure  and  reprehension  o«i 
thr  part  of  the  other  four  gentlemo:],  who 
in  sub.scquent  proceedings  acted  as  a  biugle 
body,  and  who  had  boon  the  meat  active 
meinhers  of  the  anti-oooTiet  agitation. 
The  reason  the  Governor  departed  from 
that  prineiple  in  this  instance  was  this: — 
Four  bud  been  returned  by  a  conudoraUa 
majority  of  the  nqKesentative  liediea.. 
Between  the  other  candidates  Aere  wece 
some  few  votes,  but  none  bad  more  than 
seven.  On  lookini*  at  the  names  returned, 
it  struck  the  Governor  that  three  out  of 
the  UrB,  at  least,  were  from  tbe  diviaien  nC 
Cape  Town,  and  that  only  one,  or  tA  the 
mo.st  two,  was  from  the  Cixstern  div!«ion  of 
the  couutry;  and,  that  if  he  had  adopted 
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no 


dMWHBM  bigliMt  m  die  list,  ihere  woaU 

^re  been,  inasmuch  as  all  the  offioial 
roembers  were  from  Cape  Town,  as  repre- 
Motatim  of  the  English  population  from 
Ae  MkMera  ^Batriets,  two  wkXj  ont  of  • 
Cooneil  of  eleven;  and  one  of  thenit  Sir 
Andr»>w  Sfftrkenstrom,  did  not  represent 
the  feelings  of  the  EugUsh  popalation,  bat 
At  vioirt  of  parties  m  0^  Town.  It 
appeared,  also,  that  the 


(1  been 

obtained  hy  the  instnimpntnlity  of  circulars 
from  Cape  Town,  and  that  all  the  fire  rc- 

□antatires  had  been  returueU  by  tha 
influeiioe  of  Cape  Town  itidf,  tad  it 
was  onlv  hy  accident  that,  one  of  tho  j)or- 
tons  aoiuinatcd  having  doclinod,  no  ordrr^ 
were  given  as  to  how  the  vacancy  tibouid 
be  tmi  ip,  and  omaidenible  dlTomtj  of 
opinions  prevailed.  Here  was  anotbor  of 
th«  differonpes  which  I  had  foreseen  in 
1842~the  predoounating  and  paramouut 
MiHMBt  of  thit  nnmoMat  and,  poriiaps, 
more  wealthy  body  whoi  from  being  resi- 
dent at  the  scat  of  Government  itself,  wore 
able  to  exercise  a  very  powerful  influence 
oiw  1k»  legislatnro.  AnA  not  only  that, 
Wtilkadnitted  by  Mr.  Porter,  that  pn. 
der  any  system  of  nlpction,  even  with  tho 
improved  commuQication  now  in  the  colony, 
it  will  not  be  easy  to  find  persons  from  the 
«Motry  diaCrieta  wiDmg  to  mdoftoko  the 
hhfv.ir  ^nd  expense  of  attendance  at  Cape 
Towu,  hilt  that  those  distant  districts  will 
be  compelled  to  elect  as  repreaeatativos 
IMWNit  not  veoiding  in  the  dwtrieto  but  in 
Oapa  Town  ittelL  The  Oomnor,  how- 
erer,  in  pitfgn«nce  of  the  pledp^c  he  hod 
liven,  and  adopting  what  he  thought  the 
Wat  oonne,  oelnetod  ftmn  the  liato  the 
fMv  gentlemea  who  otood  the  faigbeot,  end 
K«  added  another  frentlcmnn  of  !^at  re- 
speetabitity  connected  with  the  eadtom 
'iilriet  to  give  a  nMre  fair  ihare  of  the 
representation  to  that  popnlat'ion.  Frwn 
tliat  time  tlicrc  irn«s  r\'\  organised  oppo< 
atioB  on  his  new  appointments ;  and  these 
Imt  gentlemen  acted  together,  consulted 
tagolhor,  dirided  togother  on  every  ooea- 
sion,  and  acted  as  an  orj^anised  opposition 
in  th«^'  n^wlr  roTT^titiUod  (lovernnient;  and 
I  mu^t  say  that  1  concur  iu  the  view  of 
thoaohle  Earl  aa  to  the  Biiatd[en  opimon 
these  gentlemen  have  formed  of  their  du- 
ties. One  of  the  subjects  to  which  the 
stteatton  of  the  Council  was  directed,  was 
Ao  irming  of  an  oidiiiaaee  to  be  Mib- 
■iifcd  to  tlie  Crown.  But  diat  was  by  no 
Deans  the  fiinijlc  purpose  of  the  Council. 
It  was  intended  that  the  Council  should 
MRj  on  the  ordinary  aoootsary  busiimsa 


of  the  eolonj,  and  that  tho  expendibtre 

should  be  sanctioned  by  a  re<.,'^uhu-1y  con- 
stituted and  legally  authorised  body.  But 
theao  gentlemen  thought  fit  not  to  consider 
themtolTes  in  die  light  of  ordinary  repre- 
sentatives sitting  by  virtue  of  a  precept 
froTii  thf»  OoverTinr,  although  thor  hnr\  ac- 
knowledged his  precept,  and  nut  as  tho 
rcprcsentativaa  of  the  elootOK,  such  elec- 
tors not  having  boon  oonatituted  electors 
by  any  law  whatever,  and  not  having  tho 
power  to  give  a  aingle  vote.  But  thesr* 
gentlemen  looked  upon  themaolfCB,  m 
■hort,  aa  having  boon  eleoted  not  aa  a 
representative  but  as  a  constituent  body, 
brought  toifother  for  the  purpose  of  framing 
a  constitution  for  the  colony,  and  for 
nothing  more.  The  Coooctl  met  abont 
tho  6ih  of  Septiinber,  and  eaatbned  sit- 
ting during  the  greater  portion  of  the 
mooth,  and  they  made  some  progr^a  io 
their  arrangementa  widi  regard  to  the  new 
constitution.    Thon  ware  aevenl  Vjointa 

on  which  thcr  were  iinftnimoii?.  There 
were  Bome  which  were  carried  by  a  ma- 
jority. Bat  with  n^rd  to  the  awnhttr  of 
electors,  with  regard  to  the  qoalifieatioo* 
with  regard  to  there  being  two  TTon*?rs, 
with  regard  to  the  seat  of  Government 
being  at  Cape  Town,  with  regard  to  the 
pajrment  of  menbon,  with  regard  to  the 
eicluslon  from  cither  legir^lativo  bo<ly  of 
ail  officers  connected  with  the  Government 
and  in  the  pay  of  the  Government  —  of 
which  I  doubt  tho  wiodom — with  regard  to 
many  of  theiO»  there  was  a  perfect  unanim- 
ity. The  question  which  ultimately  led  to 
the  crisis  was  the  d^eat  of  these  four 
genthNnen  hy  the  ofieiil  nooherB  and  hy 
the  non-ofiMal  nuttbera  from  the  oait 
district,  on  some  very  important  matters, 
namely,  whether  the  quaiificatbu  for  a 
uionber  of  the  L^dative  Cooneil  ohodd 
bo  the  same  as  that  for  a  member  of  the 
House  of  A''"rm1)ly;  whetlier  tlic  two 
Houses  should  be  elected  for  the  same 
period;  and  whether  tlie  Upper  House 
ahoold  he  elootod  by  the  entire  oolooy  as 
one  constituency.  Xow  this  is  a  question 
of  very  great  iu)portanee.  Let  the  Legis- 
lative Council  i>e  elected  or  let  it  be  nomi- 
nated, if  it  be  intended  to  he  in  anjdogtoe 
a  check  and  control  on  the  deliberation  or 
want  of  deliberations  of  the  House  of  A'*- 
sembly,  it  can  be  no  such  check  and  no 
flueh  eontrol  if  the  qnalifieation  the 
electors  and  the  eloetod  he  the  some*  if 
the  duration  of  the  session  be  the  same, 
and  if  tho  period  of  their  election  and  the 
natare  of  the  daolon  ha  fnaiaaiy  the 
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same.    They  will  be  returned  by  die  lame 
body,  irOl  be  under  the  same  influence, 
and  wUl  be  a  mere  repetition  of  tlic  TTovisc 
of  Assembly,  and  can  exercise  no  real  con- 
trol.   Being  defeated  on  these  questions, 
Ihose  gentlemen  introdiieed  a  meaanre  de- 
daratorj  of  tbcir  intention  to  take  no  fur- 
ther steps,  and  to  legislate  upon  no  ques- 
tion except  for  tho  establishment  of  a  new 
constitution.    They  had  therefor©  left  the 
vbole  bnflinesB      tho  eolony  precisely  in 
the  state  in  which  it  was  before  their  dec- 
tioTi,  nlthough  in  consequence  of  the  ordi- 
nance it  was  proposed  to  pass,  and  Avhich 
required  the  approval  of  the  Crown,  a  long 
period  must  elapse  before  any  legislative 
body  could  bo  constituted  in  the  Cape. 
The  GoYcnmr  was  in  a  serious  embarrass- 
ment in  consequence  of  this  state  of  things, 
and  he  took  tbe  ooorse  which  had  been 
condemned  by  the  noble  Earl,  but  which  I 
think  he  was  warranted  in  takii  i:.  He 
had  no  Legislative  Council  legally  consti- 
tuted, and  for  this  reason,  that  by  the 
letters  patent  eenstitnting  that  Council,  it 
was  required  to  eonstst  of  not  less  than 
ten,  and  not  mor^^  than  twelve  members, 
of  whom  six,  including  the  Governor,  shonld 
be  official.    Br  the  resignation  of  four  out 
of  the  six  nmeia}  members,  the  Council 
was  reduced  to  eight,  including  the  Go- 
vernor, and  consequently  was  not  a  lef?ally 
constituted  body,  and  had  no  power  to  act. 
But  the  OoTemor,  seeing  wnat  progress 
had  been  made,  thought  it  riL^t  to  ask 
the  remaining  members,  official  and  non- 
official,  for  their  snnrtion  to  the  formation 
of  an  ordinance  ia  such  manner  as  if  they 
bad  the  power  of  legislation  thej  would  be 
willing  to  adopt.    The  Council  proceeded 
to  execute  their  duty,  and  they  transmitted 
through  Mr.  Forter,  the  Attorney  General, 
the  draft  of  an  ordinance,  which,  if  passed 
by  tbe  Crown,  would  have  put  an  end  to 
all  confusion  and  difficulty  in  the  colony. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  that  draft  ordi- 
nance is  perfect,  and  that  it  micht  not  be 
amended;  but  it  is  a  basis  for  Tegislation 
lud  by  those  who  are  best  acquainted  with 
the  affiurs  of  the  colony.    But  I  am  hound 
to  say  that  after  tho  proceedings  which 
have  taken  place,  the  difileukies  of  in- 
trodneing  representative  institu^ons  were 
greater  than  had  been  anticipated.  In 
the  first  place,  the  overwlic  lining  influence 
of  Cape  Town  over  the  whole  of  the  colony 
was  nanifiBstlj  and  distinctly  proved  by 
the  result.   In  the  next  place,  this  ques- 
tion  of    representative  institutions  has 
eroked,  most  unlmpplly,  a  desire  for  a 
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separation  between  the  eastern  portion  of 
the  eolony  and  the  western,  upon  tlie  ex« 

press  ground  that  the  eastern,  consisting 
of  a  large  majority  of  the  British,  would 
be  overborne  by  the  preponderatmg  in- 
fluenee  of  tbe  Dutch  in  the  Cape  district — 
thus  introducing  practically  at  the  very 
outset  another  of  the  difficulties  wliicli,  iu 
1842,  I  pointed  out.  Theo«  again^  the 
Governor  says — - 


"That  he  could  not  rdrain  ezpreaing  bis 
opinion  that  when  the  proposals  of  th«  Inbabitants, 
cRpocially  of  tho  farmers,  wcro  coiisiderfd,  it  w.-is 
likcljr  that,  under  a  logislatore  purely  eloctive, 
tho  ooloorad  elasssi  being  in  au  thi«»4lltlM  of 
the  population  of  the  colony — would,  hy  mn.Tis  of 
compubory  oontraots  for  leogtheoed  periodi*  and 
vagnat  laws,  with  ssvare  pn^haienito  and  penal- 
ties, be  redooed  to  a  state  of  virtmt  tSamtj?* 

The  Secretary  of  the  Colony*  who  stated* 

in  1848,  that  with  the  exception  of  the 

law  relatinf,'  to  inheritance  by  succf^^'^ion, 
there  was  no  point  on  which  the  iiiitch 
and  English  differed,  goes  ou  to  state 
that,  in  1851,  the  circumstances  before 
adverted  to  have  made  these  ranarits, 
which  were  applicable  in  1848,  directly 
the  reverse  in  1851.    The  Secretary  to 
the  Governor  further  said,  he  was  con- 
vinced sound  policy  reouired  that  doe  cau- 
tion should  be  observed  to  interpose  such  a 
check  as  might  afford  opportunity  for  full 
consideration  to  the  British  Govorumcnt, 
and  proper  protection  to  a  British  eolony. 
Here,  therefore,  were  all  the  difficulties 
which  I  predicted  brought  to  bear  before 
tho  new  legislature  was  constituted,  in  the 
very  appointment  and  ixrsi  nioveniunts  of 
the  meeting  eonrened  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  that  legislature.    Under  these 
circumstance?,   tho   Govci-nor  expressed 
his  opinion   that,    if  possible,  a  nomi' 
native  Legislative  Couucil  should  be  estab- 
hshed,  and  not  an  eleotiTO  one;  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Governor  concurred  in 
that  view.    The  Attorney  General  stated 
an  opinion,  in  which  I  confess  I  cannot 
but  concur,  that  though  it  would  hava 
been  desirable  in  the  first  instance  to 
establish  a  nominative  Council,  yet,  after 
tho  expectations  that  had  been  held  out, 
and  tho  miasi  promise  giveu,  it  will  be 
hardly  sare  to  recede,  and  that  tho  ques* 
tion  of  a  Legislative  Council,  priTOipolly 
elective,  must  still  continue  to  b«»  consid- 
ered, at  whatever  risks.    My  Lords,  1  say 
that  there  ia  no  risk  equal  to  the  danger 
of  violating  a  pledge  given,  or  expectation 
held  out  to  til'  (1  lony.    The  noMe  Karl 
(£arl  Qrey)  strongly  disapproved  of  the 
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coorid  pursued  bv  the  Governor  on  this 
oocasion.  He  said — 

"  With  Mgud  to  tho  couraa  telten  Ly  vour- 
si'lf  ill  conscquenoo  of  tho  difEkniltj  in  which  jou 
were  placed  by  the  retignation  of  the  fbtnr  Mesa- 
kn  who  rctiri'd  I'rom  tlic  Legislative  Council,  I 
eannot  conrejr  to  ;oa  tho  final  judgment  of  Ucr  Ma- 
jcity'*  GoTeniiiMiit  in  the  abMiiee  of  the  fhUer  in- 
fonnation  which  I  am  led  to  expect ;  Lut  I  must 
w>t  Goooeal  from  jou  tliat  I  am  altogethei*  uuablo 
lUMiiloriliBii^frnm  that  which  has  already  reached 
mo,  -if  rfasona  for  baring  considered  it  neces- 
fary  to  inttrrupt  tho  sittings  of  tho  Legislative 
CouiUiil  on  account  of  tho  rcsii^nation  of  four  of 
ill  oiMBbsrt.  What  was  the  ob«tacio  to  your 
Mkiiy  new  appointments,  or  proceeding  with 
tbo  remaining  iMcihIkts  to  consider  and  to  pass 
the  ordinance  for  cumidctin^'  tho  constitution — 
thMfh  it  seems  to  hare  >x>en  considered  insur- 
mouDtablo  by  your  Exocutivc  Council  as  well  as 
bf  jrourseif — i  am  eutirei/  at  a  losa  to  coo- 


troduction  of  rcpreMntativ*  iutiftvlioBI  hf  m 
imtmineiit  to  be  iaMtedln  RnghuMl,'* 

There  corUinly  is  one  error  irhioh  the 

Governor  fell  into,  or  at  knst  ha  omitted 
to  think  of  one  mode  hy  which  he  could 
have  tibvlated  tlio  difficulty — by  refusing 
to  accept  the  proffered  reugoations  of 
tho  McmberB  of  the  Legislative  Council. 
[Earl  Grey  :  Hear,  hear  '  ]  Yes.  Tho 
noble  Earl  cheers  me.  But  that  was  not 
what  the  noble  Earl  foond  fftuH  with  the 
Governor  about.  Tb»  noble  Earl  found 
fault  with  tho  Governor  for  not  making 
new  nominations,  or  not  going  un  with  tho 
old  Kembwu  Bnt  the  suggestion  as  to 
not  accepting  ihe  reaignatious  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  tho  Council  who  tendered  them 
docs  not  seem  at  all  to  have  ooourred  to 
the  noble  Earl,  and  certainly  is  not  to  be 
traced  in  any  of  his  communicationa. 
Upon  the  noble  Earl  receiving  this  anever 
of  the  Governor,  he  said — 

"  I  cannot  alter  my  views  as  to  the  course  of 
jiroceeding.  I  am  satisfied  that  you  could  haro 
•^one  on  with  tho  present  Council.  It  may  be 
true  that  these  resignations  having  been  accepted^ 
may  have  augmented  the  difficulty  much.  I  reooni" 
nKMul  th.it  you  shall  still  l'm  "n  itha  diminished 
Council,  and  proceed  to  frame  a  new  legishituro^ 
and  in  the  meentimo  perform  the  jftmetioM  of  the 
Legislature.  For  tliat  purpose,  and  as  there 
may,  perhaps,  be  some  doubt  as  to  the  legality  of 
TOW  present  proceedings,  I  transmit  fresh  instruc- 
tions, authorising  you  to  continue  with  six  offi> 
ciol  members,  accompanied  by  two  unoffioal 
memben.** 

Now  the  legal  question  I  am  incompetent 

to  argue;  but  I  beg  to  direct  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  the  nuhle  Earl's  lan- 
guage, which  is  really  amu.sing  : — 

"  Instead  of  obtaimof  an  opinion  from  the  law 
officers  of  the  Grown,  I  have  adviied  the  Crown 
to  issue  fresh  instructions  declaratory  of  tlio 


Tfie  answer  of  the  Governor  was  conclu- 
sive to  the  rebuke  thus  administered  hy 
the  noble  Earl.  The  Governor  said  the 
SccreLnrv  of  State  might  be  "  at  a  loss  to 
coneeive  why  he  ccnld  not  proceed;  hut 
the  plain  fact  was,  that  he  had  no  legal 
body — nu  Legislative  Council  in  existence 
—for  that,  by  the  terms  of  the  letters 
patent,  tho  Legislative  Gonncil  most  con- 
sist of  not  less  tlian  ten  or  more  than 
twelve  Members,  of  wliom  not  more  than 
six  should  be  official,  and  that  the  Secre- 
tsiy  of  State  had  faHen  into  the  error  of 
eouonnding  the  numbers  sufficient  for  a 
quorum  with  the  numbers  requisite  to  con- 
stitute tho  legislative  body;  and  with  re- 
gard to  the  suggestion,  that  he  might  have 
filled  up  the  vaeancics  by  new  noniinations, 
tlio  Governor  aMrl  that  he  "could  not 
find  the  means  at  that  time  of  making  up 
the  Council,  unless  he  hlicd  it  up  from  one 
portion  of  the  commnntty  alone,  thus 
tending  to  e.xcite  the  apprehensions  of 

those  wlio  hoped  to  see  surmounted  tho  weaning^  those  which  accompanied  your  oom- 
apprehensions   formerly  entertained  by 
Lord  Stanley,"  as  to  dissenMona  be< 


tween  the  English  and  Dutch  colonists — 
differences  which,  of  late,  have  very  for- 
midably increased.  The  advice  of  the 
Governor  was,  that  if  possible  the  principle 
of  nomination  shonld  be  adhered  to;  but 
that,  if  it  were  not  possible,  then  as  to 
filling-  up  the  present  Council  new  nomi- 
nations should  be  avoided.    The  Governor 


"  I  could  obtain  Members  only  from  the  Eng- 
lish oommunitf,  and  onl;  two  uooffieial ;  and  to 
TCMit  to  the  En^tlUh  woetd  be  to  sgfravate  tho 

disseosions  between  them  at\d  the  Dutch  colo- 
Ai«ts,  But  I  cannot  help  tluukiag  tltat,  with  the 
isfbruuition  before  your  Lordships,  it  would  be 
pnetiaible  and  pcefiutable  to  provide  for  tlia  In- 


mitoion." 

And  these  fresh  instructions  declare  that 
though  the  original  in;  fmr  fions  bear  upon 
tho  face  of  them  that  tho  Legislative 
Council  shall  consist  of  not  less  than  ten, 
nor  more  than  twdvo  members,  of  whom 
not  more  than  six  shall  be  official,  the 
meaning  is  that  tho  Governor  shall  carry 
on  the  governmcDt  of  the  colony  with  any 
number  of  persons  not  exceeding  six,  and 
all  of  them  official.  And  then,  as  if  to 
show  the  power  of  contradiction,  the  noble 
Kail  says  that  **  when  the  time  arrived  for 
taking  into  consideration  the  constttottonal 
ordinances,  it  was  provided  by  the  instruc- 
tions that  the  CuuucU  should  be  reconsti- 
tuted un  its  former  basis."    Why,  if  the 
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meaning  of  the  original  instructions  was 
that  tbere  should  he  a  Council  of  six  mem- 
hen  (though  thej  said  expressly  from  ten 
to  twelve),  what  can  be  the  meaning  of 
"reconstituting  it  on  its  former  basis" 
when  the  time  shall  come  for  reconsidering 
the  oonstittttioQal  goTemment  f  The  nohle 
Earl  contiiiaea  Uraa 

**  This  is  asassisiy  in  a  legal  point  of  view ; 
ibr  tiM  I«tten  patent  expreaslj  entrusted  the  task 
of  forminf?  new  ordinances  to  the  present  Coun- 
cil, and  the  Council  would  not  in  rv  strict  legal 
signification,  cortaiQljr  not  in  common  intend- 
ment, satisfv  thesft  wwds." 

With  respect,  however,  to  the  details  of 
the  question,  I  will  refer  to  one  point  at 
least,  just  to  show  the  pertinacity  willi 
which  the  noble  Earl  adhered  to  his  own 
views  in  dcfifince  of  all  admonition  or  ex- 
perience. Ibat  the  Chief  Justice  should 
he  Fresideot  of  the  Iiegislatire  Council 
iras  included  in  the  letters  patent — conse- 
quently it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the  Le- 
gislative Council  to  deal  with  the  (question, 
and  thej  were  compelled  to  enact  it.  But 
the  whole  of  those  who  sat  upon  the  Council 
signed  a  petition  to  the  Crown,  praying 
that  the  Crown  would  reacind  that  portion 
of  the  Royal  instructions;  inasmuch  as  they 
were  unanimously  of  opinion  that  it  was 
inconsistent  with  the  functions  of  the  Chief 
Justice  that  ho  shonld  preside  in  the  Le- 
gislative Council,  and  thns  be  brouglit  into 
the  politieal  differences  that  might  arise. 
They  therefore  prayed  that  thn  part  of 
the  patent  might  be  repealed.  *'  No," 
said  the  noblo  Earl,  **  it  is  awkward  to 
make  frequent  alterations  in  such  a  docu- 
tnmit*'*  My  Lords,  I  concur  in  that  opin- 
ion; hut  my  inference  from  it  is,  that  such 
instruments  when  first  issued  should  be 
carefully  considered,  with  a  view  to  their 
being  as  mach  as  postiible  irrevocable. 
The  nohle  Earl  only  said,  howeTer»  that 
he  had  "  no  reason  for  apprchendiog  that 
the  Chief  Justice  would  not  preserve  a 
dignified  neutrality  with  regard  to  party 
politics,  and  considered  it  essential  that, 
m  the  first  instaaoe,  die  authority  of  the 
Crown  should  be  maintained,  by  can-ying 
into  effect  the  grant  of  r'^pre«pntative  in- 
stitutions in  the  manner  which  11  er  Majesty 
had  prcteribed. 

I  will  troahle  your  Lordships  with  one 
word  more  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
noble  Earl  thought  he  had  got  out  of  his 
difficulty,  by  declaratory  instructions,  de- 
etaring  the  meanrag  of  the  fonner  instnio> 
tions,  and  declaring  that  ten  meant  six. 
Unfortunately  for  the  Talae  of  theae  in* 


strucdons,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  legal  opin- 
ion, signed  by  names  of  no  mean  authoritj 
with  your  Lordships — Sir  Fitzroy  Kellj, 
Mr.  Spencer  Walpole,  and  Mr.  Kenyon — 
to  the  cfToct  that  the  instructions  by  which 
the  noble  Earl  thought  to  mend  the  flaw 
in  the  former  instruetionat  an  in  them- 
selves  itt^;a],  and  in  excess  heyond  the 
power  possessed  bv  the  Crown  :  that,  the 
Crown  having  granted  to  the  colony  a 
constitution,  in  which  there  shall  be  at 
least  four  official  and  six  unofficial  mem- 
bers, it  cannot  be  restricted  and  restrained 
bj  the  same  authority  of  the  Crown  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  exclude  from  the 
CbnneO  all  those  nenons  hut  absolute  no- 
minees  holding  oflice  Under  the  Crown. 
My  Lord.4,  I  have  no  power  to  argue  the 
legal  (|uestion,  but  I  state  this  upon  legal 
authority;  and  high  as  umy  be  that  autho- 
rity on  whieh  it  has  been  maintahied  out 
of  this  House,  it  is  supported  upon  atUl 
higher  authority  in  this  fToiise.    Upon  a 
question  of  this  kind,  huvvover»  in  which 
the  passions  of  the  colonists  are  exdtedf 
and  there  is  discontent  from  one  end  of  the 
colony  to  the  other,  it  is  enough  to  say 
that  doubt  can  be  cast  upon  \ho  legality 
of  the  proceedings — doubt  upon  the  legality 
of  the  body  entrusted  with  all  legidbttve 
functions,  and,  above  all,  with  the  task  of 
framing  a  constitution.    But  even  if  there 
were  no  doubt  as  to  the  legality  of  the 
Council,  can  your  Lordships  behove  that 
such  a  body  as  at  present  oonstitatedy 
with  the  feelings  excited  as  thej  BOW  are 
in  the  colony,  when  thn  Governor  states 
that  he  could  only  fill  it  up  by  names  taken 
from  one  portion  of  the  community,  and 
that  portion  a  minority  ;  assuming  eren 
that  the  Council  was  legally  constituted, 
was  it  a  T»ody  to  whom  at  the.  present 
time,  and  under  such  circumstauces,  such 
a  delicate  and  important  function  ahonld 
be  confided,  as  that  of  fonnvsg  a  constitu- 
tion for  the  colony  amidst  so  much  discon- 
tent and   cxcitetnont?      Jly  Lords,  the 
Governor  himselt  has   poiuted  out,  and 
with  perfect  propriety,  the  ooune  9i  pro- 
ceeding which  I  am  led  to  belicTe  would 
be  satisfactory,  and  the  only  course  which 
can  be  satisfactory  to  the  colony — that  of 
a  final  adjudication  upon  this  important 
question  by  the  intenrention  and  the  au- 
thority of  Parliament.    It  is  not  merely 
that  an  ordinance  signed  by   the  nnble 
Earl  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  should 
carry  with  it  no  legal  weight,  but  I  regret 
to  be  compelled  to  say,  that  after  what 
haa  oocnrred  in  the.eoiony,  it  is  a  haaard- 
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COS  tbiog  to  try  what  maj  be  the  respect 
Mid  .  to  tiie  ftttdiorHy  nominallj  of  the 
Cfwni,  but  Tirtually  exercised  bj  the  Sec- 
retrirv  nf  Stntn  for  the  Colunies.  We 
have  secu,  my  Lords,  the  authority  of  the 
Crown,  as  so  rejuraaented,  set  at  nought 
wi4h  snaeets;  and  I  «Miiioft  anticipate  that 
even  with  the  high  name  and  authority  of 
the  Crown,  an  iinhcitatlng  assent  would 
be  giren  on  the  part  ot  the  pcopie  of  the 
oofeoy  to  any  MnttitatioD  wbicli  may  ba 
aent  out  on  the  authority  of  that  Secretary 
of  Stnte  with  whom  unhappily  a  large 
portion  of  the  community  have  for  the  last 
two  or  three  years  aurriad  on  an  angry 
and  hostile  oontaat.  My  Lords,  I  believe 
that  to  the  "uprome  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment all  sections  of  the  community  will 
bow,  and  that  that  aotbority  abne  ean 
Bolvc  the  problem  which  at  present  is 
tliroatrning  tlic  wliolc  fniiiiowork  of  society 
in  iho  colony  with  dissolution.  To  that 
authuruy,  my  Lords,  all  parties  would 
^aarfoliy  submit  in  tha  firtt  inatanoa,  and 
more  especially  so  if  power  were  reserved 
to  tho  Legislature  to  be  constituted,  or  to 
a  n^aj  ii  ity — or  perhaps  more  than  a  mere 
tnajunty-'to  allar*  wiih  tha  sanation  of 
the  Crowiit  tha  bstitotions  which  in  the 
first  place  might  be  given  to  them.  You 
introduced  a  provision  of  this  kind  into 
tha  Aoatimliaii  BUI  which  paaaad  last  year. 
Bat  that  which  is  of  all  things  the  most 
imp<^r(ant  is,  that  this  agitating  and  cx- 
eiliug  question  should  not  long  be  bung 
^) — kindling  fresh  animoaities,  and  cans* 
ing  fresh  difBcoltiaa.  My  Lords,  I  might 
bare  hesitated  as  to  the  introduction  of  so 
large  a  measure  of  representative  govern- 
ment as  is  contemplated  in  the  plan  dis- 
daaad  by  these  papers.  But  I  say  that, 
inasmuch  as  the  question  has  been  raised, 
and  has  been  raised  upon  such  liigli  an- 
thority,  and  has  uhtained  the  sanction  ot 
ao  htrge  a  portion  of  tha  colonists,  and  the 
sanction  of  the  Crown,  T  say  tliat  any  risk 
is  to  be  encountered,  and  I  will  not  bate  one 
jot  of  the  extent  of  free  iostitutions  propos- 
ed to  ho  oooferred  vpon  the  colony,  how> 
ever  much  I  may  look  with  anxious  appro* 
hensioii  to  the  working  of  these  institu- 
tions— at  all  events  in  the  first  place.  But 
for  God's  sake  settle  the  question  here^ — 
aattla  it  hwo  by  dispassionate  authority,  to 
wliicK  dtif  respect  will  he  paid.  Settle  it 
hv  tiie  autlinritv  of  Parliament— and  for 
tiiat  purpuric  1  call  upou  your  Lordships  to 
interpose.  Yon  hare  ample  materials  he> 
fore  you — the  scheme  of  the  dissentient 
mamhara  ol  tha  Aaaambly  on  (he  one  band. 


and  on  the  other  hand  the  scheme  pro- 
posed  and  put  into  the  form  of  an  ordi- 
nance Ly  the  remahiing  members  of  Coun- 
cil, with  tlio  ref'irilrtl  .  j  iiiiuns  of  the  Go- 
vernor and  of  such  nidividual  members  of 
the  Council — in  short,  all  the  information 
which  yonr  Lordships  can  possibly  desira. 
The  labours  which  would  he  imposed  upon 
your  Lordships  and  the  Committee  it  is 
my  object  should  he  appointed,  would  he, 
no  doubt»  Tery  important*  but  not  neoea^ 
sarily  of  lengthened  duratbn.  But  even 
if  they  were  by  a  week  or  fortnight  to 

S retract  the  duration  of  the  Session  now 
rawing  (at  least,  I  hope  so)  to  a  close,  I 
cannot  but  think  that  the  occupation  of  a 
small  portion  of  your  Lordsljips  time  and 
of  that  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
would  be  well  bestowed  indeed  in  assisting 
to  oonfer  peace  on  this  distracted  colony, 
now  torn  by  intestine  divisions  at  home  and 
disturbed  by  a  war.  aggravated  by  the  dis- 
inclination of  some  of  the  colonists  to  side 
with  the  Goremment,  arising  out  of  the 
disaffection  caused  by  this  very  question. 
If  your  Lordships  will  interpose  an  au- 
thority which  would  be  recognised  where 
no  other  authority  ia  reoogntaed,  and 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Government 
by  uniting  the  population  on  behalf  of  a 
form  of  constitution  ou  which  they  have 
set  their  hearts,  aad  thua  combining  them 
in  defence  of  the  country  which  is  the  na^ 
tivc  home  of  pome,  "nd  the  adopted  home 
of  all,  1  am  sure  there  is  not  one  among 
your  Lordships  who  would  not  think  Ao 
delay  of  a  few  days,  or  even  of  a  week  or 
two,  amply  compensated  by  the  vnbmble 
results  which  would  follow  the  iuterposi- 
tion  of  ^uur  Lordships'  authority  in  the 
colony,  m  the  restoration  to  it  of  peace 
and  tranquillity,  and  the  restoration  also 
f'f  tbopo  friendly  communications  which 
it>  lis  mo&t  important  to  maintain,  and 
which  uDhap})ily  have  been  ao  interrupted, 
between  the  Government  at  home  and  the 
inhabitants  of  the  colony  (ronorally.  My 
Lords,  J  do  not  ask  your  Lordships  to 
affirm  this  Motion  for  the  purpose  of 
any  party  triumph —  [^f^^  Gret  :  Heart 
hear  !]  The  noble  Earl  cheers  me  : 
hut  I  can  assure  him  I  am  sincere.  1 
do  not  mean  to  say  I  am  not  desirous 
of  seeing  the  Motion  afiirmed;  hut  that  , 
1  desire  it,  not  iii  order  to  obt  iin  n  pnrly 
triumph,  or  to  pass  a  censure  upon  tlio 
Guverumeut,  but  because  1  am  anxious  to 
see  the  friendly  assistance  and  co-opera- 
tion of  Parliament  tendered  to  Iler  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  the  purpose 
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strengthening  their  hands,  and  of  effect- 1  pediency  of  the  Motion,  am  more  than 


ing  the  oVtjeet  which  we  hnvo  in  view  in 
the  only  WH^  in  which  it  can  be  obtained, 
BO  as  to  give  satisfaetion  to  the  eolony, 
and  to  secure  the  good  working  of  the  In- 
stitutions wo  desire  to  introduce.  With 
these  words,  mj  Lords,  I  move  that  a  So- 
leot  Committee  be  appointed,  to  which  the 
papers  laid  before  joor  Lordships  in  the 
course  of  the  present  or  the  last  Session, 
with  respect  to  the  colony  of  the  Cape,  be 
referred.  And  I  state  distinctly  that  the 
object  I  have  in  view  is,  with  the  least  pos- 
sible loss  of  time,  to  intrnduce  a  Bill  for 


'  over  unable  to  concur  in  it,  and  am  more 
tiiaa  tivcr  at  a  loss  to  dirine  the  real 
grounds  on  which  it  is  brought  forward, 
unless  indeed  it  be  that  which  the  noble 
Earl  has  dlsciiumed — the  desire  of  ohtain- 
ing  a  party  triumph.  Tiie  noble  Lari  s 
review  of  the  whole  anbjeet  will  cooipel  asa 
also  to  refer  in  the  course  of  what  I  have 
to  say  to  the  transacUons  of  former  years 
bearing  upon  this  question;  but  fortu- 
nately there  are  many  points  in  whiefa  I 
concur  with  the  noble  Lofd*  and  I  shall 
not  have  to  animadvert  on  much  of  the 


the  purpose  of  settling  at  once  and  for  i  earlier  part  of  the  uobio  Earl's  statemeut. 
ever  this  difficult  and  cooiplicated  ijiies-  ■  But  before  I  proceed  to  consider  the  gen- 
tion.  •  eral  question,  it  is  necessary  that  I  should, 

J,    j_  j  in  the  firat  place,  sliortly  notice  the  noble 

I  Enrl's  complaint  that  in  my  despatch  I 
**  TL-vt  tbo  papers  laid  before  this  Honae  during  have  mitiquot^  One  of  his  own  despatches. 


tlio  present  .ind  tlie  last  Session  of  rarUniii'Jiit,  re- 
lative to  the  granting  KoprcMntaiiTe  Institutions 
to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  be  teftmd  to  a  Selsot 
Oonuaittee.** 


The  nohle  Earl  aaya  that  his  despatdi 

of  1842  was  not  meant  as  a  refuaal  of 
representative  institutions  to  the  colony. 
Undoubtedly  it  was  nut  a  refusal  in  so 
Load  LYNDHCJRST  rose,  amidst  loud  many  words;  it  was  not  in  the  nohla 
cries  for  Earl  Grey.  His  Lordship,  Imving  J]arr.s  own  words  a  final  and  an  irreroo- 
explained  that  his  intention  was  to  address  able  refii.-al;  but  I  must  say,  having  read 
the  Ilouse  on  a  point  of  law  only,  gave  the  noble  Earl^  despatch,  and  having 
way. 

Earl  GREY  :  It  is  for  that  reason  that 
I,  who  am  incompetent  to  match  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  legal  question, 
shoold  now  answer  that  which  I  anf  hotter 

able  to  answer,  the  general  statements  of  the 

noble  Earl.  I  think  it  is  oltvious  that  this  '  ultimatL-lv,  they  might  be  cstablii^hcJ  at 
coni'se  is  for  the  convoniencu  of  your  Lord-  j  the  Cape  (jf  Good  Hope,  yet  that  tbe  time, 
ships,  and  that  it  is  also  more  fair  to  the  I  for  their  establi^ihwcnt  had  not  tlien  ar- 
GoTemment  that  I  shontd  answer  the  |  rived.  In  that  sense  I  understood  the 
general  statement  of  the  noble  Earl,  and  noble  Earl's  despatch.  I  took  that  view 
that  then  the  noblo  and  learned  Lord  should  i  of  it  in  my  own  despatch,  and  it  docs  not 


heard  the  noble  Bari*a  eiptanatio*,  I 

not  help  considering  the  despatch  as  imply- 

ing^  as  strong  an  opinion  as  it  is  possible 
for  a  Secretary  of  State  to  convey — to  the 
eifcct  that,  however  desirable  repreeeata* 
tive  institutions  might  be,  and  however. 


deal  with  the  legal  question,  and  be  au- 


appe 


ar  I  was  mistaken.     The  noble  Earl 


awered  by  some  noble  and  learned  Friend  f  said,  my  despatch  to  Sir  Henry  Fottingcr. 
of  mine.  My  LordSt  I  confess  I  was  sur- '  on  the  contrary,  was  meant  t»  take  away 
price  d,  after  the  very  long  and  able  8peoe!i  nil  discretion  from  the  Governor  and  tbe 
of  the  noble  Earl,  that  after  having  occu- 1  local  authorities  as  to  the  grant  of  repc©» 
pied  your  Lordships*  attention  fbr  an  hour  |  sentative  institutions,  and  to  ezpresa  that 
and  a  half,  the  noble  Lord  should  hare,  in  |  a  conclusion  had  been  come  to  npea  the 
a  few  !sontences  at  the  close  of  liis  speech,  point,  and  that  really  they  were  only  eon- 
disposed  of  what  seemed  to  me  the  nio&t  suited  as  to  the  manner  in  which  that 
difficult  part  of  the  whole  subject — the  great  change  was  to  take  place.  Hy 
reasons  in  favour  of  his  Motion.  The  j  Lords,  such  waa  not  my  intentioa;  aud 
noble  Lord  gave  a  very  able  and  elaborate  however  badly  T  may  have  expressed  mr- 
review,  which  however  was  not  always;  self,  I  confess  1  am  unable  to  tind  that  ray 
correct,  as  1  hope  to  i»how,  of  the  transac- !  despatch  fairly  bears  such  au  interprcta* 
tions  connected  wiUi  this  difficult  subject;  |  tioo.  On  reading  the  fbnntt,dispateh  of 
but  when  he  camS  to  the  conclusion  he ,  the  noble  Earl,  I  found  that  he  professed 
called  on  your  Lordships  to  adopt,  he  '  to  fed  aniioas  to  introduce  representative 

f lanced  ouly  at  tlie  reasons  in  favour  of  institutions  as  soon  as  it  could  be  done  with 
is  Motion;  and  I  confess  that  I,  who  ori-  \  a  prospect  of  sncoess,  even  thoqgh  the  i 
ginally  formed  an  opinion  against  the  ex- 1  sore  might ' 
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iMeFtMatMc  to  the  eolony;  coupling.  How- 
Ofor,  with  ihem  expressions  the  intiniatioa 
of  great  doubt  whctlior  the  time  was  yet 
eome  fur  such  institutions.    Then  in  mj 
despatch,  afterwards,  I  said :  "  Since  the 
date  of  Lord  Stanley's  despatdl,  the  diffi- 
culty wlilc'h  before  existed  in  n  great  de- 
gree has  been  mnch  ♦•nhancf  il,    1  refer 
to  the  exaspciatiuu  ui  iioHtiio  feelings  to- 
wards  oodi  other  omoog  the  different 
reccs,   not  only   by  the  contest  now 
in  progress,  Imt  by  the  emigration  of 
the  boors,  ami  their   attacks  on  the 
north  ottern  part  of  the  colony.*'  To 
all  who  attend  to  the  subject,  it  is  no- 
tMrious  that  the  real  difficulty  of  giving 
representatiTe  institutions  to  the  colony  is, 
that  that  portion  of  Africa  ia  inhabited  by 
n  great  tmriety  of  different  raoes,  in  di&r- 
rnt  Ktnrrt*'^  '^f  cirilisLLtiiMi,  and  some  of 
itiem  divided  from  the  others  by  an  in- 
veterate hostility.   The  noble  Earl  spoke 
of  my  deepateh  as  a  poblio  deehuratton  of 
the  intention  to  grant  representative  insti- 
tutions.    Nothing  of  the  sort  can  be 
gathered  from  the  publication  of  that  de- 
epateh.   My  Lords,  there  it  no  diieotion 
to  publish  this  despatch.  It  was  desitrncd 
for  the  Governor  and  his  Executive  Coun- 
cil, and  beyond  that  body  it  was  not  seen 
by  any  pcnon,  that  I  am  aware  of.  up  to 
inbrnaxy  last  yner,  when  it  was  included 
auiong  the  papers  on  this  subject  pre- 
sented to  Fariiamont.    The  noble  Earl 
said,  that  the  raembem  of  the  Executive 
Conacil  understood  it  to  be  decided  that 
there  ehoulil  hr^  •^onie  form  of  represen- 
tative goveniuicnt,  and  that  tliey  were 
to  be  consulted  ouly  as  to  tiio  mode  in 
which  it  was  to  bo  constitnted;  and  the 
noble  Karl  qnotcd  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Mon- 
tsiir'i,  wlio  said,  as  every  man   of  com- 
mou  sense  would  say,  that  it  was  a  criti- 
eal  mi  aidnons  experiment,  but  that  it  was 
neeeesaiy  to  grant  repi^sentatiTO  institu- 
tion)*.    That  nentlcman,  however,  did  not 
found  his  opinion  as  to  the  necessity  of 
hasardfaig  tlita  great  ezperinMnt  on  any- 
thing that  had  been  said  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  the  1e  jvatehcs,  or  on  any  de- 
cision of  the  Govuniinent  at  home,  but 
upou  tho  state  of  things  then  existing  at 
tiie  Cape;  for  he  saU^ 

"  I  h.iTo  long  bsld  tli«  opitiion  thnt  thci-6  nro 
only  twofomwof  government  that  will  prncticnily 
answer  ia  »  oolony— one,  which  concentrates  all 
power  in  the  liauds  of  tlie  Grovemor  and  his  re- 
sponsible adviaers  ;  aod  the  other,  a  oompleta  re- 
preaeotatiTs  sTitem.  There  is  no  wahty  in  bait- 
in?  bctwt-cn  Iho'^c  two  cases.  But  for  tho  List 
fifteen  years  we  hare  had  the  i^stem  of  half  mea- 


sures in  tho  Legislative  Council,  consisting  iwrCIjr 
ot' official,  and  }>:irtly  of  nuriiioatcd  lia-mlvT!'  — 
partly  deriving  power  a.s  tUc  rcprosenUitivi's  of 
tho  people,  and  |)artly  composed  of  persons  hold- 
isf  seats  for  lifo,  or  durioj(  the  tenure  of  oflteiaL 
ittaotUms.  This  modified  fbrm  has  proved  a 
fiiilure  in  th?  colony,  in  so  far  as  public  opinion 
ia  coneemed,  and  public  coufldeoeo  iu  tho  govern- 
ment, and  that  moral  influenoe  which  is  nsoos* 
nrilj  cwuMcted  with  it." 

That  is  to  mj,  this  gentleman  considers 

representative  institutions  necessary,  not 
on  account  of  anything  the  Secrctarv  of 
State  had  said,  but  because  for  fifteen 
years  a  modified  system  of  government 
liad  existed,  which  had  proved  a  failure  as 
respected  public  confidence,  and  that  moral 
strength  vrhich  public  confidence  alono 
can  give;  therefore  (he  says)  it  is  rcqnisite 
to  establish  the  system  of  reprcsentatire 
govpmment.    My  Lords,  when  Sir  Harry 
Smith,  thesuccessorof  Sir  Henry  Pottinger, 
found  that  these  opinions  were  held  by  all 
the  Members  of  his  0overnroent,  and  that 
thcro  was  at  the  same  time  in  the  public 
mind  a  great  anxiety  for  a  change  in  tho 
system  established,  he  made  known  to  the 
colonists,  by  means  of  an  answer  to  an  ad* 
dress,  that  he  had  been  instructed  by  the  So- 
erotary  of  State  to  ascertain  whether  re- 
presentative governmetit  ought  to  be  estah> 
fished  at  the  Gape,  and  that  he  had  come 
to  the  opiniun  that  the  change  might  safely 
be  made,  and  liad  so  reported.    When  this 
state  ot  thmgs  was  represented  to  me,  I 
felt  that  wbon  it  was  tho  opinion  of  an 
able  and  laborious  public  servant  that  tho 
existing  system  could  no  longer  work  w(>ll, 
nnd  when  the  Governor  had  declarod  that 
tiitb,  hia  upiuton,  had  been  reported  to  the 
Secretary  of  State;  the  qnestion  was  prae- 
cally  decided,  and  that  there  remained  only 
to  cousidcr  how  the  representative  cunstitu* 
tion  should  be  established  witii  tho  least 
chance  of  danger,  and  tho  greatest  proba* 
bility  of  sncoess.    My  Loras,  even  this 
was  a  serious  qnestion,  and  po  encompass- 
ed by  difficulties  that  I  should,  but  tor  wiint 
appeared  an  absolute  neoessity,  have  shninlt 
from  it.    But  as  that  necessity  seined  to 
have  been  established,  nnd  the  qwestiun 
really  to  bo  considered  was,  how  a  repre- 
sentative government  should  be  const!- 
tuted  in  the  colony,  it  appeared  to  mo 
to  be  far  tho  best  course  that  could  ho 
adopted,  that  Her  Majesty  should  be  ad- 
vised to  refer  the  question  tu  tho  Privy 
Conncil.    The  noble  Barl  has  objected 
to  that  mode  of  proceeding,  nnd  has  as- 
serted thnt  the  Secretary  of  State  should 
hare  assumed  tbo  responsibility  of  the 
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nessnro.  The  noble  Earl,  however,  should 
recollect  that  from  the  earliest  period  of 
oar  colonial  tyateni  the  Board  of  Trade, 
which  still  LearA  its  ancient  title,  "  The 
Board  of  Trade  and  Plantations,  '  was  the 
authority  by  which  questions  of  this  kind 
were  considered  previous  to  the  ultimate 
deeinon  of  the  Crown.  Tout  Lordships 
must  be  aware  that  in  the  present  state  of 
this  country,  with  the  all  but  intolerable 
pressure  of  pulilic  atfairs  upon  the  heads 
«£  the  gntilk  departnenU,  it  is  praoticallj 
impossible  that  the  whole  Cabinet  should 
consider  the  details  of  a  measure  which 
roquirea  minute  and  careful  examiiialiun, 
ina  Is  the  peonliar  pro?ince  of  one  depart- 
nottt  only.  It  is  lU»o  clear  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  with  the  advice  of  those 
only  whom  be  baa  in  his  own  office,  has  not 
the  advantx^e  of  all  tbt  an^ataneo  which  is 
doalraUo  in  ooDsldoriog  que^otlons  of  this 
sort.  It  appears  to  me,  therefore,  that  the 
return  to  the  old  system,  of  submitting  the 
quesiiou  to  be  considered  by  a  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council,  was  attended  by 
great  advantage.  I  had  by  that  means 
the  very  valuable  assistance  of  luy  noble 
Friend  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of 
Trsdo)  I  had  the  asMatance  and  advice  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  was  at  that  time  a 
Hember  of  the  Cabinet,  and  who  now  tills 
a  still  higher  station — 1  allude  to  the  Lord 
Chief  Juatlee;  I  had  also  the  able  assist- 
ance of  Sir  Edward  Ryan,  who  is  not  a 
Mrmhf^r  of  the  Cabinet,  but  who  w^'*  pos- 
sessed  of  great  legal  knowledge — oi  great 
knowledge  in  the  affairs  of  our  dependen- 
eisa  obtMned  during  his  residence  in  In- 
dia; and  upon  many  of  these  questions, 
though  not  particularly  upon  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope,  we  had  also  valuable  assist- 
aaea  from  the  lata  Under  Seorotary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Sir  James  Ste- 
phens, of  whose  abilities  and  knowledge 
upuu  these  matters  no  mau  ii>  more  fully 
smstble  tiian  is  the  noUe  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Derby),  and  no  man  would  bear  more 
willing  testimony  to  the  j^reat  value  of  his 
assistanoe.  He  did  aid  us  most  etfioientiy 
in  oonsidering  tha  sabjaet  of  Australia,  but 
other  engagoments  prevented  him  from  at- 
tending the  repeated  meetings  which  took 
place  on  the  subject  of  the  Cape.  The 
asatstance  of  the  President  of  the  Boaid  of 
Trade  was  likewise  of  the  greatest  value. 
TliL'  report  was  agreed  to  after  much  care 
oud  deliberation,  and  after  repeated  meet- 
ings ;  but  it  was  nothing  until  it  was  cou- 
finned  by  Her  Majesty  in  Council.  And 
how  was  it  confiimodl  Not,  of  oowiOp 
JSarl  Grey 


until  it  bad  been  sabmitted  to  the  Cabinet, 
and  aporoved  by  them.  Therefore,  wtvea 
the  DOMO  Eail  says  Uioca  is  no  peraoa  re- 
sponsible for  this  meaaare,  I  aay  tha  Ca* 

binot.  and  thn  Secretary  of  State,  nrr  jnjt 
OS  respou;»iUu  for  this  as  they  are  for  any 
other  measure  which  they  adopt;  and  r^ 
fei  i  i  j  it  to  the  coBsidoffattoa  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  only  an  additional  mode  of 
securing  furtlrt^r  inquiry  and  deliberation 
before  a  step  upon  a  subject  of  extreme 
difficulty  waa  adopted.  I  happoa  to  know, 
from  testimony  1  have  received  from  va- 
rious parties,  iliat  this  mode  of  proceeding 
has  given  the  highest  aatisfactiou  in  the 
Colonies.  Wo  had  adopted  it  nreviowly 
with  respect  to  the  Australian  Bill  s  that 
Australian  Bill  was  founded  upon  a  report  of 
the  Committee  of  Privy  Council,  and  m  the 
Anstraliaa  oolonies  satiafactiQ*  with  it  was 
universally  expressed :  it  was  ionsidiSiail 
that  this  preliminary  inquiry  gavegreatad- 
ditional  security  for  the  exercise  ot  proper 
care  and  deliberation  in  framing  that  m<^ 
mentous  measure;  and,  let  ma  add»  tha 
consequence  of  having  a  measure  thus 
thoronghly  matured  and  sifted  before  snb- 
luitiiug  it  to  I'arliament  waa,  that  of  that 
Bill,  which  for  many  waaka  waa  vndbr  ite 
discussion  of  both  Houses  of  Parliameal, 
and  though  every  clause  was  eagerly  sifted, 
and  there  was  hardly  a  line  of  it  which  was 
not  discussed,  yet  the  Bill  waa  passed — the 
result  of  all  that  oxanuBaftion  and  inquiry 
— by  lar;3«»  majorities,  with  not  a  ^incjlo 
essential  modihcatioa  of  the  scheme  ongi- 
nally  proposed. 

The  noble  Earl  objects  to  parts  of  ^ 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  Privy  Council 
with  respect  to  the  Capo  of  (rood  Hope, 
and  more  especially  with  reference  tu  lae 
Elective  Connoil.  1  am  not  going  to  argne 
that  question  now,  for  this  very  simple  rea- 
son, that  the  noble  Earl  has  himself  suted 
tiiat  whether  it  waa  originally  a  prudeut 
rocommondatioii  or  not,  still  having  besa 
formally  made,  and  formally  annoanood  to 
the  colony,  it  ought  not  vow  to  bo  with- 
drawn; but  that  this  measure  ought  now 
to  bo  carried  mto  afihet.  I  am  glad 
to  hear  that  admission  from  the  nohia  Mil* 
I  entirely  concur  with  him;  but  I  nnt?t  nl-^o 
add,  that  after  having  read  all  the  very 
able  papers  of  the  gentlemen  forming  the 
Executive  Council  in  the  Cape  of  Uaod 
Hope,  I  Btill  adhere  to  the  opiiii  jn  express- 
ed t!i  the  Report  of  tlic  Committee  of  Coun- 
cil; and  I  think  it  quite  consistent  with 
attaching  greet  value  to  the  opinion  of  jMib- 
llo  servants  in  the  eolooiis»  not  ta  mmm 
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vttb  or  adapt  all 


In  this 


country  wo  havo  a  wider  experience  and  a  recommended,  namely,  consisting  of  a  li 


tive  Coancil  upon  tbo  fi»oiing  which  was 


more  general  knowledge  of  what  ha«  been 
Ibe  praoticMil  working  ^  nmilar  inatitiriMiu 
oJcewhere;  and  I  beliere  there  is  no  person 

who  has  carefully  attended  to  the  prac- 
tical working  of  tho  constitutions  oi  the 
British  Colonies,  who  will  not  say  that  the 
constitution  of  the  Legislative  Councils  in 
Colonies  having  Assemblies,  is  tho  least 
aatidfactory  part  of  these  constitutions, 
and  thut  which,  ou  the  whole,  has  worked 
the  least  veil  in  pfaeUee.  The  original 
system  in  all  the  British  Colonies  was, 
that  the  Council  should  not  bo  an  inde- 
pendent bod^  at  all — it  was,  in  fact,  the 
rrvfj  Comeil  of  the  OoTomor.  It  is  so 
to  this  day  in  Jamaica,  the  most  ancient 
of  our  colonial  possessions.  Tho  Council 
there  can  originate  nothing;  not  merely  no 
bills,  but  no  bills  of  any  description 
Brer — they  can  amend,  but  they 
cannot  originate.  This  Council  is  com- 
posed of  a  small  number  of  members  hold- 
ing their  seats  during  the  pleasure  of  the 
Crown,  and  most  of  mem  holding  offices  in 
the  Colonial  Government.  Such  is  now 
tho  composition  of  the  Legislative  Council 
in  Jamaica;  and  it  was  the  universal  prac 


mited  number  of  members  named  by  the 
Crown,  the  resolt  would  have  been  that  jou 

would  have  had  a  body  possessing  little  of 
public  CMtifi«lence,  ami  of  that  strength 
which  public  con6dcnco  gives,  and,  at  tho 
same  time,  you  would  have  lost  in  the  Aa* 
sembly  the  service  of  some  of  the  members 
who  would  havo  been  most  active  and  va- 
luable in  it.  This,  however  is  but  a  spe- 
culative opinion,  and,  therefore,  one  on 
which  it  is  quite  right  that  I  ahoold  ab- 
stain from  taking  up  aoj  more  of  your 
Lordships'  time. 

But,  my  Lords,  I  must  now  come  to  the 
history  of  the  proceedings  which  took  plaee 
when  the  despatches  of  1850  reached  the 
colony.  The  noble  Earl  has  referred  to 
those  circumstances,  and  in  many  respects 
hia  statemeata  are  entirely  correct.  He 
has  told  yon  that  at  the  time  when  these 
letters  patent  reached  the  colony,  tho 
Council  was  discontinued,  or  at  least  the 
Governor  had  not  thought  himself  able  to 
replace  those  membei-s  who  hod  been 
driven  from  it  by  intimidation.  He,  there- 
fore, adojitcd  the  measure  to  which  tho 
noblo  Larl  has  adverted,  for  the  purpose  of 


tioe  vp  to  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  obtaining  the  opinion  of  the  eohmista  as  to 


Canada  Act,  in  1791,  that  in  colonies 
having  representative  institutions,  the 
Council  should  be  of  similar  character. 
In  that  year,  for  the  first  time,  the  Legis- 
letivc  Council  in  Canada  was  put  upon 
a  different  footing — it  was  made  a  body 
to  remain  for  life,  and  practically  inde- 
pendent both  of  the  Oov«mment  and  the 
people.  Before  the  union  of  the  two 
Canadas,  no  person  who  is  at  all  con- 
versant with  the  history  of  that  colony  will 
■aj  that  that  form  of  constitution  had 
really  answered.  There  was  one  perpetual 
quarrel  between  tho  Legislative  Council 
and  the  Assombly— it  possessed  no  hold 
oa  public  confidence  and  support.  I  be- 
liave  that  when  yon  have  aa  Assembly 
dected  by  a  verj  wide  and  extensive  fran- 
chise, it  is  necessary  to  have  a  body  ])i)s- 
sesbing  somewhat  more  authority  than  the 
Legislative  CoancUs  have  hitherto  gene- 
rally possessed,  to  share  the  responsibility 
of  legislation  with  tho  Government;  and  at 
the  Cape,  1  am  persuaded,  from  the  de- 
gree of  diserodit  into  which  the  existing 
Legislative  Oouncil  had  fallen,  even  when 
there  was  no  Assembly  to  take  prcccilcnce 
of  it  in  popular  estimation,  that  if,  wiicu 
you  gave  it  a  representative  Assembly,  an 
aMaBpt  had  been  made  to  have  a  Lsgiala- 


tho  persons  who  should  be  appointed  to 
fill  tho  vacant  scats.  The  noble  Earl  ap- 
proves of  the  course  pursued  then.  1  will 
only  say  that  I  have  no  doubt  that,  nnder 
the  very  difficult  circumstances  in  which 
he  was  placed,  the  Governor  acted  for  the 
best;  but  i  cannot  help  adding  that  1  think 
the  result  haa  shown  that  It  was  an  wfoiw 
tunate  determination,  beeaase  the  noble 
Earl  has  hiiuself  shown  you  how  extremely 
unreasonablo  and  factious  was  the  conduct 
of  those  who  were  summoned  to  assist  the 
GrOvemor  in  Council  in  passing  the  onfi- 
nances.  lie  has  told  you  that  the  letters 
patent  distinctly  contemplutcd  that,  until 
the  first  writs  of  the  new  Assembly  were 
issued,  the  power  of  the  esbtmg  Cooneil 
should  continue.  Those  letters  patent  were 
issued  and  made  public  for  general  in- 
formation, so  that  those  who  accepted  scats 
in  the  Cooneil  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
thoso  measures  into  effect,  did  so  with  a 
full  knowledge  of  the  facts.  The  noble  Knrl 
said  tho  resignation  of  the  four  Members  of 
the  Council  was  oecasioned  not  by  the  eanae 
ostensibly  put  forward,  bnt*by  their  having 
been  overruled  on  some  questions  of  con- 
siderable importance  by  the  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Council.  So  far  1  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  think  that  there  is 
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much  room  for  entertaining^  tliat  suppo- 
^itioIl ;  hut  I  am  not  prepared  ])o!^itivL'ly  to 
ptntc  tliat  that  was  the  case.  But,  it'  not, 
i  think  there  was  still  less  ground  for  the 
resignation.  Because,  what  was  the  cfFect 
of  the  course  which  tliev  took  ?  An  ordi- 
uanco  was  proposi^d  by  the  Attorney  Ge> 
neral,  for  giving  effect  to  eertain  church 
rogaltttioDB  of  the  Batch  Reformed  Church. 
This  was  an  ordinance  of  a  mere  formal 
character,  for  giving  effect  to  an  tincon- 
firmed  oi^ltoance  of  1843.  It  appeared, 
that  ao  long  ago  as  1843,  whoa  the  noble 
Lord  was  Secretary  of  State  for  tlio  Co- 
lonics, an  ordinance  passed  which  seemed 
to  the  noble  Lord  to  be  not  quite  perfect, 
but  to  rcqnireaome  amendment,  and  which, 
having  been  referred  back  for  that  pur- 
jiose,  was  amended  by  a  subsequent  ordi- 
nance of  1845,  which  ordinance  was  con- 
finned;  but,  bj  some  OTersigfat,  the  origi- 
nal ordinance  was  not  confirmed.  This 
was  brought  to  my  notice,  and  I  said  the 
time  for  confirming  the  ordinance  of  1843 
was  gone  by,  and  that  the  coarse  was  to 
pass  a  new  ordinance.  It  was  a  mere 
technical  ordinance,  and  one  the  necessity 
of  which  was  admitted  by  all;  and  yet  it 
was  npon  this  that  the  four  Members 
thonght  fit  to  resign.  When  they  an- 
nounced their  intention  of  doini:;  so,  the 
Attorney  General  moved  a  resolution,  the 
effect  of  which  w^os,  that  the  consideration 
of  the  estimates  only  sliould  be  proceeded 
witli,  as  being  indi.sporisahly  nocessarv  f  tr  the 
public  service,  and  that,  witli  ro  '-io  't  to  all 
other  matter^i,  their  buing  taken  into  consid- 
eration shonld  depend  upon  their pecv)iartta> 
ture,  and  their  admitting  or  not  admitting 
of  delay ;  the  matters  not  of  immediate 
and  pressing  emergency  were  to  be  rc- 
serveu  for  we  representative  Parliament, 
and  only  those  matters  which  conld  not, 
without  great  detriment  to  t!ic  pu!)lic  in- 
terest, be  postponed,  should  be  dealt  with 
at  <Hiee;  and  ^t,  above  all,  the  estimateB 
for  the  year  should  be  passed.  It  was  in 
these  word?,  "  Estimates  for  the  year," 
that  the  real  secret  of  the  opposition  lay. 
It  is  perfectly  obvious,  from  the  papers 
drawn  up  by  the  seceding  M embers,  that 
wliat  they  claimed  was,  that  no  pecuniary 
jtrovision  whatever  should  be  made  for  the 
public  service;  that  the  Governor  should 
go  on  until  the,RepresentaUTe  Ijegislature 
could  be  obtained,  applying  monej  by  his 
own  authority,  subject  to  any  question  to 
bo  raised  hereafter  in  the  Kcprcsentative 
Cliambor,  aud  that  no  promion  whatever 
ahould  be  made  for  the  future  in  the  nature 

JSorl  Cfrty 


of  a  Civil  Li=t.  Tt  is  perfectly  ohrions, 
t'.i  it  if  they  had  carried  this  point,  and 
a  new  Parliament  had  been  allowed  to 
come  into  force,  with  no  salaries  for  the 
Governor  or  any  officers  under  him,  not  a 
shilling  permanently  appropriated  to  the 
civil  services  of  the  Colony,  ail  power, 
without  any  cheek  or  control,  would  bare 
beat  virtoaliy  tiirewn  into  the  hands  of  the 
new  Parliament,  created  for  the  first  time 
to  represent  a  population,  a  large  propor- 
tion of  which  was  confessedly  in  so  low  m 
state  of  etvilisation  as  to  make  the  intro* 
duction  of  representative  institutions  a 
somewhat  difficult  experiment.  In  grant- 
ing representative  institutions  for  the  Co- 
lonies, no  Administration  or  Government 
has  acted  up m  such  a  plan.  In  tl;c  vn-^r 
of  the  North  Aincricaii  'Vilonif",  List 
year,  of  Australia,  i'arhameut  aud  succes- 
sive Governments  have  always  thonght  it 
necessary  that  there  should  bo  some  pro- 
vision beyond  the  annnal  estimate  of  tho 
public  expenditure.  Tho  princinle  whch. 
Parliament  adopted  last  year  wiu  respect 
to  Australia,  withuot  a  vote  against  it  in 
either  House  of  Parliament,  was  this:  — 
We  stated  that  we  thought  it  a  just  objec- 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  Australian  Coloniata, 
that  a  very  large  pi  oportion  of  the  revenue 
of  the  colony  sliouUl  be  alfo::jcther  with- 
drawn from  the  control  of  the  local  Le- 
gislature, by  being  permanently  appro- 
priated to  certain  purposes  by  Parliament, 
and  we  recommended  a  different  prin- 
ciple. Wo  thought  it  rii^lit  that  there 
should  be  certain  fixed  charges  provided 
for  by  permanent  appropriations,  whieh 
might  be  altered  by  the  Legislature  from 
time  to  time  as  occasion  might  require, 
but  only  by  laws  to  which,  like  other  laws, 
the  consent  of  the  Grown  would  be  neces- 
sary. The  whole  of  the  public  cxi)endi- 
ture  not  thus  provided  for  would  be  left  to 
be  annually  voted  by  the  Assembly.  Tho 
iBfleronce  between  ^e  two  modes  of  pro- 
viding  for  different  portions  of  the  colonial 
expenditure  is  simply  that  with  which  ire 
are  well  acquainted  in  this  country  be- 
tween the  charges  on  tho  Consolidateil 
Pond,  and  charges  on  the  annnal  Bsti- 
mates.  In  this  country  a  lar^o  sum 
npp'-npriated  hv  Act  of  Parliament, 
aud  ihat  cannot  be  altered  without  tho 
consent  of  the  three  branches  of  the  Le> 
gislatttre.  Another  and  a  very  considera- 
ble sum  is  voted  year  after  year  in  tho  esti- 
mates. We  thought  the  same  princij^e 
should  be  adopted  in  the  colonies.  W • 
maintained  that  the  eivil  eslablishmeiita 
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slioulJ  be  provided  for  by  permaneut  laws, 
to  be  altered  from  time  to  time  by  the 
L^islature;  but  in  adopting  this  principle, 
was  it  proposed  that  we  Bhould  use  the 
power  of  the  Crown  to  control  and  inter- 
fere vexatiotisly  with  the  right  of  the  Le- 
gislature to  deal  with  the  affairs  of  the 
colonj,  and  make  sndi  reduetions  as 
tbej  might  think  necessary  ?  No.  I  re> 
fer  your  Lordships  to  the  despatch  which 
i  wrote  last  year  in  traosmittioji;  the  Act 
of  Parliament  with  regard  to  Australia, 
which  is  on  the  table  of  both  Houses  and 
before  tbe  world,  and  that  will  show  that 
the  principle  laid  down  was  this : — We  will 
not  consent  that  the  eivil  establishments 
shall  be  roted  from  year  to  year;  bat  the 
Legislature  arc  perfectlj'  welcome  to  make 
such  reductions  as  they  think  fit,  subject 
to  these  two  conditions — first,  that  tiiu 
vested  rights  of  existing  holders  of  office, 
those  who  obtained  tbem  under  the  faitli 
of  the  Crown,  shall  be  respected;  and, 
secondly,  that  the  appropriation,  whatever 
it  may  he,  large  or  vauJH,  shall  he  a 
permanent  aupropriation  not  liahle  to 
alteration  in  too  caprice  of  a  moment,  or 
the  personal  popularity  or  unpopularity  of 
an  indiTidnsl  pnblie  servant.  Wfa9e  those 
principles  were  respected,  I  stated  that 
there  was  no  reduction  ivliidi  the  Lcrnsla- 
ture  could  make  to  which  1  was  prepared 
to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  withhold  her  as- 
sent; that  I  thought  it  would  be  very  had 
policy  for  the  colonies  themselves  to  intro- 
duce a  low  and  niggardly  scale  of  payment, 
but  that  it  was  their  interest  which  was 
concerned,  and  that  if  they  made  a  mis- 
take in  tbof^e  matters,  I  must  trust  to 
itB  being  corrected  by  experience.  I  feel 
convinced  that  your  Lordships  will  concur 
with  me  in  thinking  that  there  is  no  just 
gronnd  of  objection  to  the  proposed  ar- 
viiiifcmont;  yet  no  man  can  read  tbo  pipers 
without  seeing  that  this  was  the  point 
against  which  the  opposition  of  the  dis- 
senting Memhers  of  the  Lcgislativo  Coun- 
cil wrts  really  ainicd.  They  protested 
over  and  over  again  against  any  pernia- 
neot  appropriation  of  tlie  money  of  the 
eolony  by  a  nominee  and  an  irregulsr 
board,  and  wished  to  reserve  the  question 
as  to  the  legality  of  the  past  expenditure, 
and  thus  ensure  a  certain  quarrel  be- 
tween the  new  Parliament  and  the  Exe- 
eotire  OevMnmeut.  I  would  n^jk  whe- 
ther it  was  possible  for  tlio  Crown  to  allow 
a  representative  constitutiou  to  come  into 
operation,  leaving  a  qoestion  of  this  sort 
unsettled;   Hence,  my  Lords,  I  contend 


that  whether  the  resignation  of  the  Mem- 
bers who  retired,  was  really  adopted  for 
the  reasons  they  assigned  for  it,  or  on 
those  which  the  noUe  Bail  believes  to 
have  actuated  them,  it  was  equally  uojos* 
tifiable.  But,  however  unjustifiable  their 
conduct,  tho  Governor,  upon  the  resig- 
nation of  the  fonr  Members,  thought  it 
impossible  to  proceed  to  pass  tho  Ordi- 
nance which  was  required  to  bring  the 
representative  constitution  into  operation* 
The  noble  Lord  haa  suggested  a  mode 
by  which  tbe  difficulty  might  have  been 
got  over :  tho  Governor,  he  says,  might 
have  declined  to  accept  tho  resignation 
of  the  four  Memhers.  I  am  inclined  to 
concur  with  tho  noble  Earl  on  this  point, 
and  to  think  that  the  Governor  shonld 
have  declined  to  accept  the  resignations 
when,  so  long  as  ho  could  command  the 
prssenoe  of  six  Members  for  a  quorum, 
there  conld  be  no  doubt  as  to  tbe  legal 
competence  of  the  Legislative  Council  to 
continue  its  sittings  in  order  to  pass  tho 
Ordinsnees.  But  as  the  Governor  sceepted 
the  resignations  tendered  to  him,  tbe  po- 
sition of  affairs  was  altered;  and  when 
tliis  report  was  received,  it  became  a 
serious  question  what  shonld  be  done.  . 
The  Governor  had  stronf^y  reoommended 
that  tho  supplementary  regulations  neces- 
sary to  give  effect  to  tbe  letters  patent, 
should  be  enacted  by  Order  in  Council, 
instead  of  by  Ordinances  to  be  passed 
in  the  colony  ;  but,  on  the  ()tlier  hand, 
I  must  fiay,  that  considering  the  mode 
in  which  tlioso  four  resignations  had 
taken  plaoe^believmg  that  their  real  ob- 
ject was  to  create  an  impression  in 
the  popular  mind  at  the  Cape  that  tho 
Governor  was  powerless  in  the  hands  of 
certain  persons,  who  had  from  unfortunate 
circumstances  been  able  in  one  case  (to 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  rrf  rrrtl^  +o  over- 
rule the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, their  intention  being  to  show  to 
the  people  of  the  Cape  that  it  was  in  their 
power  to  thwart  tbo  drlilicratc  intentions 
of  Ilcr  Majesty's  (iovernnient — I  did  think, 
and  niy  Colleagues  concurred  in  the  opin- 
ion, that,  although  if  it  had  been  a  new 
case,  there  might  have  been  no  great  rea- 
son for  preferring  a  local  Ordinance  to  an 
Order  in  Council,  for  tho  enactnient  of  tho 
various  provisions  snbsidiary  to  the  letters 
patent  which  were  required;  still  under  the 
circum^itnnccs  it  was  important,  when  we 
were  confident  that  the  course  taken  was 
substantially  right  and  proper,  and  the  re* 
ttstaace  pofeetlj  factions  and  nnprordced, ' 
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to  tbbw  that  our  ddiberate  determination 

wns  not  to  be  overruled.  I  Imvc  no  ho- 
Bitation  in  stating  to  your  Lordships  that 
this  was  in  wj  iiiiud  the  uiaia  consider- 
ation.  Aoeoroiogly  we  referred  beek  the 
qoeetioik  to  Sir  Harry  Smith,  directing 
him  to  <-ompleto  the  Counnil,  and  pans, 
bj  its  11 1  hority,  an  Ordinance,  as  was 
originally  I'lopoM^.  Unfortanately,  when 
my  despatch  of  the  10th  December  ar- 
riYod  at  tho  Cnpc,  tlie  Governor  was 
pn*»a^ed  in  the  contest  with  the  Kaf- 
firs which  had  recently  broken  out,  so 
that  it  WM  inposaiUe  mr  hmi  to  act  upon 
the  inetnietions  which  were  sent  to  him. 
He  reported  that  in  tho  meantime  he 
thonirht  it  advisable  that  he  should  be  en- 
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which,  I  am  equally  8are»  will  be  well 

argued,  by  and  by,  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  tlie  woolsack.  I  will 
therefore  make  but  one  or  two  passing 
obaenratieoe  en  thie  part  of  the  eaee.  First 
of  all,  I  will  say  that  I  waa  advised  by 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  that  that 
instruction  was  perfectly  consistent  with 
the  law;  and  hariDg  aince  consulted  those 
npoa  whoee  judgment  I  hare  the  greateei 
reason  to  rely,  including  some  distingutah- 
ed  ornaments  of  roui-  Lordships'  Honae, 
I  iind  that  my  opinion  as  to  ita  IcgoJitj 
is  strietij  conlhwed.  The  noble  Berl  hnk 
quoted  the  opinion  of  throe  lawyers  of  un* 
doubted  eminence  hi  tlirir  profession;  but 
it  is  a  very  old  maxim  that  there  ia  very 
abled  to  legislate  with  a  Council  of  reduced  little  weight  to  be  attached  to  an  opinion 
nnmbera— that  it  wee  obvioaely  ineonve- 1  signed  by  any  lawyer,  howerer  emineBt* 
nient  that  no  legislative  nutheri^  ihoold  j  unless  you  can  see  the  caso  upon  whieh 
exist  in  the  colony — and  he  recommended  that  opinion  is  fotmded.  In  this  in'^tanco 
that  he  should  be  allowed  to  proceed  we  have  the  advantage  of  havin^:  seen  the 


with  a  Council  of  six  members  instead  of 
ten.  That  advice  has  been  aeted  upon, 
and  the  Governor  has  been  empowered 


case,  and  without  making  the  slightest  re- 
flection upon  the  professional  ability  and 
character  of  Sir  FitEroy  Kelly,  Mr.  WaU 


to  proceed  with  a  Council  of  a  reduced  pol'3,  or  Mr.  Kenyon,  I  must  say  that  their 
number.    This  was  done  by  an  instruc-  opinion,  being  formed  upon  a  case  in  which 


the  ftete  are  entirely  mieatated,  is  com^ 
pleteiyiralnelese.  The  eaaehegineby  tnj* 


tion  tranemitted  In  the  Goremcr  in  a 
deipatch  dated  May  13.  That  is  an  in- 
Itruction  of  which  tho  legality  is  contest-  ^  ino;' — 

ed.  I  am  happy,  however,  to  find  that  i  It  is  cl«»rly  estaWishad  that,  by  the  law  of 
the  noble  Lord  does  not  lay  much  rcli-  '  England,  a  leji^slattve  oonstitauon  odm  gmntcd 
anea  upon  the  gronndt  upon  whieh  its  ;  ^1  Crown  to  a  colony  i*  irrcvoc^ibk  .  cxo^pt  by 
legality  i.  eentested.    He  stated,  indeed,  j  {ji:  ^^oTZ 

ofttf  Cri(\vn  :  nn  1  t*i:ir  it  18  inconipeteiit  t<t  fli«' 

SoTeroi^n  alone  to  suapond  or  in  anywise  to  re- 
stridt  or  liMit  a  eanatitaiioR  so  grnoted,  ia  der^ 


that  ho  was  not  learned  in  the  law,  nnd  i 
that  he  Bhould  leave  it  to  hands  better 
qnelified  to  deal  with  the  subject,  con- 
fining  himeelf  merely  to  the  opinion 


gation  of  the  rit^hts  and  priviU'L'cs  tlu^rcliy  confcr- 
.     -    .  .      ^   ,   -  i  rc'd  uuon  the  people  of  iln^  ♦•uloiiy,  or     the  tt'oe- 

given  by  three  very  eminent  lawyers,  j  rS*Afing  to  them  therefrom.  In  this  case 
and  quoting  a  despatch  of  mine  trans-  the  lt>ttrr«<  pntcnt  of  1847  conf-  inon  the  colony 
mitting  the  iostructions.      I  must  so  far  |  a  l-^gislalivc  Council  conatitutcii  la  part  of  of- 

agree  with  the  noUe  Lord  aa  to  confees  I       »e«-^;'}n^«  «f  tho  Ciwn  and  hi  part  of  iada- 

.h.t  tha  <«p.tch  w..  h«t,iy  .„d  ca™.  I  £:iT:„,ri!riil5:rsa?sjs: 

lesMy  eomposc<l.  I  must  take  Mnnie  to  jndcpon.lcnt  Members.  By  the  Icttors  patent  of 
mv.<;olf  for  this,  that  in  the  great  pressure  I SdO  a  farther  grant  is  nuide  of  a  rarliaoMoito 
of  public  business,  having  received  nt  the  be  WBitttated  aoeardiag  to  tha  Ortenca  ^  Ike 
laat  moment  before  the  mailt  had  to  be 
made  up,  the  opinion  of  Ae  law  efficen 

that  the  instructions  proposed  were  per- '  Here  that  it  i;^  finite  indisputable — at  least, 


LsfisUtlve  Cooaell  tfaaa  la  i 
Now,  widi  respect  to  the  firet  point,  I  be- 


fectly  legal,  I  did  mi.<^apprehciid  the  grounds 
upon  which  th€Mr  opinion  was  founded,  and 
in  ooneeqnence  of  that  the  despatch  waa  to 
a  certain  extent  incorrcctiv  and  inaccuratelv 
expressed:  but  beyond  that  inaccuracy  of 
expression,  I  believe  that  there  is  no  fault 
whaterer  to  be  fonnd  with  it.  Widi  re- 
spect to  the  law,  I  shall  fellow  tlie  eourso 
of  the  noble  Karl,  f.nd  not  enter  more  than 


I  have  no  tiiotive  for  disputing  it.  I  be- 
lieve that  Lord  Mansfield's  celebrated  judg- 
ment waa,  that  when  the  Crown  had 
granted  a  representative  constitution  to 
any  colony,  it  was  not  competent  for  the 
Crown  to  withdraw  it.  But  with  respect 
to  what  the  ease  said  about  the  letteia 
patent  of  1847  conferring  upon  the  ooloay 
a  Lefjislativc  Council  constituted  so  and  so, 


very  sliixhtly  indeed  into  a  question  whirli   T  <risj)ute  the  accuracy  of  the  stat«^ment. 
I  am  sure  is  beyond  my  sti-engtii,  aud  i  iu  the  case  laid  before  Sir  h\  Keliy  and 
JBarl  Grey  ' 
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his  Colleagues  certain  material  words  in 
{he  Commission  issued  to  Sir  II.  Smith, 
io  1S47,  which  were  a  traDScrij>t  of  Uie 


of  Sir  B.  D'UrbMi  of 
[833.  wwftaUogetboromUted.  The  words 
were — 

**  And  wo  «k>  Uetvby  givt>  and  grout  unto  jon, 
Hht  Mid  Sir  Ueary  George  Wakclyn  Smith,  full 
pAwcr  aiul  .nithority,  witli  the  ndvico  and  consent 
of  the  Raid  Ix'jislatiTe  Coancil,  to  make,  enact, 
ordain,  and  cstAhlitli  laws  for  the  order,  peace,  and 
Mod  jrartr— irnt  o£  nmr  Mid  aeltlcmcnt  of  tha 
Good  fiofMuid  ita  dopMidencies,  but  subject  never- 
iLoless  t-c>  all  such  rules  and  rf;;u].itioiis  as  b_v  your 
•aid  imstructiona  we  Lave  thought  &t  to  presKirtbe 
in  thnt  behalf,  or  as  hj  wof  rorther  instructions 
undrr  rnir  sijrnet  and  hipx  manual,  ur  hy  niM-  nrdor 
in  our  i'rivy  Cwuucil,  or  by  ua  tkrough  oae  our 
Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  we  shall  or  may 
think  fit  to  preaoribo  i  provided  oerertbeless,  and 

our  hHra  or 

tocc  -^^lu  s.  our  and  tlivir  undoiibtc^d  rij^lit  and  au- 
thoritj  to  disallow  any  such  laws,  and  to  make 
1  MtaUisb  from  timo  to  time  with  the  advice 
consent  of  Pnrliamcnt,  or  with  the  advice  of 
Privy  Council,  all  such  laws  as  may  to  us  or 
thesn  afpenr  necessary  for  the  order,  pence,  and 
~,  govwnmtM  of  the  nid  uttkoMBt  and  its 
I,  M  fiilly  as  if  thMo  preMnts  had  not 


Xow,  mj  Lords,  Lord  Mansfield's  opinioTi 
was  founded  on  this  fact;  a  proclaniatiou 
had  been  issued  hy  the  Crown  for  giving 
nproseotative  institntiona  in  the  island  of 
Grenada,  with  assurances  that  the  colonists 
should  have  tlic  full  power  of  taxing  them- 
selves. Suhsoquentij  letters  patent  wero 
iaaned  fblfining  that  proclamattoD,  aad  tiw 
Court  bold  that,  hy  the  promises  so  given 
and  fulfilled,  tho  Crown  hn'.\  foregone  its 
legislative  power,  and  couid  not  resume  it. 
Bat  IB  tiiit  ease  the  Crown,  instead  of  bar- 
ing forei^iie,  reserves  not  only  the  legis- 
lative power  of  ParlifitMont,  which  would  be 
reserved  without  mention,  hut  "the  fuU 
and  entire  power  of  legiilaling  by  Orders  in 
Cesmeil  as  fully  as  if  these  presents  bad  not 
been  made."  Surely,  tjpon  nca!?c  laid  before 
lawYurs,  in  which  this  material  clause  is 
altogether  omitted,  their  opinion  is  one  to 
whidi  little  streaa  or  little  weight  attaches. 
But  further,  tlie  case  recites  that  **  the 
letters  patent  of  1S47  conferred  tipnn  the 
colony  a  Legislative  Council,  constituted 
in  part  of  official  aervanta  of  the  Crown, 
and  io  part  the  indi^endcnt  Members 
selected  from  among  the  people,  and  there 
most  be  always  at  least  four  of  such  iudc- 
pesdeDt  Ifemben.*'  Now,  tbe  letters  po- 
tent do  no  such  thing.  The  letters  patent 
do  this,  and  only  this  :  After  rccitinij  that 
there  shall  be  two  Councils,  one  a  Legisia- 
tif  e  Cooooil  and  Hie  other  an  Ezecnttve 


"  And  we  do  direct  tlmt  the  ^aid  Counoihi  shall 
respectively  be  constituted  iu  such  manner  as  ia 
that  behalf  directed  by  the  instructions  herewith 
^ven  to  yon,  or  aeeording  to  such  further  powers, 
iMtniotioos.  or  antborities.  as  shall  at  any  futuro 
time  he  granted  to  or  apjiointed  for  you  under  our 
signet  and  sign  manual,  or  bs  our  order  in  our 
Privy  CouneD,  or  bfiis,  thnHi|^  one  of  oor  FHh' 
otpal  Seeretariei  of  State/' 

The  letters  patent  said  nothing  about  of* 
ficial  or  unofficial  ^lembcra  of  tho  Legisla- 
tive Council.    They  siuply  said  that  thero 
should  be  a  Legislative  GouneO,  whieh 
should  he  constituted  asdii-eetedbj  eertain 
itistructlons  ecnt  herewitii,  or  according  to 
any  future  instructions  that  might  be  sent« 
Su  that  here  ngaiu  the  case  before  these 
lawyers  is  not  only  inaccurate,  but  the  very 
reverse  of  the  fact.    With  regard  to  this 
question,  as  it  will  be  dealt  with  by  far 
abler  hands  than  mine,  1  may  now  pass  it 
by,  having  said  quite  sufllotent  to  abpir 
that  the  opinion  professing  to  rest  on  a 
ease,  which  on  the  face  of  it  is  altogether 
inaccurate,  must  itself  full  with  the  case 
on  whidi  U  h  built  But,  my  Lords,  allow 
me  to  point  not  what  is  the  object  of  the 
instniction  under  tlie  sign  manual,  reducing 
the  number  of  members  of  which  the  Legis- 
lative Connoil  is  to  consist.  Bj  this  instrue* 
tion,  and  tlic  despatch  tranamitting  it,  the 
novernor  isi  directed  to  use  tho  power  of 
lliat  Lee^i^'lative  Council  merely  to  pass 
such  legislative  measures  as  may  be  abao* 
lotely  neeeaaaiy,  until  the  representative 
constitution  can  be  carried  into  effect.  I 
entirely  concur  with  the  noble  Lord  when 
he  said  it  was  absoUitely  necessary  that 
the  Crown  ahould  acrupulously  adliere  to 
carrying  into  effect  promisos  given,  and 
that  a  T' prc!^3ntative  constitution  having 
been  promised,  that  it  should  be  carried 
into  effect  with  aa  little  delay  as  possible, 
I  entirely  concur  with  the  noble  Earl  in 
wishing  that  the  leilslativo  constitution 
should  be  brought  into  operation  at  the  ear- 
liest possible  period;  and  I  say  that,  but  for 
conduct  unexampled  forits  factious  and  vex* 
atious  character,  beyoiul  all  question  that 
cunstitutiKn  would  at  this   nutinent  liavo 
been  in  operation.  Notiiing  but  tliu  conduct 
of  the  four  retiring  Uemberaof  tbatCouneil 
has  prevented  representative  institutions 
hc'mg  at  this  moment  in  full  and  complete 
operation.    And  I  say  more — 1  have  most 
full  and  eonplete  and  entire  eonfidence, 
that  in  a  very  abort  space  of  time  the  ne- 
cessary steps  may  be  taken,  and  that  that 
constitution  may  be  brought  into  effect. 
The  noUe  Earl  urges  that  tiie  ^ue^on 
•bottld  be  aetUed  bere^  and  aakip  will  tha 
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Gomidl  iiftmed  by  the  Qorenior  have  any 

real  weight  or  authority,  and  will  its  deter- 
minations give  any  satisfaction  to  the  colo- 
nists ?   I  am  much  inclined  to  concur  with 
the  noble  Lord,  so  far  as  to  think  it  a  case 
in  whieh  Her  Migesty's  Government  should 
take  npon  themtelres  the  responsibility  of 
settling  the  question,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  prepared  to  do  so.  But 
they  will  do  80  in  a  numner  in  which, 
under  nil  the  eifonmstances  of  the  case, 
they  think  piujicr  and  fit.    The  papers 
sent  homo  from  the  colony  contain  most 
complete  information  on  all  points  on  which 
infonnation  is  neeessarf.  With  those  papers 
before  us  I  have  no  doubt  little  difficult v 
will  be  found  in  framing  in  tliis  country 
the  draft  of  ordinances  sutKcieut  to  com- 
plete the  letters  patent  already  issued ; 
and  it  is  the  purpose  of  Her  Majesty's  Go» 
TonmieDt— a  purpose  which  I  believe  has 
been  communicated  by  my  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Govornmeot  to  persous  in- 
terested  in  Ae  colony — withotit  loss  of 
time  to  apply  themselres  to  the  consider- 
ation of  those  draft  ordinances  wliicli  inny 
be  transmitted,  as  soon  as  possible,  to  the 
colony  for  the  purpose  of  being  there 
enacted.   I  have  little  donht  the  QoTcmor 
will  he  enabled  to  assemble  a  Council, 
technically  competent,  according  to  law, 
to  pass  these  ordinances,  nnd  that  they 
will  be  passed  I  have  as  little  doubt.  I 
am  sangotne,  aho,  in  thinking  that  with 
the  means  at  his  disposal,  the  EaiBr  war 
eanuot  be  of  long  continuance,  and  that 
tiie  only  obstacle  to  the  completion  of  tiiis 
eonatitiitioa  will  be  removed.    Tho  noble 
Lord  urges  that  the  Imperial  Parliament 
should  legislate  on  the  subject.    lie  says 
that  nothing  but  tlie  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment con  settle  these  questions.    He  docs 
not  deny— and  it  is  very  satisfactory  to 
hear  this — the  legal  competency  of  Her 
Majesty  to  brinrr  this  constitution  into 
operation  by  virtue  of  llcr  own  authority, 
lie  admits  the  letters  patent  to  ho  good 
and  binding — ^that  the  ordinances  under 
them  will  M»  binding  in  the  colony-^nd 
that  tho  conRtitutiou  may  thus  be  es 
tablished ;  but  he  says,  iu  effect,  that  1 
have  80  entu«I^  lost  the  confidence  of  the 
colonists,  that  it  is  desirable  that  an  Act 
of  Parliament  should  be  had  recourse  to. 
If  the  fault  is  in  nie,  it  would  have  been 
far  better  had  the  uublc  Earl  moved  aa 
address  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  to 
place  the  seals  of  the  Colonial  Department 
m  other  iiands,  instead  of  taking  what,  I 
must  be  permitted  to  say,  is  an  iuconvenicnt 
£arl  Qrejf 


eonno— the  giving  up  tho  proper  tmd  eon* 
stittttional  powers .  of  the  Crown,  beeanse 

those  powern  are  entrusted  to  hands  not 
capable  of  e.vercising  them.    If  he  enter- 
tains that  opinion,  the  course  I  have  point- 
ed out  is  one  whieh  it  is  in  his  power  to 
adopt.    But  let  me  point  out  to  your  Lord- 
ships, that  the  mode  of  granting  a  consti- 
tution which  the  Government  iutve  adopted 
in  this  instance,  upon  great  deliberatioii  and 
careful  inquiry,  and  with  the  assistance  of 
eminent  legal  advice,  is  strictly  conyistent 
with  the  oldest  precedents  and  tho  oldest 
practice  in  the  colonial  history  of  this  couu- 
try. '  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  statement  of 
thu  leading  steps  which  were  adopted 
when  in  the  year  1664  the  first  colonial 
constitution  was  issued  in  the  case  of  Ja- 
maica.    [The  noble  Earl  here  read  tho 
statement  be  referred  to,  to  the  effect  thai 
the  measures  taken  in  respect  to  Jamaica, 
were  to  direct  tho  Governor  to  call  a  Coun- 
cil, and  by  its  advico  to  establish  a  Gcu' 
oral  Assembly;  and  in  July,  the  eame 
year,  the  Governor,  by  the  advice  of  his 
Council,  issued  liis  writs  for  the  election  of 
two  Members  of  tho  Assembly  in  each  ]  Ir- 
ish.} This  precedent  has  been  carefully  lui- 
lowed  in  tiie  letters  patmit  sent  to  the  colony 
of  the  Cane  in  1 847.  We  have  settled  tba  t 
there  shall  he  an  Assembly  and  a  Council; 
and  not  being  able  to  fix  the  limits  of  elec- 
toral divisions  and  the  number  of  voters 
with  a  ^ven  qualification,  and  other  loeal 
details,  wc  have  directed  the  Covrrn  r  to 
obtain  the  assistance,  not  of  a  Privy  Coun- 
cil, but  of  a  Legislative  Council,  which 
exists  at  the  Cape,  and  did  not  exist  at 
Jamaica,  to  make  those  arrangements.  I 
am  sure  your  Lordships  will  perceive  how 
strictly  and  closely  we  have  followed  tho 
precedent.    Jamaica  was  not,  however, 
near  so  complicated  a  ease  as  that  of  the 
Cape.    The  population  of  Jamaica  was 
composed  of  only  two  classes,  slaves  and 
planters;  but  as  no  one  thoui^ht  of  givinjj 
slaves  tlie  right  of  voting,  the  question  was 
narrowed  mmnly  to  the  divinon  of  the  is- 
]  1  1  into  parishes.   In  the  Cape  we  had 
niyt  ;  ive«»,  but  those  who  wore  very  recently 
slaves,  and  a  mixed  population  with  very 
discordant  feelings,  which  rendered  H  the 
more  necessary  to  give  a  wider  diser^ 
tion  to  the  local  authorities.    But,  at  the 
same  time,  the  main  and  leading  princi- 

Sles  of  the  constitution  are  so  clearly  de- 
ned  in  the  letters  patent,  that  praeUeaily 
tho  points  at  issue  are  very  slight  — so 
slight  that  this  remarkable  circumstance 
has  happened  ;  the  Attorney  Cicucrol  haa 
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sent  home  bis  draft  of  tlic  Order  in  Coun- 
«I  for  npproTal,  and  tli»  gentfemen  who 

come  as  delegates,  in  opposition  to  the  Co- 
lonial Government,  have  ur^jed  on  nay  noble 
friend  at  tiie  head  of  the  Government, 
.  ibftt  th«j  ■hould  tako  that  eoDstikntion  just 
M  il  stands  hj  the  Attorney  General,  as  a 
document  emanating  from  the  Legislative 
Council,  and  pass  it  into  lav.    TIio  differ- 
tnee  is  «o  mumportaiit  that  they  pray  they 
may  have  tlie  very  thing  they  might  have 
had  in  the  first  instance,  but  for  their  rc- 
aiatapce  to  tbo  measures  of  the  Govem- 
aeiit — a  resistance,  as  I  say,  designed  for 
no  earthly  thing  but  to  show  thair  power, 
and  the  weakness  of  tlio   Governor — to 
convince  the  colonists  that  to  thctn  they 
must  look  up  for  advice  and  direction,  and 
not  to  tho  Gorornor*   No  other  object  but 
this  has  prevented  that  constitution  being 
now  in  force;  and  I  must  say  it  docs  not 
appear  to  mo  that  such  a  case  as  this  is  a 
case  for  the  interferenea  of  Parliament. 
One  word  on  tho  question  of  Icigislation. 
If  legislation  is  the  right  course,  Parh'a- 
ment  ought  to  deal  with  this  case;  but  if  the 
Crown  ia  emnpetent,  it  was  better  for  the 
Crown  to  do  it  without  legislation.  The 
tight  was  invariably  exercised  by  the  Crown 
QOtil  1791,  when  the  Canada  Bill  was  pas- 
ted.   I  find  no  instance  in  which  a  consti- 
tntiofawaseetablished  by  Act  of  Parliament 
before  that.    Does  the  nohle  Earl  fiiul  any 
instance  ?    [The  Earl  of  Dkuby  sicrnifled 
that  he  did  not.]    I  believe  that  uutii  tliat 
year,  in  creating  representative  inatitu- 
tiooa,  the  Crown  invariably  proceeded  by 
commission,  \mder  the  Great  Seal,  directed 
to  tho  Governor.    But  in  the  case  of  Ca- 
nada there  were  speeial  oiretimetanoee 
which  called  for  tho  intervention  of  Par- 
liament.    That  Intely  conquered  province 
was  almost  cntiieiy  inhabited  by  a  Konian 
Catholic  population,  on  whom,  in  the  then 
•tate  of  the  law,  the  privileges  which  tho 
Crown  wished  to  grant  could  not  bo  con- 
ferred except  by  the  consent  of  Parliament; 
it  was  therefore  as  necessary  as  it  was 
viae  to  obtain  the  aasiatatiee  of  Parlia- 
ni-Tit  to  enable  the  Crown  tn  r:;ivint  those 
privileges.      Principally  for  rea'^on, 
the  former  practice  was  departed  iroin,  and 
a  eonatitittion  waa  granted  hj  an  Aet  of 
Parliament.    Tho  same  course  1ms  been 
adopted  since  in  the  case  of  Australia, 
for  a  aimiiar  reason,  namely,  that  tho 
Crown  eould  not  by  its  own  aothority  ac- 
eoBl^iish  wliat  in  tliat  particular  case  was 
required.    TIjo  Ci  own  has  no  legislative 
power  in  a  colony  not  obtained  by  con- 
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quest  or  cession,  and  in  such  a  colony 
can  grant  a  representatiTe  conatitntion,  ' 

but  can  gi-ant  no  other  ;  and  in  Australia, 
tho  population,  in  the  early  days  of  tho 
colony,  consisting  mainly  of  convicts,  such 
a  oonstitntion  waa  inapplicable.  There- 
fore, tho  constitution  of  Australia  was 
originally  granted  by  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment; and  when  the  form  of  govern- 
ment ia  eaCabliahed  by  Pariiament,  no  lesa 
authority  can  make  any  alteration.  Thna, 
it  would  bo  a  departure  from  oi  l  prac- 
tice to  institute  representative  institutions 
at   the    Cope,   where  no   such  excep- 
tional circumstances  existed  by  legiala- 
tion.    But  then  the  nohle  Earl  says,  that 
wo  should  have  a  Committee.     I  must 
say  a  Comraittco  would  be  a  very  irre- 
gular mode  of  proceeding,  and  aurely 
would  be  very  inconvenient.    Here  we  are 
near  the  middle  of  July;  nnd  we  know  that 
last  year  the  Australian  Bill  (on  which, 
after  all,  questions  of  mvoh  ieaa  ^Kffienlty 
arose  than  would  arise  on  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hop©)  occupied  tho  major  part  of 
Uie  Session,  occupied  a  greater  portion  of 
time  than  traa  deroted  to  any  other  pablio 
business  in  both  Honaes  of  Parliament. 
This  Session,  in  consequence  of  the  ex- 
treme urgency  of  certain  Bills,  wo  have 
been  compelled  to  postpone  a  variety  of 
measnrea  which  were  of  pressing  int««at; 
and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it  Is  rather 
an  extraordinary  courso,  when  measures  of 
this  description  have  been  necessarily  post- 
poned, to  oatl  on  the  Ooremment  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  which  would  lead  to  dis- 
cussions not  much  shorter  than  those  which 
took  place  on  the  Australian  Bill.    I  am 
sure,  if  that  eourae  ia  taken,  the  ceremony 
of  proroguing  Parliament  will  be  almost 
needless,  and  wo  shall  conclude  this  Ses- 
sion about  tiie  time  when  it  is  proper  to 
open  the  next.   But,  my  Lords,  I  am 
williag  to  assume  tltat  legialation  ia  the 
right  course.    Is  that  any  reason  for  a 
Committee  ?    What  have  a  Committee  to 
do  ?    Is  there  anything  to  inquire  about  ? 
The  facts  of  the  case  are  all  before  us; 
and  if  the  noble  Earl  thinks  wo  (the  Go- 
vernment) have  done  wroncj,  his  course  is 
to  move  an  Address  to  Ucr  Majesty  to 
reaeind  ihoae  inatruotiona,  and  hnmbly 
pray  Her  Majesty  to  dismiss  Her  Minis- 
ters.   But,  delay  bein<i;  the  thing  wliich 
tho  noble  Eavl  wishes  to  avoid,  of  all 
eouraea  he  propoaea  a  Committee !  Now, 
I  think,  your  Lordships  mnat  hare  been 
struck  with  one  circiun' trince,  which  niado 
a  great  impressiou  ou  me.    When  tho 
2  B 
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^noble  Earl  gave  uotico  of  this  Mutioo^  a 
fortnight  ftgo,  he  laid  th«  prfneipal  atress 

on  the  legal  part  of  the  question.  In  the 
notice,  ho  implied  that,  as  nearly  as  pos- 
sible, the  main  object  he  wished  the  Com- 
niitoe  to  eooaider  vm,  wh^hcr  the  Im 
Btractions  isstied  in  Maj  Iwit  were  con- 
formable to  law,  and  whether  or  not  it  was 
seceasary  to  pass  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  to 
Hor  Majesty's  QoTwnneiil.  RemainDer, 
A  Bill  of  Indemnity.  For  wliftt  wm  a  Bill 
of  Indemnity  required  ? 

The  Earl  of  DERBY:  To  cover  the 
acts  of  the  Govcnior  of  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hop^  in  having  expended  money  for  two 
jeara  without  any  legislative  authority. 

Eari.  GREY:  I  am  c:lail  to  know  the 
gruuuds  ou  which  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  could 
be  required.  Wiibont  explanation,  it  was 
dlfllcttlt  to  understand  what  those  grouiuk 
were,  and  since  the  explanation  it  is  still 
more  difficult  to  understand  them;  be- 
eanie,  bv  tbe  noble  Earl's  admiseion,  the 
power  of  the  existing  Legislatire  Council 
remaining  intact  until  the  first  writs  arc 
issued  creating  a  new  Assembly,  whatever 
Pariiament  dm  to  oorer  the  appropriation 
of  money,  the  ColonM  Legiuatuie  could 
do  also,  and  it  woulfl  l>r  rnorc  convenient, 
because  the  latter  would  know  what  acts 
they  were  going  to  legalise.  We  do  not 
kttOfr  bere  what  the  Goremor  has  done, 
agn'rt^t  wliicli  he  requires  to  he  indenini- 
fied;  but  that  is  casilv  asccrtaintnl  on  the 
spot  where  the  Bill  of  Indemnity  is  to  be 
passed.  I  was  saying,  the  intention  of 
the  noble  Lord,  gathered  from  his  first 
notice,  was,  that  a  Committee  should  in- 
quire into  the  legal  question.  Now,  I 
most  say,  notbiag  ean  be  more  ineonsis^ 
tent  with  practice  and  precedents,  than  to 
dcleL^ate  to  a  Committee  any  anlhontj  to 
inquire  into  the  law.  Why,  this  Ilousc 
itself  bas  no  right  to  pronoimee  on  any 
question  of  law  until  the  qoettioti  eomes 
before  it  in  a  regular  course  As  a  judicial 
tribunal.  Sitting  as  a  branch  of  the  Le- 
gislature, this  House  has  no  such  power, 
and  no  right  to  do  so;  but  that  a  Com- 
mittee should  inquire  and  decide  on  a 
question  of  law,  scmmus  altogrtiier  unprece- 
dented. Your  Lordships  must  consider 
vjMB  wbat  novnds  yon  are  asked  to  ap- 
point this  Committee;  because,  aUliouLrh 
you  mar  disripprovo  the  pnlicv  f>f  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  yet  as  the  noble 
Lord  bas  not  taken  the  eonrse  of  moring 
a  TOte  of  censure,  it  in  still  your  dnty  not 
to  agree  to  tlie  ppocifie  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee until  you  arc  satisfied  tiiere  are 
Earl  Qrejf 


good  and  valid  reasoud  for  it,  and  that 
yonr  adopting  it  will  eondnce  to  tbe  paUie 
advantage.  The  noble  Earl,  disavowing 
all  party  considerations,  says  he  tender* 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  a  friendly 
assistanee.  I  oeiiatnly  do  set  lett  oiillie 
other  side  any  strong  symptoms  that  this 
is  not  a  pnrty  question — I  do  not  see  any 
symptoms  ot  strong  wishes  of  friendly  co- 
operatioB*-a  eo-operation,  if  I  may  be 
allowed  to  express  an  opinion,  which  worid 
be  really  useful  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  conducive  to  the  peace  and 
safety  of  the  Capo  colony.  I  bare  shewn 
your  Lordships  tbat  the  kobl*  BilFl  bsi 
not  been  able  to  state  any  plain  or  in- 
tclii'^'if'lc  object  to  lie  obtained  by  the 
appuintmeut  of  a  Committee.  This  alone, 
I  think,  would  be  a  tafiefent  rsasoa 
for  objecting  to  it.  But  I  shoald  muck 
deceire  your  Tiordships  if  I  were  sap- 
posed  to  think  It  would  be  merely  iaso* 
eent.  As  respeels  this  eovntry  I  tboaid 
say,  tala  jenr  Gomniittee  in  welcome- 
name  your  own  members ^ — take  all  the 
papers — sit  upon  them  as  long  as  yon 
please— present  to  Pavliattieat  mail  af»- 
port  as  yon  please.  But  it  is  my  dal^, 
and  it  is  your  Lordships'  dnty,  to  look 
beyond  the  walls  of  this  House — beyond 
this  country,  and  to  what  is  going  on  is 
tbe  colony ;  and  I  say,  if  you  eonrider  tfie 
subject  in  that  way,  it  is  impossible  to 
adopt  n  course  so  full  of  danger,  so  full  of 
injury  to  the  public  service,  as  tbe  ap- 
pointment of  saeh  a  Ceianttlee  aa  tbst 
proposed.  What  must  be  the  effect  of  it  ? 
Clearly  to  throw  doubt  and  uncertainty 
on  the  authority  of  Her  Majesty's  Go* 
vemment  and  all  that  has  been  done 
in  the  colony— to  support  the  views  end 
objects  of  those  gentlemen  who  have  come 
over  to  this  country  as  organs  of  a  psr- 
tfcnlar  party,  in  oppositloil  la  the  leesl 
Govcrnmont,  and  in  opperitiott  to  Her 
Majesty's  Govcniment.  It  must  b''  to 
2;lvu  direct  support  and  eJicourai^emcnt  to 
them.  They  hare  taken  the  opinion  of 
eonnsel  on  a  ease  drawn  op,  aa  I  bate 
shown  you,  with  singular  inaccur.icy,  in 
order  to  prove  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  acted  without  due  legal 
antboritj,  and  to  drive  Her  Majesty's  Go> 
vemment  to  alter  a  certain  line  of  policy, 
deliberately  ad  apted,  after  carefbl  con?ider- 
ation.  if  your  Lordships  consent  to  appoiot 
this  Oommittee-^if  by  taking  that  esMM 
you  apparently  support  all  these  news, 
I  a«k  it  it  r  n  Invo  any  other  effect  than  to 
weaken  the  authority  of  the  gaUaat  Officer 


Digitized  by  Google 


742 


741  Representatiw  {Jult  15,  1851}  Institutions, 

to  whom  is  cntruf?tetl  the  difficult  tn?k  of  not  calculated  to  advance  thetnio  nnd  best 
^Terning  tlie  coiouy,  and  to  encourage  the  interests  of  tlie  e.l;ive  population,  to  whioh 
factiou*  and  uoscrupulouH  party  who  have  you  gave  the  inestimable  boon  oi  frcedoin» 
oppoted  hin?  Ifow,  nj  Lords,  I  think' 
joQ  mutt  be  aware,  even  from  what  I  haTd 


now  said,  how  dan^rous  is  tbo  course  pro- 
posed. Bat  those  who  iiavo  not  carefully 
WAtdMd  the  proceedings  of  the  colonists, 
•ad  de  ael  know  the  tme  eharaeter  of  the 

party  rf  presentCKl  in  this  country  by  the 
gentlrnicn  to  whom  T  have  referred,  can 
only  imperfectly  estimate  the  evil  which 
will  arMi  fireni  the  adoption  ef  ineh  a 
eoonet  and  I  think  it  absolutely  neces- 
sary, therefore,  before  I  concliidr,  tn  male 
known  to  vour  Lnrdshins  t1i(^  tr  uo  ciiarac- 
ier  oud  tiie  true  couduct  of  tiiat  party.  lu 


dotag  10  it  wni  be  my  patnfol  duty  to  My  Lords,  thai  dispoaitioo  of  the  Dotoh 


whether  that  opinion  of  mine  la  inaeeurate 
or  not,  at  all  events  the  noble  Lord  wiU 
not  contradict  mo  when  I  p;iv  thnt  the  dis- 
cotitent  of  the  Dutch  beers  dates  from,  aud 
may  be  traced  to,  the  Slave  Emancipation 
Aet  of  1833.  That  meaiure  created  a  dis^ 
position  on  the  part  of  the  Dutch  popula- 
tion to  withdraw  beyond  the  reach  of  Bri- 
tish authority  into  the  interior  of  Africa. 
It  is  that  measuret  earried  as  it  wa»>  whieh 
has  been  the  fertile  source  of  all  the  diffi« 
cultiea  with  which  fnmi  fliat  time  we  have 
had  to  contend,  and  witli  wImcU  we  shall 
for  some  time  longer  Imvu  to  contend. 


apeak  severely;  but  it  is  a  duty  which  I 
feel  T  nm  IidimuI  h'l  imdprtake,  which  I 
have  itehberately  resolved  upon,  and  which 
I  ahlJl  endeaTonr  to  perform  as  dispas- 
■onately  aa  la  eonaistent  with  clearly 
stating  the  facts  to  your  Lordships.  Now, 
my  Lords,  tho  party  in  opposition  to  the 
S^ueen's  Government  in  that  colony  trusts 
fat  support  vMunlj  to  two  efawses  of  per* 


population  to  withdraw  from  the  British 
authority,  led,  in  1842  or  1843,  to  their 
withdrawiug  to  Katal.  But  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  would  not  allow  them  to  establish 
an  independent  power,  and  d^patched  a 
military  force,  and,  after  considerable  loss 
of  life,  the  attempt  to  establish  them- 
selves  in  an  independent  territory  was 
_  frnstrated.  Now,  my  Lords,  these  per- 
sons, fts  the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  stated;  \  sons  are  intimately  connected  by  blood  re* 
in  the  first  instance  to  snmc  of  tho  Dutch  lations  and  tics  of  fririir]jihip  with  a  luge 
farmers,  nnd  also  to  a  party  organised  at  population  living  v.  itlim  tho  colony;  and 
Uape  Town  during  the  anti-convict  ogita-  though  1  believe  at  ouo  time  much  pro* 
tion.  With  regard  to  the  Datoh  fhnners,  j  gress  had  been  made  in  coneiliatiog  tho 
1  am  boond  to  say  I  attach  great  value  to  j  popidatiott  within  the  colony,  unfortunately 
that  clous  of  colonists.  I  believe  tliey  pes-  recent  events  have  enabled  desifrnincr  men 
sess  many  great  and  valuable  qualities,  :  to  mislead  tiicm  as  to  the  true  objects  and 
dashed  with  some  not  inconsiderable  alloy. '  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 


This  repnblieaa  party  is  one  of  those  on 
whioh  the  opposition,  led  by  Sir  A.  Stock- 
enstrom,  rest  for  support.     The  other 


Pafottunately  to  a  great  extent  they  ore 
ignorant.  Unfortunately  they  are  too 
easily  l*»d  away  by  dcsif^ning  men,  whose 

eiijecta  ditier  from  their  own.  This  class  r  party  is  the  party  which  was  organised  at 
ef  pereooa  has  been  fbr  eereral  years  in  a  Cape  Town  dnring  what  is  oalled  the  anti- 
slate  of  great  discontent;  and  I  am  bound  |  conviet  agitation.    The  noble  Sari  haa 

to  ad[[ii-  that  that  discontent  was  in  its  been  very  severe  on  what  ho  thinks  wn?  a 
on-jin  a  jii'^t  one.  n.s  it  niainly  originated  ■  mistake  niado  by  Her  Mnjcsty's  Govern- 
ia  the  measure  oi  ihc  nobio  Earl  opposite 
fir  the  eosaneipatioii  ef  the  riavea.  I  am 
perfsetiy  aware  that  many  for  whom  I 
hare  ^rcat  admimtion,  were  jointly  respon- 
sihle  with  the  noble  Earl  for  that  mea- 
I  know  his  intentions  in  proposing 


sure. 


it  were  most  praiseworthy  and  meet  ezoel* 

lent,  but  I  will  not  the  less  state  that  T 
think  now,  as  I  thouf^ht  in  18.13,  and  as  I 


roent,  and  principoliy  by  myself  (for  true 
it  is  that  in  matters  ii  this  kind  the  nrin* 
cip.al  blame  rests  on  the  person  in  whose 

department  the  error,  if  error  it  be,  is 
committed) — tho  noble  Earl  was  very  se- 
vere on  the  enx)r,  as  he  contends,  com- 
mitted in  sending  eonviets  to  the  colony  in 
IS 49.  I  will  not  now  repeat  what  I  have 
fonnerly  stated  to  your  Lordships  on  this 


stated  in  1833  in  my  place  in  tbo  other  !  subject.  It  is  very  possible  that  may  have 
HevseofParUament,  that  that  measure  was  { been  an  error.   All  I  can  soy  is,  it  waa  a 

an  unwise  one;  that  it  oarried  a  great  and  I  course  taken  at  a  time  of  extreme  diA> 
holy  object  by  injiidiiMOUS  nicans;  that  it  eulty — difhculty  loft  to  Her  Majesty's  pro- 
*wa«  calculated  to  inflict  great  and  uniioce?-  sent  Government  in  a  great  lueasure  by 
sary  injury  on  tho  masters  of  alavcs  whom  i  the  noble  Earl  oppo»ite  having  brought 
you  omaacipated,  and  iras  at  the  same  tame  Van  Biemea's  Land  into  anoh  a  state  that 
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eonvicts  eonld  1)e  no  longer  sent  lliere.  Tt 
was  a  difficulty  of  a  very  urgent  character, 
in  the  then  state  of  Ireland,  how  to  dis- 
pose of  a  large  number  of  persons  who, 
during  the  pressure  of  famine,  had  com- 
mitted offences.  It  it  m  j  firm  bdief  that 
if  they  had  been  received,  as  I  certainly 
thought  they  would,  instead  of  injury  to 
the  colony  they  would  have  been  oi  advan- 
tage to  them,  eonsisting  ehieflj  of  tidiet- 
of-!eave  men  who  had  been  dnren,  dnring 
the  famine  in  Irelfind,  for  the  ^nreserration 
ef  life,  to  commit  plunder.  They  had  in- 
emted  inmialimeat,  and  ^y  eoold  not  be 
sufferea  to  lemaiii  without  pnnishment. 
They  could  not  rpmain  at  Bermuda,  on 
sanitary  considerations — they  could  not  be 
sent  home.  It  was  equallv  impossible  to 
send  them  to  Van  Diemen  s  Land.  The 
Government  could  do  no  other  than  send 
them  to  the  Cape.  But  I  have  explained 
to  your  Lordships  on  a  previous  occasion, 
that  it  was  ^e  intention  of  the  Gorera- 
ment  to  limit  the  number  of  convicts  sent 
to  the  Cape  to  that  particular  body. 
Whether  the  error  was  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gfffenment  in  sending,  or  the 
ooloniste  as  to  reeeiving  the  convicts,  I  am 
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serrants  is  tfi6  eolony,  by  depriving  Aem 
of  the  neoessary  supplies,  and  this  after 

the  Government  had  made  a  distinct  pro- 
mise that  the  convicts  should  not  be 
landed.  The  Governor  told  them  that  he 
had  no  power  to  set  withoat  instnietioBS 
from  the  Home  Government;  and  he  only 
aslicd  in  the  interim  th.it  those  unhappy 
men,  whose  health  waa  seriously  affecU^ 
and  broken  down  from  their  long  confine- 
menfe,  as  well  as  from  the  effects  f  n 
voyage  under  a  tropirnl  pnn,  should  be  al- 
lowed, pending  reference  to  the  home  aa- 
ihorities,  to  have  the  supplies  neeesmirf 
for  the  preservation  of  their  lives.  This 
moderate  request  wns  rr-slsted  by  cverv 
possible  means.  lutimidatiou  was  carried 
to  the  utmost  extent,  and,  in  order  that 
you  may  vndetstaad  what  really  was  done 
by  this  association,  T  trust  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  state  one  individiiai  case.  There 


was  at  that  time  at  the  Cape  a  Mr.  Stan- 
ford, who  has  been  sinee  knighted  by  Her 
Majesty  for  his  services .  He  was  formerly 
an  officer  in  the  Army,  but  he  left  the 
service  and  settled  in  the  Cape,  where,  by 
remsrkable  energy  and  persemanee,  lie 
succeeded  in  acqniftog  a  lai^  lauded 


hnppy  to  find  that  the  noble  Earl  has  not  estate  and  other  property  of  considemMc 
ju&titied  the  resistance  which  was  offered  value.    When  he  became  acquainted  with 


to  the  Goremment  upon  this  point.  The 
nohle  Earl  has  not  justified  the  measures  re- 
sorted to  by  the  Anti-Convict  Association 


what  was  going  on,  he  went  to  the  Governor, 
and,  although  fully  aware  of  the  risk  he 

ran,  he  said,  "  So  lon£f  as  I  can  furnish 


T  am  compelled  to  say  that  the  leaders  of  ^  supplies,  I  will  not  allow  that  army  of 


that  association,  acting  on  an  honest  and, 
as  I  Uunk,  a  misgnided  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  great  majority  of  the  colonists,  did 
eontrive  to  establish  for  a  time  a  system 
of  mob  government  of  the  most  dangerous 
deseription  that  erer  ezistsd.  The  noble 
Earl  hss  doubtless  seen  a  very  remarkable 
pamphlet,  written  by  a  eolonist  and  a  set- 
tler, a  member  of  the  Scotch  Church,  and 
eonneoted  with  the  missionary  inskitations 
of  the  Cape — he  was  one  of  lliose  who 
were  originally  parties  to  the  movement 
against  the  importation  of  convicts.  In 
that  pam|»hlet  the  writer  indignantly  dis- 
daims  being  any  party  whatever  to  the 
subsequent  efforts  and  acts  of  the  associa- 
tion, wliich,  by  having  a  monopoly  of  the 


which  I  ouce  was  a  member  to  be  deprived 
of  the  neeessariea  of  1^;  neither  will  I 
sHow,  as  long  as  I  have  the  means,  the 

unhappy  conricts  in  the  Neptune  to  die  a 
hno^ering  death  from  the  want  of  fresh  {mto- 
vinons,  iwr  permit  the  aek  sailors  in  tiie 
naval  hospital  to  be  depmed  of  the  supplies 

necessary  for  their  recovery."  Having  a 
largo  supply  of  cattle  and  com,  he  was 
aUe  with  ipreat  diffienlty,  in  i^ite  of  the 
measures  adopted  to  thwart  him,  to  assist 
the  Government  in  obtaining  the  supply 
required.  What  was  the  eonsequem-e  ? 
11c  became  a  marked  man,  and  from  thai 
hour  to  this— ^beoanse  these  measnres  ef 
hostility  have  not  been  confined  to  the  time 
of  excitement,  when  the  Neptune  was  in 


press,  and  by  carefully  excluding  all  rcsolu- .  Simon's  Bay,  oveu  although  it  is  a  year 
tions  and  speeches  not  eoineident  with  since  the  Order  in  Conneil  was  reeidlea  by 
their  own  views,  and  by  a  system  of  in-  whidicwviots  were  sent  to  the  Cape-^that 

timidation  carried  to  the  cxtremcst  lenirth, ;  persecution  continues.  Hi*?  servants  were 
established  a  power  in  the  hands  of  a  few  1  intimidated ;  no  man  was  allowed  to  boy 
persons  of  ihe  most  dangeroos  eharaeter.  or  sell  with  him;  his  crops  of  corn  became 
My  Lords,  yon  are  aware  that  this  power  |  almost  valueless  because  they  were  neariy 

was  used  in  the  first  place  to  endeavour  to  blown  out  of  the  ear,  as  he  could  not  get 
Starve  Her  ^fajcsty's  troops  and  the  civil  i  labottre»  to  harvest  it  unless  he  paid  the 
£arl  Gretf  * 
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iBO«t  extravagant  wages;  no  bank  dares 
adrance  him  a  single  shilling  without  a 

certainty  of  ruin;  his  own  most  intimate 
friends  dare  not  furnish  him  with  articles 
of  the  first  necessity;  tbo  apothecary  who 
bad  thepreaeriptim  of  the  medicine  which 
was  necessary  for  the  health  of  his  wife  re- 
fn^rd  to  ma]:c  the  prescription.  Nor  is 
thi:3  ail.  This  unmanly  vengeance  is  ex- 
tended to  his  wife  and  children.  His  farm 
is  situated  at  a  considerable  number  of 
miles  from  Capo  Town.  It  hnpponed  that 
bis  eldest  child  was  taken  suddenly  and  dan- 
gerously ilL  He  hastened  to  Cape  Town  to 
take  down  Lady  Stanford  to  nnrse  her  sick 
child.  These  parties  had  the  heartless 
barbarity  to  place  him  under  siieli  n.  ban 
that  not  a  Uvery  stable-keeper  would  fur- 
mA  the  distressed  mother  with  horses  to 
take  her,  or  the  physician  whose  aid  she 
had  called  in,  to  visit  her  sick  child;  and 
it  was  not  until  late  in  the  evening  that, 
by  the  aasistance  of  the  Governors  sec- 
retary, a  carriage  was  obtained,  which  had 
to  bo  taken  a  eonsiderablo  distance  out  of 
iawn  before  it  could  venture  to  irceive 
them.  13 ut  the  vengeance  did  uut  stup 
here.  The  child  died.  It  became  necea* 
sary  to  inter  its  remains,  which  were 
brous:ht  for  that  purpose  to  Cnpe  Town. 
The  carriage  in  which  Lady  iStauford  was 
trsTeUing  on  this  sad  errand  was  obliged 
to  stop  at  an  inn  on  the  road  side,  in  order 
to  obtain  a  clmnoje  of  horses.  The  inn- 
keeper said  that  ho  had  children  himself, 
and  that  he  bad  not  the  heart  to  rrfase  the 
request  to  the  nnhappy  mother.  What 
was  the  consequence  ?  Tlis  inn  was  de- 
serted; travellers  then  in  house  left 
him  in  a  body,  and  he  has  been  ruined 
in  his  business.  These  are  the  means 
adopted  for  consolidating  that  power  whose 
object  was  not  merely  to  prevent  convicts 
from  being  landed  at  the  Capo  of  Guod 
Hope — ^fcr  the  system  is  stail  carried  on 
when  all  danger  of  such  a  raeasm!<a  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  has  been  removed 
— but  to  consolidate  the  power  of  a  party, 
to  which  the  snceess  of  the  present  Motion 
would  be  a  sanction  and  a  direct  encourage- 
ment. My  Lords,  allow  me  to  inform  you 
that  the  ringleader  of  the  Anti-Convict 
Association  is  the  owner  and  editor  of  the 
newspaper  which,  conducted  in  a  rile  spirit, 
is  the  ready,  efficient,  and  detestable  in- 
strument of  these  atrocities — I  say  the 
owner  and  editor  of  that  newspaper, 
and  the  prime  laww  of  the  Anti>Conrict 
Association — who  is  responsible  for  this 
mean  and  paltry  system  of  persecution 


against  an  unfortunate  woman  in  the  deep- 
est distress  to  which  a  woman  can  be  ex- 
posed—the person  who  is  the  leader  of  this 
associ?\tion  is  that  Mr.  Fairbairn,  who  is 
now  in  this  country  as  the  organ  of  the 
party  whose  vlews  will  be  promoted  if  jpm 
LordshipSp  by  agreeing  on  this  Motion, 
throw  doubt  and  uti'^ertninty  on  all  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  done.  It 
is  not  true  that  by  referring  these  papers 
to  a  Select  Committee  you  can  advance 
the  constitution,  as  has  been  alleged;  it 
can  have  no  effect  of  the  kind;  the  only 
effect  and  the  only  consequunco  that  pos- 
sibly can  resolt  from  it  is  to  throw  an  im- 
plied  censure  upon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. If  we  have  deserved  censure  I  do 
not  refuse  to  submit  to  it.  If  it  is  a  just 
censure,  I  say»  propose  it  directly,  and  in 
such  a  manner  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern-' 
nient  may  resign  to  other  hands  the  powers 
which  they  have  shown  themselves  iacooA- 
potent  to  employ  usefully.  But  do  not 
Take  this  course,  by  which*  iriAont  effect- 
ing any  real  change,  you  crripporato  tho 
existing  divisions  and  animosities ;  and, 
while  you  leave  the  existing  policy  to  go 
on,  yon  depriye  that  poK^  of  its  real 
chances  of  sacoess.  I  cannot  believe  that 
your  Lordships  will  come  to  a  vote  cal- 
culated to  lead  to  such  a  result,  and  I 
therefore  do  look  forward  with  the  utmost 
confidence  to  the  rejection  of  this  Motion. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  :  My 
Lords,  I  shall  neither  follow  tho  noble 
Eari  through  the  many  extraneous  topics  i 
he  has  introduced  into  the  closing  part  of 
his  address,  nor  shall  I  make  any  com- 
ments on  the  introductiuu  of  the  perse- 
cution of  Lady  Stanford,  which  appears 
to  baye  been  done  for  the  purpose  of 
diverting  your  Lordships'  attention  from 
the  real  question  before  tho  House,  and 
inducing  you  tu  forget  the  unanswerable 
arguments  of  my  noble  Friend  behind  me. 
The  real  question  before  your  Lordships 
is,  whether  the  constitution  which  it  is 
universally  acknowledged  is  called  for 
by  the  Colony,  should  proceed  from  the 
hands  of  Parliament,  or  from  the  hands 
of  the  Executive  Gnvr>nmient.  The  whole 
of  the  arguments  urged  hy  my  noble  Friend 
who  opened  the  debate  have  been  entirely 
untouched  by  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite.  I  have  no  wish  to  weaken  the 
power  of  the  Colonial  Office;  I  have  no  wish 
to  deprive  it  of  the  power  the  Crown  has 
endowed  it  with;  I  have  no  wish  to  hu- 
miliate the  noble  Earl  by  depriving  him 
even  for  a  time  of  the  execntire  power 
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lie  deriros  from  hU  office.  All  I  ask  jour 
Lordthipt  is  to  do  tbat  which  tho  noble 
Bvl  bu  V  linitnrily  done  of  himself.  The 
noble  Eftil  has  himself  abdicated  his 
power — ho  has  abdioatod  his  rcspouaibility, 
%j  whioli  lio  ahoald  have  ttood;  he  has  ab- 
dioatod  his  own  judgment,  and  now,  after 
having  given  into  other  b  ir  1=  the  work 
which  he  shonltl  hare  done  lumsolf,  he  is 
no  susceptible  thai  ho  reiusos  to  delegate 
to  Parliament  tho  perfonnanee  of  tho  task 
tbat  ho  has  himself  refused  to  perform.  The 
noble  Earl  has  abdicated  Iiis  power  by  dole- 
gating  it  to  the  Privy  Council.  The  au- 
thority of  the  Privy  Council  was  created  in 
1660,  by  Oharlei  II.,  hut  it  was  shown 
that  that  authority  was  subservient  to  the 
authority  of  the  Colonial  Secretary  when 
that  oflice  was  created.  The  noblo  Earl 
his,  bowerer,  adopted  the  oontrary  eoiirse, 
and  he  finds  his  excuse  for  the  abdication 
of  his  authority  in  the  advice  of  Sir  Ed- 
ward Ivvfi!!.  llo  gave  up,  not  only  his 
authority,  but  also  his  opinion.  From  a 
letter  of  the  noble  Bail,  dated  Febraary 
12,  I84D,  he  declared  it  to  be  his  opin- 
ion that  a  noniinnt^>(l  Conncil  was  tho  sort 
of  Council  that  ought  to  bo  appointed  for 
the  colony.  But  it  appears  that  the  Privy 
OonnoU  ordered  an  eleotive  CounoU  for  the 
colony,  and  tho  noble  Earl  abandoned  his 
own  opinion  in  doferenco  to  others;  and 
I  am  myself  satisfted  that  if  tho  oolong 
vas  ellowed  a  greater  latitnde  in  their 
ehoice  of  a  constitution,  the  dispute  be* 
twcen  the  boors  and  the  Govcrnnir>nt  niii^ht 
have  boon  softened  down  and  uitun  it  'y 
arranged.  It  is  remarkable  tliat  Sir  Uarry 
Smith  did  not  reply  to  the  noblo  fSarl^ 
letter  for  nearly  two  years.  On  a  previous 
occasion  it  was  four  yenrs  before  the  c-i- 
lony  made  any  reply  to  a  communication  oi 
that  noble  Earl.  In  the  reply  to  Sir  Harry 
Smith  not  a  word  was  said  about  a  consU- 
tution;  and  from  the  unfortunate  moment 
of  tho  Government  sending  a  convict  ship 
to  the  colony  after  having  promised  that 
it  should  cease  to  be  a  penal  settlement, 
from  that  moment  they  had  no  sort  of 
confidence  or  fuith  in  the  Government  at 
home,  or  in  any  nun  of  t':ic  promiacs  niado 
by  it.  From  that  moment  they  manifest- 
ed the  greatest  disgust  towards  the  Eng- 
lish Government,  and  from  that  moment 
they  have  thwarted  every  act  of  tho  noble 
Earl  and  his  Colleagues.  With  respect  to 
tho  conduct  of  the  Governor,  tho  noblo 
Lord  obsenred  that  Sir  Harnr  Smith  would 
have  escaped  tho  trap  whicn  was  set  for 
him  if  he  had  refused  to  accept  the  resig- 
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nations  of  these  four  gentlomon;  but  what 
were  the  facts  ?   Why,  Sir  Harry  Smith 
only  aoceptcd  them  pro? isionally ;  and  it 
was  the  noble  Enrl  who,  in  his  letter  of 
the  10th  of  September,  1850,  after  re- 
buking sererely  the  Qoftmor  for  giving 
up  any  of  his  authority,  aeoepted  the  r^ 
signation.     Now,  what  was  the  course 
tliat  ouf^ht  to  have  been  ]nit  sued  ?  The 
Governor  General  and  the  Uuloniai  Office 
should  have  said,    Afier  you  bAV6  been 
elected  by  the  peo]de,  and  your  eleetion 
confirmctl  by  the  Governor,  you  must  now 
do  your  duty,  and  attend  the  Council.** 
It  is  certainly  to  bo  regrettod  that  the 
noble  Earl  did  not  send  baek  an  answer  (o 
the  colony,  stating  that  Her  Majesliy  re- 
fused to  accept  their  rosig'nntion.  TTo 
could  not  but  be  struck  with  tlie  singular 
fact'  of  how  ftilly  all  tho  prophetic  fears 
of  the  noble  Earl  near  him  (tho  Earl  of 
Derby)  had   been   realised  since  1842. 
Remembering  all  that  iiad  occurred  since 
that  time,  he  could  not  but  call  to  mind 
how  often  be  had  heard  it  said,  or  had 
seen  it  stated  in  print,  in  speeches,  and  in 
the  publi'-  |>rcss,  that  his  noblo  Friend  was 
a  rash,  impetuous,  and  inconsiderate  states- 
man, and  how  muoh  tho  country  was  in* 
debted  for  tho  ehange  that  had  taken 
place;  but  ho  would  ask  with  confideuce 
who  it  was  really  deserved  such  imputa- 
tions—the noblo  Earl,  or  his  successor  ? 
Who  had  been  the  moat  impetuous  and 
the  most  rash  ?   Who  had  been  the  loast 
blind,  and  the   most   gifted  with  fore- 
sight ?    Tiie  question  now  is  whether  i$ 
it  better  that  the  colony  in  its  present 
state  should  reoeire  a  oonstitntion  from 
the  hands  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
which  it  still  loves  and  respects,  or  whother 
it  shall  receive  it  at  tho  hands  ol  men  with 
whom  it  has  been  for  a  long  time  in  hostile 
collision — men  whom  the  majority  of  the 
colonists  declare  to  be  unfit  for  office,  and 
therefore,  it  must  bo  presumed,  unfit  to 
legislate — from  mon  against  whom  a  bitter 
feeling  of  hostility  exists,  and  from  whoie 
hands  they  would  receive  a  oonstitntion 
not  as  a  gift  or  a  boon,  hut  as  an  act  of 
decided  hostility  ?  Two  of  the  mliabitauts, 
delegated  by  a  large  body  of  tho  colonists, 
have  oome  orer  to  this  oountry,  and  now  we 
find  that  there  are  no  less  than  four  consti- 
tutions recommended  by  the  Governor  Ge- 
neral or  by  the  Executive.    At  all  events, 
there  are  onr  your  Lordships'  table  at  the 
present  moment  seven  different  and  dis- 
tinct plans  of  constitution  for  the  colony. 
It  has  been  said  that  a  Committee  is  not 
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tilt  fit  plaoo  for  tocli  •  iatgect   I  beg 

l«ave  to  difTer  with  those  who  think  bo. 
Under  the  peculiar  circumstances  in  which 
the  colony  is  placed,  I  cannot  ooaeeive  ao^ 
tribnmil  more  fitting  and  proper.  We  have 
the  papers  here  before  us,  and  they  can 
be  submitted  to  a  ConiniittnL'  fairly  so- 
lecioU  bj  the  House.  We  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  cxperienoe  of  the  noble 
Bail  who  has  been  maay  yeart  Ooloaial 
Secretary,  and  of  tbe  experience  of  my 
noble  Frirnd  behind  me,  wiio  has  also  held 
the  oliiuc  iur  a  long  period.  We  havo  tho 
adrantage  of  ehooung  out  of  thia  large 
aasembly  men  of  business,  and  aecustomed 
on  such  oocnslons  to  net  impartially — I 
might  9ay  alraoiit  judicially;  and  we  have 
the  |N>wer  of  obtaining  tbe  adviee  of  emi- 
nent legal  men  to  assist  us.  Is  it  not 
bettor  to  constitute  such  a  tribunal,  and 
obtain  a  report  from  it,  which  will  be 
plaoed  on  this  table»«woiild  not  thia  be  a 
more  likely  means  of  pleaaing  the  oolony, 
and  to  make  tho  boon  acceptable,  than  to 
isiiue  a  commission  ?  I  do  not  wish  to  use 
aoj  harsh  expressions,  but  I  must  say  that 
I  oMiwe  the  haate  of  the  noble  Earl  at 
tbe  commencement  of  these  transactions, 
as  I  censure  his  timidity  now — that  same 
timidity  which  induces  iiim  to  give  up  hid 
opuuon  as  to  the  nature  of  tbe  eonatitution 
that  ought  to  be  granted  to  the  colony.  I 
censure  tho  vacillating  policy  that  has 
charaoteriaed  the  noble  Barl  during  tlie 
laafc  fire  yeara— whieh  has  indneed  him  to 
make  promises  that  he  could  not  fulfil,  and 
which  ha'?  created  a  Imstile  feeling  in  tho 
colony  towards  Inw  and  his  UoUeaguea.  I 
■hottld  hftf  •  wiahed  Ihe  noble  Barl  to  have 
acted  upon  the  principle  laid  down  by  one 
of  his  Colleagues  the  other  day.  A  naval 
othcer  having  Hulked  for  a  ship,  the  reply 
of  the  noble  EarPs  Colleague  was,  "  We 
do  not  promise  ships,  we  give  them.'*  And 
tho  officer  in  question  {^ot  his  fri^^ate.  In 
the  same  way  the  noble  Earl  slmtild  not 
liavc  prorai«ed  a  coubtitutiou,  iiu  bhuuld 
bafo  given  it.  I  shall  say  nothing  as  to 
tbe  result  of  the  noble  EarPs  policv  else- 
where—T  «hall  say  nothing  of  tho  Jiscon- 
tcut  and  aimost  rebellion  in  Van  Diemen's 
Land— >I  shall  say  nothmg  of  the  former 
agitation  at  the  Cape — but  if  tho  noble 
Karl  is  to  be  judged  for  his  policy,  T  «hall 
do  so  frota  the  handwriting  of  his  own 
■ttlMidhiate  agent  at  the  Cape  0ood 
Hope.  That  offieial  deseribes  the  state  of 
the  colony  four  years  since,  and  has  i^l'.-iv.-n 
that  it  has  given  rise  to  an  anti-English 
feeling.    Then  we  have  the  Governor  Ge-> 


neral  hinielf  m  his  despatehea  lamenting 

the  existing  state  of  things.  The  colonioa 

that  are  now  agitated,  wore,  when  the 
noble  Earl  oame  into  offipe,  in  a  state  of 
profound  peaee.  In  that  eolon  j  there  were 
to  be  foond  prevailing  feelings  of  the  vU 
most  hoHtility  against  the  QoTemment, 
whether  justly  or  unjustly  it  is  not  for  me 
to  say;  but  the  question  which  your  Lord* 
ships  now  have  to  decide  is  not  whether 
you  will  put  power  into  other  bands,  but 
whether  you  will  not  select  from  your  own 
body  men  of  ejtperience — and  the  noble 
BaA  of  course  ihonld  be  one  amongst  the 
rest — to  decide  this  much-vexed  question, 
and  from  them  there  might  be  sent  out  to 
that  colony  a  constitution  which  they  wish 
for,  and  granted  to  them  in  soeh  manner 
as  they  doatre.  Even  though  by  so  doing 
the  Session  might  be  prolonged  a  week  or 
a  fortnight — for  a  longer  period  I  presume 
it  would  not  he  reqnisite-^etill,  I  say,  that 
even  if  so  much  time  were  devoted  to  tho 
subject,  yet  consulcring  the  present  stntn 
of  the  colony,  and  what  may  be  its  future 
feelings  towmda  this  country,  your  Lord- 
ships' time  nerer  oould  be  better  spent 
than  in  attending  io  fi  ('omtiiitteQ  on  'this 
question,  and  in  going  through  it  ia  all  ita 
details, 

IiOiD  ORANWOBTH  obserrod,  that 

when  the  noble  Earl  opposite  brougbt  for- 
ward this  Motion  to  the  House,  he  said  he 
had  not  done  so  with  any  desire  to  embar- 
rass the  Oovemment,  or  with  any  party 
object,  but  laAher  te  relieve  tbem  from  a 
difficult v;  find  having  said  so,  he  (Lord 
Cranwortli)  was  sure  be  need  not  say  ho 
believed  the  noble  Barl  desired  to  take  tho 
best  mode  to  extricate  the  country  tnm 
its  difficulties.  Those  difficulties  niii^bt  bo 
of  many  descriptions.  One  of  them,  and 
that  whieh  he  had  certainly  understood  to 
have  been  of  the  most  formidable  char- 
acter, was  certain  legal  diffiiMilties  to  which 
the  noble  Earl  alluded,  and  which  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  had 
he  been  able  to  have  spoken,  might  have 
explained  to  them.  Those  difficulties  were 
understood  to  bare  arisen  from  eertnin 
legal  embarrassments  in  which  tho  dil- 
forent  letters  patent  and  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil bad  plaoed  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey); 
and  though  he  could  not  but  syrapatbiso 
with  the  anxiety  of  his  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Grey)  to  rise  immediately  afker  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  had  concluded* 
he  regretted  that  conr'ie  had  been  taken, 
aa  he  was  very  anxious  to  hear  from  his 
noble  and  learned  Frirnd  (Lord  Lyndliafat) 
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whftt  was  tKe  ground  of  those  legal  difficul- 
ties. Tt  might  reasonably  be  expected  that 
those  who  had  attained  their  position  in 
that  House  from  their  connexion  with  the 
law,  should  fairlj,  freely,  and  frankly  state 
their  views  on  a  question  of  tlmt  descrip- 
tion which  arose  in  the  co^irsc  of  tiicir  de- 
bates; and  ho  trusted  that  uuder  no  cir- 
cnmatanees,  even  if  it  irate  to  support  a 
party  friend,  would  their  Lordships  think 
that  lie  could  state  his  view  of  the  law  dif- 
ferently from  what  he  really  conceived  it 
to  be.  He  wodd  state  what  bis  views 
were,  and  to  his  noble  and  leerncd  Friend 
opposite  he  would  sav,  *S't  Qohl  i}r,ris(i 
rectius,  let  him  impart  it;  and  as  he  held 
it  to  be  qnite  dear  that  there  bad  been  no 
alipmade  in  point  of  law  from  the  begin- 
ninj^  to  the  end  of  those  matters,  he  was 
anxious  to  know  whore  lay  the  legal  difH- 
enlttes  which  bad  been  mentioned.  He 
did  not  think  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Derby),  or  any  noble  Lord  in  that 
House,  would  be  justified  in  passing  over 
the  question  on  account  uf  any  professional 
and  legal  difficnltj  in  treating  it,  for  the 
law  was  so  plain  as  to  require  nothing  but 
eominoa  sense  and  understanding  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  question.  There  was  no  doubt, 
in  the  first  plaee,  with  respeet  to  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown  in  respeet  of  a  con- 
quered province.  When  a  countr}'  was  ob- 
tained bjr.  conqa^i,  it  was  perfectly  well 
known  that  the  Soverdgn  of  the  conquer- 
ing eonntrj  became  absolute  legislator  fw 
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How  had  the  Crown  divested  itself  of 

rii,'ht  to  ]e5:islate  since  tliiit  time?  Tt  was 
said  the  C  rown  had  done  so  by  certain  let- 
ters patent  issued  in  I<S47,  m  which  it  was 
thua  enacted 

"  And  we  do  by  these  presents  declare  our  will 
ami  iiloasiip-  to  bo,  thnt  tli-Tu  shall  be  within  otir 
s<iid  sottlcment,  two  separate  Councils,  thai  is  to 
mf,  on«  Coimeil  to  be  «Mled  the  Legislative  €hia»> 
oil  of  the  colony  of  the  Capo  of  Good  IIope«  and 
one  other  Council  to  be  culled  the  Executive  Com- 
cil  of  the  Ca|K-  o(  (luod  Hope;  .and  wo  do  direct 
ttiat  the  said  Councils  shall  respectively  be  con- 
stituted in  such  manner  as  is  in  thAt  behalf  dtreet- 
ed  by  the  instructions  herewith  srivcn  to  you,  or 
aooording  to  itteh  further  powers,  iaatructioiu,  or 
authorittefl,  at  tliaU  at  vaj  ftrtnre  titnc  be  graoted 
to,  or  appointed  for  you,  iiiidcr  nur  signet  and  aigll 
manual,  or  by  our  order  ia  our  rrtTV  Coonefl,  or 
by  us,  thraogfa  CM  of  our  Principal  Secretaries  of 

State  And  we  do  hereby  giv« 

and  gratit  unto  you,  the  Boid  Sir  ileurj  George 
Wakelyn  Smith,  full  power  and  authonty,  with 
the  adrice  and  consent  of  the  said  LeyildatiTW 
Council,  to  m.ike,  eoaot,  ordain,  and  wtaMtslfc 
laws  for  the  inl'  i-,  peace,  and  u'ood  government  of 
our  said  settbiucnl  of  ihu  Capu  of  Good  Hope  and 
its  dependeocies,  but  subject  nerertbelMi  to  all 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  by  your  yaid  in- 
structions we  have  thought  fit  to  prescribe  in  that 
behalf,  or  aa  hy  anjAuiher  instructions  under  oar 
signet  and  sign  manual,  or  by  oor  Order  in  OOT 
Privy  Council,  or  by  us,  through  OBO  of  ear  Pri»- 
cijaf  Sren  tarics  of  State,  WO  shdl  OT  u»j  thlak 
fit  to  prescribe." 


Coinciilcntly  with  these  letters  patent,  in- 
struetioiis  were  issued  to  the  Governor  that 
the  Legislative  Council  should  be  appoint- 
ed, consisting  of  twelve  members,  of  vhou 


the  conquered  territory,  subject  to  the  law  not  more  than  six,  nor  less  than  four,  to  be 


in  the  civilised  country  to  which  that  So- 
vereign belonged.  This  was  the  law  be- 
yond dispute,  and  thua  the  case  remained, 
till  the  Sovereign  divested  himself  of  that 
character  by  txrantin^^  jiower  to  the  depen- 
dency which  interfered  with  his  sovereign 


nominees  of  the  Government.  But  it  wa^ 
clear  that  these  very  letters  patent  declared 
that  the  Oonncil  so  framed  was  liable  to 
bei  altered  by  the  Crown — they  reserved 
expressly  all  tlie  rij^hts  of  the  Grown — ho 
could  not  think  there  should  be  a  doubt 


rights;  and  that  was  the  qnestion  which  [abont  it.   From  the  moment  the  letters 

w.as  decided  in  the  ease  of  Grenada,  when  !  patent  were  issued,  Sir  U.  Smith  and  tho 
the  question  arose  in  the  time  of  Lord  Mans- 1  Council  had  a  legislative  authority;  but  tho 
held,  whether  the  Crown  bad  not  deprived  Council,  constituted  aa  had  been  stated, 
itself,  by  the  grant  of  a  legislature  to  the  |  was  clearly  subject  to  be  altered  by  an 
colony,  of  the  power  of  levying  4|  per  cent  Order  in  Oonncil  Bat  waa  that  ail  ?  Ko. 
on  goods  exported  from  the  island;  on  which  |  The  fact  was,  there  was  no  grant  of  a  con- 
occasion  the  law  was  perfectly  laid  down  '  stitution  at  all.  That  was  no  matter  of 
and  eataUiabed.  Ho  (Lord  Cranworth)  be-  idle  speculation.    To  the  letters  patent 


there  was  appended  this  proviso 


liefed  that  where  the  Crown  had  abiolatel j 

granted  the  power  of  legislation  toaco-  ..  .  ... 

Wthen  the  legislative  nowi.r  nf  thn  "Pwi^ed  n«v«tbel*ss,  and  w»  do  Tierebjr 
,  men  me  legislative  power  ot  the  reserve  to  ourselves,  our  heirs  or  eu  r  r,.  our 
colony  waa  flW  only  power  that  could  legis-  and  their  undoubted  right  and  authority  to  dia- 
lato  for  it.  Let  them  apply  that  principle  I  allow  any  such  lawi»  and  to  make  and  eslalliih 
to  the  present  case.     Bv  the  ri^ht  of  con-  j  fr^"*        ^  t^mo,  with  the  advice  and  consent  of 

quest  his  late  Majesty  "beeanie^Sovereiirn  J*"""*"?®"'-  «f  '^'^l^  'he  advice  of  our  Vri\y 
2c  *u»  n-^^    f  r-'    Tit  i  l  <  ouniMl,  all  such  laws  as  may  to  us  or  them  ap- 

Of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  and  became  neoewary  Ayr  the  order,  peaoe,  and  goii 

poiaesied  of  the  power  to  legislate  for  it.  j  govanmsot  of  the  said  ssttkasntand  iu  dsfsn- 
Lord  Oraateorih  * 
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M  foUy  ai  if  Himo  prosenU  IumI  not  been 


In  that  state  of  things  what  were  the  legal 
diAenkies  ?   It  appears  that  the  CoqzmhI 

was  constituted,  but  that  four  refractoiy 
Members  chose  to  re&igu;  and,  without 
saying  whether  it  was  wise  or  politic  on 
the  put  cS  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Grey) 
to  accept  their  resignation,  ho  would  call 
attention  to  the  fact,  that  certain  other 
letters  patent  having  been  issued  for  em- 
bodjiug  a  new  Mostitiition,  but  wbieh  had 
never  yet  eome  into  operation,  fresh  in- 
structions were  issued  by  an  Order  in 
C!ouncilt  exactly  in  the  mode  thai  was 
proTided  by  the  original  letters  patent, 
lerolung  what  was  done,  but  sanctiomng 
the  constitution  of  the  Le^jislative  Council 
in  a  different  roodo.  TUo  noble  Earl 
might  not  concur  in  all  that  had  been  done 


their  Lordships,  he  did  not  Intend  to  occupy 
much  of  their  time,  or  to  enter  into  the 
general  qoestbn  of  poliey,  which  had  been 
fiiUy  atntfld  by  hie  noble  Friend  near  him, 

Inif  }vn3.  preprArod  to  Confine  himself  en- 
tirely to  the  OHO  question,  hut  that  a  very 
important  one,  namely,  the  legality  or 
illegality  of  the  Legislative  Council  now 
existing  at  the  Cape  of  Good  ITopo. 
Doubts  had  been  f^ntortained  as  to  tho 
legality  of  that  body;  and  his  noble  Friend 
near  him  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  had  ealled 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  opinion 
expressed  by  lawyers  of  great  eminence  in 
their  profession,  of  great  learning,  and  dis- 
tinguished for  their  hnowledge  <tf  the  eon* 
stitution,  who,  after  long  consideration, 
had  declared  that  tho  constitution  of  the 
Council  was  clearly  and  entirely  invalid 
and  illegal.  To  involidate  the  authority 
by  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Grey);  but  he  |  of  that  statement,  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 


(Lord  Craiiwortli)  conceived  that  his  noble 
J^'iend  bafl  mnde  a  defence  so  able,  that  it 
(lid  not  cull  lor  any  indorsement  on  his 
(Lord  Gnmworth's)  part  to  add  to  its 
weight;  but  if  their  Lordships  did  concur 
in  this  Motion,  not  with  the  view  of  em- 
barrassing the  Government,  but  simply  to 
•aaist  the  State  oat  of  eertain  legal  diffi« 
culties,  he  (Lord  Cranworth)  conjured  their 
Lordships  not  to  do  that  without  first  set- 
thng  in  their  minds  that  there  were  legal 
iBimiittiee,  and  without  firtt  distinc^y 
learning  what  those  difficulties  were.  If 
their  Lordships  acted  on  tho  notion  that 
there  was  no  legal  validity  in  what  had 
been  done,  bo  believed  thoy  would  be 
creating  a  difficulty  the  full  extent  of 
which  they  would  find   it   not  easy  to 


Grey)  stated  that  the  facts  of  the  case  bad 
not  been  fully  stated  to  those  learnod  per- 
sons, and  he  had  referred  to  tho  luttcra 
patent  of  1847,  portions  of  whioh  he  had 
read  to  their  Lordships,  and  which  he 
stated  had  not  been  referred  to  in  the  case 
submitted.  Now,  he  (Lord  Lyndhurst) 
was  authorised  by  thoae  learned  persons  who 
hod  given  the  opinion  alluded  to,  to  state, 
that  the  representation  of  the  facts  made 
by  the  noble  Earl  was  incorrect — that  they 
hod  in  view  the  letters  patent  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  referred — and  that,  after 
having  given  tbem  their  full  consideration, 
they  did  not  think  those  letters  patent  at 
all  affected  the  opinion  they  had  given. 
The  task  he  had  undertaken  wns  simply 
tills — not  to  give  any  ojiiiiion  of  his  own. 


fathom.    For  tlie  last  twonty-fivo  years  ,  but  to  stnt*^  the  grounds  and  the  rensons  of 


Orders  in  Council  iiad  been  made,  granting 
«r  altering  the  eonatitation  of  bodies  of 
the  same  kind,  and  the  law  offioen  of  llui 
Crown  bad  never  dreamed  they  were  sign- 
ing anything  illegal  when  saneUoaing  such 
doeumenU.  He  Iwd  stated  what  he  thought 
nsesssary  to  enable  their  Lordships  to 
cnmo  to  a  correct  conclusion,  uid  he  was 
conhdent  that  they  would  do  so. 
.LoKD  LTNDHURST  said,  that  he 
agreed  with  wli  u  bad  fallen  from  hie  noble 
and  learned  Friend  with  respect  to  the 
principles  of  law  relating  to  tho  connexion 
between  the  Crown  and  its  dependencies; 
and  he  believed  that  on  a  question  of  law 
his  noble  nnd  learned  Friend  would  state 
his  views  in  that  House  with  as  much  good 
Mth  as  if  he  were  sitting  in  a  court  of 
When  bo  bafora  rose  to  address 


the  opinion  which  had  been  expressed  by 
the  learned  gentlemen  to  whom  ho  had 
referred;  and  he  regretted  he  had  not  boon 

allowed  to  perform  it  at  an  earlier  period 
of  tho  evening,  because  from  physical  cir- 
cumstancea  m  eould  have  then  stated  tho 
case  with  more  effect  than  now.  The 
question  was  one  of  the  greatest  public  im- 
portance, because,  if  it  siiould  turn  out 
that  the  constitution  of  the  Legislative 
Counoil  at  the  Capo  was  invalid,  a  degree 
of  responsibility  would  fall  on  all  tho  per- 
j?ons  who  had  acted  under  it.  Many  acts 
had  been  done  by  that  body,  and  large 
sums  of  money  had  been  expended  by  their 
orders,  and  therefore  he  called  on  their 
Lordships  to  consider  most  narrowly  and 
anxiously  tho  question  before  thorn.  It 
was  briefly  this : — ^The  Ca]K»  of  Good  Hope 
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Hic  Cape  of 
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was  a  conqueixnl  colony.  Tlio  Crown,  fiolJ 
ihereforo,  had  power  to  tuaka  laws  for  it. 
After  A  (sertain  time,  and  in  oonieqaenoe 
of  the  inerease  of  tho  Ihir  )])ean  population, 
it  was  considered  prudcut  to  givo  the  co- 
loDjr  a  legislaturo,  and  a  legislative  power 
was  gttan  to  them  bj  the  name  w  the 
Len^aUtife  Council.  If  they  looked  to  the 
constitution  of  tlmt  body,  they  would  fiiul 
it  consisted  of  two  parts.  It  was  coQKti- 
tuted  of  not  more  tlian  twelve  nor  less  than 
ten  members,  six  of  whom  were  to  be  offi- 
cial per.'ons  dependent  on  tlio  Crown,  the 
remnindor  f  o  es  tisist  of  persons  represent- 
ing the  inhabiuiuts  of  tho  colony,  and  who 
were  plaoed  in  tho  Oounoil  to  form  %  check 
on  that  part  of  it  nominated  by  the  Crown, 
thus  being  a  popular  element  in  the  body. 
It  was  evident  that  these  persous  had  been 
10  oonttdered  bj  the  ofl^ert  of  the  OoTeiu> 
ment  at  the  C«pe,  for  when  they  cnme  to 
discuss  the  propriety  of  extending  or  con- 
tracting tho  free  element,  they  regarded  it 
aa  an  element  to  check  the  nominees  and 
officers  of  the  Grown.  Thus  the  legislative 
body  consisted  of  two  parts,  one  arbitrnrj, 
the  other  intended  to  be  a  oheek  on  that 


Good  Il&pff — 
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that  greatand  disiingui&hcd  jurist  and 
statesman;  and  many  observations  besides 
those  which,  referred  to  the  main  poiiii  ui 

issue,  in  the  oonrsft  of  the  discussion,  had 

been  bronght  under  notice  on  the  three 
several  ocoasious  when  the  case  was  argued 
by  the  rooal  learned  persons  of  the  daj, 
wherein  the  range  of  the  power  of  the 
Crown,  and  of  the  relations  between  it  and 
tiie  iuhabitanta  of  its  Culunies,  was  raised, 
sifted,  and  discussed  most  minutelj,  aad 
when  a  most  deliberate  judgment  was  pro> 
nouneed  by  the  eminent  Judge  who  pro- 
si<1<'d.  Lord  Mansfield,  in  tlio  cour^t^  of 
that  judgment,  said,  in  terms  that  couid  uot 
be  misnndentood,  that  if  such  an  element 
of  freed' in  as  was  contained  in  a  TjCgis* 
lativo  Assembly  was  conferred  by  the 
Crown  on  a  colouy,  tho  Crown  bad  no 

Sower  to  revoke  the  grant.  Thai  was  the 
rst  matter  to  which  he  (Lord  Lynd* 
hurst)  wi-^lifil  tf)  mil  ntli'Tition.  Tint  liis 
noble  aud  learned  i'  rioud  opposite  had  rc- 
ferred  to  some  general  words  contained  in 
the  instructions,  as  they  were  contained  in 
all  similar  ioBtructions,  and  said  the  con- 
stitution of  the  legislative  body  was  to  ho 


Arbitrary  part,  and  representing  tho  iu-  j  framed  aeoui'diug  to  the  instruotioua  ere* 
habitants.    It  had  been  stated  thai  the  sting  Uie  coastitHtion,  and  bj  the  words  to 

Crown  having  onoe  made  a  grant  of  the  I  which  be  alluded.    They  were  to  have  a 


kind  could  not  alter  it,  and  thst  by  tlic 
act  of  granting  a  legislature,  tho  Crown 
parted  with  all  its  authority.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  referred  to  the 
well-known  case  of  Grenada,  and  ho  would 
also  refer  to  it,  and  their  Lordships  would 
see  what  he  inferred  from  it,  and  why  the 
learned  gentlemen  who  had  given  these 
opinions  dissentud  from  tin;  eoncliisions 
which  had  been  drawn  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite.  In  that  case  there  had  also  been 
a  eonqueat  of  the  colony— the  Crown  gave 
a  promise  to  confer  a  legislative  authority 
on  the  colony,  and  issued  a  proclamation  in 
October,  1703,  whiuli  authorised  lheassem> 
blbg  of  a  Council  in  the  colony  whenefcr 
its  cireomstances  admitted  of  its  meeting. 
Tho  Council  did  not  actually  meet  till  the 
end  of  (he  following  year,  and  in  tho  mean- 
time the  Grown  issued  letters  patoit,  legis- 
lating for  the  colony;  but  it  was  held  this 
legislation  vvn^  invalid,  because  the  Crown 
had  not  reserved  to  itself  any  power  of  le* 
gislation,  as  it  was  said  to  ha?e  reserved 
in  the  present  case,  and  to  which  he  would 
presently  refer.  The  Crown  by  appointing 
a  legislative  body  had  parted  entirely  with 
the  logislativo  power  it  before  had.  That 
was  deeidad  in  the  time  of  Lord  Mms- 
Lord  Lyndhmrtt 


reasonable  construction.    But  in  tho  case 
uf  Grenada  there  were  pecisely  the  same 
words;  there  was  the  same  power  giveai 
and  what  said  Lord  Mansfield  ?    He  said, 
that  *•  if  there  bo  a  popular  right  given  to 
an  Assembly,  or  to  any  part  of  the  Legis- 
lature, if  the  Orown  once  parted  with,  the 
legislatife  power,  notwithstanding  tbooa 
gi  nf>-al  words,  that  grant  could  notbova* 
Hcuuled  or  recalled  by  the  Crown."  The 
Crowu  might  remodel  the  other  parts  of 
the  Legislature,  might  recall  the  Governor, 
displace  the  members  of  tlie  Executive 
Council,  but  had  no  power  over  that  branch 
of  the  constitution  which  represeuted  in 
any  way  the  popular  element.   That  was 
an  authority  of  the  gayest  kind;  the  same 
general  words  were  used;  the  case  would 
be  found  reported  among  the  State  Trialti 
the  commission  eonesponded  with  this. 
Could  these  general  words  be  interpreted 
a**  tho  noble  and  learne*!  Lord  contended? 
Whatl  that  the  Crown  should  grant  a 
free  constituUon  to-day,  rescind  it  to-mor- 
row, rcgrant  it  again  uo  neit  day,  and  m 
from  time  to  come,  according  to  tho  ca- 
price and  whun  ot  Fticcessivo  Govonimcuts. 
It  was  extravagaut  uud  abi^urd;  and,  sa 
far  as  related  to  thai  clause,  upon  wbiflh 
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tho  noble  and  learned  Lord  placed  so  nnich 
r^ianco,  tho  reliaace  was  not  justified. 
But  supposing  there  were  my  real  justice 
in  thift  point}  what  was  the  case  after, 
wards  ?     Letters-patent  were  issued  de- 
claring thai  the  Legislative  Council,  so 
constituted,  should  continue  to  legislate 
for  the  oolony  until  the  writs  for  the  eleo* 
tioQ  of  Members  under  tho  Intended  new 
constitution  should  bo  issued.  Supposing 
the  Crown  could  have  exercised  that 
pover,  here  was  an  ahsolate  grant  that 
this  Legiiilative  Council  should  be  con- 
tinued in  tho  form  it  then  took,  until  a 
future  period;  here  was  an  absolute  grant 
flf  legiuatife  power  for  tiiat  time:  thwe 
was  no  qualinefttioil,  no  roscrvation»  do 
restriction,  but  an  absolute   and  entire 
grant  for  that  time.    Now,  when  the 
Crown  granted  a  IhinohUe  or  fiherties  of 
any  description,  whether  to  the  inhabitsuts 
of  a  district  or  of  a  colony,  the  grant  was 
brerocable;  it  could  only  be  put  an  end  to 
bj  surrender,  by  Act  of  Parliament,  or  by 
fufeitiire  estamiahod  by  proceedings  in  a 
court  of  justice,  and  there  was  neither  of 
these  liere.    That  grant,  then,  of  ilny, 
18o0,  by  which  the  then  Legislative  Coun- 
cil w»»  to  eonttnoe  for  the  period  pointed 
out  in  tho  letters-patent,  and  not  yet  ex« 
pircd,  wbntovnr  constniction  nii^^ht  ho  put 
upon  other  clauses  of  the  commission,  do' 
prifed  the  Orowo  of  the  right  of  interfering 
till  the  arrival  of  the  period  referred  to. 
But  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  safd,  that 
there  was  a  reservation  of  certain  powers 
to  die  Crown.   When  there  was  a  reser. 
vatioQ  of  this  description,  the  power  could 
Bot  be  extended  beyond  the  nature  of  the 
I'Qicnration.     What  was  tho  reservation 
Iwe?   Why,  it  gave  a  concurrent  power 
of  legislating.    It  did  not  import  that  the 
Crown  nui,'lit  rescind  tho  Acts  of  the  Le- 
gislative Council;  the  words  did  not  go  to 
that  extent,  nor  would  they  admit  of  it. 
The  uianner  in  which  the  power  was  to  be 
ciercised  was  pointed  out  in  the  reserva- 
tiou — hj  the  Privy  Cotincil  or  by  Parlia- 
ment. But,  Uierc  was  nothing  of  the  kind 
Mro»  nothing  but  instroctiona  under  the 
i^QaDual.    [Tho  noble  Lord  was  here 
inaudible,  but  was  understood  to  say  to  tho 
effect  that  these  instructions  virtually  de- 
prfwd  the  colony  of  the  rights  which  had 
i>«"eu  conceded  to  it  by  the  grant  of  a  Le- 
r  -ithe  Assembly.]    Instead  of  a  Council 
luviQg  a  popular  element  in  it,  the  popular 
was  taken  away ;  instead  oi  con- 1 
sifting  of  ten  penoBi  at  Imst*  the  Council 
laight  coQiiat  onlj  of  six,  nod  thcee  six  be 


all  official  men.  A  free  Legislature  was 
turned  into  an  arbitrary  one.  He  (Lord 
Lyndhurst)  had  stated  the  reasons  upon 
which  tho  opinion  was  founded,  and  ho 
Mubmittcd  them  to  the  consideration  of  tho 
House.  But  to  refer  to  onother  point; 
oonld  it  be  aaid  that  this  was  not  a  doubt- 
fttl  case  when  such  eminent  men  had  given 
those  opinions  ?  And  supposing  it  went 
out  to  tlie  culonv  ns  a  doubtful  case,  in 
what  a  situation  of  perplexity  would  timt 
colony  be  placed ;  what  difficulties  the 
G(»vcrnment  would  have  to  struggle  with! 
When  the  question  was  considered  whether 
the  Governor  was  authorised  to  legislate 
with  -a  redneed  Oouncil,  the  noUe  Earl 
aaid  that  IF  it  warn  a  matter  of  doubt,  it 
would  be  impossible,  consistently  witli  po- 
licy, to  put  that  Legislature  in  motion. 
Could  any  nan  saj  tiiat  this  was  not  a 
doubtful  and  difficult  question,  which  ou<^bt 
to  bo  in  some  way  settled  and  got  rid  of  ? 
lie  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  hoped  he  had  stated 
the  case  fairly.  Ue  was  desirous  of  plainly 
exposing  the  grounds  of  these  opiniona. 
With  regard  to  policy,  he  wished  to  say 
nothing  himaelf,  but  he  v.-nnld  cite  the  au- 
thorities at  the  Cai>e,  and  not  factious  par- 
ties, but  high  oflfeials.  A  just  eompll- 
mcnt  had  been  passed  upon  the  talents 
and  attainments  of  the  Attorney  General 
of  the  colony.  Tho  compliment  was  well 
deswted,  for  be  was  a  man  of  intelligence, 
of  great  experience  and  knowledge.  That 
gentleman  (Mr.  Porter)  told  tlio  Govern- 
ment. It  is  impossible  for  us  to  go  back. 
We  have  had  a  popular  element  in  our 
constitution."  He  considered  the  propriety 
of  extending  it.  He  said  that  people  would 
always  be  jealous  of  a  Legislative  Council 
nominated  by  the  Governor,  though  part 
of  it  might  consist  of  official  persons  and 
part  of  independent  persons  in  tho  colony, 
and  then  ho  said,  with  a  kind  of  sneer, 
"  There  are  some  sagaoious  persons  that 
suggest  as  the  best  course  to  be  pursued, 
that  we  should  get  rid  of  the  popular 
part  altogether,  and  tliat  the  Govern- 
ment should  consist  only  of  otbcial  per- 
sons.** He  never  would  hare  said  this  with 
that  sneer  if  he  could  have  anticipated  tho 
course  that  would  afterward  he  pursued  by 
the  nohie  Eai'l.  But  was  that  the  only 
opinion  which  had  been  expressed  on  the 
.subject  ?  There  was  a  gentleman  with 
whom  he  had  been  acquainted,  but  who 
was  now  unhappily  no  more — a  man  of 
great  experience  and  intelligence,  and  who 
had  flUea  the  station  of  Chief  Justice  of 
the  colony.  What  did  Judge  Mensies  say 
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on  the  mbjeet?   He  said,  tliat  no  wise 
and- enlighteiied  statesnuui  eoald  possibly 
hnve  reoourso  to  such  a  rncjifsiire.   It  would 
cnxi'^o  the  grefttcst  dissatistaction  and  dis- 
content in  the  colony.    The  Chief  Justice 
Boid  U  WAB  impossible  to  retrograde  in  le- 
glslutioQ.     A   Legislative  Council,  con- 
sisting only  of  officiiil  pcrtsons,  would  in- 
spire such  odium,  nut  to  a^y  disgust,  that 
no  GoTernment  could  otond  against  it. 
Suoh  was  the  opinion  of  men  of  high  sta- 
tion and  great  talf-nt,  and  long  experience, 
desirous  of  supporting  the  Government,  but 
jet  condemning  uuantnooalj  and  in  the 
strongest  terms  tho  poliey  pursued  by  the 
noble  Earl.    What  course  ought  now  to 
bo  pursued  ?  The  noble  £arl,  with  the  as- 
sistance of  some  friends  of  bis  in  the  Privy 
Gooncil»  a  pocket  Privy  Council,  not 
the  rcjrular  M  niljcrs  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  i'lautations,  prepared  the  out- 
liuc  of  a  constitution,  and  ho  had  done  all 
that  be  could  do  to  fill  up  the  details  with- 
out being  upon  the  i;j)ot.    He  had.  how- 
ever, filled  up  tli'^  fU'tails  to  a  certain 
point.    The  gallaut  UfBcer  at  the  head  of 
the  GoTernment  in  the  colony  had  turned 
the  Council  into  a  sort  of  Commission,  and 
the  noble  Earl  had  now  gotten  a  completo 
picture  of  a  conatitutioa  iu  his  own  hands. 
The  noble  Eari  bad  gotten  opinions,  too, 
from  other  quarters;  he  was  in  possession 
of  everything  which  was  neee?<tr\ry  to  com- 
plete iiis  work.    Why  should  not  he  let 
measures  be  taken  immediately  for  cora- 
pleting  it  ?    He  would  noTor  have  a  better 
opportunity   of    framing  a  constitution 
adapted  to  the  colony.    Why  this  delay, 
koepiiig  the  colony  iu  a  state  of  fever  and 
ferment  ?    It  was  said,  that  while  a  war 
was  raging  on  the  frontier,  this  was  not  a 
proper  time.    Bo  it  so;  thoui;h  he  (Lord 
Lyndhurst)  had  his  opinion  upon  that. 
What  was  done  in  the  Grenada  case? 
Why  not  send  out  tho  constitution  to  be 
proclaimed  as  soon  as  the  circumstances 
admitted?    It  was  to  this  constitution, 
these  institntions,  tho  people  were  aspiring. 
This  simple  course  would  restore  peace  and 
tranquillity.    Then  tho  noble  Earl  would 
bo  able,  with   self  -  gratulatiou,  to  re- 

Ct  those  beautifiil  lioes,  so  often  quoted, 
never  with  more  effect  than  by  his  <Bb- 
tinguished  Parent  on  a  memorable  oeeap 
sion— ' 

**— —  quorum  simul  allia  nautia 
Stella  rcfuUit, 
DeAait  lazis  agitjitus  humor  ; 
Cooeidont  Tcnti,  fu^iuntque  nubct, 
EtJttioax  (quu'l  Mc-  vol  tiers)  pooto 
Un<!:i  ncumbit." 

Lord  Lyndhurst 


The  LORD  OHANCELLOR  expreesed 

his  regret  at  heing  obliged  to  differ  in 
opinion  from  his  noblo  and  learned  Friend, 
and  ho  had  never  done  so  without  the 
same  feeling.     II  is  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  always  displayed  great  ability 
and  eloquence  upon  all  occasions;  but  ho 
had  shown  more  than  his  usual  sbilitv  ou 
the  present  occasion.    Their  Lordshipi 
might  have  obsenred  how  eanUously  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  bad  avoided 
stating  his  own  opinions  on  the  question. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend,  in  the 
conrse  of  his  speech,  had  let  fidl  something 
like  a  personal  opinion,  but  ho  had  imme- 
diately corrected  himself  and  cxplain«5d 
the  opinion.     For  his  part,  be  did  not  be* 
lievo  that  his  noble  and  learned  Fnend 
coold  entertain  a  serious  doubt  on  the 
question  which  had  been  raised;  iu  fact, 
no  lawyer  to  whom  he  had  spoken  on  the 
matter,  bad  a  second  opinion  about  it. 
ffis  noUe  and  learned  Friend  bad  referred 
to  the  opinion  of  Lord  ^fansSeld,  in  Camp- 
bell r.  IXall  in  the  State.  Trials.  Not 
knowing  what  turn  the  debate  mi^ht  take, 
be  had  brought  down  the  20th  vvd.  of  the 
iS'tole  Trials;  but  that  case  was  as  ^er* 
ent  aa  possible  from  this.     There  was  no 
such  reservation  as  in  the  present  esse* 
and  the  absence  of  that  res^attra  was 
remarked  upon  by  Lord  Mansfield.  [At 
the  request  of  Lord  LYxniirRHT,  the  judg- 
ment of  Lord  Mansfield  was  here  read  at 
length  by  the  Earl  of  Derby.]  Hb 
Lordship  then  proceeded  to  observe,  that 
as  the  judgment  of  Lord  Mansfield  on  the 
case  was  not  lon;^,  their  Lordships  perbafW 
would  permit  him  to  refer  tu  it.  The 
question  which  was  then  at  issue  was, 
whether  the  Crown  had  the  power  to  levy, 
in  Grenada,  a  duty  of  4|  per  cent  on  im- 
ports.   It  appeared  that  by  letters  pteut, 
dated  in  1764,  the  King  had  predodcd 
himself  from  the  exercise  of  legislative 
authority  in  the  island  of  Grenada.  The 
first  instrument  had  been  a  procbraatioit— 
not  a  commission.    What  was  it  Uie  King 
then  said  ?    Why,  that  for  the  better  se- 
curity of  the  liberty  and  property  of  the 
iiilinJ'itants  of  the  island  of  Grenada,  he 
had  commissioned  his  Governor  to  call  SB 
Assembly  to  enact  laws,  &c.,  after  the 
same  manner  as  in  the  other  Island.  '"5 
that  means  a  complete  and  perfect  coasti- 
tation  was  given,  leaving  nothing  to  be 
done  but  to  assemble  the  ParlisaMOt* 
Grenada  had  received  a  constitution  »in»* 
lar  to  that  of  the  other  islands.  Tho  jdg- 
moot  went  on  to  state,  thai  it  was  doae  ia 
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order  to  put  liberty  and  property  under  a 
kq^tttive  Msembly,  as  a  safer  sort  of 
guard  than  a  council  only.  In  the  procla- 
mation which  had  been  here  made,  there 
vasno  reservation  whatsoever  of  any  powers 
to  be  eierciBed  hy  the  Governor  until  the 
Lepnbtore  should  be  formed.  There  was 
no  rcsenration  of  powers  for  the  King  to 
l^^ialate  in  the  mean  time,  before  the  writs 
were  istned.  No  Assemhly,  however,  had 
been  called  until  the  end  of  1765,  and 
then  the  proclamation  before  alluded  to 
was  followed  by  another,  calling  upon  all 
persons  to  go  and  reside  in  that  colony; 
end  thereby  it  was  shown  that  tho  colony 
was  not  under  the  power  of  the  Crown, 
but  its  own  legislature.  So  mucli  for  tliat 
ease.  Now,  of  the  Cape  colony,  in  1S47 
Ae  Crown  having  full  power  to  legislate 
for  the  colottj,  iBSued  letters  patent  direct- 
inff  the  Governor  to  form  Councils.  Was 
that  a.  grant  to  the  colony  ?  No;  it  was  a 
mere  anthority  from  the  Crown  to  its 
officers  to  exerono  the  power  of  the  Grown 
tu  l('rrli,lrit'.\  an  anthority  capable  of  being 
revoked  or  recalled  at  any  time.  It  was 
altogether  different  from  a  grant  of  a 
emistitittion  to  a  eolony;  it  was  the  Crown 
excrcisin:^  its  prerogative  through  officers 
ar'y>ointed  by  itself.  Such  document?  ivcrf^ 
always  revocable  by  the  Crown  at  ail 
limeft.  They  were  entirely  foreign  to  the 
nature  of  a  proclamation.  His  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  said,  that  free  elements 
bad  been  introduced  under  those  docu- 
ments; bat  the  Governor  eould  tnspend 
any  of  thoae  elements.  The  letters  patent 
fiiTuply  announced  to  tho  Governor,  that  he 
was  to  form  a  Council  according  to  iostruc 
tions  from  time  to  time;  the  form  of  Conn 


eil  was  not  dictated,  the  number  not  pre- 
scribed, but  the  power  was  reserved,  from  '  lawyer  would  maintain  that 
tiriio  to  time,  to  model  the  Council.    The  "  present  "  meant  identicallv 


and  which  Council  Bhould  consist  of  such 
persons  as  should  be  elected  in  aneh  man- 
ner and  form,  and  under  such  terma  and 
regulations,  as  should  be  prescribed  by  an 
ordinance  for  that  purpose  passed  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  present 
Legislative  Council.  They  then  went  on 
to  provide  that  the  Governor  should  hare 
the  power  of  suspending  any  ordinances 
until  they  had  been  confirmed  by  the 
Crown;  and  proceeded  to  state  that  the 
Crown  reserved  to  itself  full  power  and 
authority  to  alter  such  ordinances  as 
might  be  passed  by  the  Governor  and  Le- 
gislative Council.  Here  then  was  a  decla- 
ration hy  the  Crown,  first  that  there  should 
be  a  rarliamcnt;  in  other  words,  a  con- 
stitutional Government  in  tho  Cape  of 
Good  Hope— that  that  Government  should 
be  according  to  the  form  tl  rcafter  to  be 
settled  by  the  Legislative  Council,  such 
settlement  to  be  subject  to  the  approbation 
of  the  Crown.  These  letters  patent, 
therefore,  amounted  simply  to  a  promise 
that  n  Parliament  should  be  thereafter 
given  to  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  in  the 
meantime  reserving  every  power  of  legis- 
lation whieh  the  Crown  then  possessed. 
ITo  had  purposely  emphasized  the  words 
"  v'ith  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  pre- 
sent Legieilative  Council,"  because  some 
observations  had  been  made  upon  that 
point.  Would  any  lawyer  contend  that 
the  word  "  present  "  meant  anything 
more  than  to  refer  to  tho  Council  accord* 
ing  to  its  then  constitutional  form  and 
vigour?  They  only  meant  tho  Council 
constituted  under  tlic  Crown,  in  contrast 
with  the  Council  which  was  afterwards  to 
be  established.  There  was  not  a  pretence 
for  giving  it  any  other  signification.  No 

the  word 
the  aanio 


ifUers  patent  did  no  wore  than  state  that  i  Council.  But  suppose  it  did  ?  Priur  to 
ttere  shoald  be  a  Council  according  to  in*  j  the  letters  patent  of  1850,  the  Council 


stnic tions  from  time  to  time  to  bo  given. 
At  the  present  moment  the  colony  was  go- 
remed  under  the  authority  of  the  Crown 
bjr  letters  patent,  revocable  at  any  time. 
He  would  proceed  to  consider  whether  the 
Crn^vn  hrtfl  parted  witli  any  of  its  powers. 
It  appeared  that  in  1 850,  new  letters  pa< 
tent  were  issued,  which,  after  reciting  the 
Imner  letters  patent,  and  referring  ex 


consisted  of  six  members  and  the  Gover- 
nor, and  no  more.  In  July  the  Governor 
made  an  offer  to  the  colonists  that  four 
more  persons  should  be  appointed  to  the 
Council,  to  be  recommends  by  them  (the 
colonists)  in  a  certain  manner.  Four  per- 
sons were  rccommeuded  accordingly  in 
September,  the  letters  patent  being  dated 
in  May,  when  the  Council  consisted  of  six 
pre»sly  to  the  power  reserrcd  to  the  Crown  '  only.  But  altlioiigh  the  Council  had  been 
to  alter  from  time  to  time  the  terms  of  the  ■  increased  by  four  members,  still  no  altera- 
Icttera  patent,  proceeded  to  declare  that  a  |  tion  was  niudo  iu  its  constitution.  Tho 
Parliaoient  should  be  held  in  the  colony,  I  Council  existed  as  before,  although  four 
consisting  of  the  Governor  and  Coniman-  gentlemen  had  been  nominated  to  it. 
der>in-Cl^cf,  and  a  Iiegislative  Council ;  1  Those  four  gentlemen  aflerirarda  resigned. 
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and  left  tho  Council  in  tfae  same  state  in 
\rhic1i  it  existed  when  tlic  letters  patent 
were  passed.  But  even  if  there  were  anj 
memiiig  in  the  ftrgniiiMit  m  to  the  purport 
of  the  words  "prestol  Ofmneil,"  ttiil  it 


ing  the  future  constitution,  which  had  not 
yet  Im'cmi  settled  and  matured;  and  which 
was  nut.  vet  capable  of  being  used  fur  anj 
purpose.*  N«w,  the  tnMfltiMi  waft*  wiMiiir 
in  the  meanwhilft  the  Crown  had  parted  with 

?  lie  contended  that, 


failed  to  he  of  any  valu»\  lM>causc  the '  its  legislative  powor 
facts  did  not  allow  of  its  being  u^ed  with  '  in  express  woida,  tlio  Crown  had  rescTTed 
any  effect.  Snpposc  these  letters  patent  i  to  itself  that  power*  and  that  tWe  wis 
granted  an  interest  itisteail  of  a  mere  au-  j  nothing  to  be  found  in  tho  docunienii  h^ 

thority.  Suppose,  for  instance,  it  were  a  fore  tlieir  Lordehips  which  could  be  sup;- 
charter  to  furtu  a  corporation,  the  cnnneil  gested  as  the  foundation  of  a  i-eoMinabie 


of  which  was  to  ounsist  of  ten,  and  that 
the  majority  should  have  the  power  of  ex> 
ercising  the  authority  under  the  charter, 
what  would  be  the  effect  if  four  of  those 
ten  members  should  retire  ?  Suppose  tho 
clwrter  to  giTO  the  majority  a  power,  and 
a  eaae  of  ezifenoj  oeenrred  requiring  them 
to  perform  some  corporate  act,  would  six 
members  of  that  corporation  be  competent 
or  net  to  exefcice  the  powers  oonf«Ted  hj 
that  charter  ?  What  he  desired  -was,  that 
theee  who  considered  this  point  should 
hear  in  mind  that  these  letters  patent  were 
not  n  charter  prescribing  the  number  of 
twenty  or  of  ten  as  essential  to  the  consti> 
tution  of  a  letjul  council;  but  that  those 
letters  patent  were  tiiorely  a  letter  of  in- 
structions perfectly  distinct  from  a  char- 
ter. It  una  n  deonnient  whieh«  while 
it  prescribed  ten  members  for  the  Council, 
did  so  subject  to  a  power  resenred  to  the 
Crown  of  altering  it  from  time  to  time  ac- 
eordbg  to  ita  diseretton.  He  wonM  now 
refer  to  tho  opinion  that  had  heen  quoted. 
The  learned  counsel  said — 

"  It  is  clearly  ostAblisbcd  that  by  the  law  of 
England  «  lepn^atiro  constitution  once  gr»nteU  by 
Ihc  Crown  to  a  ^>olony  is  irrcrocable,  except  by 
tho  autboritj'  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  or  by 
the  aet  of  the  looal  Legiabrtere,  with  the  erasent  of 
the  Crown.** 

Agreed :  there  was  no  doubt  of  it;  but 
show  that  tliat  had  been  done  in  this  case;  i 
don't  assume  it.  They  then  came  to  the  | 
qucstion»  whether  tho  Ctown  hud  reserved 
to  itself  a  power  of  revoeation.  Mo  lawyer 
would  say,  that  tlie  grant  made  hj  the 
Crown,  with  the  power  of  revocation,  was 
not  revocable.  Besides,  the  prerogatives 
of  the  Grown  could  nerer  he  taken  away 
but  by  express  words.  The  prerogatives 
of  tho  Crown  were  for  the  interest  of  tlic 
public,  therefore  it  was  declared  that  thu 
Grown  should  never  be  deprived  of  its  pre- 
rogatives but  by  express  words — never  by 
intendment,  by  refined  arpfnment,  or  hy 
construction  merely.  lie  contended  that 
the  only  grant  mado  to  the  colony  by  the 
Grown  was  the  grant  of  powers  for  form- 
He  Lwd  ChawxlUyr 


doubt  on  the  subject.  He  belicTed  the 
Council  was  perfeetlj  eompelent  to  est 

with  its  six  members,  or  any  number  of 
which  six  sho^tl'l  form  liie  majority  of  the 
original  ten,  indupendeutly  of  the  Crown 
having  reswred  to  itself  die  power  of  al- 
tering the  constitution  of  the  Council  from 
time  to  time.    He  could  not  help  thinkin* 
that  the  noUe  Earl  who  had  introduced 
this  Motion  had  heen  taken  by  surprise. 
Tho  publication  of  the  opinion  v]n^;h  bad 
been  referred  to  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate, had  no  doubt  excited  the  noble  Karl's 
attention,  and  thus  he  had  been  led  to  the 
conelasion  that  there  had  heen  eome  mis* 
tnko  committed  by  the  Government  in  point 
ot  law.    He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  was 
strongly  impressed  with  the  opiniua  (list 
the  Motion  was  orjgkiallj  eoneeifod  inlar 
tlint  idea.    It  seemed,  however,  in  tlie 
courso  of  the  noble  Earl's  speech,  that 
tfan  noble  Karl  felt  some  misgiving  as  to 
the  ground  on  whieh  the  M etioM  waa  €nt 
suggested  to  himi  he  therefore  gave  his 
ararument  another  shape,  and  directed  it 
against  the  general  policy  of  the  noble  Earl 
at  the  head  of  the  Golonial  DeparHneat. 
There  being  no  legal  or  constitutional  rea- 
son for  denyint;:  the  legislative  entliaritv  of 
tho  Crown  in  this  matter,  the  question  vaS| 
whether  there  was  any  other  ground  ea 
which  tiiis  .\Cotion  could  be  granted*  The 
noble  Eiirl  had  said,  he  had  no  party  ob- 
ject ill  bringing  forward  this  Motion,  but 
that  hib  desire  was  to  ossist  the  Govern* 
moot  in  getting  orer  the  diffeulHss  at» 
tending  the  subject,  and  that  he  was  not 
aetuflted  in  the  slightest  degree  by  any 
hostile  spirit  towards  the  noble  Kari  at  the 
head  of  the  Colonial  Department.  Still 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Eari  of  Befhj)  had 
guno  tiKouiih,  very  mintitely,  every  act  of 
his  noble  i^riend;  and  their  JLordships  had 
heard  that  the  lato  Seeretary  of  the  Cile- 
nies  differed  entirely  from  the  present  in 
the  Tvisi!om  and  policy  of  all  tho  mcnsnrss 
which  the  latter  noble  Earl  had  adopted. 
Well,  suppose  the  Motion  to  be  granted; 
what  waa  the  Committee  to  do  f  Was  il  la 
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frnmo  a  Btll,  or  to  settle  the  auestion  of 
Um  f  Had  their  Lordshipa  anything  to  lay 
before  the  Committee — any  witnesses  to 
examine;  any  facts  to  bring  forward  ? 
What  vas  it  that  liad  been  stated  as  the 
grounds  of  the  oaao  into  which  thoy  w«i^ 
to  flUpih^f  He  again  nskcd,  was  the 
Committee  to  frame  ft  Bill  »  The  Crown 
at  the  preaent  moment  had  the  nrerogatire 
to  legislate  fot  tiie  eolony  of  too  Cape  of 
Qood  Hope.  Parliftinent  would  not  inter- 
fere with  thnt  prcrorjativo  without  having 
strong  grouads  for  doing  so.  He  did  not 
deny  the  power  of  the  House  to  so  inter- 
ftm.  That  was  quite  niioihor  thing;  httt 
^tcrr  one  lonl^rd  t  i  Parliament  to  exercise 
itft  authority  m  ft  constitutional  mode,  nnd 
that  it  would  not  interfere,  except  on  the 
■trongest  gronnda*  with  ri^ta  wliich  were 
^  the  greateet  importance.  Althoutfh  no 
party  motire  might  hnvo  sun^i^eated  the 
Motion,  atill,  he  would  ask  whether  the 
•fltet  oir  it  woold  not  be  l^t  f  A  tote  of 
that  House  held  too  higll  a  plaoe  in  every 
pnrt  of  tlie  Queen's  dominions  not  to  have 
great  power  and  influence.  A  rote  of  the 
Heute  of  Iiorda  mftit  eovH,  wttbotil  imne 
atnnge  alteration,  fkil  to  command  vast 
respect  and  confidence:  and,  in  proportion 
ns  Ruch  a  vote  possessed  that  i-espect,  so 
in  proportion  would  it  weaken  the  hands  of 
the  Craternnitiit  at  a  moment  lilte  this. 
But,  suppose  tho  Committee  appointed, 
what  could  they  do  ?  Why,  said  the  nohle 
Lord.  "  Give  the  colony  a  constitution." 
WeB,  suppose  the  noble  Earl  the  Seeretary 
for  the  Colonics  aent  out  a  constitution, 
how  would  it  ho  met  ?  Httvin*?  previously 
said  that  the  constitution  should  pass  un- 
der 4ie  refiew  of  the  LegisIatiTe  Council 
in  the  colony  itself,  would  not  the  sending 
ov.t  of  n  cnnstitution  which  was  to  be  adopt- 
ed without  that  previous  revision,  excite 
feelings  of  animosity,  and  give  rise  to  nmn- 
beilws  objections  ?  It  certainly  was  not  un- 
-pnrt'^onable,  thtTeforc,  tliat  his  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Grey)  sbould  choose  to  go  on  and 
render  the  cont»titutiun  to  the  colony  in 
Ant  mode  in  wfcteh  tlie  Crown  had  already 
said  it  should  bo  granted.  His  noble 
Friend  said  that  when  they  liad  held  out  a 
promise  to  the  colony,  let  it  be  performed 
m  letter  and  m  spirit;  and  do  not,  while 
adviaing  the  Crown  to  adhere  to  the  letter, 
rah  altog<'th«^r  awny  frotn  the  spirit  of  the 
promiw  by  adopting  a  totally  ditforcnt  con- 
Mittitf on.  He  fthe  Lord  Chancellor),  there- 
fore, could  not  but  feel  that  thongh  the 
object  of  the  ifotinn  min^lit  not  be,  yet  the 
efoet  of  it»  if  carried,  would  undoubtedly 


be,  one  of  party  triumph,  of  great  embar- 
rassment to  the  Gt)vemment,  and  the  oo- 
casion  of  stron;;  feelings  of  nnimosity  in 
tbe  colony  again*"!  the  local  Government, 
by  which  additional  excitement  would  bo 
gif  en  to  that  tomoltnona  apirit  which  had 
been  already  too  much  exhibited,  and 
which  it  should  be  tho  object  of  every  one 
to  allay.  Therefore,  he  trusted,  since 
there  had  not  been  a  ihadoir  of  groiuid 
shown  why  a  Committee  diotdd  be  ap* 
pointed,  and  since  thefe  Was  nothing  to 
submit  to  the  Committee,  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  adopt  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Barl.  If  their  Lordships  chose  to 
lerjislate,  let  them  do  it,  hut  dn  tk  t  a  ! opt 
a  form  of  proceedinj^  which  meant  nothing 
hut  the  expreasiou  of  a  general  disappro- 
bation of  the  eondnet  and  polioy  iif  the  Qo* 
verntnent. 

Tbe  DfKE  of  ARGYLL  did  not  \k. 
liovo  this  Motion  had  been  brouglit  forward 
in  a  party  spirit,  and  fior  this  reason-»be 
held  that  no  |Mi1iUe  man  who  had  gone 
thrntit^'h  the?e  papers  could  fail  to  rise 
iroin  them  without  the  deepest  pain  at  tho 
distracted  atate  of  that  «Qionj,  and  a  feeh 
ing  of  tbe  deepest  resfwnaibility  incurred 
by  tlie  vote  of  this  ni£rht— n  rote  which 
must  tend,  one  way  or  the  other,  to  main- 
tain or  to  derogate  from  tho  authority  of 
the  Imperial  Crown.  He  felt  unahio  to 
vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl,  for 
the  reasons  he  would  state.  In  tbe  first 
place,  this  was  one  of  those  Motions  which 
had  in  itself  no  abaolnle  meaning.  Its 
meaning  was  entirely  derived  from  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  was  brought 
forward,  and  more  or  less  from  the  parties 
by  whom  it  was  supported.  To  a  eertain 
extent  also  it  must  derive  its  character 
from  t'li  n'lservations  with  whieli  it  was 
introduced.  He  must  confess,  that  having 
read  the  papers  with  the  greatest  atten- 
tion, he  must  say  that  the  narrative  given 
by  the  noble  Earl  (tho  Karl  of  Derby) 
peooiod  most  faithful  ;  but  although  the 
noble  Eurl  did  not  put  forward  the  Motion  as 
one  intmdod  to  convey  any  vote  of  eenaoro 
on  the  Government — although  he  said  he 
wished  to  consider  tho  question  on  its  o^vn 
merits  nlonc,  yet  he  must  beg  tho  House 
to  reeolloet  that  the  noble  Lord  who  fl|H>1co 
third  or  fourth  in  tho  debate,  did  not  fail 
to  declare  that  the  vote  to"  which  he  was 
about  to  come  Avas  a  vote  of  censure  on 
the  whole  policy  of  the  noble  Sari  tho 
Secrctiirv  for  tbe  Colonies.  That  idea,  he 
coroci',-. ■!!.  wc-tiM  lir  Mif  idea  which  wooid 
be  attached  to  the  Motion  ia  tho  minds  of 
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others,  and  wonW  necessnrily  nttach  in  the 
coioDj  to  which  the  Motion  roferred.  Not 
only  did  ho  ohject  to  the  MotioQ  of  censare 
with  rrfwanee  to  the  affairt  <tf  the  Cape, 
on  the  ground  thnt  such  a  vote  was  liai  rlly 
sufHciently  deserved,  but  he  most  distinctly 
declared  ins  opiuion  that,  with  the  one  ex- 
eepiioii  cl  the  eooTiet  ease,  about  which 
Bomc  mistake  had  been  made,  but  after- 
wards corrected,  the  conduct  of  the  noble 
Earl  towards  the  colonists  at  the  Cape  hod 
heen  marked  by  the  most  fiberal  spirit. 
Ho  did  not  concur  in  the  ilodaratioQ  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  been  too  prectpitato  in 
introducmg  representative  government  to 
tbo  eoknists.  As  to  iho  mode  of  intro- 
ducing  that  comtittttiou*  it  was  <i  question 
whetlier  the  censure  did  not  really  apply 
only  to  those  wlio  opposed  the  noble  Lord's 
policy.  With  rcgard  to  the  proposed  con- 
stitution itself,  ho  oortainly  did  not  ap- 
prove of  the  proposal  to  make  the  Upper 
House  an  elective  body — it  was  no  'loubt  a 
bold  btep  to  throw  open  both  liouiics  uf  j  nut  occurred  to  the  noble  Earl  ^Eari  Uroy) 
LegiBlature  to  popular  doction — ^bat  on  to  refuse  to  receiTO  them.  The  qnsstfoa 
this  ground  alone  he  SaA.  not  consider  their  I  then  arose  (vhcther  it  was  competent  for 


CoulJ  anything  be  more  discreditable  or 
ungrateful  ?  Ho  could  not  help  expressing 
his  regret  that  Sir  H.  South,  an  able  and 
active  ofiBcer,  should  have  suflfered  sod& 
language  in  his  presence,  he  being  the  re- 
presentative of  the  Sovereign,  and  still 
more,  that  afterwards,  when  the  same  gen- 
tlemen objeoted  to  the  retun  of  one  of  hia 
Colleagues  on  the  Council  (a  matter  over 
which  the  Members  of  the  Council  had  nti 
control  whatever},  the  Governor  should 
hare  assented  to  his  Motimi  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  question.  These  four  gentlemen, 
however,  had  banded  together  to  defeat 
the  operation  of  the  constitution,  and  had 
resigned  with  that  view*  Bat  for  Uiesr 
eondoct,  the  constitution  would  now  be  m 
full  operation;  an<l  no  one  could  deny  that 
their  conduct  had  been  (he  hoped  they  did 
not  represent  the  colonists)  most  factious 
and  disgraceful.  It  was  plain,  howerier, 
that  the  Governor  bad  done  wrong  in  rs- 
tbeir  resignation:^,  anil  tlint.  It  had 


cctvmg 


Lordships  would  be  justified  in  coming  to 
a  vote  which  would  imply  want  of  confi- 
denoe  in  GoTemment  as  to  the  whole  qucs- 
tbn.    Then  with  regard  to  the  failure  of 

the  mode  of  carr\"ing  it  into  effect.  At 
the  time  the  letters  patent  were  sent  out, 
the  Le^slatire  Conneil  did  not  properly 
exist.  Xfow  in  what  spirit  did  Sir  H. 
Sniifb  net 'towards  the  Cape  colonists' 


the  Crown  to  issue  new  instructions  cre4i- 
ting  a  fresh  Council.  This  was  a  legul 
question,  perhaps;  bat  certainly  to  a  non- 
legal  nund  there  could  be  no  doabt  th*t 
the  course  trik^n  was  justiticd,  since  the 
oriffinal  instructions  referred  expressly  to 
**itttare  iastmetions.**  He  contended* 
however,  that,  though  if  illflgality  were 
clrarly  proved,  legislation  would  be  rcqui- 


He  pubUshed  a  notice  in  the  Government  i  site,  it  was  for  those  who  alleged  it  to 


Gazette,  requesting  the  various  municipal 
ittes  of  the  cohmy  to  indicate  to  him  those 
gentlemen  whom  they  thought  best  suited 
to  fill  tlie  vacant  fvxi'-.  Tiiis  was  acting 
in  a  most  liberal  and  conciliatory  spirit; 
and  he  would  ask  their  Lordships  to  ob> 
serve  the  manner  in  which  that  liberality 
was  met  on  the  part  of  the  colonists.  Sir 
H.  Smith  did  not  bind  himself  to  take 
tiwse  men  were  at  the  hoidof  the  poll, 
but  reserred  to  himself  a  discretion  in  the 
matter.  In  consequence  of  that  notice, 
certain  gentlemen  were  returned,  out  of 
whom  Sir  H.  Smith  seleetoi  four.  On 
the  first  day  on  which  the  Conndl  met, 
one  of  these  gentlemen — one  of  those  wlio 
had  come  over  to  this  country  to  rcj)re3cnt 
the  grievances  of  the  colonists  (Sir  A. 
StocKen8trom)^ared  to  address  the  Bo- 
presentative  of  the  Crown  thus 

"  I  do  not  intend  to  sit  here  in  any  other  capa- 
eitjr  than  as  tbe  rspretentativo  of  the  people,  al- 
thonirh  I  liave,  as  %  matter  of  form,  accepted  a 
document  in  which  it  is  aaid  70a 

TkelhiktofArgifll 


prove  it;  and  that,  as  the  illegality  had 
not  been  proTod,  the  interposition  of  Perw 
liament  was  not  called  for.  He  believed 
that  the  intervention  of  Parliament,  on  tlir* 
ground  that  the  act  of  the  Sccrtitary  of 
State  had  been  illegal,  would  hare  a  most 
disastrous  effect  on  the  minds  of  the  oohtB- 
ists,  who  had  already  been  encouraged  to 
consider  themselves  able  to  defeat  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Crown.  Had  the  questfon  be^ 
proposed  for  the  consideration  of  Parliament 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session,  he  might 
have  been  disposed  to  entertain  it.  But  at 
this  time  of  the  Session,  was  it  possible  to 
do  so  ?  Sir  H.  Smith  deelared  that  if  tho 
present  letters  patent  v  orc  withdrawn,  and 
a  new  constitution  framed,  It  would  be  dis- 
astrous to  make  it  like  tho  present  one, 
and  particularly  deprecated  an  deetiTtt 
Upper  House.  Jiut  their  Lordships  were 
a.skcd  at  that  late  period  to  go  into  the 
question,  and  to  make  up  tliuir  minds 
to  what  consUtation  the  Qolooy  was  to  have. 
It  nost  ho  lecolleeled  there  wove  great 
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dsftrenee  of  opinion  m  to  whethor  the 

Upper  House  should  be  elected  or  nomi- 
nated. He  should  feel  some  difRcultj  in 
voting  for  an  elective  U^pcr  Chamber,  and 
M  oAera  would  entortein  different  viewt, 
tbcre  was  a  possibility  of  not  arri  inir  at  a 
conclusion  for  at  least  three  months.  Look- 
ing at  the  statements  in  the  despatches — 
looking  at  tho  diffiealty  of  Totiiig  a  consti- 
tation  while  war  woa  raging  in  the  colony, 
and  feeling  that  no  practical  good  could 
rc.-ult  from  the  procccdinc:,  but  that  it 
would  iuvalidate  and  impair  the  autho- 
riij  of  tho  Crown,  already  too  maeh  im> 
pairedfhe  wasnot  prepared  to  come  to  a  vote 
which  promised  no  immediate  advantage. 

Loud  WHAKNCLIFFE  said,  he  felt 
an  tbe  cUffiooltioa  urged  by  the  noble  Duke. 
He  confessed,  for  bis  own  part,  that  the 
terms  of  the  Motion  itself  would  have  de- 
terred hiro  from  supporting  it.  It  appeared 
to  him,  apart  from  tbe  noble  Serl  a  (tiie 
Sari  of  Derby's)  explanation,  that  the 
only  meaning  of  the  Motion  must  be  to  con- 
stitute a  tribunal  before  which  all  the 
transactions  of  the  last  two  years  should 
be  diaeneaed;  and  a  more  prejudicial  eoorae 
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constitatton  aa  might  be  presented  by  the 
Government  in  fair  fulfilment  of  their  i)ro- 
mises,  boin?,  in  fact,  the  very  plan  which 
their  owu  law  officer  had  drawn  up.  Did 
the  noble  Barl,  however,  say  that  he  was 
occupied  in  giving  effect  to  such  a  constitu- 
tion ^  Did  the  noble  Earl  state  that  with- 
in some  short  or  reasonable  time  the  Go- 
vernment W4mld  redeem  thdr  nromiBes  ? 
Xo.  AU  that  the  noble  Earl  said  was,  tlmt 
the  Government  had  not  forgotten  their 
promise?,  and  were  determined  to  give  the 
colony  freo  institutions  as  soon  us  they 
conld,  that  is  to  aay,  as  soon  as  they  chose; 
at  their  own  time  and  in  their  own  way. 
Now,  their  Lordships  were  entitled  to  ex- 
pect soroethiog  more  than  such  mere  vague 
assarancea  as  those.  The  noble  Eatl  oh- 
jectcd  to  legislation  on  the  subject.  There 
niijjht  be  difficulties  in  the  way  of  Icirisla- 
tion;  but  he  was  not  satisfied  that  they 
were  insnporable;  and  tinre  he  was  that,  if 
no  other  course  could  be  taken  under  all 
the  circumstances,  considering  the  expec- 
tations raised  and  the  declarations  made, 
even  at  this  period  of  the  Session  it  would 
be  wiser  to  attempt  to  settle  the  question 


for  the  peace  of  the  colony  ho  could  not ,  by  legislation,  than  to  allow  it  to  rankle  on 

 :   rpK-  ui_    I?-..!  ii  ilr  aI  :.u   ,i  i.* 


conceive.    The  noble  Enrl   (Earl  Grey) 
might  have  been  wrong  in  some  points, 
thon^  lib  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
had  impeached  his  conduct  as  little  as  pos- 
sible ;  but  there  had  been  also  faults  on 
the  part  of  the  colonists,  and  it  was  not 
worth  wbOft  to  n-ofm  and  renew  all  these 
eBTenomed  eontroverstea ;  the  only  ques- 
tion worth  a  moment's  consideration  now 
was,  how  we  could  best  preserve  the  peace 
of  the  colony  for  the  future.    Ho  felt  the 
diSeulty,  on  the  other  hand,  of  voting  for 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial 
Department;  for  tl;c  noble  Earl  bad  not 
given  those  most  disposed  to  aid  ium  m 
the  pacification  of  the  colony  such  assu- 
ranees  as  they  had  a  right  to  expect  as  to 
mode  in  whicli  the  Government  were 
hkely  to  deal  with  this  question.  The 
gnAt  object  was  the  fulfilment,  and  speedy 
fulfilment,  of  the  pledges  or  promises  made 
to   the   colonists  of  liberal  institutions. 
Kow,  there  was  nothing  in  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Secretary  for  the  Colonics  to 
latisff  their  Lordships  that  this  consum- 
mation was  likely  to  be  brought  about  A'ery 
Boon.     Tim  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey)  had 
great  advantages  for  the   sottleuient  uf 
the  question:  he  had  before  him  opin- 
ions from  all  classes  in  the  colony;  and 
he  had  the  nsenrances  of  the  colonists 
that  they  would  atccpt  such  a  form  of 

VOL.  CXYill.     [lllUlU  SERIES.] 


for  another  year  with  consequences  doubt- 
less more  serious  still.  If  the  noble  Earl 
objected  to  legislation,  he  ought  at  least 
to  have  stated  what  other  course  he 
meant  to  pursue.  At  the  same  time 
he  did  not  see  sufiiclent  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  noble  Earrs  course  IHther* 
to,  however  it  might  have  been  impolitic, 
had  brfM  illogal.  As  to  settling  the  qncs- 
tion  by  means  of  a  Committee,  he  believed 
that  couiiic  was  not  merely  impolitic,  but 
iuipracticable.  In  conclusion,  ho  would 
say  that  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey)  should 
take  an  opportimity  of  '^iviii;^'  to  Earlia- 
meat,  who  naturally  leit  no  small  interest 
upon  this  question,  and  to  those  who  took 
a  still  deeper  interest  in  it,  the  inhabitants 
of  the  colony — ho  should  f^ive  all  thoso 
parties  every  assurance  in  his  power,  tbat 
the  Government  had  this  question  not  ooly 
in  their  consideration,  hut  that  they  were 
Cfoinfr  into  it  in  a  spirit  of  determination  to 
arrive,  without  loss  of  time,  at  a  result  that 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  colonies. 

Earl  GREY  said,  ho  must  have  cx- 
prcsst  d  hitnsclf  extremely  imperfectly,  if 
their  Lordships  understood  wliat  fell  from 
him  as  to  the  future  intention  uf  Iler  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  the  same  sense  as 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  all  he  (Earl 
Grey)  had  stated  with  reference  to  the  fu- 
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turo  intmition  of  Government  was,  thai 

they  would,  at  tlioir  own  tinio,  and  in 
their  own  vrar,  but  npprxroiitly  not  with 
any  very  great  ha&to,  proceed  to  bring  into 
operation  the  legialaUon  which  was  origi- 
nally designed.  Now,  what  he  paid  was 
very  mtich  the  reverse.  He  said,  tliat  lie 
thought,  after  what  bad  been  done,  and 
after  the  iflsne  of  those  letters  petent, 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  the 
form  of  constltirtTon  which  was  therein 
sketched  out  should  be  brought  into  opera- 
tion at  the  Tery  earliest  possible  period; 
and  {briber,  that  he  thought  the  diminished 
Council,  acting  under  the  instructions  of 
May  hist,  conld  only  act  for  the  purpose  of 
trao^actiog  that  ueceissary  business  which 
in  the  present  state  of  the  colony  must  be 
absolutely  indispensable;  that  it  was  re- 
quired to  place  some  les^islativc  authority 
within  the  reach  of  tlio  Government;  and, 
l^rther,  that  entertnining  these  Tiews,  the 
course  contemplated  by  Govcmmeoi  vas 
this :  whilf^  thoy  ncfreed  as  to  the  neees- 
sity  of  briiiiritiir  tha  constitution  into  early 
operation,  they  thought  that,  in  order  to 
maintain  the  anthority  of  the  Crown,  it 
ought  to  be  nccomplisbcd  in  tlie  mode  ori- 
ginally proposed,  that  the  Icttir.H  patent 
should  nut  be  revoked,  and  that  tlic  ordi- 
nances should  be  passwl  by  the  Legislative 
Council  at  the  Cape.  He  (Earl  Grey)  was 
not  certain,  under  the  present  circum- 
stances of  the  Cape,  so  different  from 
those  originally  contemplated,  bnt  Sir 
Harry  Smith  had  a  right  to  expect  that, 
with  tlie  full  information  now  before  thcni, 
Government  should  take  upon  themselves 
the  responsibility  of  deciding  upon  the  de- 
tails of  the  constitution,  wliich  were  left 
by  the  letters  patent  of  1  S.jI  )  to  be  filled 
up.  Ho  stated  further,  that  he  saw  no 
difficulty,  with  the  infortnatiou  now  bcfoi-e 
them,  in  preparing  draft  ordinanees  to  be 
passed  at  the  Capo,  which  ho  hoped 
speedily  to  transmit  to  that  colon y;  that 


m 


way  of  settiino;  ti  ls  qneation  was,  bj  the 

Lt^gislaturo  of  this  country.  Ho  bad  romo 
down  full}'  prepared  to  state  at  length  his 
opinion  on  this  subject,  but  at  that  late 
period  of  the  evening,  and  after  the  qncs> 
tion  bad  been  so  fully  debated,  bo  felt  it 
would  be  wroniT  to  do  so.  Nothing,  how- 
ever, which  had  occurred  during  tho  de- 
bate, had  altered  his  opinion  that  legisla- 
tion was  tho  best,  if  not  the  onlj  aieeai  of 
settling  this  important  and  now  pressing 
question.  Ue  had  been  disappointed  bj 
the  statement  which  had  just  been  mada 
by  tho  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the 
Coloni'^'^  Tf  the  noble  Lord  could  have 
given  an  assurance  that  by  Orders  ia 
Council  we  could  now  send  out  to  the  co- 
lony not  merely  draft  ordinances,  but  % 
constitution,  then  he  would  admit  that  it 
would  bo  better  that  it  should  be  loft  in 
tho  hands  of  tho  Executive  Government, 
than  that  it  shonid  be  taken  up  by  % 
Committee  of  either  House  of  Parliament. 
T?nt  he  thought  the  plan  M'birb  the  iioblo 
Earl  had  explained,  although  somewhat 
diferent  from  what  he  understood  lum  to 
state  in  his  first  speech,  would  merely  ho 
ibrowinc^  another  apple  of  discord  into  tho 
colony,  and  at  the  commencement  of  next 
Session  he  greatly  feared  it  would  bo 
found  that  the  constitution  was  no  far- 
thcr  advanced,  and  that  the  feelings  of 
tho  people  were  more  rancorous  than  they 
had  hitherto  been.  He  was  not  sure  that 
he  would  have  risen  at  all  at  that  late 
hour,  but  for  some  anxiety  which  ho  en- 
tertained as  to  the  objects  niu!  i;it  n  of 
the  Motion  before  their  LorUshiud.  it  waa 
a  point  which  had  been  rcferrea  to  by  the 
noble  Duke  on  bis  ri£::bt  (the  Duke  o€ 
Ar:;yl]),  an<l  bis  lutblc  Friend  on  the  cross 
beiiclies.  <>ne  noble  Lord  especially  gave 
a  character  to  tho  Motion,  which  it  cer- 
tainly did  not  admit  of  from  the  speech  of 
tho  noble  Lord  in  introducing  it,  or  from 
tlie  word«i  of  the  ^lotion  itnelf ;  but  he  (tho 
the  Governor,  with  these  draft  ordinance.^,  j  Duke  of  Newcastle)  was  anxious  to  hear 
would  be  relieved  from  tho  real  rcsnonsi-  ]  from  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
bility  of  deciding  on  the  matter;  and  that  i  some  explanation  of  the  course  he  intended 


under  tbce  circumstancr'^  the  Council  of 
eight  would  find  no  ditiiculty  in  getting 
two  additional  members  to  giro  the  60- 
Tcmw  technical  and  formal  power  for  the 
purpose  of  pa8i«incr  the  ordinance?.  That 
was  the  course  which  8ir  Harry  Smith  had 
been  itifuriiied  would  bo  pursued,  and  as 
rapidly  as  the  draft  ordmanee  could  be  pre- 
pared, it  would  bo  transmitted  to  the  Cape. 
The  DtrKE  of  NEWCASTLE  said,  he 


tn  jiTir«:ue,  if  the  House  should  f^rant  the 
Committee  which  ho  asked.  He  under- 
stood that  the  Committee  was  not  for  the 
purpose  of  rcopenmg  every  question  which 
had  hitherto  been  as^itatrd  and  debated  in 
connexidii  with  this  subject.  He  under- 
stood the  Motion  to  bo  solely  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  giro  counsel  to  the  Chtvem- 
ment,  a!id  to  assist  in  framing  a  Bill  which 
sliould  be  introduced,  in  llie  hope  that  it 


had  always  felt  convinced  that  tho  only  i  might  pass  without  further  debate,  after 
Earl  Grey  ' 
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being  so  submitted  to  a  Committee.  One 
noble  Burl  sopported  the  MotioD  vpc«ii 
totally  different  grounds,  and,  in  what  he 
(the  Duke  of  Kewcastlo)  f'OTi-Hlcrcd  a 
strictlj  party  8p«eoh,  said  iie  should  sup- 
port the  Motion  as  a  rote  <^  oeasare  upon 
the  Government.  He  did  not  intend  to  ho 
drawn  into  givinnr  a  vote  of  a  party  char- 
acter upon  this  occaj-ioii.  TTc  def^ired  no 
Tote  of  censure  upon  the  Government. 
He  desired  nothing  but  legislation  upon 
this  sulijeet,  with  a  view  to  a  settlement 
of  the  differences  in  the  colony;  and  if 
he  gave  a  vote  for  the  Motion,  it  must  be 
Dpon  that  sole  ground.  He  (the  Duke  of 
Newcastle's)  opinion,  that  legislation  was 
the  only  safe  and  speedy  mode  of  sottlinj? 
the  question,  was  based  upon  the  two 
grounds  of  law  and  poliey.  He  would  not 
be  so  presumptnons  as  to  enter  into  any 
question  of  law,  or  to  say  M'lietlicr  lii.s 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Lyndluirst)  or  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  woolsack  was  right  upon 
this  question.  But  this  he  bad  a  right 
to  say,  that  xvhon  two  men  of  such  emi- 
nence differed  so  completely  as  to  whether 
the  steps  recently  taken  by  Government 
were  Wlid  in  law  or  not — when,  moreover, 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  took  one  view, 
end  men  like  Sir  Fitzroy  Kelly,  Mr.  Wnl- 
pole,  and  Mr.  Kenyon,  took  another  and 
totally  opposite  tiew,  there  was  at  any 
rate  a  grave  doubt  as  to  the  raliditj  of 
what  Government  had  donr;  nrfl  it  would 
be  imprudent  and  all  hut  liuicidal  to  allow 
such  a  doubt  to  remam  without  some  in- 
quiry Imog  made  into  the  subject,  other- 
wisG  every  encot]ra!2;oment  would  be  given 
to  the  inhahitnnts  of  the  Capo  to  dispute 
the  validity  of  the  acts  of  the  Legislature. 
Bvt  upon  the  ground  of  poBcy,  legislation 
was  the  only  safe  way  to  settle  this  ques- 
tion. He  had  the  assurance,  not  merely 
firom  the  CommissioDers  in  the  colony, 
bat  of  the  (Jovemor  himself,  who  was  well 
aeqawnted  with  the  country  and  the  per- 
sons there,  that  he  believed  it  would  ho 
inapossible  to  settle  the  matter  in  any  other 
way;  he  stated,  in  as  strong  a  manner  as 
he  could,  that  this  question  must  he  set- 
tled In  England.  lie  said  it  avouU  he  im- 
possible to  revive  the  Legislative  Council, 
and  that  any  attempt  to  do  so  would  only 
expose  the  Government  to  fresh  and  ag- 
gravated defeats.  Upon  these  grounds  he 
came  to  the  eonclusion  that  wo  0U£iht  to 
legislate.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  opposed  the  pro- 
position, however,  because  he  thought  it 
mott  objeetaonable  to  give  the  people,  who 


had  been  carrying  on,  as  ho  said,  a  fac- 
tious opposition  to  the  Government  of  the 
country,  a  party  trittm)^.    He  (the  Duke 

of  Xewcnstle)  eonenrred  \n  ih'"*  as  a  gene- 
ral proposition;  but  he  believed  the  course 
proposed  would  have  quite  the  opposite 
effect.  There  was  now  complete  submis- 
sion on  the  part  of  those  people;  and  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey'*  vvnuld  most  effec- 
tually attain  his  object,  tliat  of  preventing 
a  }>arty  triumph,  by  agreeing  tO  the  course 
suggested  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Derby).  But  the  noble  Earl  said—"  If 
you  want  legislation  upon  the  subject, 
move  for  an  address  to  the  Orown,  be- 
seeching Her  Majesty  to  introduce  a  roea- 
pure  Tipon  the  subject."  But  they  had 
the  Bill  drawn  out  to  their  bands,  and 
submitted  to  them  in  the  hloe  book  Idd 
upon  the  table  by  the  noble  Lord  himsdf, 
in  the  same  way  that  they  were  frequently 
submitted  to  ('omniittces;  and  he  thought 
the  peculiar  circuniBiances  in  which  tho 
Gorenunent  was  placed  rendered  this  form 
of  introducing  legislation  certainly  justifi- 
able, if  not  desirable.  The  Government 
was  placed  in  this  position,  that,  being 
obliged  to  submit  to  constant  defeats  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  upon  dif- 
ferent questions  of  importance,  it  had  not 
that  efficient  control  either  to  prevent  or 
to  enforce  leji^stafion  which  trader  other 
circumstances  would  exist,  and  which  no 
doubt  ^vn=:  most  desirable.  If  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  there  shoidd  he  legislation 
upon  so  important  a  ^oint,  tho  Executive 
ought  to  take  the  initiative.  It  was  for 
best  that  legislation  should  emanate  from 
individuals  in  authority;  but  if  this  is  not 
to  he,  then  it  is  better  that  it  should  he 
brought  forward  under  the  sanction  of  a 
Committee,  ^'  m  as  a  Bill  introduced  by 
the  noble  Lord,  who  stood  in  that  House 
as  the  leader  of  a  largo  party  in  opposi- 
tion, or  by  any  indepen^it  Member  ni 
the  House.  He  could  not  but  fear  that 
the  effect  of  the  letters  patent  of  May  13 
would  be  exceedingly  serious  in  the  colony, 
as  their  effect  was  for  the  present  to  with- 
draw, if  not  indefinitely  to  postpone,  tho 
ednHtttution  promised  to  the  colony.  Hut 
if  their  Lordships  that  night  canui  to  a 
deciHion  to  legislate  not  in  a  party  spirit, 
hot  to  carry  into  effect  that  measure  which 
our  own  Government  and  our  own  Attor- 
ney General  in  tho  colony  had  sanctioned 
and  affirmed,  and  resolved  to  send  out  by 
the  next  mail  a  message  of  poice  to  the 
colony,  tranquillity  might  be  restored;  but 
if  they  did  not  do  80,  the  sjst^  of  agita- 
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tiou  wliicU  had  hitherto  been  pursued  at 
the  Cftpe  of  Oood  Hope  might  not  only  go 
on,  but  the  state  of  the  colony  might  be- 
come still  more  cmbarfassinc^,  and  proba- 
bly the  next  time  they  discussed  this  ques- 
tion they  wight  have  to  do  it  with  a  smaller 
number  of  coloniste,  reduced  by  secession 
to  other  lands — but  ntnongst  whom  there 
vould  be  a  spirit  of  animosity  and  bitterness 
of  feeling  which  it  would  not  be  easy  to 
•Uay  by  any  mode  of  legislation  whioh  ve 
should  then  be  able  to  adopt. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY,  in  reply,  said  ho 
did  not  knonr  upon  what  grounds  it  had 
been  asserted  that  his  opinions  had  chan- 
ged since  ho  first  gave  notice  of  this  Motion. 
No  change  whatever  had  taken  place  in 
his  upioions.  As  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  nd»le  and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolsaelt 
had  answered  the  argument  of  his  noble 
nnd  learned  Friend  (Lord  Lvmlhnrst),  it 
was  a  mere  play  upon  words,  whicii  they 
might  haTo  expected  to  hare  heard  fall 
from  some  junior  member  of  tho  lower 
branch  of  the  profession  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  belonged,  but  not  from  any  one  occu- 
pying the  eminent  position  of  the  noble 
Lord.  Ho  should  leave  tho  noble  Lord 
and  the  noble  I'iarl  opposite  (I'^arl  Grey) 
to  reconcile  their  views  of  the  powers  of 
the  Council — the  one  declaring  that  it  was 
perfectly  legal,  and  eapehle  of  performing 
all  acts  whuti'ver;  the  other  declaring  that 
oven  In  a  tti  hnical  point  of  view,  in  a 
strictly  legal  sense,  tho  Council  was  not 
valid — not  the  then  present  Council.  But 
it  ^vas  not  upon  the  legal  question  that  he 
rested  the  Motion  for  a  Committee,  lie 
did  not  come  there  as  the  advocate  of  any 
one  party  in  the  colony,  popular  or  unpo- 
pular, for  or  against  tho  Government.  He 
had  that  cvoninc^  cxjiros^cd  a  very  stronir 
opinion  on  the  factious  course  of  the  four 
Mctubcrs  who  seceded  from  tho  Council. 
Butheeame  forward  beoause  1m  felt  that 
it  was  important  that  the  colony  should 
not  be  left  to  tho  anarch}*  and  confusion  it 
presented  at  this  moment.  He  come  for- 
ward beeanse  he  thought  no  authority 
short  of  that  of  the  Parliament  could  give 
a  satisfactory  settlcnient  of  existinp^  dis- 
putes. He  came  forward  because  the  (io- 
vemor  entreated  that  the  matter  might 
not  be  referred  bock  to  him,  but  that  some 
authority  in  this  country  should  settle  that 
vexed  (piestiou,  the  constitution  of  the  co- 
lony, lie  came  forward  because  tho  noble 
Lord  (Earl  Grey)  had  not  intimated  any 
intention  by  the  authority  of  the  Crown  of 
supplying  that  which  was  necessaij,  the 

The  Duke  o/  Keiocastle 


enactment  of  a  constitution  for  tho  colony. 
Ho  came  forward  beeanse  he  thought  the 
course  now  adopted  was  full  of  peril;  be- 
cause the  Government  told  them  that  tho 
reconstruction  of  tho  Xiegislative  Assembly 
was  a  matter  of  all  bnt  impossibility:  and 
ho  came  forward  because  for  nearly  two 
years  the  whole  affairs  of  the  colony  had 
been  directed  by  a  body  of  at  least  doubt- 
ful legality,  and  heoausei  ihefefore,  the 
very  source  from  which  the  eoastitntioQ 
would  issue  in  the  colony,  ivoiihl  not  bo 
looked  upon  as  competcut  to  legislate  on 
so  important  a  question.  With  reference 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Bvke 
(the  Duke  of  Newcastle),  he  must  say,  that 
ho  asked  their  Lordships  to  refer  the  pa- 
pers to  a  Select  Committee  with  a  view  to 
immediate  praetteal  legisktion,  beeanso  in 
those  papers  were  to  bo  found  all  the  ma- 
terials for  submitting  a  new  measure  with- 
out delay  to  Parliament — a  measure  framed 
to  their  hands.  He  thought  a  few  daje 
would  enable  the  Select  Committee  to  laj 
before  their  Lordships  a  report,  recom- 
mending the  adoption  of  such  a  Bill ;  aud 
he  was  far  from  thinking  that  either  in  this 
or  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  in 
the  present  position  of  the  colony,  there 
would  he  any  disposition  on  tho  part  of  any 
human  being  to  look  at  this  question  in 
a  party  point  of  view,  or  to  cause  vexa- 
tious delay.  On  the  contrary,  he  believed 
that,  in  Parliament  and  in  the  colony,  the 
Bill  would  be  received  with  that  respect 
and  attention  to  which  it  would  bo  well 
entitled  from  the  names  inserted  on  that 
Committee,  and  he  believed  no  constitution 
emanating  from  any  inferior  authority 
would  meet  with  ready  approval.  He  did. 
not  think  that  it  would  have  been  neces- 
sary again  to  disclaim  any  wish  to  ob- 
tain a  party  triumph.  He  did  not  intend 
this  Motion  to  involve  any  censure  on  the 
Govemm«it»  or  on  the  noble  Barl  (Earl 
Grey),  but,  bond  Jidct  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment, as  he  had  already  said,  the  cordial 
co-operation  of  Parliament  in  carrying  out 
those  views  which  he  preenmed  the  Govern- 
ment entertained  for  the  benefit  of  the  co- 
lony. Ho  believed  legislation  was  indis- 
pensable; he  believed  that  immediate  legis- 
lation was  most  desirable;  and  he  knew 
no  manner  In  which  it  eoald  be  better 
adopted  than  upon  the  report  of  a  Select 
Conmuttoc,  such  as  that  which  he  pro- 
posed. 
On  QnesfloB, 

House  divided Co&tent  68;  Not  Con- 
tent 74;  Majoritj6. 
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Dablln. 


Norfolk 

MAHQtrESnl. 

Breadalbane 


Cbettor 
Cork 

Uereford 
Maacbester 
St.  Awpk 


Donegal 

Headfort 

I.ansdowno 

Honaasxbf 

Onumilo 

Woilininstcr 

Albemarle 
Bessborongk 

Bruce 

Cowpor 
Oravea 

Durliam 

Effingham 

Fitzhardingo 

Fit  7.  William 

Galloway 

Gosford 

GnnfiUe 

Gnj 

Harrowby 

Lcitrim 

Minto 

Morlfy 

St.  Germans 

ScarbOToagk 

Sefton 

I'xhridgo 

WaldegraTO 

WMtowreUnd 

TiBcocnr. 
Torringrton 


Ashbarton 

liyron 

Beaumont 

Brottfhton 

Camoys 

Colborno 

Crewe 

Carington 

Cranworth 

Churchill 

De  Maulej 


Erakino 

Foley 

Harris 

llatherton 

Howard  d«  W«lden 

Ilotweter 

KiuoMZd 

I<eigh 

LUford 

Lovftt 

Montoai^le 

Overstoiie 

Say  and  St3» 

Soaton 

Stanley  of  Alderley 

Sudelcy 

Suffield 

Tniro 

Whamcliffo 
Wrottcslcjr 


Betolved  in  the  Negative. 

House  adjourned  to  Tbundaj  next. 


HOUSE  OF  OOKlfONS, 
Tuetday,  My  15, 1851. 
Unnrrea.]  Pmtio  Bnu^l*  Grand  3vxj  Cew 

(IrpLinil')- 

3*  Tithe  Rent  Charge  Assessmeot. 

8*  UnlKwfal  Oatlu  (IreUad) ;  Tttrapiko  Roada 

Mn  Innd) ;  Private  Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland); 
i  urnpiko  Acts  Continuance ;  Turnpike  Tnut« 


COUNTY  COUETS  FUETHER  EXTENSION 
BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  teed. 

Howe  in  Committee;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the 

Chair. 

CUoses  1  to  9  inclusive  were  agreed  to. 
CleoM  10  was  postponed.  Claneei  11 
and  12  were  agreed  to. 

On  ClaoM  13  being  prapoeed  (the  effect 


of  which  is  to  exempt  from  the  operation 
of  the  menstire  the  proriatone  of  the  9th 

and  10th  Victoria,  by  which  no  person  ie 
entitled  to  practise  in  a  county  court  **  un- 
less ho  be  an  attorney  at  law,  or  a  barris- 
ter instructed  b;  such  attorney,  or,  by 
leave  of  the  Judge,  any  other  person  al- 
lowed by  tlic  Judge  to  nppoar  instead  of 
such  party;  and  no  barrister,  attorney,  or 
other  person,  except  by  leave  of  the  J  udge, 
is  entitled  to  be  beard  as  oounsel  for  any 
other  person"), 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  he  wished  to  explain  to  the  Com- 
mittee his  mo^Tes  in  bringing  forward  thie 
Clause,  whioh  had  been  exposed  to  a  great 
deal  of  misrepresentation  and  misconcep- 
tion. He  certainly  did  not  wish  to  create 
any  undue  monopoly,  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  desired,  and  he  trusted  that 
House  participated  in  the  feeling,  that  the 
Bar  might  not  be  destroyed.  He  was  de- 
biruus,  therefore,  of  explaining  the  precise 
position  in  which  the  Bar  was  now  placed 
in  consequence  of  the  passing  of  tho  Act 
9  and  10  Victoria.  There  was  a  general 
understanding  that  tho  Bar  might  practise 
in  the  Conn^  Ooorta,  and  that  suitors 
were  at  liberty  tO  Ooqiloy  them  as  advo- 
cates.  Such,  however,  was  not  tho  case. 
The  Statute  9  and  10  Victoria  provided 
that  no  one  should  he  heard  as  an  advt^ 
cate  in  those  CuurtH  unless  he  were  an 
attorney,  or  n  barrister  instructed  by  an 
attorney,  or,  by  leave  of  the  Judge,  any 
other  person.  The  practice,  however, 
which  had  prevailed  since  those  Courts 
were  established,  evidenced  a  uide-snrend 
conspiracy  on  the  part  of  the  attorneys  fw 
the  purpose  of  wholly  excluding  the  liar  us 
advocates;  and  inasmuch  as  no  barrister 
was  permitted  by  the  Act  to  which  he  had 
referred,  to  practise  in  those  Courts  unless 
he  were  instructed  by  an  attorney,  the 
attomejSt  in  order  to  exclude  the  Bar,  had 
come  to  a  general  determination  not  to 
employ  counsel  in  any  case.  Ho  was  not 
speaking  without  authority  in  saying  so; 
for  in  a  pamphlet  which  he  held  in  his 
hand,  he  found  an  extract  from  the  Cownty 
Courts  Chronicle  of  February,  1850,  where, 
in  an  addres!>  from  au  attorney  practising 
in  those  Courts,  ho  pointed  out  to  his  col- 
leagues throughout  the  conntry,  Uiat  ell 
they  needed  to  do  was  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Aet  in  their  favour,  and 
they  would  effectually  and  for  ever  exclude 
tlte  Bar  from  any  share  whatever  in  the 
County  Court  business.  In  a  letter  which 
had  been  addressed  to  bin  that  day,  there 
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was  another  fttetement,  which  showed  that 
tbOBO  tactics  Imd  been  acted  upon  with 
socceas.  A  tnidpstnan  to!d  his  informant 
that  he  visbcd  to  sue  a  debtor  ia  the 
WeatiDtnater  Count/  Court  for  481.  The 
tradeeman  went  to  an  attorney,  and  asked 
him  to  employ  a  eoun^Jcl;  but  the  attorney 
told  him  he  would  have  nothing  to  do  with 
it  unless  he  consented  to  the  employment 
of  an  attorney  as  his  advoeate,  and  if  he 
persisted  in  his  desire  to  luivc  a  barrister 
employed,  ho  would  tlirow  up  his  cnse. 
lu  a  word,  it  might  bo  aHirmed  that  from 


tomey  told  him        he  always  demanded 

three  guineas  for  any  work  tlono  in  the 
(  f  niDty  Court,  and  that  this  kind  of  bust- 
iicdd  paid  him  better  than  anything  else. 
It  was  a  faUaey,  therefore,  to  suppose  that 
economy  was  consulted  in  behalf  of  the 
public  by  the  excUisiou  of  barrister?,  for 
tlie  fee  which  would  be  received  by  coun- 
sel would  bo  no  greater  in  amount  than 
that  which  the  attorney  dnly  pocketed 
when  ho  nppcarpcl  as  attorney-advocate, 
and  therefore  the  expense  was  preci'^ely 
the  same  to  the  client  whether  he  was 


the  infinito  majority  of  these  courts  har>  |  heard  by  attomey-advocato  or  barrister- 
risters  were  excluded;  and  the  question  i  advocate.  He  might  be  answered  t!)at 
was,  whetlier,  for  tlie  sake  of  the  pubHc  I  monopoly  was  not  desirable;  but  he  slioulJ 


itself,  this  was  a  desirable  thing  ?  It  ap- 
peared to  him  simply  as  a  general  propo- 
sition, that  the  business  of  the  advocate  in 

all  our  courts,  superior  or  inferior,  should 
be  conducted  by  men  of  trained  education 
as  advocates,  of  established  position  as  gen- 
tlemen, as  men  of  honour.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve tliat  anv  one  was  vislonarv  cnoufjh  to  '  nor  efllielent  .Indices,  niiless  means  were 


be  disposed  tu  juiu  issue  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  point,  and  he  would  tell  them 

in  a  few  words  why.  It  was  of  the  great- 
est importanee  that  a  class  of  men  should 
exist,  not  only  trained  to  legal  advocacy, 
but  capable  of  acting  as  Jodges;  but  the 
public  would  neither  have  good 


innigine  that  it  would  be  an  advantage  to  dis- 
pense vvuh  the  advocacy  uf  a  class  of  men 
who  had  enjoyed  the  highest  edncati<ni,  and 
who  were  known  to  be  influenced  by  the 
highest  feelings.  If  that  were  so,  he  did 
not  think  there  could  bo  any  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  Committee  to  confine  the  advo- 
cacy in  these  Courts  to  persons  who  prac- 
tised as  attorneys,  hecanse  he  must  say 
that  it  was  not  the  highest  class  of  attor- 
neys who  practised  in  those  Courts.  He 
could  not  persuade  himself  that  it  would 
be  for  the  benefit  of  the  public  that  an  in- 
ferior order  of  men  shoultl  nioTtnpn!is,e  the 
practice  there,  unless  possibly  iu  au  eco- 
nomical view  of  the  ease,  such  a  monopoly 
should  be  found  to  be  desirable.  He 
bc!^^ed,  however,  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  this  view  of  the  case,  because  he 
agreed  that  it  was  essential  to  the  good 
working  of  ihesa  Courts  that  the  pro- 
ceedini^s  in  them  should  he  ceonomtcally 
conducted.  Ue  had  received  a  letter  from 
a  gentieman  whose  name  wouM  be  •  saiiB- 
fiMStory  voucher  for  his  voracity,  but  he 
did  not  wish  to  mention  it  ut '  ~  it  were 
insisted  on.    That  gentleman  stated  that 


taken  to  support  a  body  of  learned  per- 
sons whoso  occupatious  allowed  them  to 
acquire  the  greatest  amount  of  legal  know* 
ledge.  It  was  impossible  that  any  one 
whose  time  and  attention  were  devoted  to 
getting  up  the  details  of  cases,  and  the 
preparation  of  docnmento,  should  be  as 
competent  to  deal  with  questtone  of  law 
as  parties  who  had  greater  leisure  on  their 
hands.  They  mi^ht  rest  assured  that  the 
principle  of  dirision  of  labour  whidi  had 
done  such  wonders  in  art  and  manufact  i ;  i »  . 
would  be  found  to  work  equally  well  in  the 
adniinistration  of  justice.  It  had  been  found 
hitherto  beneficial  to  both  branches  of  the 
profession  that  the  functions  of  attorney 
and  advocate  should  ho  kept  distinct;  and 
he  believed  that  all  the  great  leading  mem- 
bers of  the  profession  concurred  in  this — 
that  it  was  desirable  that  the  barrister  and 
the  attorney  should  each  limit  themselves 
to  their  own  branch  of  practice.  Hitherto 
the  Bar,  with  a  high  feehng  of  professional 
etiquette,  had  abstomed  from  aceepting 
briefs  without  the  intervention  of  an  attor* 
ney;  but  the  County  Courts  Act  had  posi- 
tively placed  a  statutable  impediment  in 


at  a  certain  provincial  town  where  a  County  1  iho  way  of  their  doing  so.  The  attempt 
Conrt  was  hwd,  there  was  a  snug  party  of  to  prevent  monopoly  had  therefore  failed. 


seven  attorneys,  and  that  one  of  theni  had 
confessed  to  him  tliat  they  had  leagued 
together  to  accept  no  retainer  unless  it 
were  aeeompanied  by  a  fee  of  three  gumeaa, 
and  that  though  this  regidation  somewhat 
limited  their  business,  they  found  it  answer 
T«7  well  in  the  long  run.    Another  at- 

l  iie  AUoriiei/  General 


for,  instead  of  being  destroyed,  it  li:id  onlv 
been  transferred  from  the  Bai'  t<i  the  at- 
torneys; and  if  any  monopoly  sxt  uii  were 
allowed  to  eijst»  ii  would  aurely  be  better 
to  place  it  in  the  hands  of  a  highly-edu- 
catcd  class  of  men,  rather  than  in  those  of 
an  inferior  class.    The  Committee  might. 
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however,  adopt  ono  of  two  conrses:  tlioy 
might  cither  put  the  barrister  oa  the  same 
footing  with  the  attomej,  or  they  might 

Erovide  that  if  a  pwrtj  wished  to  employ 
is  own  attorney,  who  was  bond  f  do  such, 
the  attorney  nn'Mit  be  nllowcd  to  net  also 
as  advoeate;  but  that,  la  cases  whero  it 
was  deanrad  that  the  funeUoos  of  attorney 
and  advocate  should  be  separated,  then 
the  privilege  should  be  given  to  tha  Bar 
which  they  enjoTed  in  other  courts.  He 
(the  Attorney  4mmA)  waa.  aatisfied  that 
the  tendency  of  recent  leg^klation  bad  been 
to  carry  justice  home  to  every  man's  door. 
That  tendency  ho  considered  a  most  proper 
one,  and  ho  had  always  stood  by  the 
Goiintj  Courts  Bill;  but,  at  the  same  tune, 
he  conld  not  but  protest  against  an  at- 
tempt to  destroy  a  noble  profession .  the 
history  of  which  was  intimately  associated 
with  tiie  hrighteat  annale  of  oar  eountry; 
and  he  warned  the  Co mittee  to  be  cau- 
tions how,  in  putting  down  one  monopolj, 
thoy  made  room  for  a  much  worse. 

Hr.  FITZBOT  raid,  that  the  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  left  the  Committee 
rather  in  tbo  dark  about  his  intentions  as 
to  whether  ho  meant  to  givo  exclusive  au- 
dieooe  to  barristers  in  these  courts.  If, 
howe?er,  he  meant  to  propose  the  clause 
as  it  sto'i  l  ill  tlic  Bill,  be  sbould  certainly 
oppose  it,  ns  it  imnld  defeat  entirely  the 
object  of  the  Biii.  Tho  object  of  the 
Ooonty  Ooitrtt  Aet  waa  to  eombine  apeed 
with  cheapness  in  the  administration  of 
justice — an  objoft  which  was  incompatible 
with  exclusive  audience  on  the  part  of  tiiu 
Bar.  Enaet  that  oases  were  not  to  pro- 
eeed  unless  a  counsel  was  heard  on  either 
tide,  and  the  delay  would  become  such  as 
idtogetber  to  deter  persona  from  seeking 
that  nmedy  with  whieh  theia  courts  were 
at  pceaent  moro  and  more  effeetnally  pro- 
Tidmg^  thera  for  t)io  nttniiKiirTif  of  tlieir 
rights,  and  the  vindication  ot  tlieir  wrongs. 
No  complaints  had  been  made  by  the  pub- 
lie  of  the  oianner  in  whieh  the  adrooatee 
in  the  County  Courts  had  conducted  their 
businc'  .  Tlip  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man iiiid  talked  about  the  combination  of 
attorneys  againet  the  Barrbnt  was  not  the 
nalfs^tbis,  tliat  the  public  preferred  at- 
torneys as  their  advocates?  By  the  Act, 
defendants  were  allowed  to  settle  proceed- 
ings by  the  payment  of  the  demand  within 
ftve  days  of  the  meeting  of  the  Court; 
and  it  often  happened  that  suitors,  in  the 
hope  that  their  debt  would  be  paid  thcnt 
without  litigation,  contented  themselves 
Willi  iakiag  no  faktm  troaUe  then  lodg- 


ing the  plaint  until  the  day  for  the  hearing 
drew  nigh,     l^ius  an  attorney  was  fre- 
quently instructed  on  that  morning,  and 
often  after  the  Court  had  aotually  been 
sitting  some  time.    Tho  attorney  was  able 
at  oucc  to  proceed  with  the  case;  wlicroas 
it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to  instruct 
a  barrister.  He  should  eertainly  look  upon 
the  destruction  of  the  Bar  as  a  great  pub- 
lic calamity;  but  still  tho  public  interests 
were  paramount.  If  the  Committee  should 
adopt  the  olanso  proposed  by  the  hen*  and 
learned  Attorney  General,  it  would  be  in  the 
powerof  any  two  barristers  to  monopolise  the 
practice  of  a  County  Court,  because,  so  long 
as  they  attended,  the  pubUo  would  not  be  at 
liberty  to  retain  the  ser?ioe  of  any  other  ad- 
vocate. ITe  contended  that  the  liar  bad  no 
right  to  restrict  the  public  in  their  choice 
of  au  advocate.    A  monopoly  of  thm  kind 
did  not  stand  on  better  ground  than  a 
commercial  monopoly.    Ho  beliered  that 
the  County  Court  Judges  were  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  conduct  of  attorueya  aa 
advoeates,  and  would  be  very  sorry  to  see 
any  change  take  place.    There  was  no- 
thing at  this  moment,  he  believed,  to  pro- 
vent  barristers  from  practising  in  the 
County  Courts;  it  was  within  his  own 
knowledge  that  in  the  Oxfordshire  County 
Court  eir  iiit  I  rjristers  practised,  without 
(^countering  anvtbing  at  all  resembling 
that  persecution  at  tho  hands  of  the  attor- 
neys whieh  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had,  properly  enough,  denounced. 

Sir  GEORGE  STRICKLAND  said, 
he  viewed  this  as  a  contest  between  cheap 
justice  and  dear  justice.  The  Courts  at 
Westminster  were  jealous  at  the  well-es- 
tablished aud  well  deserved  popularity  of 
the  new  Courts,  and  seeing  that  their  occu- 
pation was  gone,  or  almost  gone,  they 
stepped  in  and  said,  "Givo  us  a  mono- 
poly." Now.  whenever  ho  heard  the  word 
•*  monopoly,"  be  felt  certain  that  some- 
thing was  rotten  in  the  state  of  Denmark." 
The  Courts  of  Westminster  had  brought 
this  upon  themselves.  They  had  refused 
to  reducr>  their  expenseSf  to  refonn  their 
techmcaliues,  and,  aboTO  all,  they  had 
clung  to  that  antiquated  rule  of  refusing 
to  permit  parties  to  suits  to  be  themselves 
examined.  Tho  Conrls  of  Wcstujinster 
bad  refused  to  simplify  their  proceeUiugs, 
and  the  consequence  was,  they  would  m 
swamped«  There  was  an  old  saying,  that 
when  persons  of  a  certain  description  fell 
out,  honest  men  would  get  their  own;  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  the  result  would  he 
beneficial  to  tha  pnblia.  Besides,  it  was  a 
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tliat  tha  Mween  of  iUt  eaqperiment  woidd 

niaiDlj  depend  on  having  a  Pnr  in  these 
Courts,  which  ho  considered  to  be  a  great 


verj  pretty  quarrel  as  it  stood— attorneys 
venu»  barristers— nnd  ha  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  intt'ifiMC.  He  trusted 
that  they  would  not  stultify  themselves* 
after  thej  had  given  stieli  a  vast  boon  to 
the  public,  by  trying  to  iutroduco  the  tech- 
nicalities which  tliov  had  so  wisely  swept 
away.  If  the  Courts  of  Westminster 
would  only  reform  themselves*  they  might 
depend  upon  it  they  would  eontiaae  io  bo 
respected  and  frequented. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  as  he  saw  the  seu&e  of  the  Committee 
was  against  exelusive  andienee  being  given 
to  the  Bar,  be  was  quite  williog  to  substi- 
tute for  the  clause  before  the  Committee  a 
clause  that  had  been  drawn  up  by  a 
County  Court  Judge,  and  its  purport  was, 
that  in  ail  cases  where  the  parttes  chose 
to  employ  an  attorney  to  net  both  attf  r 
ncy  and  advocate,  they  mi^ht  bo  nliowcd 
to  do  so;  but  if  tho  parties  desired  the 
ftssistanee  of  an  adrooste  in  addition  to 
their  attorney,  that  advocate  should  be  a 
barrister.  The  chansc — which  only  applietl 
to  the  extended  juriiidictiuu  uf  the  Cuurt— 
also  authorised  other  persons  to  appear, 
with  permission  of  the  Judge.  He  (the 
Attorney  General)  must  say,  that  tho  ob- 
servatioua  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had 
last  spoken  had  greatly  astonished  him. 
Tho  hon.  Baronet  had  talked  about  the 


security  for  the  due  administration  of  jas- 
tiee.  At  present,  the  Judges  werefreehfrom 
Westminster  Hall,  and  came  prqiared  to 

>f  enennra 


administer  justice  in  a  spirit  ot 
efficiency  to  wliioh  they  had  been 
tomed;  but  in  the  eonrse  of  time  tboy 
would  become  rusty,  and,  without  the 

ftttendnnce  of  a  well-qualified  body  of 
practitiouer.s,  iti  ten  year.s'  tunc  lie  feared 
that  the  County  Court  Judges  would  not 
deserve  the  same  respeet  wbieh  tfaej  now 

cnjoved. 

Mil.  HUME  thought  that  the  alarm  of 
barrister.s  on  this  question  was  unneces- 
sary. They  could  protect  their  own  inter- 
ests most  effectively  if  they  would  only 
consent  to  adopt  a  liberal  and  ci\lightened 
policy,  such  as  was  suited  to  the  spirit  of 
the  times. 

The  CHAIRMAN  suggested  that  th« 

Clnnsc  phoiiM  h<-^  postponed,  tho  Commit- 
t<M>  !)ot  haviug  had  an  opportunity  to  see  it 
iu  pruit. 

if B,  STELTK  BBNISOK  entiidy  a^ 

proved  of  tho  suggestion.  He  would  noi 
show  exclusive  favour  either  to  barrister'> 
or  attorneys;  but  ho  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  interests  of  the  pnbtie  wooM 
be  materially  promoted  by  the  presence  of 


Courts  of  Westminster  reforminf^  them-   a  respectable  Bar  in  the  County  Courts 


selves;  hot  surely  he  must  know  that  they 
eonld  do  nothing  of  the  kind.  HeaTen 
forbid  that  thej  should  have  any  more 
jtnl^re  nmde  law  !  Thoy  had  had  plrntj  of 
that  m  times  past,  and  it  was  the  worst  of 
all  law.  No;  it  was  tho  province  of  the 
Conrta  to  administer  the  law,  and  of  the 
Legislature,  if  necessary,  to  amend  it. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  must  confess 
tliat  his  own  wish,  and  that  of  tho  right  | 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  (Sir 
J.  Graham),  who  was  nnabie  to  attend, 
was,  that  both  attorneys  and  barristers 
should  have  a  fair  field,  and  no  favour, 
and  that  if  the  aoitor  liked  to  go  to  a  bar' 
lister,  he  e^mld  go  to  a  barrister,  and  vice 
versA.  That,  he  believed,  would  have  been 
the  best  course  for  the  public,  and  would 
have  secured  the  attendance  of  a  Bar.  If, 
however,  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  thou -It  it  better  to  frame  the 
clause  in  a  more  restrained  sense,  ho,  for 
one,  saw  no  objection  to  that  course.  At 
present,  no  doubt,  the  Bar  were  Tirtually 
excluded  from  practising  in  the  County 
Courts  by  the  words  introduced  in  the  Act 
9  &  10  Victoria.    He  believed,  however, 

iSir  G,  Strickland 


Mn.  FRESHFIELD  was  certainly  not 
prejudiced  against  the  attorneys,  for, 
though  on  bis  appointment  as  Chairman 
of  a  Quarter  SoF^sions  he  hnd  thmifxht  it 
his  duty  to  be  called  to  the  bar,  he  had 
practised  as  a  solicitor  for  thirty  years. 
Nevertheless,  he  preforred  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General's  original  davse 
to  the  proposal  to  remove  all  restrictions. 

Tho  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
he  ahonld  support  the  proposed  ChiBia. 
Let  the  Committee  recoUeot  that  it  was  to 
the  I>ar  of  England  that  we  ow#^d  in  a  vast 
measure  the  great  liberties  of  this  country. 
It  was  Lord  Coke  who  fiwmed  tho ! 


of  Right ;  it  was  Lord  Somers  who  pre- 
pared tho  Bill  of  Rights.  It  had  ranked 
amongst  its  members  the  most  eminent 
supporters  of  our  liberties.  But,  further 
than  that,  he  would  ask,  what  would  be 
tho  state  of  property  in  thfe  country  if  they 
n1  lowed  it  to  be  disposed  of  bv  Judges  who 
had  nut  the  responsibility  of  giving  their 
deeisions  in  the  presenoe  of  a  Bar  ?  The 
hon.  ^rember  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley) 
who  had  had  experience  of  that,  had  told 
the  Committee  his  opinion  ou  the  point  | 
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he  had  told  them  that  thoy  could  not  have 
the  security  of  an  ablo  BcncU  unless  it 
were  watched  bv  an  aLIo  Bar.  Kotliincr 
could  be  done  more  disastrous  to  the  suit- 
ors, uotbiog  could  bo  done  luore  to  du- 
gimde  these  Courts,  and  make  them  odious 
and  disgusting  in  tho  eyes  of  the  coun- 
try, than  to  withdraw  the  Judj^cs  from 
the  supervision  of  an  efficient  and  bigU- 
ninded  Bar.  The  Bar  was  kept  in 
Older  by  tho  ttprU  d$  corps  by  which 
every  barrister  was  the  watchful  guar- 
dian of  the  hoDoor  and  integrity  of 
his  learned  brethren.  Besides,  all  barris- 
ters were  oUiged  to  be  members  of  one  of 
the  four  Irinp,  whioh  were  governed  by 
benchers,  who  sat  as  judges  over  their 
conduct,  and  wlio  wcro  aimed  with  tho 
power  of  expelliiig  them  from  the  Inns, 
and  so  depriving  them  of  the  right  to 
prftctise.  In  like  manner,  a  person's  own 
attorney  was  liable  to  an  action  for  dam- 
sges  if  bis  client  snffered  loss  from  hn 
scgHgenee.  Bat  this  hybrid  class  of  at- 
torney-advocates would  bo  liable  neither  to 
be  debarred  nor  to  sufl'er  the  pecuniary 
coDseqnenees  to  wbieh  a  person's  own  at- 
torney was  liable.  Now  the  persons  who 
■principany  used  tho  County  Courts  were 
eingulaily  liable  to  be  j)reyed  upon  by 
knavish  practitioners;  and  if  these  latter 
persons  were  admitted  into  the  Courts, 
they  would  soon  become  so  debased  as  to 
be  a  perfect  nuisance,  and  ere  long  an  Act 
would  be  called  for  to  abolish  tliem  alto- 
gether. 

Lord  ROBERT  GROSYEKOR  said, 
that  having  taken  the  attorneys  nud  soli- 
ctors especially  under  his  protection,  it 
woirid  be  expected  Ibi^  be  snoutd  express 
his  sentiments  on  this  question.  Tho  hon. 
Mcmhcr  for  Boston  (Mr.  Freshfiehl)  had 
stated  that,  having  practised  for  many 
yesrs  ss  a  solicitor,  it  might  be  supposed 
that  he  regarded  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  witli 
BOin(»  df??ree  of  disapprohntion, 
ting  against  iu3  profession;  Ijut  the  fact  \vu», 
that  the  profession  generally,  attorneys  as 
well  as  barristers,  viewed  the  County  Courts 
with  unmitigated  dislike,  for  their  great 
profits  consisted  in  the  retention  of  West- 
ninster  Hall  as  it  iras.  He  was  therefore 
nost  anxious  to  reduce  the  profits  of  attor- 
neys and  solicitors,  as  he  believed  he  was 
doing  in  niaiutaioing  the  County  Courts  as 
diej  wete.  Now,  as  he  understood  the 
pnposilion,  it  was  this  :  That  at  that  mo- 
ment an  attorney,  if  he  did  not  choose  to 
tdvooate  a  eauso  himself^  might  ask  ano- 


thei'  attorney,  called  an  advocate-attorney, 
or,  as  they  bad  been  named  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General,  a  hybrid 
class,  to  undertake  it  for  liim  ;  but  now  it 
was  proposed  thai  liic  attorney  should  not 
be  able  to  do  that,  and  that  if  be  wanted 
assistance,  it  must  he  intrusted  to  a  bar- 
rister. To  that  pro]K)sition  be  should  most 
unwillingly  assent.  No  gross  case  had 
been  brought  forward  in  which  this  hybrid 
class  had  abused  the  trust  i*eposed  in  them; 
and  having  himself  witnessed  how  well  and 
cheaply  justice  was  there  administered,  he 
should  be  sorry  to  alter  tho  present  method 
of  proceeding. 

Tlie  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  as  it  was 
not  conipetent  fur  the  Committee  to  adopt 
a  perfectly  new  Clause  unless  it  were 
brought  up  at  the  end  of  the  Bill,  it  was 
clear,  therefore,  that  the  object  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  had  in 
view  could  not  be  effected  on  the  present 
ooeasion  otherwise  than  by  varying  the 
terms  of  the  13th  clause. 

Tho  CHANCELLOR  Of  THE  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  what  the  Gbvemment  pro- 
posed was  this :  so  far  as  the  old  juri^io- 
tion  of  these  Courts  was  concerned*  a 
party  should  ho  allowed  to  employ  a  bar- 
rister through  his  attorney,  if  ho  so  tliought 
fit;  but  in  reference  to  the  new  jurisdiction 
about  to  be  established,  a  party  should  bo 
allowed  to  appear  either  by  attorney  or  a 
barrister,  or  any  other  person  who  should 
be  approved  of  by  the  Judge  of  the  Court. 

Un.  CHI9H0LH  ANSTET  said,  tbat 
although  he  had  come  down  to  the  Howe 
to  vote  against  the  original  clause,  yet  ho 
would  support  the  amended  one.  If  the 
monopoly  of  the  Bar  were  to  bo  guarded 
against,  much  more  for  tbe  interests  of 
the  people  ought  the  monopoly  of  the 
attorneys  to  be  guarded  against.  Tho 
Committee  was  aware  that  complaints  had 
been  made  tbat  suitors  were  prevented 
from  havinff  a  barrister  for  their  advocate. 
A  barrister  liad  told  him  that  lie  was 
waited  upon  by  a  poor  man,  who  requested 
him  to  bold  a  brief  in  a  cause  that  was 
coming  on  on  the  following  morning.  He 
refused,  unless  the  brief  were  handed  to 
htm  in  the  usual  way,  through  an  attorney; 
to  wblch  tbe  poor  man  replied,  that  that 
was  impossible,  f  i  an  attorney  who  had 
ahtinHt  exclusively  nil  tbe  practice  at  tbe 
Westminster  County  Court  had  told  him 
that  if  he  insisted  on  having  a  barrister, 
he  would,  at  the  last  moment,  throw  up 
his  case;  and  similar  cases  were  continually 
occurriog.   In  tho  Colonies  a  learned^  in* 
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telligent.  ftnd  able  Bar  had  been  destroyed 

b^  (bat  depraved  system.  He  knew,  from 
his  own  experience,  that  it  vrm  the  case  in 
Van  Diemcn'a  Land;  and  the  same  con- 
aequenee  matt  follow  here  if  the  aame 
sjitem  were  adopted.  Although  he  insist- 
ed, in  the  name  of  economy  and  justice, 
on  the  riglit  of  the  client  to  employ  whom 
he  pleased,  and  to  instruct  counsel  per- 
sonally, and  not  through  an  attorney,  htill, 
liavi!i2:  regard,  not  to  a  monopoly  of  tlit; 
Bar,  but  to  the  interests  of  tho  clients 
themselves,  be  objected  to  arm  allorueyb 
with  the  great  additional  power  which  thU 
propoBed  inno?ation  woiud  eonfer  upon 
them. 

Mr.  CAEDW£LL  said,  what  they 
wanted  to  do  was  very  obfious;  it  was  to 
put  an  end  to  all  reitriotions  unfairly  im- 
posed either  on  one  class  or  the  other. 
They  had  been  told  that  there  were  corn- 
blnations  among  the  attomiei  to  oust  the 
Bar  from  these  courts.  Let  them  then 
put  an  end  to  all  the  machincrr  bv  whicli 
those  combinations  bocanie  ])o.s3il>le,  and 
then  let  it  bo  eijually  clear  that  iu  these 
eoorta  there  ahotiid  be  no  neoessitj  for  a 
poor  client  to  have  any  advocate  at  all 
unless  he  chose.  Surely  that  could  be 
put  in  a  short  intelligible  form.  Let  them 
then  repeal  the  atatatory  restriction  which 
prevented  the  Bar  from  acting  as  advocates 
in  the  County  Courts,  and  then  it  would 
be  for  the  Bar  to  review  their  own  rule  of 
etiquette  which  forbade  the  aoMptMice  of 
briefs  except  through  the  handa  of  an 
nttoniny.  lie  would  tlicn  propoi?e  to  unite 
ill  this  clause  the  provision  of  the  statute 
of  the  'Jilk  and  10th  of  Victoria,  and  then 
let  them  say,  '*  Be  it  enacted  that  the 
said  last-recited  provision  be  repealed," 
and  then  enact  as  follows : — ■ 

"And  that  it  shall  be  lawful  for  anj  person 
or  party  to  the  mil,  er  for  an  attornogr  ooiidiiot- 

ing  the  suit,  or  a  barrator  rt'tained  hj  or  on 
behalf  of  either  party  to  tlic  suit,  or,  by  leave  of 
the  Judge,  any  otlier  jk  ixjh,  tu  ap]icar  for  him 
and  address  the  Court  without  any  right  of  pre- 
andienvii  or  exclusive  audience,  but  subject  to 
such  regulations  as  the  Judge  should  from  time 
to  time  direct  for  the  traoMctioa  of  the  bosiaess 
ef  the  Court." 

He.  J.  EVANS  thought  it  would  be 
enough  to  strike  out  the  words  "  instruct- 
ed by  an  attorney,"  occurring  in  the  pro- 
vision referred  to  bj  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said. 

there  was  only  one  ])oint  in  which  the 
alteration  pro}  os. d  by  the  hon.  ^^L'!nbor 
for  Liverpool  diiicrud  liooi  the  view  taken 
Mr.  C.  Amteif 


of  the  snijeet  by  bis  ricbi  ben.  Friend  1h» 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  apply  the  clauso  to 
cases  tinder  the  old  jurisdiction  as  well  aa 
to  tlie  new.  Now,  it  might  be  denraUe* 
if  they  |Hit  all  parties  on  a  fair  footing,  to 
liavf!  nn  rmiform  conrso  of  proceeding.  As 
be  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
position, a  party  would  be  entitled  to  ad- 
vocate his  own  eaose,  or  an  attorney  might 
bo  his  advocate,  or,  if  lio  preferred  it,  ho 
might  liave  counsel,  and  ho  might  either 
iiihtruct  his  agent  to  retain  counsel,  or 
might  go  directiy  to  counsel  and  instnwt 
him.  The  latter  was  a  question  of  eti- 
quette, which  it  would  be  afterwards  for 
the  Bar  to  determine  bow  far  they  would 
alter  the  present  practice  of  the  pi  nffnssinii. 
which  prevented  them  from  accepting  any 
brief  except  through  the  hands  of  an 
attorney.  That,  however,  was,  as  he  un- 
derstood* the  eflbet  of  the  clause;  and  he 
believed  it  wonld  be  satisfactory  to  evecj* 
body,  and  he  trusted,  tbersfor^  the  Hooae 

Would  supf)ort  it. 

Mu.  CKOVVUER  said,  that  he  bad  re- 
ceived  information  of  secret  partnershipa 
being  formed  between  attorneys  and  the 
attorney-advocates  to  divide  the  profits  be- 
twcou  them;  and  there  hau  been  instanoee 
in  wbidi  combinationa  bad  existed  to  pe** 
vent  the  Bar  from  being  employed.  He 
woiUd  agree  to  the  Amendments  as  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  LiTerpool, 
but  he  did  so  only  beoeiise  tiie  oeuse 
appeared  to  be  against  czclusiTe  au&Bee 
to  the  Bar. 

Ma.  AGLIOXBY  thought  it  would  bo 
better  that  barristers  should  reoeive  their 
instructions  from  attorneys  instead  of  frsm 
the  parties  themselves. 

Mh.  COBDKX  wished  to  know  whether 
the  clause  of  the  lion.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool would  allow  of  one  altonwy  employ- 
ing another  attorney  to  advocate  a  cause, 
or  was  it  confined  to  the  attorney  conduct- 
ing the  cause  ?  He  thought  the  partiea 
ought  to  be  left  to  tbensclTUS.  All  tiM 
difficulty  raised  by  the  boo.  and  leaned 
Attorney  General  as  to  barristers  would 
be  best  met  by  leaving  it  to  free  com- 
petition. 

Mb.  MULLINQS  tbougfat  'A  sbodd  U 

as  o[icn  to  eniplov  attorni-vs  as  advocatea 
as  to  employ  barristers  m  tliat  capacity. 

Ma.  CAUL  WELL  explained.  There 
must  be  a  eeeurity  for  the  suitor  in 
courts,  and  that  must  be  eithw  by  _ 
attorneys  liable  to  actions  at  law  for  neg- 
lect of  duty,  or  barristers  liable  to  the 
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eonirol  of  the  opioion  of  the  Bar  and  the 
beoehera  of  their  Im  of  Coart*  or  per- 
sons who  hj  leave  of  tlio  Judge  addressed 
the  Court,  and  were,  therefore,  answerable 
to  the  Court,  ilo  believed  it  would  meet 
the  unanimous  wiab  of  the  Oommittee  if 
he  aQhatitntod  the  words  "  attorncj  of  the 
superior  courts  of  rornrtl,"  instoaJ  (»f  the 
worrl?,  "attorncv  coiiductiog  the  suit." 

The  CHAlliMAN  then  put  tho  OUitse 
which,  after  repealing  the  provision  con- 
tained \a  the  Act  of  the  *Mh  and  10th 
Victoria,  was  in  tho  following  words  : — 

"  And  that  it  shall  bo  Uwi'ul  for  a  par^^oa  n 
party  to  the  suit,  or  for  an  attorney  of  Her  Ma- 
lay's superior  court*  at  Westminster,  rotaiued 
bj  or  on  behalf  of  tho  party  on  cither  side,  or  for 
a  barrister  to  bo  retained  liy  iir  I'li  lirludF  of  th" 
pttif  «e  either  side,  or,  by  leave  of  the  Judge, 
wBf  otkwr  person ,  to  appear  and  addrew  the  Court, 
without  any  ritrlit  of  pre-audience  or  exclusive  au- 
dience, but  subject  to  such  rejnilutions  as  tho 
Jviga  might  from  time  to  time  oweet." 

Mr.  CARDWELL  wished,  before  tlio 
ComiuittC'O  came  to  a  decision,  to  a&k  liis 
1.011.  rmJ  learned  Friends  opposite  whether 
au  aiiurney  answering  the  description  in 
the  elanee  jnst  read  could  possibly  escape 
firom  an  action  for  n^Ugeace  in  the  mis- 
comluet  of  a  cause  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  was  of 
cpimon  that  he  eoatd. 

Mr.  CROWDER  said,  he  had  only  as 


such  Committees,  and  that  the  Goamiittee 

of  Selection  ascertain  this  fact  from  aadL 
Members  beforeliaml;  that  it  be  an  object 
of  the  Committee  of  8clection,  in  the  for- 
mation of  Select  Committees,  to  combine 
a  dae  proportion  of  the  younger  Hemben 
with  the  more  experienced  Members  of 
the  ITonsc;  and  that  throe  Members  bo 
held  a  sutiicient  quorum  of  Members  for 
Select  Committees.   About  fifteen  years 
ago  a  change  had  been  made  in  the  eOn* 
stitution  of  Committees  in  that  House. 
Previously  they  used  to  consiat  of  thirty 
or  forty  Members,  few  of  whou  were  m 
the  habit  of  attending.    On  a  MoUon  of 
his  (Mr.  Ewart's),  the  Members  were  re- 
'Itieed  to  fifteen,  every  Meniber's  name  being 
attached  to  whatever  question  was  put  by 
him  in  Committee,  ao  as  to  fix  his  respoo' 
sibility.     The  resolutions  wlileh  he  now 
had  tho  honour  to  propose  might  be  said 
to  resolve  themselves  into  two  priucipal 
points  :  first,  that  the  Committees  shoiild 
be  reniierod  more  sfficiMit  by  a  rednotba 
of  the  Members  composing  them  ;  and, 
secondly,  that  they  might  be  made  more 
just  by  enforcing,  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  tho  constant  attendance  of  Mem- 
bers of  those  Committees.     They  had 
found  the  reduced  numbers  work  very  well 
on  i'rivate  Bills,  and  ho  did  not  see  why 
they  should  not  work  as  well  on  Pnhlio 


scntcd  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem-  (.^,^^^{^^^8^  At  present  tho  attendance 
ber  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Cardwell)  uu  the  ^fembers  was  not  regular;  and,  tberc- 
expiesBjtround  that  the  person  to  be  em-  .  i        ^    adopted  to 


express  ground  that  tbe  person 
l^oyed  was  to  he  either  a  barrister  as  a  bar- 
rister, an  attorney  as  an  attorney,  or  any 
other  person,  by  leave  of  the  Court.  Timt 
was  what  he  had  assented  to.  It  was  not 
in  the  same  form  now,  as  it  allowed  an  at- 
torney to  employ  any  other  person,  with 
whom  he  mi^'lit  have  a  secret  partnership. 
He  believed  liuu  by  this  Clause  the  grossest 
frauds  would  be,  as  they  had  been,  prac- 
tised, and  that  the  public  would  feel  the 
greatest  inconvenience  from  it. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
The  House  resumed;  Coounittee  re- 
ported progress. 

SELECT  GOMUITTEES. 
Mu.  EWART  begged  to  move  that  the 
number  of  Members  composing  Select 
Committees,  except  under  certain  circum- 
stsnesfl,  be  seren;  that  the  Members  ap- 
pointed to  serve  on  Select  Commlttoe.s  be 
selected  by  a  Committee  of  Selection;  that 
it  be  the  duty  of  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion to  choose  only  smdi  Members  to  serve 
on  Select  Conuouttees  as  may  declare  their 
sbih^  to  give  their  regular  attendaaoe  at 


fore,  some  means  should  be  adopted  to 
enforce  their  attendance.   A  return  had 

been  moved  for  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Portarlington  (Colonel  Dunne) 
of  the  attendance  of  Members  on  Commit 
tees,  which  had  not  yet  been  laid  on  the 
table;  but  he  believed  it  would  he  seen  by 
it  that  out  of  2G0  Members  appointed  to 
serve  on  these  Committees,  not  more  than 
120  had  tttteudod. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed— 

"  That  tho  number  of  Members  coniposin)?  Se- 
lect Committees  be  reduced  (ewjept  when  special 
cau&o  bo  shown,  to  the  satufiMtton  of  the  House, 
for  eolaiiEUlg  that  number)  to  seven." 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE  seconded  the  Motion. 

Mn.  EVELYN  DENISON  thought  the 
reduction  of  the  Committees  to  seven 
Members  would  leave  little  room  for  the 
selection  of  young  and  inexperienced  ^^ em- 
bers of  that  House  to  servo,  lie  also  con- 
sidered there  would  bo  great  difficulty 
attendant  upon  leaving  the  selection  of 
Members  to  servo  on  Committees  to  a 
Committee  of  Selection.  Already  there 
was  a  Committee  of  Sclectiou  for  Pnvat<) 
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Bill  CommUtees,  and  tbat  House  reposed 

its  conficlonco  in  tlic  labours  of  that  Com- 
mittee, because  its  functions  gave  no  scope 
for  the  operation  of  party  spirit.  The 
«ue,  however,  would  be  entirely  different 
with  a  Committee  of  Selection  selecting 
the  embers  to  servo  upon  Committees 
appointed  to  inquire  into  qucstiooB  of  pub- 
lie  and  of  nfttional  importonee.  It  was 
neeeiMry*  for  tnstft&oe,  that  Select  Com- 
mittees on  public  questions  should  be 
formed  with  some  reference  to  the  political 
views  of  the  Members.  They  must  not 
only  bare  the  interests  of  the  Crovemment 
duly  represented  on  such  Committees,  but 
also  the  interests  of  various  parties  in  that 
House.  The  Committee  of  Sulection,  by 
whom  the  hon.  G^tleman  proposed  that 
the  Members  of  Select  Committees  should 
be  named,  would  therefore  necefs^nril}'  be 
a  body  entertaining  political  and  party  coa- 
aidera^ns.  He  therefore  donht^  whether 
the  House  would  like  to  take  part  with  its 
power  of  nominating  tliom  in  or«1cr  to  dele- 
gate its  exercise  to  a  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, for  whose  impartiality  it  would  be 
difficult  to  obtain  a  satisfactory  guarantee. 
Aojnin,  at  this  jieriod  of  the  Session  it  was 
hardly  worth  while  to  enter  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  Motion;  but  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  only  brought  the  snbjeet  for- 
ward in  order  to  have  it  considered  be- 
tween this  period  and  the  next  Session, 
when  it  might  be  udvisablo  to  refer  the 
whole  matter  to  a  Seleot  Committee^  then 
he  should  not  object  to  giro  him  his  sup- 
port 

Sir  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  thought  no 
parallel  oould  he  fairly  drawn  between  Pri- 
yate  Bill  Committees  and  Committees  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  questions  of  public 
and  national  interest.  In  the  case  of  the 
appointment  of  such  Committees  as  the 
Income  Tax  Committee,  or  the  Committee 
on  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Ordnance  Esti- 
mates, it  would  be  quite  impossible  fur 
any  Comuiittee  of  iSelection  to  give  satis- 
faction to  both  parties  in  that  House  by 
their  nomination  of  ifcmbers  to  inquire 
into  any  great  disputed  question,  on  which 
strong  feelings  were  naturally  entertained 
on  both  sidos.  It  was,  he  believed,  the 
rule  of  that  House  that  no  Gentleman  was 
obliged  to  servo  on  a  Committee  unions  it 
had  been  ascertained  by  previous  personal 
eommnnicatiioa  that  there  was  a  reasonable 
understanding  that  he  would  be  willinf]^  to 
serve.  Orent  difficulty  had  been  foun  1  "n 
the  present  .^Session  in  obtaining  quorums 
ou  Committees;  but  he  thought  the  evil 

Mr,  B,  l>$ni$9m 


would  be  increased  by  limiting  in  the  waj 

proposed  the  number  of  Members  to  serve 
on  nnninnttees.  While  on  that  subject,  lie 
might  be  allowed  tu  suggent  that  every 
Member  of  a  Committee  who  voted  for  or 
against  the  Committee's  Report,  should  be 
required  to  attach  liis  sip^nature  to  that 
document  accordingly,  lie  concurred  itk 
thinking  that  an  opportunity  should  be 
given  to  younger  Members  to  make  them 
acquainted  \v'*)i  the  business  of  the  House 
by  serving  on  Committees  with  more  ex- 
perienced Members.  Whenever  he  had 
had  anything  to  do  witli  the  aomtnation  of 
a  Committee,  lie  always  took  care  to  select 
one  or  two  young  Members,  in  order  that 
they  might  have  au  opportuuitv  of  learn- 
ing thdr  business;  and  he  beueved  thai 
that  rule  was  not  overlooked  by  other  hon. 
Gentlemen.  lie  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Molton  (Mr.  E.  Denison),  that 
this  was  not  a  question  which  the  House 
could  decide  per  saltum.  They  must  have 
time  to  consider  it,  and  it  would  bo  best 
to  refer  the  subject  to  a  Select  Committee; 
but  they  were,  he  hoped,  too  near  the  end 
of  the  present  Session  (o  engage  in  any 
new  Committee!?. 

Mr.  lIoBIIOUSE  was  not  prepared  to 
hear  so  bad  au  opinion  of  that  House  ex- 
pressed, as  that  no  Committee  of  Sdeetion 
which  it  could  appoint  would  discharge  its 
duties  faithfully  and  impartially.  On  the 
.contrary,  he  believed  that  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  in  oominatiog  a  Cooimittee 
capable  of  selecting  in  a  satisfactory  man- 
ner the  fitting  instruments  for  conducting 
an^  inquiry  which  the  House  might  re- 
quire to  be  instituted*  When  they  talked 
of  reforming  the  representation  of  the 
people,  they  ought  not  to  forget  the  inter- 
nal reform  which  they  might  effect  within 
their  own  body.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  (SirB.  H.  Inglis) 
migiit  have  selected  some  young  ^fenibers 
to  serve  on  his  Committees;  but  the  leaders 
of  parties  in  that  House  had  generally  neg- 
lected to  do  so.  Practically*  the  Honsa 
had  surrendered  the  privilege  of  nominating 
members  of  Committees;  and,  therefore, 
he  thought  the  ballot,  or  mere  cha&ee« 
would  be  better  than  the  system  vkidb  at 
present  prevailed.  He  believed,  if  tka 
turns  moved  for  hy  the  hon.  and  gnllant 
.Member  for  Fortarlingtou  were  laid  on  the 
table,  it  would  bo  sccn  that,  during  the 
present  Parliament,  very  few  51  embers  had 
ltd  n  !i  I  public  Committees.  Tlio  ^^ em- 
bers wlio  served  on  Private  Bill  ri.intiiit- 
tcca  were  very  unjustly  treated;  they  were 
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liko  the  petty  jurors  who  were  forced  to 
attend  the  Court  all  day,  but  ncTcr  enjoyed 
the  honour  of  serving  on  the  grand  jury. 
Th^  vera  awrer  allowed  to  aenre  en  in- 

S lines  of  poblic  importance;  and  yet,  wMIe 
ey  were  so  unfairly  excluded,  tlicre  were 
frequent  cases  of  some  other  Members 
hmng  appoiirted  to  serve  on  seToreL  dif- 
ferent Committees,  all  sitting  nmulta- 
neously.  The  Committees  of  that  House 
■were  of  growing  importance  and  interest 
in  the  governiuent  of  tho  couutry,  because 
there  was  hardly  any  public  question  which 
was  not  first  considered  and  digested  in 
Committees  before  it  came  to  he  Ipcfi^lated 
apon.  For  himself,  he  could  say  that  he 
had  heea  a  Member  of  that  Honae  between 
seven  and  eight  yem,  and  jet  he  had 
never  been  called  to  serve  upon  a  single 
pnblic  Committee.  Believing  the  Motion 
ef  the  hen.  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr. 
Ewart)  to  be  a  great  improvement  upon 
the  present  system,  he  sliould  give  it  his 
support;  and  he  considered  the  period  of 
the  Session  at  which  the  subject  had  been 
introduced  was  most  favourable  for  en* 
abling  tliem  to  nial  c  their  arrangements 
and  Ftnrt  with  the  new  system  at  the  be- 
giamug  of  the  next  year. 

Ma.  CORNBWaLL  LBWIS  wished  to 
stale,  in  a  few  words,  the  grounds  why  he 
was  unable  to  support  a  proposition  to  ap- 
ply the  same  rule  to  the  selection  of  Mem- 
bers to  serve  on  Committees  of  a  public 
natore  as  was  followed  in  tho  case  of  Pri- 
▼ato  PiiH  C'oinmittces.  In  Private  Bill 
Committees  the  business  was  conducted 
ehiefly  by  counsel,  who  brought  the  entire 
case  under  the  consideration  of  gentlemen 
sitting  in  a  quasi  judicial  character,  and 
liearintx  tho  cnsc  hrought  before  them:  hut 
the  Uilieruui  course  adopted  in  Public 
Committees  made  it  necessary  that  there 
persons  interested  on  both  sides  should  be 
appointed,  in  order  that  the  case  might  be 
thoroughly  investigated,  and  at  the  same 
time  it  was  necessary  to  put  impartial 
Members  on,  so  as  to  check  the  leaning  of 
particular  parties.  Thfr  latter  object 
would  make  it  iuexpeUieut  to  reduce  the 
numbers  as  proposed.  He  was  convinced 
that  if  the  proposed  plan  were  adopted,  the 
conduct  of  the  inquiries  would  not  he  such 
as  to  satisfy  the  expectations  of  tlic  House. 
Whatever  objeetious,  therefore,  might  be 
brought  to  the  present  plan  of  appointing 
Committees,  he  was  afraid  that  the  pro- 
posal of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ewart)  would 
lead  to  far  greater  evils. 


Mr.  HUME  said,  that  though  they  had 
frequently  changed  tho  number  of  Members 
that  should  constitute  Committees,  they 
had  never  as  to  the  mode  ef  sdection 

adopted  the  right  course.  At  present, 
embers  had  not  a  fnir  opportunity  of 
showing  their  talents  for  business,  but  the 
difficultj  really  was  to  get  Membors  to  at- 
tend. The  object  of  Committees  was  to 
obtain  information,  and  to  get  at  the  truth; 
but  as  at  present  conBtituteJ,  their  Com- 
mittees were  not  found  to  promote  that  re- 
sult. In  a  Oomnuttee  of  nfteen  Members, 
it  was  difficult  on  tho  average  to  get  more 
than  six  or  seven  to  attend.  Ho  would 
therefore  make  it  compulsory  on  every 
Member  to  attmd;  but  he  would  not  ap- 
point a  Member  to  sit  on  more  than  one 
Committee.  He  would  have  the  nomina- 
tiuu  made  so  as  to  give  a  fair  chance  to 
every  Member.  In  Ameriea  the  selection 
was  made  by  the  Speaker,  who  was  held 
respon.sihlo  for  tho  appointment  of  tho  dif- 
ferent Members.  Party  considerations 
never  entered  into  tho  nomination  of  Com* 
mittees  in  America;  and  ho  thought  the 
same  practice  might  ho  beneficially  adopt- 
ed here,  as  tho  House  must  have  every 
confidence  in  the  discretion  ot  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  filled  the  Chair.  He 
would  merely  add  that  he  thought  a  quorum 
of  three  Members  was  not  sutBcient.  He 
agreed  that  younger  Members  should  serve 
with  Members  of  more  experience,  and  he 
thought  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
doing  that.  He  plinnld  propose  the  nthli- 
tion  of  these  words  to  the  Motion  ut  his 
hon.  Friend,  "That  no  Member  should 
serve  on  more  than  one  Committee  at  the 
same  time."  He  believed  that  the  system 
which  lie  jiroposod  would  be  beneficial  to  tho 
Aiiniiitcr  uf  the  day;  for  couhl  anything  bo 
more  discreditable  than  ttie  badgering 
which  took  place  a  short  time  ago  in  the 
nomination  of  the  Income  Tax  Committee  ? 
There  never  was  a  more  fitting  time  for 
deciding  tho  question  than  the  present; 
for  the  proposed  alteration  might  be  made 
early  next  Session. 

Me.  BROTHERTON  said,  that  this 
was  an  important  question,  and  therefore, 
before  they  made  a  change  they  should  be 
certain  that  tlio  change  would  be  an  im- 
provement. The  great  ohjcct  was  to  have 
Committees  whoso  report  would  CAtr^ 
weight  witii  the  House,  and  therefore,  if 
there  were  Members  who  distinguished 
themselves  by  their  information  on  particu- 
lar subjects,  he  thought  they  ought  to  bo 
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alarming  case.  Sir,  the  induetrial  occapo* 
tions  of  tbo  Irish  people  have  for  long  con- 
sisted first  of  agriculture,  which  occupicsa 
flOTen^eiglithi  (^tbe  population,  of  Ike  wool- 
len, linen,  and  floor  mamt&etories.  The»e 
great  interests  our  statesmen  who  lived  in 
the  end  of  the  last  and  the  beginning  of 
this  oentnrjT  made  tli«r  «ap«ctal  care;  and 
under  their  fostering  inAuenoe  they  ^*da- 
ally  rose  to  importance  and  greatness;  but 
as  tliose  old  patriots  sunk  one  by  one  into 
their  graves,  their  dactrines  were  forgot- 


eppointcd  on  Committees  on  which  their 
information  would  be  valuable,  in  preference 
to  others.  He  was  not  opposed  to  any> 
thins  thftt  would  be  an  improTemeat,  pro- 
vided he  wee  certain  that  it  would  be  an 
improvement. 

Mr.  EWART,  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
proposition  ho  had  pnt  forward  was  advo- 
cated in  some  of  its  parts  by  almost  every 
Member  ^\ho  had  spcjkcn.  The  desirabili- 
ty of  chanj^r  wa"  tlinreforc  admitted.  It 

had  beeu  &aid  that  tiio  tituo  for  this  Mo-  ^  ^ 

tion  was  inopportane.  He  could  not  admit  |  ten,  l^eir  principles  disregarded  ;  nefr 

that;  for  if  they  made  the  change  now, ,  theories  begun  to  gain  ground,  and  those 
they  would  be  ready  to  put  it  in  practice  at  great  interests  which  tifov  wi^^ely  thought 
the  commencement  of  next  Session;  where-  i  worthy  of  the  protection  and  care  of  a  na» 


as  if  he  pat  off  the  Ifotioo  to  the  next  Ses- 
slon«  he  would  be  told  that  the  Private 

Committees  were  forming,  and  that  his 
Motion  was  inexpedient.  What  he  pro- 
posed woald  not  have  the  effect  of  exclud- 
ing the  most  oompetent  Members  from 

Committees. 

LonnJOnN  RUSSELL  snid,  that  he 
could  not  couseut  to  the  propotiitioii  of  his 
hon  Friend,  whidh  went  farther  than  he  was 
prepared  to  go.  He  would  not,  however, 
oppose  referring  the  subject  to  a  Select 
Committee,  if  the  House  entertained  that 


tire  L^sUture,  are  now  gradually  hSSiog 
before  the  baneful  eifects  w  hapenal  indif> 

fereneo.  What  has  became  of  our  woollen 
manufacture,  this  House  is  probably  well 
aware.  How  our  agriculture,  our  mainstay 
and  chief  dependence,  has  suffered.  Her 
Majc-ty's  ^linistors  have  in  tlicir  Speech, 
from  the  Tlirono  tlii^msoh-os  deplored.  I 
have  now  the  painiui  duty  of  showing  to 
this  House  how  the  most  important  of  ear 
manufactures,  that  of  wheat  into  flour,  la 
almost  extinct  ;  and  it  is  with  deep  concern 
that  I  declare  my  belief  that  its  entire  lose 


pronosition — ^though  he  did  not  think  that  i  may  soon  be  looked  for,  unless  somethmgf 

such  a  Committee  would  have  a  great  at- 1  is  done  to  avert  the  blow.  I  will  com- 
tendance  in  the  present  Session.  But  if  i  mcncc  by  showing  what  tlio  conntry  has 
the  hoQ.  Gentleman  brought  auch  a  pro-  lost  in  the  production  of  wheat,  the  raw 
position  forward  early  next  Session,  he  did  >  material  of  the  miller.    I  find  that  in  1845 


not  think  that  ^ther  the  Government  or 

the  House  would  say  that  the  time  was 
Tint  a  proper  one  fir  «;u('h  a  Motioii  because 
the  i'rivatu  Couiuiiitccti  weie  in  course  of 
being  formed. 
Motion,  by  leave,  voUhdrmon, 

MILLING  TRADE  (IRELAND). 
XiOBD  NAA9  :  Sir,  I  have  no  apology 
to  offer  to  the  House  for,  even  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session,  risin;^  to  move  that 
this  House  do  on  a  future  day  resolve  itaeif 
into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  to 
take  into  consideration  the  present  state 
of  the  milling  interest  in  Ireland.  I  have 
beeu  induced  to  do  so  from  statements  that 
I  have  received,  and  also  from  circum- 
stances that  have  come  within  my  own  per* 
sonal  observation.  One  of  the  greatest 
interests  of  Ireland  is  now  actually  on  the 
brink  of  ruin,  and  therefore  I  feel  that  i 
shoald  ill  discharge  my  duty  to  my  oonsti- 
tuents,  and  my  country,  did  I  not  avail 
myself  of  the  earliest  opportunity  of  layiu'^ 
bl^oro  ibis  House  the  circumstooccs  of  this 


the  exports  of  wheat  from  Ireland  amounted 

to  ;;72,000  fjuartors,  whereas  in  1S:;0  they 
were  only  7t).'>'10  quarters;  the  exports  of 
wbeatmcal  and  Hour  were  1,422,000  cwts., 
but  in  1850  they  had  fallen  to  327,000 
cwts.  And,  now  sen  what  in  this  single 
article  of  wheat  Ireland  has  lost  since  the 
days  of  her  comparative  prosperity.  Up 
to  1845,  Ireland  exported  generally  en  an 
average  about  500,000  quarters*  which, 
valued  at  {0.?.  a  quarter,  would  he  equiva- 
lent to  l.()U0,O00i.,  now  utterly  lost  to 
her.  Taking  the  import  of  the  present 
year  at  800,000  quarters,  this  would  re- 
quire a  sum  of  1,600,000?.  to  pay  for  it, 
so  that  tlie  entire  Iobp,  eonipan  il  with  the 
State  of  tlie  corn  trade  a  few  years  ago, 
when  Ireland  exported  considerably,  would 
be  equal  in  the  whole  to  2,600,000{.|  CT 
one-sixth  of  the  entire  valuation  of  the 
country;  and  this  probably  far  below  the 
reality.  Titis  loss  fell  not  altogether  upon 
the  farmer;  the  miller  suffered  too.  The 
TlnjrUsh  market  to  which  he  was  iT'-ed  to 
send  his  best  samples,  is  now  glutted  with 
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Freaeli  and  Amerieaii  floor,  witli  wfaieh  he 

fintls  it  impossible  to  compete.  The  coun- 
trj  miller  in  Ireland  was  the  farmer's  best 
customer;  be  employed  a  large  capital  in 
hie  inde,  and  in  all  the  great  marketa  was 
liie  readiest  bnjer,  and  it  requred  the  em- 
ployment of  considerable  capital,  for  ho 
was  obliged  to  purchase  his  stock  between 
the  harrest  and  spring,  thus  purchasing 
when  the  farmer  was  most  in  need  of  money, 
and  when  it  suited  him  best  to  dispose  of 
hi';  prndTicc.  This  placed  liim  in  a  vrry 
didurcub  position  from  the  miller  at  ilie 
pona»  who  can  always  ohtMS  lua  supply  of 
groio  to  his  hand  at  any  time. 

I  will  now  proceed  to  show  to  the  House 
the  present  state  of  this  interest  in  Ireland, 
and  tbongh  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  inform 
the  House  as  to  the  circumstances  of  every 
mill  in  the  country,  I  shall  be  able  to  bring 
such  a  statement  before  it,  that  the  House 
ean  come  to  a  Tory  aocurate  id^  of  what 
is  the  general  position  of  the  trade. 
Through  the  perseverance  and  energy  of 
certain  gentlemen  in  London,  who  have 
taken  up  this  subject  mo&t  warmly,  and  to 
whom  the  millers  are  deeply  indebted,  I 
have  been  fumisliod  with  returns  from  up- 
wards of  340  mills,  including  all  the  lar- 
gest establishments  in  the  country,  and  find 
tiiat  the  Talne  of  349  milk  in  Ireland  ro- 
presented  a  sum  of  1,487,310^,  running 
i,87G  pairs  of  stones.  So  much  for  the 
value  of  ouly  a  few  of  the  mills  in  Ii'eland. 
Now,  what  their  present  state  is  the  follow- 
ing table  will  show : 

TiMZ-woBU50  OF  321  Mills  in  Ibelaxd. 
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these  arc  the  actual  nuniLcra  of 
men  out  of  work  iu  the  mills,  yet  it  gives 
a  very  small  idea  of  the  number  of  men 
actually  vneiiij^Ii^ed  in  eoosequenee  of  the 
reduction  of  mills,  for  none  of  the  carmen, 
com  porters,  boatmen,  and  faotora'  men  are 
mentioned  above. 

But  to  give  the  Honse  a  greater  insight 
into  the  actual  state  of  this  trade,  I  will 
rond  a  fcv  iinlividual  statements,  t:i1ccn 
froQ)  the  hauilwriting  of  persons  engaged 
in  tluB  pursuit,  and  oooched  in  their  own 
homely  language.  One  gontleuan  writes-^ 

"  Mr.  Crosthwaite,  of  Basrial!<t<»wn,  Carlow, 
estimates  that  bis  mills,  working  24  pain  of  mill- 
stoDfs,  gives  Kupport  and  cinploymeat  to  800 
faiuilicf  ;  Mr.  Mulley,  of  Castlebar,  his  oij;ht-pair 
mill  to  1(H>  families;  Mr.  Rathbonc,  of  Virginia, 
Cavan,  his  six-pair  mills  to'  60  fuinilies  ;  and  tha 
Messrs.  Gnibbs,  of  Forrylank,  Wutorlurd,  their 
eleven-pair  mills  employ  .-uid  »upi>ort  I0i»  fami- 
lies. Tlicioturo  the  returns  show  tluit  uj»on  the 
employmout  of  tlie  com  miUs  returned,  22,612 
fiunflies  depended  Ibr  suppoi-t.  We  have  488  ndlto 
ill  tlie  l)i»(iks,  and  averaging  tlicin  each  at  four 
pair  of  stones — 2,740  stones  give  labour  and  nip> 
port  to  30,880  families,  and  these  miUs  will  nwke 
100,600  sacks  of  flour  per  wck,  or  0,000,000 
sacks  per  annum  ;  showing  the  capabilities  of  the 
mill  power  of  Ireland  with  good  proteotive  laws— 
theise  may  bo  considered  the  export  mills.  Mr. 
Clibbom  s-iys,  there  are  l,S0O  mills  for  grinding 
oatiii<'al  ami  corn  in  Trulaiid.  If  tlicBO  30,880 
families  bo  taken  at  four  each,  it  will  show 
133.5S0  tools  depending  on  the  com  inUlecs  di- 
rectly for  support. 

And  now.  Sir,  I  will  read  to  this  House 
various  notes  and  remarks  which  have  been 
sent  by  some  Irish  millers  with  their  stat- 
isties 

"Ui.sTKR.  Annnu'li.  No.  7,  pairs  stfinc. — Tliis 
mill  was  built  5  years  past,  and  in  consoqucnce  of 
the  late  Bill  of  Sir  Robert  Fed,  was  obliged  to 
giro  up  making  fiour. 

••Down,  No.  14,  9  |>air9  stones. — 2  water  flour 
mills  and  wind  mill  idle  from hadnm  of  ItM  trade. 
I  cannot  let  or  m'll  thorn. 

"  Cavan,  No.  18,  6  pairs  stones. — luclmling  car- 
ters, there  are  40  men  thrown  out  of  work  at  the 
two  mills  of  Messrs.  Hathbone ;  bat  in  the  returns 
the  mJBera  only  losing  work  are  estimated  at  14. 

I"LKi.NSTK!t,   County  No.  4,  0  pairs 

Stones. — I  bought  an  iron  wlie^l  for  400^.  in  1847t 
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but  in  consi^quenco  of  free  trade,  I  alianJoncd  the 
idea  of  putting  it  up :  if  I  had,  I  would  require 
more  thmn  double  the  hands. 

"  Ditto,  No.  01. — T  liavo  -l-poir  nearly  ready  for 
work,  but.  will  not  hui&h  tbcm  until  tho  froc-trado 
plague  is  removed — vre  seldom  work  our  com 
mill — since  December,  tho  price  of  iiour  being  so 
kept  down  by  tho  quantity  imported,  and  partiou- 
Irvrly  tlic  lurgn  lots  of  !ilii:litly  il:iiii;i'_'('d  fuiairi!,' 
every  day  into  tho  market,  must  turn  the  mill  into 
Mmothinf  dm. 

"  Kilkenny,  No.  TO,  9  pairs  "stonf^s. — From  tho 
great  difllculty  wc  experience  in  endcavouriiig  to 
mU  floor,  we  do  not  keep  one  pair  of  stones  con- 
stantly at  work  ;  wo  have  very  much  improved 
the  quality,  still  wc  can  scarcely  diitpose  of  a  sack 
in  Liverpool,  where  we  oould  readily  sell  200  to 
800  «Mk«  weekly  before  tho  change  in  the  com 
rairket  aeemi  lull  of  fiWDoh  floor. 

"  Ix)uth,  No.  CI. — Situated  in  one  of  the  best 
wheat  districts  in  Ireland,  but  owing  to  tho  largo 
qnnntitics  of  fordgn  flow  eoming  into  this  place, 
lUld  neighbouring^  towns,  has  not  drc^ssod  one  bag 
of  flour  siuuc  Ist  ot  February,  and  at  present  lOO 
bags  on  hand,  and  not  a  baker  or  other  to  nsk  tho 
price  of  it,  with  500  barrels  of  wheat  ready  to 
manufiicture,  so  tbnt  ibe  flour  mill  h  only  grinding 
a  little  wheat  for  wheat  meal  to  retail. 

"  Kilkenny,  No.  60.— A  mill  with  7  pairs  atones, 
now  idle.  Freneb  floor  ti  loUing  lo  low,  and 
Irish  wlieat  not  grown.  From  1S37  to  1845  these 
mills  (3,  with  17  piurs  niunes)  cost  for  carriers' 
WBgw  end  men's  labour  3,500/.  per  MUram  ;  they 
now  cost  only  500/.  yearly  :  the  labourers  all  in 
the  poor-house  or  gone  to  America,  that  were  then 
employed. 

"  MoMTSB,  Clonmcl  and  Neighbourhood,  No. 
Ifl. — 11  ntlls,  89  peira  itonei,  cost  70,6001. ;  not 

on  an  averngo  more  than  otH'-tbird  worked  for  the 
pest  eight  months,  uwiug  to  the  heavy  itujiurtR  of 
Jbreign  flour  into  all  our  usual  markets. 

"  Cork,  No.  30. — Tbe  importntion  of  foroiprn 
flour  interferes  su  much  with  the  trade,  and  it  is 
BO  dull  in  consequence,  that  scarcely  first  cost  can 
bo  made  of  the  wbeati  and  not  allowing  anything 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  elerk,  millers,  carters,  l.i- 
bourers,  and  interest  of  cajiital.  If  smnetliinL'  is 
Dot  done  to  atford  some  protection  to  the  trade, 
thene  eonoems  will  be  stopped ,  (0  pair  mill,  value 
7,000/. )  which  will  add  eon«idenibly  to  tho  dis- 
tress of  an  already  very  jiour  district,  heavily 
taxed  with  poor  rates,  A  e. 

"  Watorford,  No.  50. — A  mill,  5  pair  stones, 
cost  5,000i.  aU  idle,  and  remains  a«  a  monument 
oftbe  banalal  eflbeto(rf free  trade:  efwjrmaidis- 
*  ebarged. 

*'  'i  ippcrary,  No.  9.  — 10  pair  mill.  ^,0001., 

about  one-tliird  worked:  our  export  trade  b.  ing 
totally  annihilated  by  tlie  immense  importations 
of  Ibreign  gndn :  100  men  onoe  emptoyed,  now 
40. 

Cork,  No.  28. — The  w.iter-powor  mills  at 
Shannon  Vale  are  and  have  been  idle  these  three 
jears,  (worked  10  pair  atones  per  water.)  Wo 
expended  over  8,0001.  in  additional  bnildingi  and 

machinery  within  10  years,  after  wbieb  (be  mill 
part  wai  burnt  down.  We  since  put  up  the  niills 
and  maeUnery  on  tho  newest  prinviplcs,  at  an  ex- 
pense of  3,000/.,  but  findiiic:  fn  i-  tr.ide  interfered 
■o  much  with  millers,  wo  never  biiico  worked 
than,  and  tbey  are  idle  these  three  years.  We 
were  glad  to  grre  a  surrender  of  these  mills  after 
all  our  eqienditure.    10  men  were  employed — 

LordNaae 


roost  of  tha  sMn  and  fiunillai  ava  now  in  tlM  poor- 

house. 

<(  KUkenny,  No.  84.— I  am  ordered  by  6ov»ni* 

ment  to  yvt\r  sleop,  to  accommodate  tho 

French  and  Ameriean  uiillurs  ;  and  also  3  pair  bjr 
nii:bt  occasionally  to  oblige  tho  den  of  Cobdcn, 
Bright,  and  Co.,  tho  destructives.  I  was  under 
pain  of  losing  all  my  property,  bcin^  compelled 
by  Sir  Robert  Fee  1  and  free-trade  millers,  now 
repentant,  to  put  out  tho  fires  of  my  ateam  en- 
ginaa,  and  diaobarge  my  men,  in  order  to  benaat 
tho  comitay  witb  a  big  loaf,  and  no  monoy  to 
buy. 

"  Ix>uth.  No.  22. — Mills,  5  pairs  stonee,  value 

6,000/. — all  tho  10  men  discharged.  A  lonp  time 
standing,  from  thu  plain  fiict  of  not  being  able  to 
make  a  profit  out  of  cither  foreign  or  hnmff  grown 
wheat,  oats,  or  Indian  oom." 

This,  then,  is  the  present  state  of  the 
greatest  of  our  mannfacturcs  in  Ireland. 
Is  it  not  a  state  of  unexampled  depreo- 
sion  ?   Is  it  not  enottgh  to  alarm  anj  trne 

lover  of  his  country,  aud  ninko  one  tremble 
for  the  effect  Bucli  n  loss  may  have  on  nn 
already  impoverished  nation  ?  Bat  now 
for  tho  cause.  It  is  too  apparent  that  thia 
loss  of  property  and  trade  nas  been  oeca- 
sioned  by  the  enormous  and  unexpected 
iraportatiou  of  fureigti  flour ;  a  circum- 
stance <^uite  unforeseen  bv  the  authors  of 
the  measure  of  1846»  and  even  uolooked 
for  by  them,  tilt  within  the  last  year.  I 
find  that  a  paper,  supposed  to  represent 
tho  opinions  of  the  Treasury  Bench,  aud 
conducted  by  one  of  ita  most  distinguished 
members,  expressed  a  decided  opinion  on 
this  .subject,  80  lately  as  last  rear,  after 
having  stated  that  France  imported  an- 
nually, on  an  average,  650,000  quarters  of 
whoat.   The  EeonomiH  says — 

"  As  a  sou:-co  of  perm.nnont  supply,  therefore, 
this  f':iet  aloin'  would  not  in<iuee  us  to  look  to 
Franco,  and  we  aro  the  icss  inclined  to  do  so,  when 
we  oondder  the  very  baekward  state  of  agrieal- 
ture  in  thrxt  eountry,  anil  the  e.vtri-niely  small  pro- 
duce of  the  land,  which  appears  to  have  bocn  sta- 
tioaaiy  for  nearly  60  years." 

But  what  is  Uie  fact  ? — how  different  the 
praetiee !    I  hold  in  my  hand  a  return 

which  I  mOTCd  for  durint;  this  Sessiott  of 
Parliament,  and  wliich  will  show  a  vcr}' 
different  result  from  that  predicted  by  tlie 
Economist;  and  hero  I  may  remark,  that 
as  the  distress  which  I  have  brought  under 
the  notice  of  tliis  Ilouse,  dated  prinoipallj 
from  tho  time  that  French  flour  began  to 
be  largely  imported,  I  shall  confine  myself 
to  that  part  of  the  case,  as  I  believe  that 
tho  nearness  of  Fiouch  ports,  and  other 
circumstances  to  which  I  will  hereafter 
allude,  renders  her  at  pre.scnt  our  most 
formidable  competitor.    The  return  I  al- 
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lode  to  shows  what  has  actually  taken 
pliee  in  the  importation  of  French : — 
Wmx  Fkonft^RsDvont  to  m  vovnuum  m 

QcABTKBfl  OF  WitEAT. 

Imported  from  Franco. 

1849.  1850. 

Into  Englan.l,  qn....  216,087    486,675 

Into  Scotland,  qra....    38,080    57,682 

Into  Inknd,  qn.  ...  88»488  ......  56,798 


m 


Kitolifiitod  Kingdom  287,502    550,060 

Importod  from  France. 

Last  qr.  of  1850     ilr«t  qr.  of 
sep.u'ately,  1851. 

Into  England,  qn....  12i),34(J    ICo.KiD 

IntoScoUaiid,qrf.,..    18,106   ......  aS.lOl 

Into  Inland,  ^n.  ...   17,671    'J7.079 

Into  United  Kingdom.  105,023    226,549 

These  returns,  therefore,  show  that  in  the 
first  quarter  of  the  present  jear  ihero  was 
importad  of  wlieftt  floor,  into  tho  United 
Kingdom,  very  nearly  as  much  as  in  the 
whole  of  the  year  1849.  I  can  now  show 
the  House  a  French  account  of  their  ex- 
portation >Tbe  Momteur  of  Jane  15th, 
1851,  coDcladed  the  <dScial  report  of  the 
Special  Committee  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  question  of  admitting  foreign  corn 
into  Franoe  for  grinding  and  exportation, 
drawn  by  M.  dela  Rochette  :  —  The  fol- 
lowing arc  thp  (quantities  given  in  this  re- 
port of  the  cxp  a  t''  of  corn  for  the  twelve 
months  ending  Au<^u8t  1,  1850,  and  for 
seven  months  of  Uie  sffrionltural  year 
1861:— 

Year  ending      Seven  months  to 
Avfost  1.  1850.     Maroh  1. 1851. 
Metrical  quintals.  Metrical  (juintals. 

Flour    002,481    a&7,al8 

Vheat   043.630    1,183,002 

UmUa   3,488    2,021 

Ryo    84,190    75,507 

Barley    93,880    219,832 

Buckwheat  ......     1,033  27.^88 

Maiaa    198,187    ......  59.488 

PMatOM'   638,584     ......  315,175 

LeSaniM..   83,171     ......  100,147 

OMt.....   81/83     ......  88,807 

Total         2,976,164    3,065,263 

It  appears  from  these  figures  that  the  ex- 
portations  from  Franoe  during  the  seven 
montb.s  of  tlio  current  year  have  exceeded 
those  for  the  whole  of  the  year  1849  hy 
1,080,08D  quintals,  showing  an  increase  in 
two  years  of  54  per  cent.  In  the  agrteol- 
tural  year  of  IS.jO  the  flour  exported 
amounted  to  902,481  quintals,  and  the 
wheat  to  943,639  quintals.  Duriug  the 
BSfen  months  of  the  ngrieultural  year  of 
1851  the  exports  of  flour  from  France 
amounted  to  087.018  quintals,  and  the 
wheat  to  1,183,002  quintals.  These  quan- 
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tities,  reduced  to  their  equivalents  iu  iui- 
perial  quarters,  will  stand  thus 

19  months,  1850.     7  months,  1851. 

Wheat,  qrs   41«,.549    654.443 

Flour,  qrg   6Uti,4U4    625,123 


Total    925,043    1,079,565 

It  won! be  seen  too,  hy  the  following  de- 
tailed statement,  what  was  the  exact 
amount     the  bonns  obtained  in  the  Yari< 

ous  ports  of  France  upon  shipping  flour  in- 
stead  of  wheat,  in  consequence  of  the  dif- 
f(M-ence  in  the  freight  between  the  arU> 

cles  : — 

CsAirjrBi,  Ports. 
Averago  fright  of  wheat  per  qr.   St.  Od. 

Dut7   I  0 


Freight  on  prodnos  tlMMof  in  flae 

floiur   If.  6(i. 

Duty    0  Hi 


4  0 


Bonns  in  fitTOor  of  the  Fraach  miUer 

ICUWBILUU. 

Freight  of  wheat   4 

Dtttjr  


Si 

8 

0 


Frciglilcn 
Dut/  ..„..., 


2  0{ 
0  11} 


Bonus 


1 

tf  tt 

8  9 

1  0 


This  last  table  shows  how  great  an  advan- 
tage the  importer  of  flour  has  over  the 
importer  of  graiPt  and  how  likely  it  is  that 
the  French  manufacturer,  having  dis- 
covered this  mine  of  wealth,  is  likely  to 
pursue  lus  adTantage  to  a  far  greater  ex- 
tent  than  he  does  at  present.  It  has  been 
stated  by  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
in  another  place,  that  the  French  milbr 
was  restricted  in  the  exportation  of  the 
prodnce  grown  on  the  Freneh  soil.  But 
this  is  not  all  the  case.  A  gentleman 
connected  with  tlic  trade,  having  read  that 
statement  in  the  newspapers,  wrote  to 
Franee  on  the  subject,  and  here  is  the 
answer  to  his  inquiries : — 

"1st  Qiiostioii. — Is  it  i>i  rnii'<sible  to  receive 
foreign  wheat  iu  every  Freneli  poiO  to  be  ground 
in  bond,  or  is  that  privilefe  only  to  bo  o^jojed 
hf  Marseilles ! 

**  Answer.  — Cveiy  bonded  FVsneh  port  has 
the  privilege.  For  insianeo,  not  onlj  Maneilles> 
but  Nantes,  Havre,  Dunkirk,  Ac. 

**  3nd  Question. — What  quantity  of  flonr  matt 
bo  exported  for  a  oartain  qoantitj  of  irtieat  im- 
ported f 

**  Answer.-— 70  per  cent  of  wheat.  For  in- 
rtaaoo,  for  a  4|uar(er  of  wheat  webbing  600  lbs., 
360  lbs.  of  floor.  Tho  flour  most  be  exported 

within  20  days  from  tho  time  the  wheat  ^as  im- 
ported.   The  floor  must  bo  exported  from  the 
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same  port  at  wludi  the  wheat  wa<5  landed,  or 
from  om  uf  the  samw  division.  l*'or  example,  it 
vrould  not  bo  practicable  to  import  wheat  into 
HaewiUm,  and  avoid  tlui  dntj  bj  fiTioig  »  bill  of 
export  fvr  ikwr  for  Dnnkbk.  Fn&M  wXL  mt 
allow  »ii7  flour  to  be  imported  into  Franoe." 

Tbis,  ihorcfore,  Is  nothing  more  nor  loss 
than  a  roi^ular  system  of  finding  wlicat 
ill  bond  for  ezportatioQ,  aud  there  is  uo- 
thing  to  prevent  the  FreMh  from  grinding 
the  wheiU  titti  «M  imfpoittd  from  the 
Mediterranean  ports  and  Bcndinw  it  into 
England.  1  do  not  pretend  to  baj  that 
the  Freooli  had  STwled  themNlTea  cf  the 
power  to  any  great  extent  of  hondiog  their 
flour,  but  it  tnn  ov'dcnt  that  the  practice 
is  gradually  mcreasmg.  Now,  I  have  re- 
ceived a  very  ahlc  communication,  written 
by  a  corn  factor  in  Dublin,  to  a  country 
miller,  -vvhicli  shows  the  whole  caae  bettet 
than  1  could  piMwiblj  express  it : — 

••Dublin,  2Uth  April,  1851. 

"  I  bolieve  thero  can  be  no  second  opinion  on 
the  subject,  that  the  trade  has  been  moat  seriously 
interfered  with.  Our  sales  of  Irish  flour  are  now 
Lilt  littk-  above  the  proportion  of  one  to  three  of 
Fr«ach,  and  I  believe  tbe  same  oould  be  eaid  by 
every  ether  eommindoa  lioine  in  Dublin,  whiltt  in 
Liver|>ool  atxl  Manolirsfor,  the  groat  marki'i,  for 
Irish  dours  in  former  years,  iite  proportiunH  are 
■till  lees.  I  lcn6w  several  large  mflls  onworked, 
and  mary  othi^rs  but  partially  so,  nnd  T  iicf<l  not 
toil  you  as  a  miller,  thai,  until  whciit,  both  nativo 
ai  l  foreign,  recede  fully  10  per  cent  beknr  even 
tbe  present  low  rates,  this  state  of  things  catmot 
be  otherwise,  improve  your  stylo  of  mannfeetare 
kow  you  will. 

"  Mmeh  has  beeu  said  abont  the  inferiority  of 
ovr  i^stom  of  nuno&eturing,  and  I  adnit  witfi 
trutb— and  much  also  of  our  choirp  r>f  wheats 
fi*om  the  granaries  of  the  world,  which  I  also 
assent  to ;  but  unless  yon  as  »  miller  eaa  hoy  this 
wheat  at  such  price  ae  will  admit  of  some  mar<riii 
for  yuur  cost  and  profit  in  manufacturing,  your 
skill  and  gouii  wheat  will  do  you  little  good. 

"  Now  coojiidering  that  our  legisUtors  in  speer- 
ii^  into  the  fiitore  overlooked  in  Mo  fai  their 
ealoulation><  that  smu'co  (*r  supply  wliirh  I  may 
•ay  has  inundated  our  markets  with  Hour,  it  Hp- 
pears  to  me  aiftr  to  judge  of  fkets  as  we  iod  them, 
and  from  our  opinions  on  the  exp'Ti-  nrii'  of  iii<.' 
pa«t  twelve  months  of  our  trade  ;  and  I  inauitain 
that  no  miller  in  this  country  can  buy  wheat  in 
any  of  oar  markets,  take  tbat  wheat  to  his  mill, 
nind  it  and  re-sell  it,  in  eompetition  with  the 
French  floui'i|iiow  offering,  witli  a  profit,  but  on 
the  contrary  a  loss,  tit  may  bo  said,  much  of  this 
French  flour  is  leaving  a  loss  to  the  importer,  and 
prices  will  yo  tip  when  prf«<f»nt  xtocks  are  reduced. 
Our  bouse,  huwcvcr,  hold  consignments  direct  from 
mwe  than  our  P'rcnch  manufacturer;  and  my 
•pinion  is»  that  having  a '  surplus '  they  will  con- 
sign it  to  our  markets  if  we  do  not  *  buy '  it :  and 
from  sonic  knowlcil^^o  of  the  piij\ inoial  p  arts  uf 

France  I  would  say  that  if  their  surplus  of  wheat 
has  admitted  of  their  immense  exports  to  its  nnoe 

iu  1848,  moderate  improvomifrit  in  tln-ir  r^ystmn  of 
agriculture  will  greatly  iofirca.9o  time  surplus. 

«  Afain,  kt  us  look  to  AmwiuMi  mf^iMy  and 
LordJfaat 


I  think  it  must  bo  admitted  that  barrel  flour  ( 
now  bo  bought  in  Liverpool,  in  good  eondition, 
cheaper  rclativf  ly  tlian  tboir  wlicats.  Tho  same 
appUsa  to  Freoob  flours  and  wheats ;  for  example, 
the  wheats  firom  hetii  these  eeontries  eonld  not  be 
bought  at  any  of  our  ports  of  diseharg^o  during 
the  past  season,  to  form  a  fair  miller's  average, 
so  as  to  prodnee  flour  equal  to  the  French  or 
American  under  23#.  to  23*-.  Cxi.  por  barrel.  Wo 
are  selling  French  flour  of  prime  (quality  at  1 1*.  Gti. 
to  124.  6(i.  per  cwt.,  about  equal  to  what  such 
wheats  would  produce  if  well  nanuftetnred;  and 
I  believe  yoitr  miller  wilt  eonflm  my  aaiertion, 

that  at  ll.<.         the  return  from  tbe  barrel  of 
wheat  would  not  exceed  33^.  M.,  and  at  12#.  6d. 
hut  95s.,  leaving  in  the  ftret  ease  nothing,  and  in 
the  second  btit  l^r.  Qff.  towards  workinsr,  co?t  and 
profit,  »up|KMiiug  the  buyer  to  be  a  luillcr  at  the 
seaport ;  but  if  (as  in  your  own  ease  as  well  aa 
that  of  many  others  who  have  embarked  capital  in 
mills  at  greater  or  less  distances  in  the  interior  of 
the  country)  there  is  to  be  calculated  additional 
cost  on  the  raw  material  goiog  to  lie  maouflw)* 
tvrvdf  and  oost  of  placing  the  floor  on  a  market 
other  than  that  nf  rhr-  -mmediate  locality  of  tho 
mill,  tito  trade  would  be  ruinoos.    American  dour 
is  now  Bolliug  in  Liverpool,  sweet  and  in  eea* 
dition,  at  19#.  per  barrel,  or  about  10*.  9t£.  per 
owt.    Those  remarks  apply  to  tho  general  qua- 
lity of  flour  in  use  by  bakers,  but  hold  good,  with 
aUqualitiea  relaUvely.   Ko  doubt  nrach  foreiga 
and  slso  native  wheats  have  heen  sold,  in  geod 
<  condition,  from  I'Js.  per  barrel  upwards;  but  such 
wheats  would  not  give  flour  equal  in  quality  to 
that  alluded  to.   It  may  he  fiuny  presumed  that 
Freneh  millers,  like  onr  own.  make  a  Careftrl  se- 
lection of  tbe  wheats  in  tbctr  respective  districts', 
leaving  bat  the  middling  and  infenor  for  export, 
consequently  tiw  quality  of  their  floor  should  be 
better  than  ours  from  French  wheat:  moreover,  it 
is  well  known  in  the  milling  trade  that  it  is  on  tho 
home  sale  of  coarse  flours  (bat  tho  priuoipal  profit 
is  made^  the  flee  flour  prediwe<  beiiig  sold  at  a 
comparatively  low  profit  :  the  fair  iriferenoe  is, 
tktt  the:  cuurse  of  tbe  French  trade  in  this  reeptx-t 
is  similar  to  our  oiwn»  and  that  they  will  always 
sell  their  fine  flour  comparatively  cheaper  tina 
their  coarse;  in  fact  they  must  sell  it,  and  it  is 
more  to  their  advantiL'n  to  ex]M>rt  flour  than 
wheat,  as  in  addition  to  retaining  coarse  food  for 
their  own  population,  there  is  a  saving  of  fi«i|^ 
of  f  ully  S  stone  on  every  barrel  of  20  <ttone. 

"  These  reasons,  confirmed  by  tho  fac(  of  ewi* 
tinned  importation  on  a  very  large  scale,  mf 
.TO, 000  tracks  during  tho  last  10  days  betwwi 
Loiuloi!,  Liverpool  and  Dublin,  lead  to  tho  con- 
clu.sion  that  the  pressure  from  the  French  millers 
will  ooatiaoe,  and  wiU  inerease ;  tbe  result  wiU 
be  mlnons  to  the  miOinjir  Interests  of  this  country, 
those  in  tlie  int'Tior  fiillini;  first,  coarse  foedin:* 
will  become  scarce,  and  much  enhanced  ia  value, 
to  tho  injury  of  tbe  lower  erders  and  agrieel* 
tTiri'ts;  the  vnhio  of  any  wheat  growu  in  these 
countries  still  further  depressed,  first,  by  tbe  na- 
tural importation  of  food  itself,  and,  secondly,  1^ 
ks  perishable  nature,  as  flour,  unlike  wheat,  caa« 
not  bo  held  over,  and  must  at  times  be  un£drty 
pressed  on  the  miiukata  to  avoAd  kne  by  foiagesit 
of  condition. 

"  Ton  must  ezense  this  terrible  eeribble  of  a 
letter,  but  I  have  been  both  hnitiad  ead  inters 
rupted  whilst  writing. 
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I  now,  Sir,  come  to  one  oi  the  most  curioui 
feslOTM  m  the  whole  of  (hit  deplorable  «m«, 
and  that  is,  that  so  far  from  the  ruin  of  the 
miller  having  contributed  to  the  welfare  of 
the  poorer  portion  of  the  coiuiumers,  their 
MBditiMi  MM  hMti  MtuaDj  miide  worse, 
and  a  gnat  qoaatity  of  the  coarser  torts 
of  flour  aTi(1  Krf^nf^ptnfTs  arc  kopt  out  of 
the  eountrj^,  which  were  usually  consumed 
bj  tlui  fiiM.  The  following  is  an  extract 
mm  Ibe  oimalar  of  tiM  Iiish  milleninood 
kit  Ifagrs— 

"  As  swpfTfinc  flour  only  is  imported,  and  as 
each  quarter  of  wheat  yields  (ftcoording  to  th® 
quality  of  extra  AnenaM  of  the  flour  and  the  par- 
tieolar  kiod  of  wheat)  from  800  down  to  260  lbs. 
(and  in  aome  tnstaaoM  ev«n  less),  now  -v«  take  an 
averagi?,  and  for  convonionco  taXc  38^^  H  ^  is  the 
weight  of  a  mtk  of  tlour,  allowing  the  quarter 
of  wheat  to  weigh  480  lh«.  and  wBito  141ba^  it  b 
uLrious  that  about  186  lbs.  of  tbo  coarse  flottr, 
bran,  &c.,  tilted  for  the  cuu^mption  of  our  own 
p'pubtion,  and  the  inanu£u:turo  of  biscuit  and 
fisedinf  purposes,  is  kept  out  of  the  country  by 
tha  import  of  the  mid  sack  of  flour,  instead  of  the 
quarter  of  wheat.  This  doHcicncy  has  to  hi?  met 
la  two  different  wajs,  a  certain  portion  of  oUter 
irad  (Indian  com,  Ac.)  haa  to  m  especially  im- 
ported at  a  higher  rplntiro  v.iltio  than  would 
otherwise  hare  to  be  paid,  in  conf<e<}uonce  of  tbo 
Mpeeial  demand,  and  the  eonsumptiuti  has  to  be 
checked  by  the  higher  price  paid  for  it,  and  by 
the  enhanced  value  caused  by  scarcity  of  tlio 
coartM-  portion  «tf  the  produce  of  the  wheat  manu- 
fiwtored  here.  This  i«  shown  by  the  &ttt  that 
Mane  iear  and  ktwn  ive  aetually  at  dear,  and  In 
some  in-r.-inrtis  dearer,  with  supcrfincs  at  SO*,  per 
sack,  than  when  they  wuro  at  and  55s.  The 
working  dassea  and  tradesmen,  the  furmu'  Or 
houscholilor  who  required  bran  and  the  eoarsost 
floor  for  feeding,  feel  this  most  severely.  The 
former  haa  to  censume  Indian  com  or  lour,  lll- 
■KMt  h»i£  bran;  the  Utter  was  obUml  to  laMSa 
Us stook  of  pigs,  cattle,  &c.,  and  toftad  thoM  Jie 
dow  keep  at  a  dlsadTaatagai'* 

I  have  also  received  the  following  letter 
from  Mr.  Robinson,  of  Dundalk,  dated  tbe 

26th  of  May,  1851 

"  My  Lord  —  I  perceive  with  pleasure  rour 
Botioe  of  Motion  for  the  3rd  Juoe  about  the  miU 
Ung  interest.  For  the  last  two  month'?  n  In 'nlr-d 
of  bran  was  not  to  bo  had  in  Newry  or  liun.i.nk. 
un  ier  G/.,  whereas  there  was  plenty  first  flour  at 
lU.  6d.^^  circomitanee  qnk«  unprecedented. 
Foidm  of  all  eatd«,  and  tlia  poor,  are  by  &r 
the  worst  off,  from  want  of  the  eoarser  Hours 
and  bran,  whilst  we  aro  OTcrwhdmod  with  the 
flaetU" 

I  eta  abo  ihow  *  noet  trtw  and  aoewnate 
Ortbnate  of  the  actual  loss  rcceivod  by  the 
poor  by  this  state  of  things.  The  effect.s 
■Nrodoced  hj  the  imports  of  flour  from 
France,  might  be  judged  by  the  following 
extract  from  a  letter  of  Mr.  L.  Groe> 
thwaitc,  a  hir^Vjly-rr';pcotali]c  lucrcliant  iti 
l^tthhu.  it  w«B  dated  iiajr  l^i 


"But  takinf  the  year  1850,  the  ftiu»  of  tlie 

import  may  be  estimated  as  follows : — 606,366 
qrs.  of  wheat,  at  40*.  1,100,7101. :  1,926, 176  cwts. 
of  flour,  at  tSff.  1,160,1OSI.,  making  a  total  of 
The  coarse  flour  and  ofllil  from  tho 
wheat  ttiai  would  be  required  to  make  the  abova 
quantity  of  fine  flour,  may  bo  estimated  at 
1.0.3C,G;32  cwts.;  1,030,632  cwts.  at  tho  aTeraga 
value  of  coarse  flour  and  bran,  even  when  wliMiA 
was  dearer  than  at  present,  was  5t.  <i<i.  per  cwt., 
and  would  make  thereat  2^,0731.:  but  the  ac- 
tual pNMat  aalUnf  priM  of  tuok  Mana  floor  and 
bran,  is  an  average  of  7*.  44.  percwt.,  thus  mak- 
ing  380,098^.;  being  an  advanced  price  for  the 
coarser  iSMd  of  95,024/.;  and  the  practical  WOfk- 
Intr  of  the  nystcm  in,  that  the  rich  classes  may, 
peeh&pa,  eftect  a  saving  of  about  1*.  p«ir  cwt.  on 
fine  flour,  being  on  1,926,175  cwts.,  90,268/.; 
whilst  the  poorer  Masses  pay  an  advanoe  of  about 
1*.  10<f.  per  owt.  on  1,030,039  ewtt.  of  eoana 
flour  and  bran.  ■-tjr  95,025/.  This  shows  the 
adTBQced  price  which  tke  lower  orders  of  society 
te  thMO  eouBtries  are  oUiged  to  pay,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  eneouragcmrnt  giron  to  the  import 
ol'  tlour  instead  of  wheat  from  France  alone  ;  but 
as  the  operation  of  the  systtiu  iii  m  effect  on  the 
prices  of  tho  coarse  flour  and  ot&i  of  the  pfodttfld 
of  all  the  wheat  ground  in  these  eooatrles,  the  ac- 
tual enhanced  priecH  paid  by  the  poorer  classes  111 
Greet  Britain  and  Ireland  anoant  to  an  enonnoaf 
sum  la  tke  aggregate,  and,  mereorer,  additloaal 
expense  and  inconvenience  aiim  la  thaxwriagof 
young  stock  and  poultry." 

Xow,  Sir,  it  has  repentodly  been  statof! 
that  on©  reason  why  the  Fi\  neh  niiilcr 
could  beat  us,  was  that  they  were  superior 
maBofactareri.  An  impreotioii  baa  soiie 
abr(»d  that  the  British  and  Irish  millers 
were  inferior  in  intelligence  to  their 
French  competitors;  but  I  believe  nothing 
can  be  mere  mfotinded  than  that  ibey  are 
inferior  to  any  millera  on  eartli  either  in 
intclltorenee,  in  their  mnchinen',  or  in  their 
mode  of  working.  I  do  not  wonder  at  this 
argument,  for  it  hae  of  late  been  quite  the 
fashion  with  a  certain  party  in  tlua  eoontiy 
to  undervalue  and  run  down  our  own  work- 
men. The  farmer,  1  well  remember,  has 
constantly  been  described  as  most  deficient 
in  btelli^eBce*  ignorant  of  his  profession, 
uneducated  and  stupid,  little  Letter  than 
the  clod  of  the  soil,  and  utterly  unequal  to 
the  management  of  a  farm,  that  perhaps 
he  and  bia  fathen  had  lired  on  in  honour 
and  comfort  for  thirty  genentiona;  he  waa 
opposed  to  all  progress,  a  thing  of  n  past 
ae;c — brutal,  boorish,  and  auperstitioutt, 
strongly  suspected  of  an  inordinate  lore  of 
bei  r,  and  a  Wlief  in  witchcraft.  The  Brit- 
ish sailor  wa^  also  said  to  be  drunken  and 
mutinous,  and  attempts  were  made  during 
the  debates  on  the  l^avigation  Laws,  to 
prove  that  they  a  4uSus  were  unde> 
serving  of  tho  countenance  and  protection 
of  this  Uotiaei  the  aaine  coarse  ia  now 
2  D  2 
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pursued  with  regard  to  the  miller,  and  high 
autliorities  have  told  the  British  mlUer  in 
(I  most  say)  somewliat  an  inaalting  tone, 
that  he  should  go  to  France  and  learn  his 
trade.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  happy  to  say  that 
I  am  in  a  position  to  disprove  this  mon- 
strous ttieortioii,  wbidlk  I  aineerdj  tnifit 
win  BeTer  again  be  made. 

The  frrnnt  object  of  the  miller  is  the 
close  separation  of  the  farinaceous  part  of 
the  grain  from  the  skin,  and  the  great 
test  of  good  mtUiag  is  the  light  weight 
of  the  bran  (showing  the  complete  se- 
parntion  of  tlir  flfjur  from  the  bran). 
Tried  by  this  criterion  it  was  shown,  by 
some  retonis  laid  before  Sir  Rob^  Peel 
in  1842,  that  the  British  millers  were 
eqaal  if  not  superior  to  the  Froncli.  The 
pit)duce  of  flour  from  the  quarter  of  wheat 
<tf  480ttMi.  was  sjiven  Iron  three  "~ 
ports  of  the  kingdom 


FlnttorfliiM  SI3 
Seooodt  ....  BO 
,*ta  J7 
Jllto  li 

.  n 
.  is 


XilTMlPooL. 

ItM. 

SupcfAw....  890 
Secondt  ....  S3 
Bbcuit.ada...  M 
PiQ«It6Uwd.  IS 


notanea. 

lb*. 

WlUte   316 

seconds  . . •  •  3S 

roarsc   24 

•Ntiacp    M 

BraB^tboctt  76 
W«M»   14 


This  gives  the  total  flour — London,  SSOlbs. ; 
Liverpool,  382 lbs.;  Norwich,  376 lbs.  The 
qualities  after  the  firsts  or  fines  are  all 
Kept  back  by  the  foreign  miller.  Now, 
the  mannfoetnre  of  the  Belgian  and  Frsneh 
millers  is  thus.  From  480  lbs.*  a  ^oarter 
of  wheat : — 


aaossBU. 


lbs. 

Fine  or  first 

MO 

Seconds 

Thirds  /  " 

122 

OffaU   

Si 

U 

480 
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lbs. 

Firsts    800 

Seconds^ 
Thirds  / 
Offals    ?? 

Waste   it> 


80 


480 

Or,  flour  —  Brussels,  SSOlbs.;  France, 
382  Iba.  Of  this,  therefore,  but  2dU  lbs. 
is  exported  by  the  Braaaele  millera,  who 
keep  hack  220  Iba.,  and  France,  18011s 
This  in  tho  ordinary  make;  bat  of  thi'  ex- 
tra fine  qualities,  which  compete  so  se- 
verely at  DnbllBt  the  French  millers  take 
but  240  lbs.  out  of  480  lbs.  weight  of 
wheat.  The  socomU  and  thirds  named 
above  are  much  inferior  to  the  seeondii  and 
coarse  of  the  English  and  Irish  miller,  as 
thej  contain  the  coarse  middlings  of  the 
London  miller,  the  fine  pollnrds  of  the  Li- 
verpool miller,  and  the  sliarps  of  the  Nor- 
folk miller;  and  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
841b.  weight  of  oflaU  made  by  the  foreign 
miller  shows  them  to  be  worse  manufao* 
Lord  Naae 


turers  of  weidit  than  the  English,  as  their 
weight  of  odal  is  but  70  to  76  lb.,  and  aa 
the  price  of  olials  is  bnt  hslf  that  of  wheat, 

the  less  made  of  that  quality  the  better 

for  the  miller.  Taking  the  manufacture 
of  dour,  as  made  into  the  qnalities  in  tbo 
most  gensnl  tue,  which  are  termed  hoase< 
holds  or  ftiea — of  these  qnalitisa  fiTe 

times  more  are  sold  than  anv  otlier  ?ort, 
and  of  this  350  lbs.  &re  taken  from  a  quar- 
ter of  wheat.    It  would,  indeed,  he  sur- 
prising if  it  were  othenrise,  for  good  mill- 
ing depends  mainly  upon  good  nmchiner}', 
and  as  no  on«^  ^^ho  visits  the  (ireat  Exhi- 
bition can  fail  to  perceive  that  we  have 
beaten  every  other  nation  in  the  worid  in 
the  manofaetore  of  machinery,  it  is  to  bo 
expected  that  the  English  manufacturer, 
^Ith  every  improvement  in  machinery  at 
his  door,  should  be  able  to  excel  the 
French  millers,  who  are  obliged  to  bny 
their  best  machinery  from  this  country. 
Why,  Sir,  the  best  mill  in  France  is  M. 
D'Arblay's,  at  Corbeille,  and  from  the  su* 
periority  and  excellence  of  its  machinery, 
it  is  called  "  The  English  Mill;"  riinl  it 
should  be,  becanse  its  macliinory  was  al- 
most entirely  made  in  this  country.    It  is 
said  again  that  the  English  miUtor  could 
not  compete  with  the  French  because  he 
docs  not  adopt  the  silk  sieves;  but  the  fact 
is,  that  they  have  been  tried  in  England 
OTor  and  over  again,  and  there  is  the 
greatest  difference  of  opinion  with  respect 
to  their  merits;  some  of  the  oldest  and 
most  practical  millers  in  the  country  being 
of  opinion  that  the  c3d  wire  sieve,  improred 
as  it  has  been  by  new  patents,  was  the 
best  mode  of  dressing  the  flour.    The  real 
reason  why  the  French  beat  us  is,  that 
they  have  labour  cheaper,  they  are  com- 
paratively untaxed;  that  they  enjoy  pn^ 
tectivc  laws,  and  that  the  French  Govern- 
ment, instead  of  throwing  every  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  the  manufacturer,  have  from 
time  to  time  taken  his  case  into  considerar- 
tion,  and  have  dme  everything  they  pos- 
sibly could  to  increase  ana  foster  the  pro- 
duction of  French  flour;  and  you  may 
bring  as  many  arguments,  theories,  and 
hypothetical  cases  as  you  like,  to  prove 
that  it  ougl?t  not  to  be  so,  but  th>^  y>'\in 
fact  is  not  to  be  denied — the  French  miller 
will  ruin  the  EngUsh  one  if  this  competi- 
tion goes  on.    There  is  another  pwnt  con- 
nected with  this  case,  which  Is  rather  re- 
markable.   It  was  predicted,  that  as  soon 
as  we  adopted  free  trade,  our  example 

would  be  followed  by  every  other  nation, 
and  that  the  kingdoms  of  the  woiid  would 
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speedily  cmnlatR  mch.  other  in  quickly  fol- 
lowing our  footsteps.  But  the  reYersc  is 
the  ease:  BuMrfa,  Ameriea,  and  Oermany 
arc  still  aa  ptoteotionist  as  ever;  and  so 
fur  is  onr  now  system  from  having  been  in 
the  lea&t  degree  copied  by  France,  that 
the  J  have  actually,  since  1846,  taken  steps 
to  protect  and  foater  still  more,  at  onr  ex- 
pense, their  own  millers  and  manufac- 
turers. The  French  committee  on  the 
grinding  of  com,  to  which  I  have  already 
xeferred,  liave  reoommended  the  main- 
tenance of  the  ordinance  allowing  the  grind- 
ing of  wheat  in  bond,  under  certain  new 
regulations,  the  principal  of  which  was 
tlmt  all  baid  forcigu  wheats,  or  wheats 
oontainin<r  one-fifth  bard  com,  should  bo 
prohibited  from  being  ground  under  its 
provisions.  This  shows,  that  so  far  is 
France  from  being  inclined  to  open  her 
ports,  that  she  is  in  feet  throwing  restric- 
tions in  the  way  of  importation,  and  is 
about  to  pass  a  law  which  will,  to  a  con- 
siderable degree,  have  the  effect  of  sending 
that  artiele  into  onr  mai^ets.  The  linen 
trade  is  now  the  only  staple  branch  of  in- 
dustry left  to  Ireland;  and  what  has  been 
the  effect  of  the  meaaarea  adopted  of  late 
years  npon  that  trade  f  It  appears,  fnm 
m  return  upon  the  table  of  the  House,  that 
the  fn!1ow!nfr  were  the  quantities  of  wheat 
and  whcaten  meal,  respectively  imported 
from  France  into  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, darings 

wiiM*  Wboatrn  Meal 

or  Flour. 

184S  . —  4M,707qn.   lM,<tBOewt. 

1850  SMjm  „  1,O90,17C  „ 

Of  linen  yarn  there  was  exported  from  the 
United  Kingdom  into  France  daring  the 
same  periods  : — 

1843    22,203,3fl3  lU. 

1800   6oo,eos 

It  win  be  perceived  that  the  export  <^  linen 

yams  from  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to 
Frnnce  renelipd  if«  maxitnum  in  1842,  and 
in  that  year  amounted  to  22,202,292  lbs., 
hot  declined  in  1850  to  690,602  lbs.  The 
Taloe  mnj  be  estimated  as  follows  i-^ 

1^4:',  22,203,292  lbs,  at  1«.  5d.  per  lb.  1,572.061/. 
Is'.O,      C'JU,6021bs.  at       5if.      „  48,017^. 

High  duties  in  France  gradually  dimin- 
ished the  export.  It  will  be  seen  that  in 
1845  the  quantity  exported  had  beSB  re- 
duced to  about  9.000,000  lbs.  Not  satis- 
fied with  this  reduction,  on  the  followinof 
year  an  augmentation  of  duty  of  about 
eiie>tlurd  w«e  imposed  on  die  finest  kinds, 
bemg  those  chiefly  continned  to  be  im- 


ported; and  thence  the  reduction  of  export 
still  more  radiply  proceeded.  But  other 
and  more  extraordinary  means  were  re- 
sorted to.  The  unportation  of  linen  yams 
from  Belgium  was  encouraged,  as  will  ap- 
pear from  the  following  scale  of  duties 
which  still  exist  in  Franco  on  their  impor- 
tation  from  Qreet  Britain  and  Ireland  end 
frmn  Belgtam > 

Frtna  Great  Britain  From 

and  Ifflancl.  Bclpium. 

Ist  Class  1  to  9^  leas        41/,  SOc. ...  19/.  36c. 

2d     „  10  to  I»|   ,'52    8  0    ...  37  04 

3d    „  20  to  as  .^......  88     0   ...  48  40 

4th  „  40to«8   137  50   ...  33  60 

6tk  „  80  and  upwards.  181    40    ...  98  88 
Per  100  Kilogrammes  2201b8. 

It  will  be  perceived  that  Belgium  varns 
have  been,  and  are,  admitted  at  little  more 
than  half  the  duties  imposed  on  those  from 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  that  the 
export  from  the  latter  countries  has  been 
Jjearlj  annihilated,  havinff  brcn  reduced  to 
one-thirtieth  part  of  what  it  was  in  1842. 
I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  our  linen  ma- 
nufacturers have  not  increased*  I  rejoice 
to  say  that  the  contrary  is  the  case;  bat*  I 
do  say,  that  as  far  as  France  is  concerned, 
she  has  had  all  the  gain,  without  giving 
any  corresponding  advantage  to  us :  we 
have  taken  and  paid  in  hard  cash  for  her 
flour,  and  she  has  taken  less  of  our  only 
manufactured  production  frmn  us.  This, 
Sir,  is  now  the  case  of  tho  Irish  millers. 
And  I  now  a.sk  the  House  whether  they 
will  refuse  to  tnke  these  matters  into  their 
serious  consideration  '{  I  believe  that  the 
new  system  of  commereial  policy  which 
has  been  adopted,  has  caused  great  suffer* 
ing  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  materially  re- 
tarded that  improvement  which  they  had  a 
right  to  expect,  now  that  the  fsmine  was 
over.  I  believe  that  in  consequence  of 
that  policy  she  is  now  in  danger  of  losing 
her  only  marl^et  for  her  only  produce.  By 
the  vote  which  I  ask  the  House  to  come 
to  this  night,  I  wish  you  to  say  whetiier 
you  arc  prepared  to  continue,  without  any 
hesitation  or  alteration,  a  system  which  I 
think  I  have  proved  to  have  been  produc- 
tive of  such  evil  results.  I  do  not  attempt 
to  conceal  (indeed  it  would  be  affectation 
to  do  so)  that  tho  Vote  1  shall  to-night 
ask  the  House  to  come  to  is  a  Vote  of 
want  of  confidence  in  the  new  system. 
Has  it  answered  any  of  yonr  ezpectetionsf 
How  many  more  interests  will  yo\i  consent 
to  see  ruined  ?  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
moit  have  elreedj  ecknowledged  that 
egricidtare  was  in  *  distressed  condttuo. 


Digitized  by  Google 


811 


Milling  Trade 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland). 


812 


I  have  myself  proveil  to-night  that  an  in- 
iem^i  second  to  none  in  the  kingUoiu  in 
iinp<irteBe»-*diat  of  the  manvfaetiiror  of 
whcaten  flour — was,  porhapg,  in  a  state 
even  still  mnro  depressed  than  the  agricul- 
turi«ia;  and  1  wiah  to  know  if  hon.  Mem- 
1»«n  en  tbe  oppoiite  tida  of  the  Houm  ttiU 
think  thi^  ■yitoa  «  good  one— whoAor 
they  are  now  prepared  to  say  how  manj 
interests  they  are  prepared  to  sec  destroyed 
before  ibey  «elEnowleoge  tbftt  thii  ■jBtem 
bM  not  worked  all  they  wished  orexfMeted 
from  it  ?  It  may  be  the  best  syeteni  in 
the  world;  but  I  want  to  know  what  it  is 
WOTth— what  are  you  prepared  to  pay  for 
it — what  n»tioiiM  loss  it  will  be  safe  to 
incur  in  order  to  secure  the  hlcssings  of 
free  trade  ?  I  believe  that  the  present  is 
no  more  a  ;iy£tem  of  free  trade  than  of  any 
thing  elee.  It  it  not  free  tnde,  bvt  * 
system  of  protection  to  the  foie^ner, 
which  enables  him  to  compete,  on  unfair 
terms,  in  our  own  markets,  with  our  own 
people.  ^  AU  that  I  end  thoee  who  aet  with 
me  doiire  it,  that  the  markets  may  be 
thrown  open,  fairly  and  equally,  to  the 
prodnoe  oc  otir  own  industry,  as  well  as 
that  of  foreign  oonntries.  We  have  been 
ealled  selfish  pertonB— the  advooatee  of 
monopoly,  and  the  opponents  of  unre- 
stricted trade  !  Never  was  anythin??  more 
untrue.  We  are  desirous  of  oompeution, 
b«t  it  nntt  be  a  fair  and  equal  one.  We 
do  not  winh  to  foster  a  class  or  exalt  an 
order,  or  to  ffivo  to  one  interest  in  the 
State  an  advantage  above  another.  Bat 
we  do  lay  that  the  quarter  ef  wheat  grown 
on  the  banks  of  the  Missisaippi,the  Volga, 
or  the  Elbe,  should,  wltoii  it  appear?  in  our 
markets,  be  subject  to  somewhat  the  same 
eharges,  and  contribute  as  mneb  to  the 
revenues  of  the  State  as  that  grown  by  the 
Tweed,  the  Trent,  or  tin  Shnnnon.  And 
likewise,  if  the  produce  ot  tho  French  ma- 
nufacturer should  seek  the  advantage  of 
ear  raperior  market,  it  abonid  be  ai^jeet 
to  like  burdens  aa  our  own.  Sir,  I  little 
know  whnt  flio  rc!in1t  of  tho  division  to- 
night may  be;  but  ot  ouc  thing  I  am  cer- 
tain, that  the  prineinlea  I  have  thia  night 
humbly  endeavoured  to  advocate,  are  OTor- 
lasting — indestructible  ;  I  cannot  imanjine 
that  a  system  under  which,  with  God's 
bleenng,  England  hee  attMneli  to  a  degree 
of  power  and  glory  unknown  to  history, 
ean  be  by  a  single  Act  of  PnrliniTient, 
awept  from  the  hearts  and  rocoUectious  of 
the  people  of  this  country  ;  I  cannot  be> 
Uave  that  the  nation  will  soon  forget  a 
ijetem  which  made  BngUnd  the  qnam  «f 


commerco,  the  mi8trf  !»s  of  the  seas  ;  a 
system  whioh  made  your  merchants  princes, 
and  enabled  yen  to  lead  year  aoaa  to  go- 
vern, with  imperial  sway,  distant  nadooa 
in  every  quarter  of  the  globe ;  a  system 
based  upon  a  principle  implanted  in  every 
boioin— eo  deeply  rooted  in  our  bearto, 
that  it  flnda  expreition  in  the  h—alieit 
proverb  in  our  tongue,  the  firttlaw  0t 
ture — self-preservation. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed— 

**  That  this  HoQM  will,  on  a  future  day,  resolve 

itself  into  a  Comiuittco,  to  take  into  con^Hi'TatioT! 
tliti  prtiMiiii  ttate  ot  the  Miiliug  iaturcAi  in  ir«> 
Uind." 

Mr.  LABOUGHBBB  laid,  that  though 

it  was  not  his  fortune  to  aj^o  with  the 
noble  Lord  either  in  his  conclusion  or  bis 
argumeut,  yet  he  willingly  bore  tustimuny 
to  the  indnatry  the  noUe  Lord  bad  enneed 
in  making  himself  acouainted  with  the 
facin  of  the  case,  as  well  as  to  the  temper- 
ate mauuer  in  which  the  subject  had  been 
intradnocd.  The  noUe  Lcfd'a  Hotien 
should  have  been  one  not  to  ask  the  Home 
to  rcBtore  protection  to  the  Irish  millers, 
but  to  ask  thum  to  restore  the  Com  Laws. 
For  be  thongfat  the  noble  Lord  bimaelf 
wo«lld  aoknowledge  that,  aHhongh  bia  Mo- 
tion merely  sskcd  the  House  to  go  into 
('ommittee  to  consider  the  propriety  of 
restoring  protection  to  the  Irish  miUers, 
it  was  impossible  they  conld  separate  the 
Irish  millers  from  the  English  millers;  and 
if  they  restored  protection  to  the  millers 
of  one  eouutry,  they  must  do  the  same 
with  TCfard  to  those  ef  the  odier.  He 
thought  tiie  House  would  go  ftmtber,  and, 
vvlc^tner  Protectionists  or  Free-traders, 
would  be  prepared  to  say,  that  if  any  one 
wa«  to  be  proteeted,  the  fhrmer  bad  qnite 
as  good  a  right  to  protection  as  the  miller; 
and  if  it  should  be  the  opinion  uf  the 
House  that  they  should  retrace  their  re- 
cent steps  and  restore  protection,  he  trust- 
ed that  they  would  take  some  other  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  that  opinion  thau  by 
assenting  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord; 
for  if  they  did  nui  mean  to  restore  pro- 
tection as  a  prineiple,  they  did  nothing 
but  delude  that  class  of  men  by  proposals 
likf  the  present  one.  If  thev  tliorr^bt. 
iiowevcr,  that  they  had  no  reason  to  repent 
of  tiie  eonne  whieh  bad  beon  pnreiiefl — if 
they  thought  that  that  course  had  borne 
its  fn;it  m  the  frflneral  contentment  and 
prosperity  ot  the  great  body  of  Uer  Ma- 
jesty's subjects,  they  would  iU  represent 
the  people,  whose  intntata  they  were 
bound  to  proleet,  if  thej  warn  to  filter  or 
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hesitate  in  Biip|K>rtlng  that  policy.  ITc 
hoped  that  no  one  would  go  away  with  the 
impression  that  they  eould  aot  eonBtstently 
in  mipiporting  th»t  poliey,  and  at  tho  same 
time  agreeing  to  such  a  proposal  as  tho 
noble  Lord  had   now  sybmittcd  to  the 
House.    He  thought  that  ho  sliould  be 
able  to  show,  not  that  mdmdoal  millers 
had  not  Riiffcrod — for  he  admitted  that 
hoth  in  England  and  Ireland  individual 
millers  had,  from  the  altered  circumstances 
of  their  trade,  saerifleed  much  of  thoir 
oapital,  and  were  in  a  condition  of  dia» 
troRs — Viiit  then  lie  would  at  the  same 
time  venture  to  say  that  there  was  not  the 
sliffhteat  gronnd  for  aMorting  that  tho 
mmora  aa  a  class  had  not  quits  as  muoh 
employment  in  the  In-t  fevr  ycnr.<?  ns  at 
any  part  of  the  preceding  period,  or  that 
there  was  any  reason  to  suppose  that,  as  a 
daia.  they  aro  not  jast  as  weD  ahle  to 
compete  with  foreign  millers  as  any  class 
of  English  inanufartuiers  are  witli  any 
class  of  foreign  manufacturers  who  may 
he  dieir  HtoIs.   The  argmneat  with  re- 
Bpeot  to  the  taxes  paid  in  this  conntry, 
and  tho  hif^h  price  of  labour  here,  obviously 
applied  equally  to  all  branches'  of  mauu- 
ihotare.   Bo  far  from  there  being  a  spe- 
eial  ease  made  oat  for  the  proteotioa  of 
millers,  nothing  more  preposterous  was 
ever  attempted  to  be  urged  upon  the 
House.    Ho  thought  it  could  be  proved 
that  the  millers  of  the  United  Kingdom 
had  aa  much  to  do  since  the  Corn  Lawa 
were  repealed,  as  tliey  ever  1ia<l  t(t  do  be-  I 
fcne.    The  produce  grown  m  tlic  United 
^gdom  had  pot  diminished  in  the  least 
It  was  true  there  had  been  a  greater  im- 
portation of  bn^adstnff'i  since  that  period, 
but  they  had  niaiuly  come  in  grain,  and 
net  in  floor.  He  would  state  to  the  House 
the  quantity  of  wheat  and  wheat-flour  that 
had  l»e*'n  imported  into  tho  United  Kinr^- 
dom  during  tlio  last  ten  years.    In  1841, 
of  wheat,  2,409,754  quarters;  wheat-flour, 
a  qvantitj  that  was  equivalent  to  300,804 
quarters;   in  1842,  of  wheat.  2,717,454, 
quarters;   wheat-Hour,  322,815  quarters; 
in  1847,  of  wheat,  2,050,455  quarters;  of 
wheat-flonr,  1,001,271  qnarters;  in  1849, 
of  wheat,  3,845,373  quarters;  of  wheat- 
flour,  9.'>f\0<*7  quarters;  in  1850,  of  wlieat,  ) 
3,754,5D^  quarters  imported;  in  the  shape 
of  floor,  1,101,445  ijaarters;  for  three 
months  of  1851,  ending  5th  of  April,  of 
wheat,  1,105,182  quarters;  of  wheat-flour, 
382.575  quarters.    The  grain  that  was 
imported  went  tiirough  the  bsnda  of  the 
aiUera  of  thia  epviit^»  and  added  to  theur 


business,  besides  tho  grinding  they  had  of 
tho  produce  of  their  own  country.  So 
much  for  the  United  Kingdom;  but  he 
had  also  a  retom  from  Ireland  alone.  la 
1840  there  were  imported,  82,209  quar- 
ters of  wheat,  and  43,885  ewt,  of  wheat 
floui;  in  1847,  of  wheat,  238,648  quar- 
tern, of  wheat  floor,  443,893  ewt.;  in 
1849.  of  vrhoat»  543,509  quarters,  of 
wheat  flour,  218,332  ewt.    In  the  first 
three  months  of  1851,  ending  5th  of  April, 
of  grain  415,662  qoarters}  of  flour,  99,373 
quarters.   A  great  alteration  in  the  cir- 
cumstances of  trade  was  going  on;  those 
alterations,  he  believed,  were  in  operation 
before  any  alteration  had  taken  place  in 
the  law  regttlatmg  the  importation  of  com. 
In  many  instances  the  smaller  millers  had 
been  obliged  to  give  np  their  trade  in  con- 
sequence of  tho  estabhshment  of  steam 
mills  and  the  introdoction  of  machinery. 
Ho  was  informed  that  near  Blackfriars- 
bridge  an  immense  manufactory  of  this 
kind  had  been  established,  where  thej 
oonld  tarn  out  7,000  or  8»000  laoka  of 
wheat  with  60  or  70  pair  of  stones.  They 
were  doing  an  immense  business,  and  snp- 
planting  a  number  of  persons  who  had  been 
doing  busmess  elsewhere.  He  did  not  oom* 
plain  of  any  want  of  enterprise  on  the  TpMi 
of  their  millor<i.    He  felt  confident  that  they 
could  compete  with  their  foreign  rivals; 
and  he  believed  that  this  competition  had 
made  them  look  about  and  adopt  some 
irnprovenicnts  from  their  neighbours  which 
wouhl  undoubtedly  prove  to  their  advan- 
tage.   The  competition  had  operated  as  a 
stimulus  to  the  milling  interest.    It  had 
induced  tiie  millers  to  improve  their  ma- 
chinery, and  he  was  informed  that  tho 
greatest  improvements  were  taking  place 
in  fflilliog,  hoth  here  and  ahroad.   A  very 
ingenious  plan  had  been  introduced  in  tho 
grinding  operations  in  the  dockyard  at 
Deptford;  and  from  experience  of  it  hi- 
therto, there  was  reason  to  heliere  that  it 
was  eminently  successful,  and  that  the  re- 
sult would  bo  such  as  to  induce  them  to 
continue  it.    He  ihereforo  could  have  no 
fear  that,  in  the  loug  run,  the  millers  of 
this  country  would  not  successfully  compete 
with  the  millers  in  all  parts  of  the  world. 
The  noble  Lord  complained  tl     the  French 
only  scat  their  fine  flour  to  tiiis  country, 
keeping  tlie  eoarseathome;  but  he  thought 
they  might  leave  them  to  do  just  as  they 
pleased  iti  a  matter  of  this  description;  for 
if  it  was  worth  their  while  to  send  it  here, 
it  would  he  sent.  The  oeUe  Lord  said 
that  they  took  floor  tnm  Ifmam,  hot  tiiat 
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Pranco  would  wit  take  their  linens,  and 
that  the  French  liaii  adopted  a  restrictive 
policy  toirards  them  in  return  for  their 
liberal  Bjatem.  He  (Mr.  Labouchero) 
th(^llght  it  was  for  their  interest  to  pursue 
that  liberal  system.  The  noble  Lord  had 
alluded  to  tbe  Irish  linen  yarns;  but  he 
did  not  deny  that  the  manufactures  of  Ire- 


culations,  but  on  those  broad  principles  on 
which  he  hoped  the  House  would  take  its 
stand,  and  resist  any  attempt  that  was 
iniule  to  break  them  down.  The  noble 
Lord  bad  talked  of  tbe  partial  injury  which 
the  freo-trade  measures  had  brought  upon 
partienlar  olasses  of  the  eomnnni^;  my 
change  in  commerce,  even  from  Md  to 


land  bad  greatly  prospered  under  the  com-  good,  must  always  produce  that  result  to 
merciai  system  of  the  last  few  years,  and  ,  a  certain  extent.  But  surely  they  were 
that  their  exports  had  expanded,  and  that  { not  without  their  eompensation.  It 

if  France  did  not  take  them,  some  one  else 
did  take  tbcm.  Had  tbe  noble  Lord  ob- 
served what  was  the  increase  of  exports 
from  this  country  to  France  during  the 
last  few  years?  If  he  (Mr,  Labouchere) 
had  known  that  the  noble  Lord  would  have 
brought  forward  tbe  subject  so  promi- 
nently, he  would  have  been  prepared  with 
the  figures,  but  he  must  quote  from  me- 
mory. Looking  baek  for  a  period  of  about 

sixteen  j'cars — since  the  time  their  com- '  portions  of  the  population  that  inhabit  this 


but  the  other  day  he  saw  a  document,  not 

prepared  in  any  Government  office,  not 
brought  forward  by  men  desirous  of  sup* 
porting  any  system  of  political  economy  or 
any  party  in  the  State,  but  by  men  en- 
gaged solely  in  a  work  of  benevolence  and 
charity  ;  he  meant  the  report  that  was 
made  by  those  excellent  persons  who  were 
oeeopied  as  distriet  visitors,  in  visiting  tbe 
haunts  of  tbe  poorest  and  most  distressed 


mcrcial  system  was  liberalised — the  ex 
ports  from  this  country  to  Franee  had  in- 
creased from  about 400,000^  to 2,000,0001. 

He  wislied  it  was  more,  for  the  sake  of 
France  as  well  as  for  the  sake  of  his  own 
country.  He  regretted  the  restrictive 
policy  to  which  France  dung  with  so 
much  tenacity  ;  be  regretted  it  for  the 
sake  of  Franco  as  well  for  the  sake  of 
England.  They  had  an  interest  in  the 
pursuit  of  peaceable  industry  by  that  great 
and  ingenious  nation  that  was  their  nearest 
neighbour;  but  if  they  were  desitt)us  for 
the  destruction  of  France,  or  felt  an  in- 
terest in  paralysing  the  commercial  power 
of  that  country,  they  would  rejoice  to  sec 
her  cling  to  a  system  which  was  incom- 
patible with  any  great  extension  of  her 
manufactures  or  commercial  interests.  As 
long  as  she  did  not  supply  herself  with 
iron  and  coal,  the  great  sinews  of  industry, 
as  cheaply  as  other  countries,  she  could 
never  hope  to  compete  with  those  countries 
in  the  great  trade  that  was  open  to  aU  the 
world.  France  might  continue  her  re- 
strictions with  respect  to  nnvigation,  by 
which  sho  was  able,  in  petty  branches  of 
commerce,  to  ezdude  aU  rivals;  but  she 
would  never  be  aUe  to  enter  the  great 
field  of  competition  Avitb  England  and 
America,  so  long  as  she  imposed  upon 
herself  shackles  which  those  countries  had 
the  moral  courage  and  the  wisdom  to  get 
rid  of.  He  really  did  not  know  that  it  was 
necessary  for  him  to  detain  the  IIou.=;c  at 
any  length  on  this  subject.  He  was  dis- 
posed to  place  his  opposition  to  the  MoUon 
on  no  narrow  exclusion*  or  on  minute  cal- 

Mr,  Itt^mtehen 


mighty  city.  He  was  most  forcibly  struck 
with  the  almost  uniform  tenor  of  that  re- 
port.   There  was  a  succession  of  qaenea 

with  regard  to  the  condition  of  the  humbler 
classes  of  the  community  in  this  city  w  ithin 
the  last  two  years,  as  compared  with  pre- 
ceding pericds;  and  there  were  the  an* 
swers  given  to  tliose  queries  by  medical 
men,  clergymen,  and  men  of  all  sorts  and 
descriptions  who  were  engaged  in  this  cha- 
ritable iMee;  and  they  almost  all  slated 
that  a  great  and  manifest  improvement 
had  taken  place  in  their  physical  condition, 
in  their  outward  appearance,  in  their  moral 
habits,  In  their  cleanliness— 'in  fact,  in 
every  particular  that  constitutes  the  weU- 
being  and  comfort  of  human  beings.  In 
very  many  instances  they  traced  the  im- 
provements that  had  taken  place  directly 
to  the  increased  means  of  obtaining  pro- 
j  visions  cheaply  which  those  people  have 
had  during  the  last  three  years.  These 
were  the  real  objects  which  it  was  worth 
the  whUeof  the  House  to  legislate  for; 
and  if  the  House,  as  he  believed,  were 
satisfied  that  by  recent  legislation  they 
had  obtained  those  objeects,  and  had  pro- 
moted not  only  the  material  comfort,  but 
the  moral  condition  and  practical  content- 
ment, of  the  great  body  of  their  country- 
men, ho  hoped  they  would  pause  before 
they  were  moved,  by  any  partial  case  being 
stated  of  any  particular  set  of  men  in  this 
country,  to  sacrifice  that  which  ought  to  be 
the  main  object  of  all  their  deliberations, 
namely,  the  general  well-being  of  the  great 
body  of  tbe  people.  He  therefore  eslled 
upon  the  House  not  to  support  the  MotioD 
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«f  IhB  noble  Lord,  and  he  should  feel  it  Ids 

daif  to  c:ivc  It  the  most  decided  negative. 

Vr    JOHN  STUART  would  call  the 
ttitc'iition  of  the  House  to  a  petitiou  wliich 
he  had  presented  from  Newark,  which 
stated  that  free  trade  was  operating  inju- 
riously on  all  chisses  iu  the  country.  Tlio 
right  iion,  '^entlcnmn  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  i  radu  liad  admitted  the  distress 
of  the  millera,  bat  told  them  to  eonaole 
themselves  with   the  general'  prosperity. 
If  the  condition  of  the  London  poor  was 
improved,  he  rejoiced  at  it,  but  lie  doubted 
the  fiiet.    All  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Naas) 
i/onf^t  hj  his  Motion  was  an  iuquiry  into 
the  condition  of  the  miHinrr  interest  in  Ire- 
land.    The   right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  took  alarm,  and  said  thej 
night  as  well  ask  the  repeal  of  the  Corn 
Laws;  but  why  should  not  the  whole  ques- 
tion be  j-aised  ?     The  Oovcrnincnt  had  ad- 
mitted the   ag^ricuiturai  distress  in  Iler 
Msiesty's  Speech;  vhat  had  thej  done  to 
nlieTe  it  ?    The  case  of  the  miller  was  the 
same  with  that  of  the  farmer,  the  land- 
owner, the  mortgagee  whose  capital  was 
iDTested  in  land*  and  that  of  every  trades- 
nan  depending  on  the  agrienUnral  inter- 
est.   It   was,    therefore,  no  small  class 
question,  but   one  affecting  a  class  three 
times  as    iiuraerous  as  any  other.  The 
complain ta  of  such  a  bodj  ought  at  least 
to  be  resp<?ctfully  attended  to,  and  calmly 
and  delibcrntf '1  y  discussed.     N«)thing  of 
the  kind  had   been  dune  in  lite  pres^ent 
Session.    True,  the  Motion  of  tine  hon. 
Member  for   Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Dis- 
roGH)  Viad   been  defeatpd  by  only  a  very 
small  majority;  but  iu  the  other  House  the 
ease  of  the  agrieultorist  had  never  heen 
hiOttght  forward  at  all,  and  henee  the  re- 
spcnsibnUy  thrown  on  this  House  was  tho 
greater.     It  would  never  do  for  a  Govern- 
ment to  disregard  suffering  and  complain- 
ing classes.    Experience  showed  the  fatal 
result  of  so  doing  in  tlie  case  of  the  West 
India  interest,  which  wtis  entirely  ruined. 
Now,  tbo  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  La- 
iKmebere)  told  th«n,  "You  hare  nothing 
to  do  but  submit  to  it;  for  there  can  be  no 
great  fiscal  change  without  ruin  to  some 
class."    The  ruin  of  classes  was  a  very 
formidable  consideration  for  aGoremment. 
Wbat  was  the  condition  of  Ireland  as  a 
coTintry  ?    The  provision  trade  of  Ireland 
had  been  destroyed  by  the  legislation  which 
opened  the  ports  of  the  West  Indies,  for 
by  that  means  the  Irish  provision  mer- 
chants were  undersold  in  the  West  India 
market.    Bj  a  singular  retribution,  the 
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cry  for  free  trade  had  begun  with  die  now 
ruined  West  India  interest,  who  closed 

their  markets  against  Irish  produce;  let 
another  class,  who  had  clamoured  for  free 
trade,  be  warned  in  time  and  open  thdr 
eyes.  No  one  would  deny  that  the  com- 
mercial legislation  had  seriously  increased 
the  euibarrassnients  of  Ireland.  Tho  mil- 
lers of  that  country  were  deeply  sutfering; 
and  those  who  refused  their  request  wonid 
incur  a  heavy  responsibility.  It  was  truly 
said  the  millers  would  be  the  last  to  com- 
plain, as  free  trade  brought  them  the  raw 
material  of  theur  trade.  KoTertheless,  they 
did  complain,  either  with  or  without  rea- 
son; Inquiry  oufjht  therefore  to  take  place. 
The  millers  now  petitioning  were  free- 
traders not  long  ago.  The  Mayor  of  Stock- 
port— the  borough  formerly  represented  by 
Mr.  Cohden — was  one  of  those  who  now 
heg2;ed  for  a  reconsid"rntion  of  the  free- 
trade  system,  i^ot  only  lu  France,  but  in 
the  United  States,  all  the  most  eminent 
statesmen  were  in  favour  of  a  protection 
to  their  own  industry,  and  they  prog- 
nosticated tltat  before  long  a  general 
change  would  take  niaee  in  the  popular 
feeling  here*  and  that  the  Logislature 
would  be  compelled  to  reopen  the  question 
of  free  trade.  The  parties  now  complain- 
ing wished  not  for  consideration  of  their 
own  particular  ca.se,  but  that  of  the  whole 
question.  It  should  he  remembered,  that 
whatever  might  be  our  present  prosperity, 
it  might  have  been  far  greater  but  for  the 
free-trade  system.  He  recommended  the 
nohlo  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
and  the  right  hon.  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  to  study  the  Transatlantic  wri- 
ters, one  of  whose  works  well  expressed 
the  object  aimed  at  by  his  (Mr.  Stuart's) 
noble  Friend,  nnnKly,  the  Harmony  of 
Interests,  AgHculturaU  Manufacturing, 
and  OlDinmercuil.  Ministers  appeared  to 
have  had  for  a  text-book  Franklin's  Rule* 
for  making  a  Great  Empire  a  Little  One; 
and  the  rule  If  people  make  comphuiitB, 
don't  listeu  to  them,  and  tell  them  they 
must  sulBlBr,**  had  heen  faithfully  worked 
out  in  Ireland.  The  Minister  who  was  the 
author  of  tlic  recent  changes  in  their  com- 
mercial system  had  promised  the  agricul- 
tural interest  compensation  for  some  por- 
tion of  tho  loss  it  had  sustained,  and  had 
read  from  Adam  Smith  to  show  that  that 
interest  was  a  class  tho  least  obnoxious  to 
a  charge  of  monopoly.  The  noble  Lord 
I  at  the  head  of  the  Government  must  hini- 
!  self  recognise  the  truth  of  the  dpscription 
that  was  referred  to  by  the  late  iS'u  Hobert 
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P«d.  It  was  only  in  Ireland  tlutft  ihe  free- 
trade  system  had  had  its  full  scope,  and  its 
result  was  evident,  it  was  to  ho  feared 
that  the  fate  of  Ireland  luighi  iuio&ha- 
dow  ibat  of  Bngland,  from  the  same 
oausc.  Thej  admitted  the  distress,  but 
applied  Franklin's  rule,  aod  said  that 
classes  must  of  neoessitj  be  ruined  by 
great  eommeroial  ehaoget.  But  wat  it 
Boeeisary,  for  the  benefit  of  all,  or 
compatible  >vitU  the  benefit  of  all,  tlmt 
class  after  class  should  be  ruined  i 
Was  throe-fourths  of  the  property  of  the 
ktogdom  to  be  swept  away,  and  the  Go- 
vernment quietly  to  look  on  ?  lie  liail 
neter  before  heard  it  propounded  as  a  prin- 
ciple of  Government  tlmt  you  must  ruin 
somebody.  Sueh  a  coune  was  the  surest 
they  could  adopt  to  make  a  great  empire  a 
little  one.  What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Labottcbere)  said  about  free  trade 
beiug  a  general  benefit,  was  mere  rhodo- 
montade  |  for  be  had  referred  to  no  facts 
and  adduced  no  arguments  that  cstablisbed 

his  proposition.  It  would  be  a  heavy  rcspon-  commcrcml  systems  by  men  of  great  mtcl- 
sibility  to  refuse  thU  Motion;  but  he  trusted  "g»»"5«  and  ability— the  result  was  arrived 
thoOofermnentwoiiUlfeelthemselvcs bound  '^'^  t''*^*  our  legislation  of  1846,  as  regarded 

to  accede  to  the  proposition  of  the  noble  ^li"  corn  laws,  was  based  on  a  total  mis- 


Stuart)  did  not  envy  the  If  bister  or  tte 

individual  Member  who  might  vote  against 
that  Motion,  looking  forward  to  the  dav  of 
reckoning  which  his  constituents  would 
eerftainly  exaet  from  him.  The  edebratod 
Adam  Smith  had  stated*^ 

"  That  tho  conntrr  srpntlemen  and  farmers  wen 
of  ull  peoplo  tho  Itiiuit  subject  to  the  wrctcbed 
spirit  of  monopoly.  Dispenied  in  different  parte 
of  the  ooaptry  tbey  could  not  so  easily  combine 
ns  the  nierolurats  and  manufacturers  collected  in 
]nrs;o  towns,  juk!  who,  iu  tuatcil  by  that  exclusire 
corponUioQ  spirit  which  provailMiy  aaiurally  cq. 
deaTooMd  to  obtain  agaliut  all  thdr  count  rrmen 
tho  same  cxclusiro  privil^^frr?;  which  ihcy  p 
against  th«  inhabitants  ot  M  the  other  town.-i." 

lu  the  United  »:>tatcs  they  possess  most 
aoenrate  information  with  respeet  to  the 

state  of  trade  in  this  country.  In 
Patent  Office  of  the  United  States  they 
would  find  a  more  accurate  description  of 
the  trade  of  Ltveraool  than  oonld  be  found 
anywhere  else.  How  did  ifc  happen  that 
in  the  United  States — where  the  contro- 
versy was  carried  on  between  the  oppr>:ti<r 


Lord.  It  was  said  the  labouring  classes 
were  better  off  than  formerly,  and  no  doubt 
there  was  not  that  distress  amongst  agri- 
enltural  labourers  that  might  have  been 
anticipated;  but  the  reason  was  that  the 
landed  proprietors  spent  their  money  in 
the  employmeni  of  the  labourers,  without 
the  least  hope  of  thereby  increasing  the 
value  of  their  estates.  How  did  Ministers 
mean  to  answer  this  fact  i  They  had  re- 
duced the  value  of  land  in  Ireland  to  twelve 
years'  pnrehase,  but  did  tbey  thereby 
enhance  tho  value  of  land  in  England  ? 
On  that  very  day,  an  English  estate 
was  put  up  for  sale  under  judicial  au- 
thority, and  the  reserved  prlee  was 
fixed  at  70,0002.,  but  the  highest  bid- 
ding that  could  be  obtained  for  this  choioe 
land  in  Suffolk  was  fiO.OUOi.  The  condi- 
tion of  England  was  rapidly  approaching 
that  of  Ireland,  which  under  the  present 
system  of  commercial  legislation  was  most 
deplorable.  He  regretted  that  the  right 
hon.  Geutiemau  the  Tresiduntof  the  Board 
of  Trade,  strong  in  the  nnmerieal  foree  of 
his  party,  should  dedare  his  determination 
to  negative  this  Motion  for  inquirinpf  into 
the  admitted  distress  of  the  agricultural 
oUms.  He  thought  a  day  of  reekoning 
would  oome  to  both  Ministerial  and  Oppo- 
sition Members,  for  neglecting-,  on  both 
sides,  the  agricultural  interests.  He  (Mr. 
Mr,  John  iStuart 


representation  of  the  facts  i  It  was  as- 
serted by  all  classes  that  the  agricnltnral 

body  had  been  sacrificed  to  the  mannfao* 

turing  interests  of  Manchester,  who  were 
now  engaged  in  forwarding  subscriptions 
to  Ameriea,  there  to  maintun  a  dass  of 

writers  who  were  engaged  in  the  feeble 

Jittcnipt  to  disseiiiinatc  to  their  full  extent 
tho  principles  of  free  trade  in  that  country. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  transatlantic  publi- 
cation (the  author  of  which  was  If  r.  Carey) 
warning  his  fellow-countrymen  by  the  im- 
pending fate  of  England,  showing  that  the 
niauutacturers  of  J'^n^land  were  engaged 
in  a  struggle  to  maintain  themselves  as 
the  manufacturers  of  all  the  world,  at  the 
expense  of  tlic  commercial  intercut;  and 
the  inference  derived  from  it  by  the  Ame- 
rican philosopher  was  ruin  to  England. 
Notwithstandmg  the  taunts  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labouchcre).  ho  (Mr. 
Stuart)  thought  that  English  machinery 
and  English  millers  were  better  than  the 
French,  and  in  support  of  that  assertion 
horefi  i  H  I  to  a  btatcnicnt  that  had  been 
put  forward  liy  a  man  emiFient  as  a  miller 
and  a  capitalist  iu  iS'ewark,  Mr.  Thorpe. 
It  was  to  this  effect : — 

"  Lord  Grey  had  told  the  House  of  Lords  tlaS 

the  English  millers  did  not  know  their  business, 
and  held  uj)  the  French  millers  as  aujwjrior.  From 
wliat  lu-  (Mr  Thorpe)  saw  of  F'rench  milling,  ho 
ixrald  odJj  any  that  were  fiogliih  nuUers  to  per« 
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form  tlieir  work  in  such  a  way,  ho,  for  his  part, 
vould  long  tmce  hATe  be^w  in  the  tia^ttte.  The 
Flreoeli  nuliaf  Iw  omiddwad  would  be  disgraceful 

to  English  millon.  Lot  tlio  Onvernmont  only 
tAke  away  the  burdens  under  whit  h  they  laboured, 
tad  plaae  them  on  m\  eijunlity  with  the  Fronch 
nail1«*r8,  and  the  English  would  soun  leave  tbem 
where  they  always  lel't  them — second." 


That  was  the  opinion  of  an  eminent  man 
in  the  milling  interest;  and,  therefore,  he 
did  not  think  it  fair  that  men  sufTonn^r  as 
thej  were  just  now,  should  be  taunted  in 
auch  a  manner.  The  proposition  before 
the  Henae  onlj  invited  an  inquiry,  and  if  it 
were  ne^tiTed,  a  great  responsibility  would 
he  incurred  by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 

Mr.  Cms'UOLM  ANSTEY  supported 
the  Ifotioii,  hot  eonceived  there  was  no- 
thing in  it  which  justified  the  allusions  to 
the  W'Q^i  Tiulip'i,  to  the  cotton  spinners  of 
Manchester,  (o  the  philosopher  of  America, 
or  to  the  bhippmg  interest,  all  of  which 
formed  the  staple  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learrrd  f!i ntlcman  the  Member  for 
Newark  (.\lr.  J.  Stuart).  It  might  be 
true  that  an  estate  in  Suii'olk  which  had 
been  worth  70,0001.  was  reduced  by  Ohan* 
eery  management  to  60,000^,  but  they 
had  not  now  to  consider  the  depreciation 
that  bad  taken  place  in  the  value  of  that 
estate,  or  of  any  other  estate.  He  heliered 
that  the  Irish  Memhm  who  Toted  for  free 
trade  did  well,  upon  a  general  consideration 
of  what  was  for  the  common  good,  by  giv- 
ing their  Totes  for  iti  and  in  voting  for  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Naas),  he 
(Mr.  An?tr\  1  tlidii^lit  he  was  doing  nothing 
to  endanger  tluit  measure.  IIo  could  not 
see  how  a  measure  that  had  cheapened 
wheat  could  injave  the  millers.  He  thought 
it  could  be  proved  before  a  Ctimmitteo  that 
it  was  not  by  the  alteration  of  the  Corn 
Laws  they  were  a  suffering  interest,  but  in 
eonaaqnenee  of  the  misehiereus  interfe- 
rence of  Parliament  in  the  loeal  concerns 
of  the  Irish  people.  It  was  caused  also 
by  the  want  of  capital,  which  want  was 
inereeaing ;  and  he  believed  that  before  a 
Committee  facts  would  be  elicited  to  es< 
tn>)!i:^h  ivhat  he  stated.  There  was  no- 
thing in  the  Resolution  that  would  oblige 
the  House  to  refer  to  any  asserted  case  of 
distress;  and  he  would  be  prepared  to  state 
in  Committee  his  views  of  that  distress, 
aiul  nnv  other  Member  might  do  the  same. 
He  hoped  ho  should  be  able  to  satisfy  tho 
ninera  thnt  thej  were  misiakeii  In  sup. 
posing  that  the  remission  of  Ae  former 
nigh  duties  on  flour  had  any  effect  what- 
ever in  produotng  their  present  and  unde- 
lushle  distresB*   Thej  were  imstakeii  also 
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in  supposing  thai  the  calamity  mui  more 
than  temporary,  and  it  could  bo  removed 
without  interfering  witli  that  liberty  of 
commeree  ftom  which  all  claases  had  de- 
rived  Buch  undeniable  advantages. 

^Ir.  ROCHE  would  not  enter  into  tlio 
general  question  of  free  trade  or  protection. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Newark 
(Mr.  J.  Stuart)  said  that  all  the  distress 
in  Ireland  arose  from  the  late  changes  in 
our  commercial  policy.  lie  entirely  dis- 
sented from  that  statement.  The  diminu- 
tion of  the  population  of  Ireland  arose  first 
from  a  famine,  consequent  on  a  dreadfiil 
visitation  on  the  staple  article  of  food  in 
that  country,  which  famine  was  mitigated, 
not  aggravated,  by  the  present  eommmnial 
policy,  and  also  iVom  the  nnaatisfaetory 
relation  of  landlord  and  tenant  in  that 
country.  The  real  question  now  before 
the  House  was,  whether  the  importation 
of  foreign  flour  to  this  country  was  to 
be  prercnttul  ?    [An  Hon.  Mf.mheu  :  No, 


no  !  ]  Tho  'rhjpct  of  the  Motion  of  the 
uuble  Lord  was  to  prevent  iho  introduction 
of  foreign  eom  into  thia  eountij.  He 
(Mr.  Roche)  had  not  been  able  to  see  that 
nnv  special  case  of  exemption  had  been 
made  out  in  favour  of  this  particular  class. 
As  a  farmer,  aa  a  producer  of  wheat,  he 
denied  that  wheat  was  a  raw  material  at 
all.  Why  was  the  miller  to  have  that  pro- 
tection which  he,  as  a  fanner,  could  not 
have  ?  It  had  eked  out  of  the  speeches 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Naas)  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  (Jentlenian  (Mr.  J. 
Stuart),  that  the  miller  was  no  more  a 
philanthropist  than  any  one  else.  Ho  was 
a  free-trader  so  long  as  he  did  not  expeet 
foreign  competition.  By  specially  protect- 
ing the  miller,  they  would  place  in  his 
hand  a  rod  which  ho  would  doubtless  take 
every  opportunity  of  laying  on  the  sbooldeni 
of  the  farmer.  The  noble  Lord  sud  that 
the  British  miller  was  more  experienced, 
and  had  better  machinery,  than  the  foreign 
miller.  Why,  then,  if  sneh  waa  the  ease« 
did  he  require  proteotion  ?  The  fact  was 
this,  that  the  millers  of  Ireland  had  not 
applied  themselves  with  the  same  energy 
to  improve  their  machinery  as  the  millers 
of  France  and  other  eonntriea  had,  and 
they  were  now  consequently  suffering  for 
it.  At  the  present  moment  many  millers 
in  Ireland  were  improving  their  machinery, 
and  therefore  the  anecess  of  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  injurious;  it  would 
only  tend  to  perpetuate  a  bad  system  in 
Ireland.  If  the  country  wished  to  retrace 
its  Ine-tnMla  polioy,  wat  question  ought 
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to  be  decided  bj  the  country  at  the  next 
election — and  not  by  such  piece-meal  Mo- 
tions as  tbepresent. 
Mb.  NEwDEGATE  aaid,  that  the  hon. 

Member  for  Cork  was  a  bad  interpreter; 
he  declared  that  the  ohjoct  of  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Member  for  Kildare  was  to  give 
exclusive  protection  to  the  miller  as  against 
the  fanner.  The  noble  Lord  liimsolf  had 
stated,  that  that  was  not  his  object;  and 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  bnckod 
the  uoblc  Lord's  asgerlion  by  coodetun- 
iog  the  t«Ddenej  of  the  Motion,  as  in 
effect  proposing  the  extension  of  protec- 
tion, not  to  the  milling  interest  only,  but 
to  the  fanner  and  to  the  agncuUural  in- 
tereet  generally.  The  hon.  Member  was 
reduced  to  the  plea  that  the  distress  of  the 
Triah  milters  was  owing,  not  to  the  effects 
of  legislation  (though  the  facts  contradicted 
hhn),  bat  to  the  stupidity  and  sloth  of  the 
Irish  millers.  Ho  (Mr.  Newdegate)  sup- 
posed the  hon.  Member  was  anxious  to 
stimulate  the  Irish  millers.  Perhaps  the 
millers  of  Cork  might  return  tlie  compli- 
ment with  advimtage,  by  stimulating  the 
intellect  of  their  Representative.  The 
facts  of  the  case  before  the  House  ap- 
peared to  him  (Mr.  Newdegate)  clear 
enough.  It  appeared  from  the  return  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  that  the  importation 
from  nbroad  into  the  United  Kingdom,  in 
1849.  was— 

Wheat    3.845,378  qrs. 

Wheat  flour   3,349,830  cwt. 

Oats   l,!?C7.10n  qrs. 

Oatmcul    40,22y  cwt. 

In  1845  the  importations  were  of — 

Wheat   871,710  qrs. 

Whast floor   04r),864  cwt. 

Oats   680,460  qra. 

Oatmeal    8,008  owt. 

Showing  an  inerease  in  wheat  of  339  per 
cent;  in  wheat  flour,  244  per  cent ;  in  oats, 
113  per  cent;  and  in  oatmeal,  1,23.')  j)er 
cent  since  the  repeal  of  the  corn  laws. 
The  importation  from  Ireland  into  Great 
Britain  m  1845  was— <- 

Wheat   372.71  r»  qrs. 

Wbeat  flour   1,422,378  cwt. 

Oata   1,679.908  qn. 

Oatmeal    1,059,18*  cut. 

In  1849  it  was— 

Wheat  .'   ini.sn.l  qrs. 

Wheat  flour   'WJ,5lii  cwt. 

Oats  «  666,642  qrs. 

Oatmeal    715,825  cwt. 

Showing  a  decrease  in  llie  importntion 
from  Ireland  lu  1849,  as  compared  with 
1845,  of  wheat,  decrease,  73  per  eeiii; 
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wheat  flour,  66  per  cent;  oats,  61  per 
cent;  oatmeal,  32  per  cent.    It  might  be 
said,  that  the  increased  importation  of 
foreign  gnun  tended  to  the  advantage  of 
the  milling  interest,  though  to  the  injury 
of  the  agricultural  interest  of  Ireland;  but 
the  noble  Mover  had  shown  how  little 
ground  there  was  for  this  assertion;  no 
such  argument  could  be  used  with  respect 
to  the  importation  of  wheat  flour  and  out- 
mrf\l,  the  articles  manufactured  by  the 
miller.    The  increase  of  the  importation 
from  abroad  of  wheat  flonr  and  oatmeal 
was  scarcely  less  enormous  than  that  of 
grain.  There  was  an  excess  of  importation 
of  wheat  flour  and  oatmeal  from  abroad, 
of  2,441,152  ewt. ;  while  the  diminntion 
of  the  importation  from  Ireland  into  Great 
Britain  in  1849,  as  compared  with  1S45, 
was  I,30o,20i>  cwt.    The  decrease  of  the 
Irish  supply  of  wheat  flonr  and  oatmeal 
was  equal  to  one-hslf  of  the  increase  of 
the  foreign  supply  on  a  comparison  of 
1845  and  1849.    In  1849  there  were  im- 
ported from  foreign  parts,  3,390,008  cwt. 
of  wheat  flour  and  oatmeal,  more  than 
threefold  the  948,916  ewts.,  imported  in 
1845.    In  1845  there  was  imported  from 
Ireland,  2,481,562  cwt.  ot  wiieat  flour  and 
oatmeal,  while  in  1849  there  was  onlj 
1,176,359.    This  showed  that  the  foreigo 
supply  in  1849  to  the  United  Kingdom 
was  threefold  that  of  1845,  while  the  Irish 
supply  to  Great  Britain  had  fslten  off  one- 
half.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was  here  anxious 
to  advert  to  bold  and  bald  assertion,  fre- 
quently made  by  free-traders,  with  respect 
to  the  increased  importation  of  breadstuff's. 
They  said.  True,  this  inereased  importa- 
tion of  four  or  five  million  quarters  has 
taken  place,  but  it  has  been  consumed: 
the  inference  is,  that  without  it  four  or 
five  million  people  would  have  snflnred 
from  hunger.  But  a  cursory  review  of  the 
state  of  the  supply  of  home-cfi  own  nnd  of 
the  wheat  imported  from  abroad,  would 
show,  that  without  this  eieeastve  importa- 
tion, had  the  corn  laws  not  been  repesled, 
this  country  would  not  have  suffered  from 
famine,  but  would  have  been  supplied  with 
wheat  grown  at  home  instead  of  wheat  im- 
ported.   He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had  not  the 
accounts  for  Scotland  relating  to  the  sales 
ot  wheat,  which  he  regretted,  because  the 
improvement  and  extension  of  agriculture 
in  Scotland  up  to  1S46  was  firoverbiai,  and 
the  evidmce  of  it  would  have  strengthened 
his  case.    lie  adverted  to  the  returns  of 
1849,  as  the  last  furnished  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  Honse. 
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1845. 

Wheat  returned  m  sold  in  the  290  markets  of 
EngUod  and  Wata*  ............   6.666,210  ^rs. 

Ditto  «ririiligi«wtliiiB|4»led  .  779,118 

7,445^8 

Whf:it  anJ  flour  imported  from 
abroad   1,U1,957* 


Total   8,687,810 

*  Equal  to  one-eighth  of  total  conBumption. 

1849. 

Wheat  sold  in  the  290  imriieta  .  4,453.982  qrs. 

Ditto  of  Iriah  growth   233,446 

Wheat  and  Hmt  importad  firom 

ahrad  ..........................  4^^* 

Total   9,m7a8 

laereMe  olimportntion  of  fiire^ 
nlwnt  aaid  iour  hi  1849  over 
1845    980^  Vn. 

•  Equal  to  one-half  of  toial  consumption. 

The  drmand  for  and  consumption  of  this 
increased  quantity  of  foreign  wheat  and 
floor  wfts  easiij  accounted  bj  tbe  in- 
crease of  the  population  in  the  five  years, 
which  was  about  one  million,  and  eqnnl 
to  one  quarter  per  head.  Kow,  this  in- 
eroMod  demand  for  one  million  qnnrters, 
would,  if  there  is  any  tmth  in  reasoning 
from  analogy,  hare  been  supplied  by  the 
extension  and  improvement  of  our  do- 
mestic agriculture,  had  not  the  corn  laws 
been  repealed,  as  was  proved  by  the  b- 
creased  supply  furnished  by  our  own  intcr- 
nr\l  aqrieulture  during  the  three  years  be- 
fore the  repctii  of  the  corn  laws. 

TttB  QcaxTims  sold  in  thb  290  MUbuts  ot 

Qrs. 

IS  43       ...„..„....„  5,302.298 

1844   .'3,4.'iO,ao7 

1845    6,666,240» 

*  Increase  of  1646  ovor  1843... 1,363,942. 

QoAmme  or  Whu*  or  Ibmh  Gbowth  dcpobtkd 

DRO  OUAT  BuffADf. 

Qrs. 

1848   

1S44   

1846   


1845. 

Deduct   1843. 


418,488 
440,188 
779,118 

Qrs. 

  779,113 

413,406 


Increase  of  1843  ovc-r  1S43   

Ad^l  inereaso  of  wheat  as  sold  in  tho 

890  nvkeCe  in  1848  above  1848... 


868,647 
1,868,942 


Total  iBcnaae  of  bone  pffodaetion  la 
1845  above  that  011848  ............  1,730,889 

If,  tiiereliDra,  tbe  imrnovement  of  agricul- 
tore  had  not  been  cnccked  by  tbe  inter- 
ference of  the  Legislature  in  1846,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  tho  home  supply  would 
hnre  kept  pace  irith  tbe  population;  for 


there  was  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  in- 
creased production  of  homo  agriculture  liv 
improvement  during  the  four  years  ending 
with  1849  would  have  been  tantamount  to 
the  increased  production  of  tbe  three  years 
ending  with  lo45,  and  more  than  equal  to 
the  increased  demand.  Tliut  was  liis  an- 
swer to  the  bold  assertion  that  the  supply 
was  wanted,  and  tiiat  it  was  eaten;  and 
to  tbe  false  inference  that  it  could  not  baTe 
been  supplied  on  reasonaWo  terms,  other- 
wise than  from  foreign  countries,  which 
was  put  fortb  in  palliation  of  tbe  disad- 
vantages  nnd  danger  incnired  by  tbe  de> 
pcndencc  of  the  people  of  this  country 
upon  foreigners  for  food.  Another  fact 
was,  that  France  bad,  instead  of  being  an 
importing  country,  become  an  exporting 
country  in  the  last  five  years.  Alexandre  de 
bonnes,  the  chief  cnnimissioner  dopntcd 
by  tho  Minister  of  Agricuiture,  iu  to 
take  a  surrey  of  tbe  e^enltural  depart* 
ments,  says,  in  his  official  report,  L*Af/ri' 
culture  Frangaise,  p.  414: — 

"  In  1848,  when  1  first  made  mj  official  sarvey, 
I  had  fimnd  that  Fr»,w»  hardly  prodtwed  at 

imich  corn  a.s  is  iiocessary  for  lu'f  consump- 
tion. [France  imported  com  in  1844  in  value 
17»0OO,OOOf.3  Bet  ainoe  that  period  anew  era 

bag  begun  in  our  r4c;Tictilturc,  owing  to  the  repeal 
of  tho  English  coru  laws.  More  than  3,000,000 
of  liCL-tiUf  .'*  (about  6,000,000  Kiiu'lish  .'vcres)  of 
waste  land  in  the  southern  dcjiortmeuts,  firom 
Languedoe  to  Avignou  and  Pictou,  have  now  been 

clcrirfil  .111(1  m-idi-  arable  ;  and  France,  from  being 
an  importing  country  of  grain,  has  now  beoame 
an  exporting,  sending  the  produee  of  more  than 
a  million  of  quarters  of  wheat,  beside^!  va8t^1ian> 

titics  ofilour,  to  tho  English  markets." 

But  this  evidence  of  the  transfer  of  the 
supply  of  corn  from  onr  own  to  foreign 
lands  was  not  confined  to  France.  Barou 
Redcn,  Speaker  of  the  Diet  at  Berlin,  in 
his  valuable  work,  (Sermon  StcUistic*  for 
1850,  says  (p.  145)— 

"  How  far  England  had  benefited  by  the  repeal 
of  tlic  corn  laws  in  I  S-lt),  time  %viU  te.aoh  us,  wiiilo 
the  iruuiediate  advantages  derived  from  it  are 
reaped  by  the  agrktolttund  Statee  of  Northern 
Europe,  such  as  Prussia,  Denmark,  and  Russia. 
Prussia  produced  in  1846,  .'),600,000  qrs.  ot' 
wheat ;  in  1849,  more  than  6,000,000  qrs.  Den- 
mark produced  in  1845,  1,700,000  qrs.;  in  IS.'^O, 
2,500,000  qrs.  Russia  exported  corn  in  Ibll,  in 
value,  equal  to  10,3S:.',0i)0  roubles  silver  ;  in  1842, 
equal  to  12,191,000  roubles ;  in  1843,  equal  to 
18,899,000  roubles ;  kt  1844  and  1840  tmrlj  tbe 
same  ;  but  in  1846,  equal  to  20,000, nn'f  r  oubles; 
in  1847,  equal  to  36,000,000  roubles;  184^ 
80,000.000  ronUes:  and  in  1849,  88,000,000 
roubles." 

The  incroiisrrl  produce  of  Franco  was 
caused  by  the  opening  of  the  English  ports, 
and  so  was  diat  of  uie  northern  coontries 
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of  Europe,  at  the  exponsc  of  the  English 
aE^noulturlsts;  and  if  the  French  ])roducer 
was  embarrassed  bj  lowness  of  price,  tliat 
mat  oooaaiotied  by  tho««iii{Mlition  of  othmr 
£ireiga  prodoee  in  our  markets,  which  dis> 
tr(""5*Ml  the  French  as  well  as  the  English 
agriculturist.  The  case  of  the  English 
millera  hftd  been  tonebed  ma  during  this 
dfibftte.  They  had  found  U  aecessary  to 
fomi  a  league  for  the  common  defence 
a^ainB.t  the  evils  entailed  by  legislation. 
He  (iir.  Newdegate)  would  not  further 
tiUte  up  tbe  ^nw  q(  Ihe  Hoiue  by  citing 
their  representations  of  distress,  than  by 
reading  the  postscript  of  a  very  renmrk- 
able  letter,  addressed  this  spring  by  a 
miller  at  Wakefield,  Mr.  Jeekeoii,  to  the 
hon.  McniLcr  fur  tho  West  Riding.  Mr. 
Jacksou  had  l)een  a  free-trader  and  an  ac- 
tive supporter  of  that  hon.  Member,  and 
WM  one  of  bis  oomtitueiita.  He  bad  beee 
to  FMiiWf  loot  winter,  to  examine  the 
caTi3C3  and  state  of  the  competition  from 
which  the  milling  interest  sutured.  This 
was  the  postscript  to  Mr.  Jackson's 
letter 

**  P.S.— T  had  mnant  to  have  given  you  my  rrason 
for  tbe  superior  position  of  thQ  French.  Thoj  have 
the  fnillftoBM  witlHnit  dnty;  we  have  tiiem  from 
th.it  cotintrr.  Thrr  only  pny  thoir  best  workmen 
16  francs  per  week,  while  we  pay  25*.  They  pay 
no  poor-rates  lor  thoir  Urge  railU,  and  they  have 
ail  vantage  that  wc  iuirc,  that  I  kriow  of  I  might 
just  refer  yoxi  to  a  distinction  thai  li.»5  bc«n  con- 
fbrrcil  on  a  French  miller  by  the  President  of  the 
French  RepubUo  this  last  week.  M.  Parbten,  jun. , 
too  less  than  the  Legion  oFHomnir,  fiirthe  impetus 
he  has  "ivon  tn  the  mnniifarturc  of  Bourin  Frarice 
for  exportation.  There  arc  no  suob  distinctions 
atthcee  in  England  to  nillon;  tttsir  diltiiMtioo 
will  bo  the  OuzrtU." 

Such  was  the  representation  made  by  an 
£oglish  miller,  a  quondam  free-trader,  to 
tbe  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding, 
and  bit  assertions  and  experience  were 
.supported  by  tii<i.se  of  the  great  body  of  his 
ehiss  in  ]'n:,'I;ind.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  ivildare  had  done  this  country 
foed  service  and  hitntelf  great  eredtt  by 
the  ability,  with  which  be  had  stated  the 
case  of  the  Iri^h  millers:  nnd  ho  (Mr. 
Newdcgate)  had  great  pleasure  ia  sup- 
porting bis  If  otioQ. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  said,  that  he  could 
not  pf<^<«ililv  understiind  how  the  huii.  Ocn- 
tlemau  who  had  last  addressed  the  House 
eould  make  out  Uiat  Uio  greater  iniporta- 
tion  of  wheat,  wbicb  be  bad  said  had  taken 
place  in  1840,  as  compared  with  1845, 
could  be  injurious  to  the  milling  interest 
of  this  country.    He  knew  that  tho  hon. 

Qentfemaii  alw  nid  that  a  great  impofta- 


tlon  of  flour  had  taken  place;  hwt  even 
taking  both  together,  the  result  would 
sViow  an  increased  trade  in  favour  of  the 
miller.  The  nobis  Lord  wbo  tntrodoced 
the  question  rested  his  case  principally  on 
the  state  of  the  milling  interest  of  Franee, 
and  on  tho  advantagea  which  tho  Freack 
millers  possessed,  in  consequence  of 
state  of  tho  French  laws,  over  the  Engliab 
millers.  Now,  it  was  of  importance  that 
tho  House  should  clearly  understand  the 
position  of  the  French  miller  and  tbe  French 
law,  in  order  that  they  should  not  be  misled 
by  the  statements  of  the  noble  Lord  in  this 
respect.  France  enjoyed  a  protcetion  to 
thu  utmost  extent  that  the  Logi^^iiiture 
could  ^ve,  and  therefore,  aoeaidiog  ta  tiia 
noble  iLord's  views,  that  country  should 
fo-i'ipqucntly  cnjov  the  greatest  agricul- 
tural pi  oeperity.  i>ut  the  fact  was  not  so, 
for  if  Uko  English  jbrmer  waasn8ering«  tha 
French  &iT?er  was  suffenng  stilTrnM 
The  la«t  report  of  tho  Mini'-tcr  of  rr^inmercc 
described  in  the  moat  deplorable  terms  th« 
existing  state  of  Freooh  agriculture,  and 
the  only  suggestion  made  as  a  remedy  was 
lino  whieli  he  believed  the  TTouso  would  onlv 
be  iiicliiied  to  Huiiic  ut — that  the  !r\«  s  re- 
j  gulatiug  the  stocks  to  bo  kept  ou  Laud  \ij 
millers  should  be  made  stringent^  aa€ 
'  the  stocks  augmented.  The  noble  Lord 
i  had  stated  correctly  that,  by  the  law  ol 
I  France,  the  millers  of  that  country  ooaU 
import  wheat  into  certain  ports  far  tbe  pw^ 
pose  of  having  it  ground  and  rc-exported 
in  the  shape  of  flnur.  l^ut  the  farmers  of 
France,  during  the  recent  agricultural  dis- 
treM  in  that  countij,  comwiTcd  that  tbe 
state  of  the  law  enabled  wheat  to  be  intro- 
duced which  was  not  afterwards  exported 
in  the  shape  of  flour,  and  they  considered 
that  their  own  distress  was  oecariooed 
partly  from  this  cause.  An  inqmry  was 
consequently  set  on  foot,  and  the  result 
was  that  tht!  law  was  nu'ditied,  althoiii^h 
the  inquiry  had  not  by  any  means  estab- 
lished the  fact  that  the  privilege  given  to 
the  millers  was  the  cause  of  the  low  price 
of  wheat.  Now  ho  admitted  the  fact  that 
for  tbrcc  or  four  years  the  export  of  flour 
manufactured  in  bond  in  Fiance  bad  fas- 
ctaased,  and  would  probably  still  further 
inerca?e.  But  what  conclusion  did  lie 
draw  from  that  ?  The  noble  (Lord  Naas) 
said,  that  the  French  mills  were  inferior 
to  the  English  in  every  respect.  Bat  fi 
F'reoch  millers  could  bring  wheat  from 
Odpfsa,  par  tin  cvj  onse  of  keepinsj  it  in 
bond,  and  aiicrwards  re-export  it  m  the 

shape  of  flow,       MdeiMll  tha  M^jUk 
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arill«r  in  thts  Montry,  ^tra  mast  be  ft 

groat  BBperiority  somowbero.  He  was 
willing  to  admit  tliat  the  firfst  class  mills 
of  FraDce  were  known  as  English  mills, 
but  at  the  same  time  Ibey  should  not  forget 
th«t  foreign  ooantries  frequently  improved 
upon  the  improvements  originallv  intro- 
duccd  in  this  country.  There  could  he  no 
doubt  tiiat  the  dryooss  of  tho  French  eli- 
iBile  gave  the  Franeb  m  great  eaperlority 
in  the  siering  of  their  fleer;  but  he  had 
that  day  witnessed  an  eiperiment  nt  the 
GoTcmment  mill  at  Deptford,  in  which  by 
Ml  ingeaioiiB  e^iplieatieii  ef  inaobiiiery,  tbet 
Mtonil  eopeneritjr  ef  the  French  climate 
was  more  than  counterbab.Tircd.    The  ex- 


«Ue  eif«alegee  orer  thoee  of  PMiiee« 
The  Freneh  millers,  for  instenoe,  bed  to 

pay  fi  1nr^'>  import  duty  upon  the  coal  they 
consumed;  there  were  also  heavy  taxes 
upon  iron  and  machinery;  and  the  eost  of 
building  e  mill  In  Fntnee  was,  he  believed, 
30  or  40  per  cent  more  thmn  in  FnL'land. 
The  nnhle  Lnrd  had  referre<l  to  the  report 
to  tho  French  tiovernment  on  grinding  in 
boodj  bet  be  bed  falleli  iate  a  ebigeler 
mistake  in  supposing  that  hard  i^heflt, 
which  was  not  to  he  ground  in  bond,  was 
the  worst  kind,  the  tact  being  that  it  woa 
very  superior  to  the  soAi  Heboe  tbe 
alarm  of  the  noble  Lord  at  tbe  best  kinds 
of  flour  only  coniini^  here,  was  unfounded. 


aing,  were  coiit»umed  in  grinding  500  quar- 
ters of  wheat,  whereas  by  the  iie«r 
tion  only  79|  hours  were  consunwd.  Tho 
labour  employed  under  the  old  plan  was 
eight  men,  and  under  the  new  system  only 
two  men  and  a  boy;  and  tbe  coals  eon- 
suraed  were  aa  twenty-six  to  twenty  tons. 


pcrimcnt  was  tried  by  a  comparison  of  sii  |  It  was  said  there  were  peculiar  chargoa 
of  stones  working  on  the  old  system,  on  wheat  which  did  not  attach  to  four, 
and  six  ftat  working  on  the  new  process.  Tho  only  one  he  knew  of  was  tbe  ebafge 
The  result  was  that  Iy  the  ordinary  method,  I  made  hy  the  city  of  London  for  metage, 
147  hours,  iucludinjx  eight  hours  for  dres- j  but  that  was  purely  local.    A  miller  paid 

altogether  38Z.  10«.  for  ihi{K>rting  1,000 
qrs.  of  wheat;  for  1,400  sacks  of  flonr, 
which  was  about  equivalent,  the  total 
charge  was  521.  10s.  It  was,  therefore, 
impossible  to  say  that  the  KngUsh  miller 
laboured  under  any  disadranlage  compared 
with  those  abroad*    He  had  one  great 


But  this  was  not  all,  for  under  tho  new  >  advantage,  however,  for  ho  ^nsv  irr  tho 
system  the  dust  of  the  mill  was  entirely  trade  must  be  done  in  future,  and  was  pre- 


get  fid  of,  and  wheat  that  produced 


flour 


>riced  wheat. 


lOs.  I  paring  to  do  tt.    There  were,  ijowevcr, 
in  tbe  market,  was  made  into  [  some  reason  s  which  might  account  for  the 

ir  quality  to  that  of  the  hi£(h-   d^^pn'ssirni  oxi:itiiii;  in  the  iniHiui^  trade  of 
It  lost,  of  courise  in  quan-  |  Jreland  at  this  moment.    A  letter  quoted 


tity,  but  that  lobs  was  in  the  offal,  and  not  by  tho  noblo  Lord  l»im»e}f  who  brought 
in  tbe  ionr.    He  had  been  assared  by  a  |  forward  tbe  Motien  said,     Freneh  flenr  in 

gentleman  who  had  a  mill  at  Reading  on  so  low,  Irish  wheat  so  little  grown,  and 


the  ordinary  principle,  and  a  small  mill  in 
London  on  tho  patent  principle,  that  he 
bad  croand  a  portion  of  the  same  qtmntity 
of  wheat  at  eaeh  nnll,  and  had  been  cn- 

ablr'd  tn  comraand  a  price  of  2.>\  or  3*.  a 
sack  more  in  the  London  market  for  the 
ietir  grotmd  on  the  new  sptem,  tbao  for 
that  gtonnd  at  the  old  miO.    In  reply  to 

the  rej>rt^sentations  made  as  to  the  dietrese 
of  the  luillowners,  he  might  remind  the 
House  that  doriz^  the  last  three  or  four 


the  labourer*?  all  gmo  to  America."  No 
doubt  there  had  been  a  considerable  dimi> 
notion  in  tbe  enttiration  ef  wbeaf  in  Ire- 
land, and  this  snffieed  to  account  for  mfOeh 

of  tho  dilTlftdty  with  which  the  milliner  in- 
terest was  at  present  struggling.  He  be- 
lieved that  similar  effeels  iHid  been  expe- 

rieiiceil  in  England.  It  had  boencalen* 
lated  that  the  supply  of  h(»tne-!xrown  wheat 
in  tho  country  towns  had  fallen  off  by 
500,<X)0  quarters;  and  he  believed  that 


years  the  millers  bad  been  rapidly  extend- 1  the  country  millers  bad  snffefed  in  seme 

deffree  from  this  cause. 

T>UNXK  rejoicod  that  the  at- 
tlie  House  should  have  been 


their  means  of  manufacture 
lar^e 


Several 

steam  niilh  li:vl  I'oen  Imilt  in  the 
metropolis  itself,  uad  an  extensive  mill,  1  tention  uf 
sentainiug  between  sixty  and  seventy  pahrs  ]  called  to  this  sabjeet.  All  the  fentt  he 
of  Btoo^,  was  now  in  course  of  erection  found  with  the  noble  Lord's  Motion  was 
in  the  very  heart  of  the  city  of  London, '  that  it  did  not  Sfo  far  enough.  He  had  no 
withm  a  short  distance  of  Blackfriars- ,  particular  sympathy  with  the  millers,  as 
bridge.    He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  I  they  were  at  itrst  most  riolenl  free>'traders. 


did  not  appear  to  be 


▼or 


111  1 1 


h  Ho  thought  that  protectiOB  rifeonld  not  only 


Hlnmirfl  at  forei^  competition.  TlieEnrr-  be  p;ivcn  to  them,  but  to  every  interest  in 
iuh  millers  had  in  many  respects  consider- 1  Ireland.   He  doubted  the  aceotmts  which 
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hftd  be«i  giTWi  at  to  the  increased  comfort 

and  contentment  of  the  people  In  the  mr- 
tropolis;  articles  ■were  clieaper,  and  if  the 
shopkeepers  did  not  lose  by  them,  the 
artisan  did.  Ho'advoeated  this  as  the 
only  means  of  restoring  some  degree  of 
t  prosperity  to  the  trader,  and  of  comfort  to 
the  working  man.  Where,  he  asked,  was 
the  ineresMd  comfort  and  contentment 
boasted  of  in  Ireland  as  the  consaqnenee  of 
fre©  trade  ?  Was  such  iinpr<ivnment  shown 
hj  an  increase  in  the  Customs  and  Excise  ? 
Was  it  proved  by  the  scarcity  of  employ- 
ment— the  waning  deposits  in  the  sanngs 
banks— the  crane  lists  of  the  assizes,  or 
the  2,500,0002.,  which  would  be  lost  to 
Ireland  by  the  falling-off  in  tho  cultivation 
of  com  ?  Was  it  proved  by  the  levy  of 
22«.  in  tho  pound  for  poor-rates,  anJ  by 
the  amount  of  emigration?  The  millers 
were  not  protected,  like  the  manufacturers, 
by  ten  per  cent  dntv  on  the  mannfaetnred 
articles  from  abroad.  They  pnrehased  the 
millstones  from  Franco,  and  paid  duty  on 
them.  lie  wished  to  see  the  inquiry  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord  extended  to  the 
effects  of  free-trade  in  all  its  branches,  and 
he  believed  tho  result  at  which  they  arrived 
would  be  that  it  was  ruining  every  interest 
in  Ireland. 

Lord  NAAS:*  Sir,  the>on.  Member 
for  Westbury  has  made  out  a  capital  case 
for  the  prosperity  of  the  milling  trade,  and 
has  proved  to  demonstration  apparently 
if  the  miUers  are  not  thriving,  they  ought 
to  be.  But,  unfortunately  f»r  the  argn- 
ment,  the  opposite  is  the  cnse,  and  my 
best  answer  to  his  assertion  and  his  pre> 
sumption  is,  that,  notwithstanding  the  in- 
creased importations  of  raw  grain,  notwith- 
standing the  many  causes  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  hon.  Member,  ought  to  promote 
his  prosperity,  the  miller  never  was  in  so 
evil  a  plight;  and  my  statement,  whidi  has 
not  been  in  the  least  degree  controverted, 
is  worth  all  tho  abstract  theories,  hypothet- 
ical cases,  and  ingenious  calculations  that 
can  be  brought  agdnst  me.  He  has  al- 
Inded  to  the  Blackfriars-l  iIIl'  mill,  and 
says,  with  some  plausibility,  that  a  trade 
cannot  be  declining  which  can  show  a  new 
manufactory  rising  up  capable  of  grinding 
Boch  an  immense  quantity  of  com,  and 
moved  by  such  extensive  machinery;  hut  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  Member,  that  that 
mill  was  begun  in  1846,  before  frco  trade 
vnts  allowed,  and  its  erection  was  continued 
during  a  time  when  tlie  millers  thought 
that  tliey  '^vouM  profit  by  the  new  system, 
and  make  a  gootl  thing  of  free  trade.  Uow 
Chloncl  Bunne 


833 


they  have  altered  their  opinion  of  late, 
till'  ]M'iitinns  with  whicli  the  taljlc  uf  tlie 
liouse  IS  covered  clearly  show.    Though  I 
have  an  insuperable  objection  to  mention 
the  names  of  private  individuals  in  this 
House,  I  must  (as  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
mentioned  Mr.  White's  name)  snv  that  that 
gentlemau,  whose  character  and  position 
is  nnrivalled  in  the  trade,  is  not  at  all  8a> 
tisied  with  the  present  state  of  thmgs. 
Why,  Sir,  it  is  notorious  that  that  gentle- 
man attended  and  presided  at,  not  very 
long  ago,  a  meeting  in  Mark  Lane,  to  take 
into  consideration  the  depressed  state  of 
this  great  interest,  and  to  dcviso  means  for 
bringing  the  casej  before  the  public.  To 
Mr.  White,  therefore,  I  leave  the  hon. 
Gentleman — ho  could  not  be  in  better 
hands,  and  I  can  only  hope  that  he  wiE 
follow  his  advice  and  attend  to  his  sugges- 
tions.   With  regard  to  BoviUs  Patent,  so 
confidently  put  forward  by  hon.  Members 
on  tho  other  side  as  a  means  whereby  we 
shnH  be  ,ihlc  to  compete  with  France,  I 
can  ouiy  say,  that  a  considerable  doubt  as 
to  its  eiEciencj  still  exists.   I  should  be 
very  sorrjto  say  anything  calculated  to 
injure  that  gentleman  or  his  invention, 
which  doubtless  possesses  merit.    But  I 
am  bound  to  remember  that  it  has  keen 
tried  and  found  wanting  by  Mr.  Kidd,  of 
Isleworth;  Mr.  Thorpe,  of  Newark;  Mr. 
Packman,  of  Eu;    Mr.  Charnn<rton,  of 
Carshaltou;  and  several  other  millers  of 
experience.   It  may  be  of  smne  nie  to  bad 
millers,  but  it  is  tho  greatest  absurdity  to 
imagine  that  it  is  of  sufficient  vnlue  to  place 
tho  British  miller  on  an  equal  footing  with 
his  French  competitor.    Sir,  it  may  be 
said  of  this  as  of  all  other  improvements 
in  machinery  and  mode  of  manufacture, 
that  the  French  will  have  them  as  soon  as 
we  ourselves,  if  they  are  of  any  value. 
Why,  Sir,  M.  B'Arblay  himself  is  actnally 
at  this  moment  in  this  country  making  in- 
quiries regardini^  Bovill's  Patent,  in  order, 
if  he  approves  of  it,  to  adopt  it  in  his  own 
mills;  so  that  onr  improved  madiinery  can- 
not alter  the  present  relative  position  of 
the  trade  in  the  two  countries.     Sir,  I 
entreat  the  House  not  to  reject  this  Motion. 
My  statement— my  assertion — diat  this 
great  interest  is  in  a  state  of  unexampled 
depression,  remains  uncontroverted  —  the 
Minister  has  himself  admitted  it;  its  im- 
portanco  is  undoubted — its  distress  fully 
demonstrated;  and  I  would  fain  hope  that 
a  House  even  constituted  as  this  is,  con- 
taining a  large  majority  of  Members  pro- 
fessing to  approve  of  the  new  commercial 
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sj8i«ra,  ifin  hmwB  the  generosity  to  inquire 
into  a  circumstance  which  they  tliemselres 
then ncrer  contemplated, when  the  measure 
was  passed — into  mtsiurtuuea  occasioned 
1»j  ihcir  own  aeti. 

Qaastion  pal >The  House  divided  ~ 
Ajm  93;  liow  128 :  M^oritj  35. 


Anit«7,  T.  C.  Jonos,  Capt. 

Arcbdall,  Cai^.  M. 
Baldock.  E.  H. 


Baiikes,  G. 
Baring,  T. 
Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Borrow,  W.  U. 

BLiiiJford,  M.irq.  of 
BoUero.  U.  G. 
Booth.  Sir  B.  O. 
BoTd.  J. 

BnwnstoQ,  T.  W. 
BriMO,  M. 
Brooka^Lord 
Brooke,  Sir  A«B. 

Bullcr,  Sir  J.Y. 
BurreU,  SirC.  M. 
BwroughM,  H.  Nt 
Batler.  P.  S. 
CmbbeU,  B.  B. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Christopher,  &.  A. 
CoooUy,  T. 
Dick,  l^. 
Disraeli,  B. 
DaidM,G. 
Donne,  C^t. 
Edwards,  H. 
Forb.  s,  W. 
Fr«»hfie]d.  J.  W. 
Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 
Gaakell,  J.  11 
Gil|Mii,Col. 
Gooeh,  E.  S. 
GooW,  W. 
Granby,  M.irq.  of 
Grotran,  E. 
JIalk-wcll.  E.  G. 
liauulton,  G,  A. 
Ilamilton,  J.  II. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Ileneage,  E. 
Henloy,  J.  W. 
Herries,  rt.  hon.  J,  C. 
Hodgson,  W.  N. 
Howard,  Sir  &, 
HodsoD,  0., 


Laagton,  W.  H.  P.  G. 
LsnilOX,  Lord  A.  G. 
Ixnnox,  Lord  H.  Q, 
Leslie,  C.  r. 
Lindsay,  hon.  CoL 
Lowther,  lion.  CoL 
llaekenrie.  W.  F. 
Mnj^an.  W.  H. 
Meagher,  T. 
llMideTille,  Visct. 
Blannere,  I>ord  Q, 
March,  Earl  of 
Maxwell,  lion.  J.  P, 
Miles.  P.  W.  S. 
Mnllings,  J.  R. 
Mundy,  W. 
I^ogent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
OTiaherty.  A. 
Ikcke.  C.  W. 
Plumptrc,  J,  P, 
Portal,  M. 
Prime,  R. 
Benton,  J.  C. 
Bejrnoldi,  J, 
Rushout,  Capt. 
Scully,  F. 
Scaham,  Visct. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smyth,  J.  G. 
Spoonor,  R, 
Stafford.  A. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sturt,  IT.  G. 
Taylor,  Col. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Tyler,  Sir  G. 
Vemer,  Sir  W. 
Vesoy,  hon.  T. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  11.  R. 
Vysc,  R.  H.  R.  n. 
"WUlou-hbv,  Sir  H. 
Wynn,  il.  W.  W. 

TELLEBS. 

Na.is,  Lord 
Newdugate,  C.  N. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Adair,  H.  E.  Blacksione,  W.  S. 


AgUonby,  II.  A* 
Alcock, T. 
Anderson,  A. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Annstrong,  R.  B. 
Baiim,  it.  hen.  M.  T* 
Baring,  ii.]u».  Sir  F.T. 
Bell.  J. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
?.f'rkp!.-y,  lion.  H.  F. 
burcli,bu-  I.ii. 


Blair,  S. 

BotiTeric.  hon.  E.  P. 
Boylo,  hon.  Col, 
Brockli'hurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J, 
Brown,  W. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
f'aYPndish,  hon.  0 
Cavendish,  W.  G. 


OhapUn.  W.  J. 

Charteris,  hon.  F. 
ChUders,  J.  W. 

Clay,  J. 
Cobdcn,  R. 

Oooklnim,  Sir  A.  J.  E. 

r'fiw:\n,  C. 
Cowpcr,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  Sir  W.  G. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Crowder,  R.  B. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  B.  P. 
Dawes,  E. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Diinda.'?,  rt,  hon.  Sir  D. 
EIiic€,  rt.  hun.  E. 
Ellis,  J. 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  £. 
Evans,  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  Q.  W, 
Forster,  M. 
Freestun,  CSoL 
GesehfC. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.T.  M. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Grenfell,  C.  P. 
Groi.f  H,  r.W. 
Grey,  II.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Earl 
Hall.  Sir  B. 

Uallyhurton,  Lovd  J.F. 
llaiiiiiLT,  Sir  J« 
Uastie,  A. 
Hktehell,  rbhoa.!. 

Ilawca,  B. 
nemllnm,  T.  E. 
Henry,  A. 

Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
llpywood,  J. 
Hobhous(-,  r.  B, 
UoUond,  R. 
Howard,  Lorl  E. 
Hume,  J. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Labouchere,  rC.  llOD.  H*  tbllbis. 
Lawley,  hon.  B.  B.        Hayter,  W.  G. 
Lewis,  G.  C.  HiU,  Leid  H. 

The  House  adjourned  at  s  quarter 
fofe  One  o'clock. 


M'Gregor,  J. 
Martin,  J. 
Matheion,  CoL 

Melgund,  Visct. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 

Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  £.  M.  L. 
Murpliy,  F.  S. 
Osborne,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  Jultf  16,  1851. 

MiNHTBs.]    PtTBLio  BiLLS.— 2°  Local  Acts  (Pre- 
liminary Inquiries). 
8*  Stoek  in  Trade. 

METROPOLITAK  WATER  SUPPLY. 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  wished  to  know 
wliftt  were  the  intentions  of  the  Govorn- 
mcnt  03  to  legislating  upon  this  subject 
during  the  prefioiit  Sesaion? 
2  B 
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Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  ho  hnd 
to  state,  in  answer  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Geutlemau,  that  seeing  the  lateness 
of  the  Sessieii.  and  looking  to  tlie  protract- 
ed inquiry  now  being  carried  on  before  the 
Committee  to  which  the  Bill  of  the  (io- 
Ternment  bad  been  referred,  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  pro- 
oeed  to  legislate  on  the  subject  of  the 
water  supply  for  the  metropolis  during  the 
present  Session.  At  the  same  time  he 
feh  it  hie  duty  to  state  that  it  was  rerj  de- 
sirable that  the  Committee  should  proceed 
with  their  investigations,  so  that  at  the 
close  of  the  Session  they  should  report 
their  opinion  to  the  House  with  respect  to 
the  general  question  of  water  supply  for 
Loncion.  lie  considered  it  likewise  (1<  : 'r 
able  that  tliey  should  report  the  evidcucc 
collectecl  by  them ;  and  if  they  were  able  to 
report  theur  opinion  and  the  eTidence  before 
the  close  of  the  Session,  he  thought  the 
House  would  ho  in  a  position  to  proceed 
'with  the  measures  regarding  the  water  sup- 
ply next  Bosdoii  wlu  iar  better  informa- 
tion, and  with  better  means  of  coming  to  a 
useful  and  bcuefioiil  decision,  than  tbejr 
were  at  present. 


HARWICH  ELECTION. 
Mr.  BANKES  said,  that  some  woclis 
ago  he  bftd  presented  a  petition  to  that 
aaoMm  Agoea  soTeral  electors  of  the 
horongh  of  Harwich,  complaining  of  Go- 
vernment interference  nt  the  last  election 
for  that  borough.  He  had  intended  then 
to  have  moved  for  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  allegations  contMned  in 
that  petition,  but  ho  was  informed  that 
that  would  not  liave  been  a  convenient  op- 
portunity for  doing  so,  an  an  Klectiuu  Cuui- 
uittee  was  at  that  time  trying  a  petition 
complaining  of  an  undue  return  for  Har- 
wich. He  had  then  deferred  to  the  gene- 
ral opinion  of  the  House,  and  postponed  the 
Motion  ho  wished  to  introdnee  on  the  snb- 
jaett  nnd  as  the  Election  Committee  had 
since  concluded  its  labonrs,  and  declared 
that  the  last  election  was  void,  be  was  now 
anxious  to  proceed  with  his  Motion.  He, 
therefore,  wished  to  know  from  tilie  right 
bon.  Gentlrmau  tlio  Speaker  whether  ho 
could  do  so  at  once  by  bringing  forward  the 
qnestion  as  one  of  privilege;  or  whether  ho 
must  give  notico  of  a  ^^o{ioIl  on  the  subject  ? 

M«.  Sr?]AKEIl  said,  tluit  if  the  elec- 
tors c  am  J  a:  nod  of  undue  intluence  at  the 
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Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  he  wish- 
ed  to  call  the  attention  of  Mr.  Speaker  to 
the  fact  that  some  of  the  signatares  to  thn 

petition  were  stated  to  have  been  sub* 
scritod  "by  authority."  Ho  therefore 
aubujitted  to  Mr.  Speaker  whether  these 
could  bo  received  as  the  legal  signatufea  of 
the  parties  ? 

AIk.  speaker  said,  these  names  must 
be  considered  as  if  they  had  never  been  at- 
tached to  the  petition  at  all.  Those  signa- 
tures only  were  h^al  which  the  partiMQad 
attached  in  their  own  handwriting. 

Mr.  BANKES  then  said,  he  should 
submit  to  the  House  hi;i  Motion  that  a  Se- 
lect Committee  be  appointed  to  inoini* 
into  the  allegitions  of  ^e  petition ;  and*  nU 
tlinut'h  it  appenred  that  some  of  the  names 
V.  1 J  uot  legally  affixed,  yet  there  was  a 
.siuiicient  number  of  valid  signatures  to  en* 
title  the  petition  to  the  favourablo  CQpsid* 
eration  of  tl^c  House.  For  his  own  part 
he  had  no  personal  connexion  with  the 
borough  of  Harwich,  and  he  uiorely  brought 
forward  the  question  as  a  matter  of  pnhUv 
importance,  and  as  affecting  the  interests 
of  the  elector.^  arif!  of  that  House.  It  was, 
however,  a  matter  of  great  importance  that 
elections  should  he  eonducted  withoqt  tbn 
interference  of  the  Government.  He  bad 
heard  that  r\t  tlie  last  Greenwich  eleetion, 
holidays  were  granted  to  the  cl^tors,  in 
order  that  tbey  might  exercise  tfan  right  of 
the  franchise;  but  what  would  bo  the  use 
of  planting  holidays  if  the  voters  were  to  bo 
subjected  to  the  undue  influences  of  those 
above  them  ?  He  did  not  assume  that 
tliis  bad  taken  place  at  Harwich,  but  there 
was  an  allegation  that  such  had  been  the 
case,  and  he  did  a -k  that  an  inquiry  should 
bo  wade  latu  tiiui  allegation.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  would  not 
offer  any  objection  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Select  Coinmittco  for  which  he  asked; 
and  if  his  Motiou  were  acceded  to,  he  wouid 
prefer  having  the  Committee  nominated  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  rather  than 
undertake  the  task  of  selecting  the  Mem- 
bers himself.  Without  further  remark,  ho 
would  now  submit  hfs  Motion  to  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Houi<e. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  :  I  have  only 
one  word  to  say,  and  that  is  that  there  is 
no  intention  ou  the  part  of  the  Govern* 
ment  to  oppose  aoj  obstaole  In  the  vnj  of 
the  proposed  inquiry. 
Mr.  GRANVILLE  BERKELEY  hav- 


electiuu,  the  hou.  Geuiiemuu  could  bring 
Ihe  mnttw  fomrd  at  moo  as  «  question 
of  priTilege. 


ing  had  the  misfortuno  to  be  a  Member  of 
the  Harwidi  Eloedon  Coonnittaet  wkiih 
had  B«t  for  ttghteea  daji^  be^Qged  to  f** 
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commend  that  the  inquh  j  should  extend  lo 
tibe  pNviow  ehetimia  for  acme  time  fuL 

Ha.  BANKES  was  ^to  wilUog  that 
such  ahould  be  the  ca«e. 

Seiect  Committee  appomUd — 

**T^  l»q«lfelalolh«  allagirtlonfl  eonti^ned  In  a 
Petition  (nm  certain  £lect4»-s  of  the  Borough  of 
liarwiotii  fvwittted  oa  tha  Ittth  day  9f  June  iast, 
wwplainhig  of  tiw  aoodnet  «f  yenona  ««oiMQted 
irith  the  GoTcnunenit  «it  tbe  lart  Eleekion  Ibr  the 
said  Borough.** 

CHARITABLE  PXTRCHASE  DEEDS  BILL, 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**Tlutl  Mr.  Sponker  ido  now  leare  tbe 

Chair." 

The  POLTOTTOfv  CEXERAL  snid,  he 
felt  bound  to  give  the  B'lW  hia  decided  op- 
position. The  Bill  proposed  to  alter  iu  a 
•ButU  degree  tlie  Iait  of  Mortmain,  ro- 
spccting  which  there  wn3  at  this  time  an 
inquiry  going  on,  and  upon  which  there 
W&9  no  necessity  for  hastjr  legislation.  lie 
■hottld  dwrefere  more  tbnt  the  Bin  be 
comniitted  this  day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "  That  "  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tioo,  IB  order  to  add  the  words,  "this 
House  wiO.  upon  this  day  three  months, 
i^solvo  i'self  into  the  Mid  Committee^*' 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
propoeeil  to  be  left  evt  stend  pnrt  of  the 
Question." 

Mil.  MULLINGS  denied  that  the  effect 
of  the  Bill  would  bo  as  described  by  the 
hen.  end  leeined  C^teian.  Its  objeet 
was  only  to  cure  certain  technical  defects 
in  deeds  relating  to  certain  charities.  At 
pi^ent,  the  mode  adopted  was  to  convoy 
the  property  in  trost,  and  a*  this  oodd  net 
he  woe  with  copyhold  estate,  the  BiU  iras 
meant  to  meet  that  case. 

Mr.  UEADLAM  said,  the  Bill  would 
apply  to  both  past  and  Antore  Charitable 
Imutte.  But  as  there  was  no  preasiBg 
necessity  for  the  Bill  this  Session,  he 
should  oppose  its  fm  thcr  protjress. 

Mr.  CUISHOLM  ANSTEY  said,  that 
tiie  Ceismittee  on  Mortmain  had  taken 
some  most  important  evidence,  which  would 
shortly  bo  reported  to  the  House;  he 
should  therefore  oppose  the  further  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  He  shonld  oppose  every 
attempt  at  granting  further  facilities  In* 
charitable  endoH-menta,  until  the  House 
had  considered  the  question  whether  con- 
eesrioos  made  to  charities  shoidd  not  be 
accompanied  bj  reetrietions.  The  Statute 
«f  Msvtaak  was  palpab^  hieffeelaal  lor 


preventing  undue  ipiritual  infloenoe.  He 
was  eppoMd  to  the  Bill  as  gntatbg  oeoees- 
sions  to  an  interest  which  was  more  ds^ 
serving  of  lastrietioii  at  the  hands  of  Paiw 
liameut. 

Lord  HARRY  VANE  expressed  his 
htupe  that  the  Bill  would  be  withdrawn* 

It  was  desimblo  that  ihv  Statute  of  Mort- 
main should  bo  dealt  with,  oomproben- 
sively. 

Mr.  MULLIHOS  asid,  he  wwOd  ael 
press  the  BiU  agwurt  the  fiaeling  of  the 

H0U3f», 

Amcadment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  wkh- 

Bill  WlliklNNfll. 

CORONERS  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  moved  as  an  Amend, 
nicnt  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  Second  Time 
that  day  three  months.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
uiau  who  had  ohargo  of  the  Bill  was  not 
present,  bnt  he  midenteod  thefe  was  no 
objection  on  his  part  to  the  Amendment. 

Second  Reading  iff  for  tluree 
months. 

LAW  OF  EVIDENCE  AMENDMBHT  KSLU 

Order  for  CnTriniittee  read. 

Hottso  in  Committee;  Mr.  Bemol  in  the 
Chair. 

Clause  1 . 

Tl:i  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  f5r«t  and  <?eennd  clauses  of  this 
Bill  contained  an  alteration  iu  the  Law  of 
Bvichmee  of  sneh  vast  importanee,  as  eon» 
nected  with  the  admii  i  f  ration  of  justice 
in  this  country,  that  he  felt  it  his  Jtitv  to 
make  a  few  observations  on  the  ciauses 
hefore  asking  the  Committee  to  agree  to 
them.  The  Commitlee  were  doubtless 
aware  that,  as  the  law  of  Etu'lnrtd  no^v 
stood,  in  some  of  the  most  important  pro- 
ceedings in  o«r  eourts  of  justice,  the  par- 
ties to  the  suit  were  not  competent  to 
(j^'we  evidence.  PubHc  attention  liad  been 
directed  to  this  subject,  and  the  present 
Bill,  after  undergoing  very  mature  con- 
sideration before  the  other  House  of  Par* 
liament,  and  receiving  the  sanction  of  the 
gfreat  le^al  authorities  wht)  had  seats  in 
that  House,  now  came  down  to  the  House 
of  Commons  fw  its  eonsideratioit  and  adO|^ 
tion.  It  appeared  to  him,  after  careful 
deliberation,  that  the  advantages  likely  to 
arise  from  this  alteration,  preponderated  so 
vastly  over  the  objections  to  the  measure, 
that  he,  for  one,  gave  it  lus  most  cordial 
support.    There  ooold  be  bo  donht  that  it 

2  £  2 
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would  oocur  to  any  one,  on  the  first  view 
of  the  subject,  tbat,  unless  some  great 

disadvantage  was  likely  to  ensue  IVoin 
snch  a  course  of  proceeding,  tbcy  should 
ut  uuce  have  recourse  to  the  pai'ties^in  the 
suit,  as  the  parties  who  eould  give  the  best 
and  most  accurate  information  on  the  sul)- 
joct-mattcr  of  the  trial.  In  the  great 
majority  of  the  transactious  which  became 
the  snhjects  of  inquiry  before  the  courts 
of  justice,  the  parties  in  the  suit  were  tlic 
only  persons  who  could  give  informatiuo 
on  many  points  connected  with  the  inquiry; 
and  in  aunost  erery  case  they  were  the 
parties  who  could  furnish  the  best  infor- 
mation. They  all  knew  that,  in  the  com- 
mon transactious  of  life,  where  partica 
were  caUed  upon  to  arbitrate  between  in- 
diriduak  haTing  a  difference,  the  first  step 
-would  bo  to  hear  what  the  parties  who 
wcro  principally  interested,  and  who  were 
the  only  parties  who  wore  really  privy  to 
the  transaction  in  all  its  parts,  had  to  say 
on  the  subject  in  dispute.  So  with  regard 
to  courts  of  justice.  Evcrvboily  at  all 
familiar  witit  Uie  practice  of  the  courts  of 
justice,  and  even  those  who  weiw  not, 
could  readily  understand  how  it  was  that 
justice  wfT*  constantly  frustrated  by  the 
impossibility  oi  proving  the  facts  neces- 
sary to  be  established  for  the  due  adminis- 
tration  of  justice,  in  consequence  of  their 
being  ^v'tliin  the  exclusive  knowleJge  of 
one  or  other  of  the  parties  to  the  suit. 
Nay,  to  such  an  extent  did  this  go,  that  it 
frequently  happened  that  the  plaintiff  was 
nonsuited,  or  failed  in  getting  a  verdict  in 
his  favour,  simply  because  he  was  not  in  a 
couditiuu  to  prove  some  fact  Chut  lay  within 
bis  own  knowledge;  and  the  conse<iuence 
was  that  a  man  who  had  a  just  claim  was 
unable  to  enforce  it,  and  instead  of  being 
the  creditor  whose  suit  was  successful,  he 
was  often  converted  into  the  debtor  of  a  man 
who  owed  him  money,  simply  by  reason  of 
his  being  unable  to  adduce  the  evidence 
which  would  secure  him  a  verdict,  and 
th^bj  bdng  made  liable  to  all  the  costs 
of  an  unsuoeessftti  attempt  to  substantiate 
a  just  claim.  No  one,  therefore,  could 
hesitate  to  admit  that,  in  endeavouring  to 
elicit  tho  truth,  they  ought  to  hear  the 
evidence  of  the  parties  best  informed  on 
tho  subject.  The  qucstluu  was,  would 
they  admit  the  persons  who  were  mo.<?t 
familiar  with  the  subject  of  the  inquiry, 
wbo  were  the  best  competent  to  give  in> 
formation  regarding  it,  and  who  in  many 
instances  were  the  only  parties  who  eouM 
give  that  iuformatiun.    He  knew  it  might 
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be  said  that  bj  admitting  the  parties  to  a 
suit  to  give  evidence  in  their  own  favour, 

they  would  open  the  door  to  perjury. 
Those  who  contended  for  the  exclusion  of 
this  evidence,  would  mMntwn  that  the  pre* 
sent  Bill  would  have  a  twofold  mischievous 
effect;  because,  in  tho  first  place,  by  atl- 
mitting  false  testimony  it  would  tend  to 
mislead  the  tribunal  which  had  to  decide 
the  case;  and,  secondly,  it  would  induce 
persons  to  commit  the  crime  of  perjury. 
It  must  undoubtedly  be  admitted  that 
when  interested  parties  were  allowed  to 
give  evidence,  the  tendency  to  falsehood 
was  increased,  first,  on  the  part  of  persons 
who  were  not  affected  by  those  considera- 
tions wliich  operated  upon  men  of  religion, 
morality,  and  honour;  and  also  by  that 
bias  which  insensibly  acted  upon  the  minds 
even  of  the  most  upriglit  nnd  lionourahle 
persons,  from  the  natural  tendency  of  par- 
ties to  sec  things  in  a  favourable  view  for 
themselves.  So  strongly  was  this  felt, 
that  by  the  ancient  law  of  England,  even 
])er'=ni'H  who  had  only  a  secondary  or  in- 
direct interest  in  the  issue,  were  excluded 
from  giving  testimony.  The  law  had, 
however,  been  altered,  under  the  auspices 
of  that  able  and  venerable  Judge  who  had 
so  long  filled  the  chief  seat  of  the  C^ueen's 
Bench,  but  who  had  unfortunately  been 
compelled,  by  age  and  infirmity,  to  retire; 
and  none  of  the  baneful  effects  which  had 
been  anticipated  were  found  to  result.  On 
the  other  hand,  there  were  variona  second- 
ary checks  which  operated  with  a  con- 
trary tendency — first,  as  respected  the  vir- 
tuous portion  of  mankind.  The  very  fact 
that,  a  mau  was  called  upon  to  depose  in 
his  own  cause,  would  lead  him  to  weigh 
most  cautiously  every  word  he  uttered,  and 
to  view  the  facts  in  a  light  rather  unfavour- 
able than  otherwise  to  his  own  interest. 
Again,  a  man  who  was  not  under  the  In- 
fluence of  the  same  sanctions  to  just  and 
upright  conduct,  coming  forward  to  give 
evidence  in  his  own  favour  in  a  public 
court  of  justice,  and  having  the  strongest 
motives  to  misrepresent  the  facts  to  his 
own  advantage,  would  be  conscious  how 
narrowly  and  closely  his  evidence  would 
be  scrutinised,  and,  therefore,  would  speak 
with  the  utmost  caution.  It  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  they  could  not  exclude  per- 
jured testimony  now.  The  cxpenetfce  of 
all  courts  of  justice  showed  that  innu- 
merable instances  occurred  where  testi* 
raony  was  given  with  a  perfect  consci- 
<iusnoss  in  the  jturties  tluxt  they  were 
speaking  falsely.    Those  who  did  so  wc^'e 
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frequently  the  friends,  relatives,  or  scr- 
Tants,  of  the  chief  parties  to  the  suit,  in 
vfaote  fftTonr  tbey  gave  testimony;  th^ 
Vcame  partisans  and  mixed  tiicinselves  up 
in  the  eause.    But  the  tribunals  which  had 
to  weigh  the  value  oi  testimony  was  not  su 
nnch  upon  it*  gnard  in  the  case  of  iodlvi« 
doals  whose  bios  was  not  apparent,  as  it 
would  be  in  the  case  of  an  individual  who 
came  forward  openly  to  ^ive  eridence  in 
bk  OWD  favour.   Ac^ain,  if  a  man  was  so 
vieked  tlial  he  would  not  be  deterred  by 
the  sanction  of  an  oath  from  speaking 
iaiseiy,  what  was  to  prevent  him  from  ob- 
taiatng,  under  the  present  system,  per- 
jorad  testimony,  and  sulioi  iting  others  to 
swear  falsely?  A  nmn  i;iviiii^'  ttv-tiniony  in 
his  own  suit  uas  under  strong  tonoclive 
banciiuus,  and  spoke  under  all  the  check- 
bg  which  arose  from  the  knowledge  of 
the  Judge  and  jury  as  to  the  position 
in  which  ho  stood.    But  he  might  remind 
die  Committee  that,  as  the  law  now  stood, 
in  a  great  number  of  instances  we  admitted 
the  testimony  of  parties  to  causes.    In  all 
criminal  prosecutions,  where  the  motives 
operating  on  a  man's  mind  were  souie- 
timea  ^tiite  as  strong  as  in  any  eiril  case, 
the  partiee  were  admitted  to  give  evi- 
doncp,  and  no  iiicomcnicnf^e  was  found  to 
result,     lu  proceedings  m  the  Courts  of 
Equity,  also,  the  defendant  was  put  to  his 
answer  upon  oath.    He  admitted  that  pro- 
ceeding: wa.s,  perhaps,  of  no  very  groat 
valne,  because  the  defendant  gave  his  an- 
swer upon  oath  to  written  tuterrogatorics, 
idiich  he  answered  at  his  leisure,  leaving 
h  to  his  lawyer  to  frame  the  answers  pro- 
perly.   Again,  in  all  proceedings  in  the 
Courts  of  Common  Law,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  trials  before  juries,  questions  which 
arose  were  determined  upon  affidavits,  and 
the  Courts  had  invariahly  the  affidavits  of  I 
the  parties  iuterested  in  the  cause.  In- 
deed, not  only  were  the  affidavits  of  the 
parties  admitted,  but  the  omission  of  the 
affidavit  of  eitlier  party  would  be  imme- 
diately matter  of  observation  by  the  op- 
posing couiii»el  and  by  the  Court,    it  was 
said,  that  the  effiMt  of  the  change  would  be 
to  put  an  intelligent  person  on  one  side, 
and  a  dull  or  ignorant  man  on  the  other,  on 
an  unequal  footing  ;  but  that  inequality 
already  existed  from  the  nature  of  cireura- 
stances.   But  that  that  inequality  had  any 
♦jreat  influence  in  the  administration  of 
justice,  he  did  not  believe;  for  the  simple 
and  ignorant  man,  who  came  into  a  court 
to  speak  the  truth,  was  as  readily  believed, 
to  lay  the  leaat»  aa  the  astute  and  cunning 


one,  who  pos^esped  elovcrness,  which  might 
enable  him  to  throw  a  veil  over  it.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  a  vast  additicna! 
amount  of  light  and  information  would  be 
thrown  on  the  administration  of  justice  by 
this  Bill,  and  that  there  was  no  welU 
founded  objection  against  it.  He  might 
state  that  tho^c  distinguished  oniamenti 
of  the  legal  profession,  Lords  l^  nman. 
Brougham,  Campbell,  and  Cranworth,  were 
in  favour  of  the  alteration  proposed  by  this 
Bill,  and  he  hoped  it  would  receive  the  as- 
sent of  that  House.  They  were  not  with- 
out experience  to  guide  them  in  deciding 
the  question,  for  the  admission  of  parties 
to  sitits  to  give  evidence  had  been  in  actual 
practice  for  scveval  years  under  the  sys- 
tem of  adniiniritration  of  justice  in  County 
Courts.  The  whole  body  of  County  Court 
Judges,  with,  he  believed,  only  one  excep- 
tion, were  unanimously  in  favour  of  the 
plan  involved  in  tliis  measure,  because 
they  found  it  simphticd  the  administration 
of  justice,  and  enabled  justice  to  be  done 
in  many  instances  in  which  otherwise  it 
could  not  ho  obtained.  The  evils  likely  to 
result  from  tlic  change  contemplated  by 
this  Bill,  had,  he  thought,  been  greatly 
exaggerated,  and  he  was  perfectly  satisfied 
it  would  be  found  to  work  well. 

Clause  agreed  to;  as  was  also  Clause  2. 
On  Clause  3,  which  prevents  the  wife 
being  examined  on  behalf  of  the  husband, 
or  the  husband  on  behalf  of  the  wife» 

Mn.  HENLEY  said,  he  was  inclined  to 
think  that  the  balance  of  advantage  and 

disadvantage  was  in  favour  of  admitting 
the  evidence  of  the  interested  parties  in  a 
buit ;  and  aa  the  principle  had  already 
been  acted  upon  in  the  County  Courts,  be 
did  not  see  how  they  could  rationally  or 
j  ciMiHistently  refuse  to  extend  it  to  all  civil 
uciiuas  whatsoever.  He  wished  to  know 
why,  after  the  principle  of  the  admissibility 
of  parties  to  give  evidence  had  been  so 
broadly  laid  down  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  they  were  to  agree  to 
the  proviswnaof  this  Clause,  which  formed 
a  decided  exception  ?  The  effect  would  be 
to  exclude  a  shopkeeper's  wife,  who  might 
have  sold  goods  in  a  shop  tu  a  customer, 
from  giving  evidence  for  hor  husband  rda- 
tive  to  the  transacdon. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  be 
never  used  any  argument  on  a  subject  so 
important  as  that  of  the  administration  of 
;  justice,  which  he  thought  ill*fonnded,  and 
therefore  he  must  at  once  frankly  say  that 
:  he  could  not  defend  this  eieeptico.  He 
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"knew  of  no  good  reasoQ  for  it;  but  he  j  they  should  by  all  moans  put  la  the  Bill 
understood  there  was  a  strong  opinion  in  I  what  they  tbooght  right,  even  if  they  ran 
the  other  Hoiwe  in  farow  of  excluding  the  |  the  risk  of  toeing  it  in  another  place.  It 

was  a  mrn^tirn  much  in  flccoruftnco  with 
tho  wants  and  wishes  of  tlio  people,  that 
if  not  carried  this  Session,  it  certaiuly 
voald  bo  hi  tho  next. 

Tho  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  was  de- 
cidedly of  opinion  that,  if  the  principle  of 
admitting  the  wife's  evideace  were  to  be 
recognised  at  «I1  in  oivil  coaeo,  it  mint  te 
recognised  as  well  against  the  hnsband  an 
in  his  favour.  He  would  not  oppose  any 
luodification  in  the  Clause  having  for  its 
object  the  admiamm  of  tho  urife's  etideneo 
either  for  or  against  the  husband  in  civil 
cases;  but  an  ancient  prejudice  made  it 
desirable  that  they  should  not  attempt  to 
introduce  the  principle  of  allowing  the  wife 
to  give  testimony  against  her  husband  in 
crimiiml  cases.  Ho  was  far  from  saying 
that  such  an  oxomrition  was  dofcnsiblo 
upon  any  high  moral  principle;  but  so 
strong  a  prcjudioo  existed  ia  its  foYour, 
that  any  alteration  of  the  law  in  this  ro> 
epcct  would  most  probably  cause  tho  loss 
of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  WAKLET  hoHofod  that  thoboHer 
plan  would  be  to  omit  the  Clause  altoge- 
ther. Ho  had  no  doubt  thr^  othfr  House 
would  give  way  in  deference  to  their 
opinion. 

Mr.  HBNLBT  ihonght  tiiat  the  object 

which  was  sought  to  bo  sccurcl  hy  the 
Amendment  of  tho  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  (Air.  Crowdor),  would  be  obtained 
in  a  more  diroet  and  SititfiMtory  manoor 
by  making  a  verbal  alteration  in  the  third 
clause.  He  would  suggest  the  omission 
of  the  words  "  civil  or  criminal,"  and  the 
insertion  of  the  word  "orimitud"  befbte 
"  proceeding,"  thus  restrieting  tho 
tion  of  the  clause  to  civil  cases  only. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  thought 
the  suggestion  of  tho  hon.  Member  for  Ox- 
fordshire a  most  Talaable  one,  and  one  that 
entirely  met  the  ■^r^n'^p  of  tlic  romTiiittoe. 
He  would  then  not  introduce  any  alteration 
in  the  law  of  evidence  as  regarded  criminal 
cases.  The  lew  proceeded  in  all  its  de> 
partmcnts  ou  tho  identity  of  husband  and 
wifo.  Now,  they  did  not  compel  the  hus- 
band 10  give  evidence  i^ainst  himself,  and 
therefore  neither  fthoiild  the  vifo  be  oom^ 
pellcd  to  give  evidenee  against  her  hus- 
band. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to;  as  was 
also  0laiiie4. 

On  Clanse  6,  providing  that  a  party  in- 
teoding  to  gite  evidenee  on  hia  ewn  behalf 


wife  from  giving  evidenco,  and  he  feared 
if  they  altered  this  Clause  it  might  be  fatal 
to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  OROWDBB  quite  conoarred  in  the 
Tiew  so  clearly  expressetl  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Affornoy  General,  that  parties  to 
a  suit  should  be  admitted  to  give  evidenoe» 
and  he  thongfat  also  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley)  was  quite 
right  in  objecting  to  tho  exception  mado 
by  this  Clause,  and  that  husband  and  wife 
should  be  admitted  to  give  evidenee  for 
each  other.  By  the  83rd  section  of  the 
County  Courts  Act,  husband  and  wife  were 
allowed  to  give  cviJenco  in  each  other's 
cause;  and  if  they  passed  the  Clause  as  it 
now  stood,  the  law  in  the  snperior  oonrta 
would  be  different  from  that  in  the  County 
Courts.  He  should  propose,  therefore,  to 
striko  out  the  words,  "  or  shall  in  any  pro- 
eoodiag,  mvil  or  eriminal,  render  any  hue* 
band  eompetent  or  compellable  to  pve  evi- 
dence for  or  against  his  wife,  or  any  wife 
eompetent  or  compellable  to  give  ovidonco 
for  or  against  her  husband,  "  and  to  in- 
sert a  proTiso,  **  that  huslwnds  or  wives 
shall  he  competent  to  rr'^vn  cvl  lence  either 
fritd  voce  or  by  the  practice  of  the  Court 
for  each  other,  but  that  nothing  shall  ren- 
der auy  wife  or  husband  eompetent  or  com- 
pella^ile  to  <^nve  evidence  against  her  hus- 
band or  wife  respectively,  except  On  cross- 
examination  after  an  ciamination  in  chief.  " 
Tho  exelotion  of  the  wife's  evidenee  against 
the  husband,  rested  on  policy,  for  the  sake 
of  averting  domestic  broils,  and  he  thought 
it  desirable  to  leave  tho  law  in  this  respect 
as  it  now  stood. 

Mr.  J.  EVANS  thonghtif  any  Amend, 
ment  in  that  House  would  peril  this  in- 
valuable Bill,  they  should  abstain  from 
making  any;  but  he  did  not  see,  if  a  pro- 
per amendment  in  the  Bill  were  made, 
why  it  should  be  rejected  in  the  other 
House.  He  thought,  however,  there  were 
the  most  material  objections  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr  Cr "'.rder),  which  went  to  the  repeal 
of  part  it  a  Clauso  in  tho  County  Courta 
Act,  which  had  liad  the  most  beneficial 
effiMts;  whereas  they  ought  rather  to  assi- 
milate th  -  li.v  in  the  anperior  Oonrts  to 
that  in  the  County  Courts.  If  they  allow- 
ed the  wife  to  give  evidenoe  for  her  hus- 
haiid*  it  was  right  also  that  her  evidenee 
■gmnst  him  should  be  admitted. 

Sn  QBOAQB  ST&IOKLANJ)  thought 
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should  ffiTO  fourteen  do^s'  notice  to  the 
Other  fiae^  and  thst  if  he  iDtonded  to  o«ll 
ihe  opposite  party  ho  should  Mnro  the 
ttunmoiii  upon  him  foor  dajs  heforo  the 
trid. 

lU.  J.  BVANd  said,  !t  would  he  foand 

productive  of  groat  practical  inconvenience 

and  injustiff^  to  reqinro  n  party  intendin;* 
to  give  evidence  on  hia  own  behalf  to  give 
notice. 

The  ATTOBKBY  GENKKAL  said, 
that  1.0  ])PLr\  cnmmmiicatcd  with  a  learned 
Gcritlemau  who  took  a  grent  interest  in 
this  Bill,  and  who  was  peculiarly  compe- 
tent to  apeak  with  respect  to  it,  and  he 
understood  from  him  tliat  this  claiiste  was 
inserted  because  it  was  thought  thot  it 
might  possibly  happen  that  where  &  party 
eamo  forward  to  give  OTidence  !n  his  own 
fafeor*  Im  might,  if  he  knew  that  liIs  ad- 
versnry  was  absent,  make  a  false  state- 
ment as  to  what  pas!>cd  between  them, 
whieh  no  one  hot  his  u|ipoiient  ootdd  eon« 
ttadiet.  Tho  object  of  the  olanao  was, 
therefore,  to  give  a  party  tho  menn?  of 
being  present  at  the  trial  if  hia  adversary 
intended  to  be  e.xamined,  and  at  the  aame 
time  to  relieve  liim  from  the  inoonvenU 

ence  of  doing  so  if  lie  did  not. 

Mr.  STANFORD  said,  he  bIiouM  sup- 
pWt  tho  clause,  because  a  case  had  occur- 
red  In  whieh  a  dectston  had  been  giren 


tend  and  be  examined;  it  was  sufficient  if 
he  received  anfBcient  notice  (whatetef  that 
might  he  in  the  particular  case)  to  enable 
him  to  come  to  the  court.  Ho  therefore 
proposed  to  omit  the  words  *'  foor  days/* 
in  the  latter  part  of  the  o1anae«  It  would 
be  qui  to  enongh  if  he  were  auhponaed  in 
time  like  an  ordinnw  w'f ness. 

Ma.  CROWDEli  objected  to  the  intro- 
dflctfon  of  a  principle  differeDt  from  that 
which  was  at  present  appHed  to  the  prao* 
tice  in  County  Courts. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  thougiit 
that  they  should  not  follow  the  practice  of 
the  County  Oonrts  slarishly.  fle  would 
introduce  a  proviso  c.xompting  Countj 
Courts  from  the  operation  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  J.  EVANS  said,  that  ho  considered 
the  clause  so  objectionaUe  that  he  thonld 
divide  the  Committee  upon  it. 

Motion  made,  f^inl  OiK'?tion  put,  "That 
the  Clause,  as  ameuded,  stand  part  of  tlie 
Bill." 

The  Committee  dividtd  t—Ajm  37| 

Noes  29  :  Majority  8. 

Clause  agreed  to;  as  was  also  Clause  6. 
On  Clause  7,  authorising  Common  Law 
Courts  to  compel  inspection  of  dooumenta 
wlienover  Equity  would  grant  discnvery, 

iMii.  MULLINGS  objected  tliat  "this 
would  ouablo  a  party  who  brought  au  ao- 
tion  for  ejectment*  and  found  a  few  daya 


against  him  in  the  County  Court,  in  con-  before  going  to  trial  that  hh  title  was  de 
sequence  of  his  not  bctnjj  aware  that  tho  fective,  to  compel  hi8  adversary  to  pive 


plaintiff'  intended  to  give  evidence;  fur  had 
M  known  that,  he  should  hoTo  attended, 

and  oould  then  have  contradicted  certain 
Itatements  whicb  he  had  made. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  the  argument 
of  ihe  hoa.  Member  would  go  so  ihr  as  to 

ra^nife  that  notice  should  be  given  of  all 
witnesses  intended  to  be  called.  He  {Mr. 
Hculey)  objected  to  this  clause,  because  if 
it  were  adopted  its  principle  must  be  ex- 
tended to  other  eases,  and  he  oould  not  *ee 
vhy  fi  mnn  could  not  mnl^n  a  good  defence 
without  knowinp^  the  names  of  tho  wit- 
ne&seft  who  would  be  brought  against  him. 

The  ATTORNEY  GBNBRAL  said, 
that  he  thought  It  would  bo  very  inconve- 
nient to  compel  both  parties  to  be  present 
on  every  ocoasiou  in  order  to  watch  what 
their  adfeiwary  might  say  if  he  were  called. 
At  the  same  time  he  quite  felt  the  force  of 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hen.  Member  for 
OiftMtishire  (Mr.  Henley),  He  thought 
that  the  latter  part  of  the  elause  was  of  no 
Me,  for  he  eomd  not  see  why  the  opposite 
party  should  have  either  four  divs  or  four 
hottra'  notice  that  he  was  required  to  at- 


him  an  opportunity  of  completing  it  trom 
an  inspeeUon  of  the  deeda  whidb  he  might 

have  in  his  possession. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  this  was  not  so,  for  the  power  pro- 
poeed  to  be  given  by  this  clause  was  con'> 

nned  to  cases  in  which  a  party  miffht  at 
present  obtain  an  inspection  by  filing  a 
bill  of  discovery  before  a  Court  of  Equity; 
and  the  effect  of  the  elause  was  therefore 
merely  to  substitute  for  that  very  expen- 
sive process  a  cheap  and  simple  mode  of 
attaining  the  same  object.  In  the  case 
put  by  his  hon.  Friend,  of  au  action  for 
ejectment,  the  Court  of  Chancerv  would 
not  compel  the  defendant  to  show  his  title- 
deeds  to  a  stranger,  or  to  any  one  whom 
it  did  not  consider  to  have  some  hold  upon 
hia  eoiaeienoef  and  the  Common  Law  Judge 
would  be  guided  by  the  same  principle. 
No  donbt  ho  would  bo  obliged  to  decide 
the  point  upon  equitable  principles;  but 
Courts  of  Law  were  already  obliged  In 
many  cases  to  take  cognisance  of  the  prin« 
riples  of  equity.  And  indeed  ho  regarded 
this  clause  with  peculiar  faTOur  on  that 
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TMJ  aoeomit;  and  wu  Twy  |lAd  to  tee  a 

olause  of  a  similar  cliaractor  in  the  Bankp 
rnptey  Bill,  which  would  80on  como  before 
that  House,  and  by  nhich  the  Courts  of 
Law  vera  anabled  to  proceed  by  injunction 
in  eert«a  cases.  He  Li  lleved  Umt  thcso 
were  steps  to  the  establishment  of  an  im- 
portant principle,  that  where  any  Court  of 
Law  had  jurisdiction  over  the  subject-mat- 
ter'of  dispute,  it  should  eiereiae  also  all 
the  ancillai}'  jurlstliclion  whicli  was  at  pre- 
sent exercised  by  a  Court  of  Equity. 

Mr.  MULLIXGS  said,  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Clause  to  point  out  the  evi- 
donee  which  it  was  requiute  should  bo  be- 
fore the  Judge. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENFT^  AL  said, 
that  the  Court  would  only  compel  a  pat  ty 
to  allow  an  inspection  of  documents  upon 
a  statement  of  sufficient  facta  to  jnstify  it. 
The  Court  would  coinpcl  hlin  to  say  wliat 
deed  he  wanted,  and  to  give  such  a  do- 
scription  of  it  as  showed  that  ho  knew 
something  about  it*  What  was  desired 
was  to  get  rid  of  expense,  and  to  have  a 
short  .simple  summary  mode  of  proceeding, 
instead  of  the  dilatory  and  expensive  bill 
of  discovery.  He  joined  witn  his  bon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  Oene- 
ral,  in  hailing  this  as  the  commencement 
of  a  new  era  in  our  system  of  judicial  pro- 
eeedittgi  bo  hoped  that  we  were  now  get- 
ting the  fine  edge  of  the  wedge  in,  and  that 
it  would  end  in  tliat  fusion  of  law  and 
equity,  short  of  which  he  was  convinced 
tnst  the  public  would  not  bo  satisfied. 

Ms.  HENLEY  bad  no  objection  to  this 
Clause  so  far  as  it  did  not  exceed  the  ope- 
ration of  a  bill  of  discovery,  hut  he  ob- 
jected to  that  portion  of  which  compelled 
a  man  to  ^ve  a  copy  preriouslj  <^  any  do- 
cument which  ho  was  compellable  to  bring 
into  court  under  a  suhpmna  duces  tecum; 
such  a  summons  would  compel  a  man  to 
bring  any  deed  into  Court. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  he  should  have  no  objection  to  strike 
out  the  words  **  to  take  examined  copies," 
80  as  to  meet  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mb.  STTTART  WORTLEY  said,  there 
were  many  cases  in  which  it  was  desirable 
that  a  previous  inspection  should  he  allowed 
of  documents  which  a  party  was  compell- 
able to  bring  into  Court  under  a  subpoena 
duce*  leeum,  because  at  present  the  oppo- 
site party  who  had  obtained  the  summons, 
frequently  found  that  the  document  when 
produced  in  court  defeated  them  on  some 
The  Solicitor  General 


technical  pobt  He  tbonght  duit  H  was 
desirable  to  pass  this  Clause,  which  waa 

one  means  of  breaking  down  the  barrier 
between  the  two  classes  of  courts,  and  thus 
preventing  the  glaring  injustice  of  a  man 
being  driven  "  from  pillar  to  post,"  going 

Into  a  Court  of  Law  and  being  tuld  his  re- 
medy was  in  equity,  and  going  into  a  Court 
of  Equity,  aud  being  told  Lis  remedy  was 
at  law. 

The  ATTOnXEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  was  willing  to  leave  out  so  much  of  the 
clause  as  related  to  documents  produced 
under  a  svbpcena  duces  Uewm, 

Clause,  as  amended,  etgreod  to}  as  was 

albo  ('lauso 

On  Claui>e  U,  declaring  apothecaries' 
certificates  adraiamblo  in  evidence  withoafc 
proof  of  seal, 

Mr.  WAKLEY  said,  he  thought  that 
the  same  provision  should  be  applied  to  the 
diplomas  of  the  Royal  Colleges  of  Surgeons 
and  Physicians. 

Tliu  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  agreed 
very  much  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber fur  Fiusbury.  He  believed  that  the 
Bill  as  It  came  down  from  the  other  Honaa 
would  have  a  most  beneficial  effect,  and  he 
therefore  accepted  it;  but  ho  begged  it 
might  not  be  thought  that  all  the  amend* 
ments  reqoisito  In  the  law  of  eTidenoe  weie 
provided  for  by  it.  That  subject  wodd 
soon  come  under  the  conT^ideration  of  the 
Commissioners  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
Common  Law,  who  intended  to  make  a 
searching  inqntiy  into  it;  and  he  hoped 
that  they  would  be  able  to  suggest  many 
improvements  and  ameliorations  in  that 
branch  of  the  law.  Something  of  the  kind 
suggested  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  WsIe* 
ley)  would,  his  had  no  doubt,  bo  eonddered 
by  them. 

Mr.  CROWDER  could  not  see  why  the 
provision  suggested  by  the  boo.  Kember 
for  Finsbury  oonid  not  be  insetted  In  the 

present  Bill, 

Clause  agreed  to;  as  were  the  remauung 
Clauses. 

Mil.  STUART  WORTLBY  then  pro- 
posed the  addition  of  a  ClaiiPc  tn  allow  the 
production  in  evidence  of  a  certificate  of 
the  substance  of  a  record  in  all  cases  in 
which  it  was  now  necessary  to  produce  the 
record  itself  in  order  to  prove  the  acquittal 
or  conviction  of  a  prisoner.  This  course 
was  at  present  followed  in  some  cases  under 
Sir  Robert  Peel's  Act;  bnt  there  were 
others  (such  as  MJtiona  for  malicious  pro- 
secution or  false  imprisonment)  in  which  it 
was  still  necessary  to  produce  the  record 
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itodff  ft  tt^  whieh  wm  attended  with  great 


The  ATTORNEY  GENKRAL  said, 
tb&t  he  considered  the  Clause  of  tlie  right 
him.  and  learned  Gentieman  eontMned  a 
meet  valnahle  provision. 

Mn.  STUART  WOIITLEY  said,  that 
he  must  not  be  taken  entirely  to  approve 
of  the  nieaavre.  He  had  conaiderahle  he- 
sitation ^vith  respect  to  allowing  the  intro- 
duction of  the  evidence  of  the  parties  in- 
terested; but  ho  could  not  understand  why, 
if  admissible  at  all,  it  should  not  be  admis- 
sihle  in  criminal  08  well  as  civil  cases. 
One  of  the  hardest  cases  with  which  he 
was  u  ijuaintod,  was  when  a  poor  man 
charged  with  crime,  or  a  particular  crime, 
•aid  thai  he  was  at  hcNue  all  night,  and  yet 
was  not  allowed  to  eall  his  wife  to  .prore 
the  fact. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Hooae  resamed ;  WSimpwUd, 

TnK  PHARMACY  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Ifii.  WAKLET  mored  that  tfie  House 

should  go  into  Committee  on  this  Bill. 
This  Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  by  con- 
sent, a  fortnight  since,  iu  order  to  enable 
the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Albans  (Mr.  Bell) 
to  introduce  certain  amendments  into  it, 

aad  on  the  distinct  understanding  tliut  the 
Bin  was  not  to  proceed  further  during  the 


eated  in  the  different  depaiimenta  of  sei- 

ence,  bIiouUI  be  diflfused  through  our  small- 
est to\vns.  A  doubt  had  been  raised 
^Yhether  the  rbanuaccutical  ^Society  were 
competent  to  undertake  the  duties  pro> 
posed  to  be  imposed  upon  them  by  this 
Bill.  Now  that  society  had  been  in  ex- 
istence since  1843,  when  it  was  incor- 
porated by  a  Royal  eliarter;  and  although 
ho  was  connected  with  a  journal  iifhi<di 
circulated  through  the  profession,  he  was 
sure  that  since  that  society  undertook  the 
important  duties  allotted  to  it,  he  had 
never  heard  a  single  complaint  with  regard 
to  the  manner  in  which  it  had  discharged 
'  them.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire, 
however,  thought  that  evideuce  of  these 
facta  should  oe  adduecd  before  a  Seleet 
Committee. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Waklcy)  had  treated  the  Houso  with 
some  injnstiee  wh«i  he  acoused  them  of 
having  a  very  grmt  distaste  for  physic;  for 
they  wished  to  leave  open  the  trade  in  phy- 
sic, which  the  hon.  Member  sought  to  re- 
striet.  He  (Mr.  Henley)  viewed  the  Bill  as 
dealing  with  one  part  only  of  a  large  and 
difficult  subject;  aud  he  thought  that  more 
inquiry  was  necessary.  The  society  to 
which  reference  had  been  made,  might  be 
well  adapted  for  its  porpose,  bnt  the  House 
had  no  evidence  on  that  point;  the  Bill 
would  give  the  socif^tv  ;^rcat  power;  and 


hon.  Secretary  for  tbo  Home  Depart- 
ment whether,  if  all  opposition  from 
other  parties  were  withdrawn,  the  Govern- 
ment woold  aOow  tiie  Bill  to  proceed  dnr^ 
ing  the  present  Session;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  in  that  case  tliey 
would.  Although,  however,  the  Bill  was 
one  of  the  smallest  measures  of  medical 
reform  that  could  be  produced — almost 
the  first  brick  in  the  fabric — it  could  not 
proceed  during  the  present  Session,  be- 
cause he  uow  found  that  there  were  still 
soma  objeetioBS  raised  i^nst  it,  and  he 
eould  not.  therefore,  urge  its  further  pro- 
gress. The  Members  of  that  House,  he 
feared,  had  no  taste  for  physic.  He  hoped 
^at  in  the  early  part  of  the  next  Session 
this  subject  would  be  entered  upon  in  a 
friendly  and  liberal  spirit,  for  the  House 
might  be  assured  that  by  legislating  on 
tUa  salijeot  they  would  eonfer  an  euential 
serriea  upon  the  public.  Ho  thought  the 
House  would  admit  thnt  it  could  not  be 
otherwise  than  beneficial  to  the  public, 
that  a  body  of  1 0,000  men,  highly  edu« 


present  Session.  On  i^Viday  lost,  how-  the  prupcr  course,  ho  tiiought,  would  be 
Offer,  he  (Mr.  WoUey}  asked  the  right  for  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Albans  (Mr. 

Bell)  early  next  Session  to  move  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  with  the  view 
of  procuring  further  information  on  the 
subject. 

Mb.  J.  BELL  bad  no  objection  to  mora 

for  a  Select  Committee,  aTv!  proceed  with 
the  measure  in  that  way,  as  soon  as  Par- 
liament met'  next  S'ession.  This  Bill  was 
not  mtended  to  restriet  the  sale  of  medi^ 
cine,  or  to  create  a  monopoly.  It  was 
only  intended  to  improve  the  pduc?\tinn  nf 
persons  engaged  iu  that  pursuit.  Even  if 
the  Bill  were  passed  immediately,  sereml 
years  must  elapse  before  it  could  come 
into  complete  o[icration.  The  effect  would 
bo  gradual,  and  would  not  do  injustice  to 
any  one.  He  was  anxious  the  Bill  should 
not  be  mixed  up  with  the  question  of  me- 
dical reform.  For  sixteen  years  he  had 
been  watching  the  progress  of  tbo  numer- 
ous Bills  that  had  been  brought  forward 
for  medical  reform:  and  if  his  me&suro 
were  mixed  up  with  that  question,  it  might 
share  the  same  fate. 
Committee  ptU  off  for  three  months. 
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VICTORIA  PARK  BILIh 
Order  for  Committeo  road. 
Houfio  in  Commifctee. 
OImuw  1. 

Miu  WAKLET  wUhed  to  kaoir  wlicn 

he  might  expect  to  see  the  Battersca  nud 
Finsbury  Parka  completed.  Ho  could  aH- 
Bure  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Commis- 
tloner  of  Woods  end  Foretts,  that,  with  re> 
spect  to  tho  latter  park,  groat  anxiety  ex- 
isted in  tho  n)etropulis.  A  larijo  quantity 
of  land  whioh  was  available  lur  the  purpose 
might  be  obUunod  apon  very  reasonable 
terms;  but  as  buildings  wore  continualiy 
being  erected  on  the  plot  to  whioh  he  al- 
luded, it  would  soon  bo  hopeless  to  attempt 
to  cOQTort  it  into  a  park.  He  therefore 
triieted  that  the  noble  Lord  would,  as  soon 
as  possible,  bring  furwurd  a  TjIII  for  the 
purchase  of  the  land  alluded  to,  and  with 
which  he  belioTed  the  noble  Lord  was  well 
asqnainted. 

ViflcouxT  DUNCAN  said,  that  Victoria 
and  liattcrsca  Parks  were  purchased  with 
money  derived  from  the  land  revenues  of 
the  Crown ;  and  if  a  new  park  were  to  be 
formed  for  Finsbury,  he  hoped  tho  nnhlo 
Lord  would  state  from  what  sourao  the 
funds  were  to  be  taken. 

LoBD  SEYMOUR  said,  that  one  ol  the 
obieOts  of  the  Battersea  Park  Bill  was  to 
refioTe  the  Crown  lands  from  all  charges 
on  account  of  that  park.  They  had  only 
been  deodvittg  themselves  when  the^r  paid 
such  charges  from  funds  which  otherwise 
would  have  been  carried  tn  the  jmblte  ac- 
oottnt«  Ho  was  awaro  that  there  was  a 
sttting  desire  in  Finsbury  and  the  adjoin^ 
ing  district  that  a  park  should  bo  formed 
in  that  neighbourlirn  rl,  ruid  ho  had  taken 
pains  to  ar.cortain  tiio  ))0SHibihty  of  making 
a  parii.  thero«  The  iirst  diihculty  wuukl 
be  the  raising  of  the  neoessary  funds.  If 
those  funds  were  raised,  ho  believed  that 
there  would  be  little  diffiooltj  in  procuring 
a  site. 

MiuBROTHBRTON  said,  people  in  the 
oomtiy  did  not  grudge  to  contribute  the 

neee««ary  funds  when  they  wanted  to  form 
parks.  Ther  did  not  ask  that  the  na- 
tional funds  shottU  be  resorted  to  far  their 
peculiar  enjoyment,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
wealthy  metropolitans  weold  be  ashamed  of 
taking  a  difierent  course. 

Sir  henry  BARRON  complained  of 
the  gross  injustice  of  making  the  people  of 
Irt'liinJ  fOTitrihute  funds  for  the  formation 
of  parks  tnr  tlio  special  enjoyment  of  the 
people  oi  Lomioii.    lie  was  glad  to  hear 

thai  th«  QofnaiMat  had  detatnimd,  for 
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the  fottire,  on  making  such  districts  at 
desired  to  possess  tho  advaiitages  of  pariBSt 
contribute  the  necessary  iunds. 

Ohnaa  tigrmd  to;  as  were  theremaimog 
Clauses* 

House  resumed;  Oommittee  ri|porisJ. 

COUNTY  COURTS  FURTHER 
EZTSNSIOlf  BILL 

Order  for  Comni'ff  e  feed. 
House  in  Committee. 
Clauses  13  to  15  agreed  to. 
Mft,  CROWDER  proposed  to  insert  the 
following  Clause 

"  Aud  whomns  It  is  espedieat  to  rsaderappeatt 

from  thi>  Cijunty  Courts  more  e£Bcient  ;  be  it 
enacted.  That  so  much  of  13th  and  14th  Victoria, 
c.  81..  nee.  14,  AS  limits  the  Coart  of  Appeal  tO 
the  Pttine  Judm  of  the  superior  Courts  of  Com- 
mon Law  at  Westminster,  and  the  sitting  of  tUo 
sail]  Ciirii  t  (if  AjifKe.il  to  a  time  out  of  tt-rm,  is 
hereby  rcpe.iled.  and  that  all  appeals  now  depend- 
ing or  hereafter  to  be  hroeffat  befen  the  tsUI  s«> 
perior  Cntirt«!,  j^hnll  br  heard  and  d.?termin<'d  in 
term  by  the  Judgeji  thereof  as  part  uf  ihe  ordmaty 
business  of  such  Courts,  or  out  of  term  by  aojr  two 
or  more  of  tho  Judgos  of  the  said  sup.  rior  Courtl 
sitting  as  a  Court  of  Appeal  for  that  purpose." 

Mr.  J.  EVANS  hohovcd  that  the  pre- 
sent sjstem  of  appeal  gave  satisfaotiou, 
and  had  never  boM  eomplained  «f. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  sup- 
ported the  clause,  whieli  would  considecw 
ably  tend  to  expedite  cases  of  appeaL 
HiR  JAUES  aRAHAM  wisM  to 
peal  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Attoraej  m> 
nerul,  and  to  Her  Majesty's  Gnvernmcnt, 
to  let  the  matter  stand  as  it  notr  was.  He 
agreed  with  thoee  who  thought  that  we 
should  hare,  in  the  cheapest  and  most 
expeditious  form,  the  best  mode  of  appeal 
that  could  bo  established.  Now,  as  he 
understood  tho  hon.  and  learned  Gentle 
man  (Mr.  Orowder),  objeetioo  was  takea  te 
the  existing  tribunals  for  appeals.  lie  was 
certainly  not  disposed  to  overlook  the  im- 
portance of  tho  superior  Courts  in  West- 
minsterwhall,  and  oi  the  Bar  there;  ht 
beliored  that  it  was  for  the  public  intereei 
that  the  Bar  should  be  upheld  in  its  inde- 
pendence and  hu^li  position,  but  at  the 
same  he  did  not  think  ^t  any  saeriiee  ef 
the  public  interest  should  be  made  oTcn  for 
so  groat  an  object,  lie  could  ivrll  sec  that 
it  would  bo  for  the  advantage  of  the  liar 
in  the  present  case  that  the  appeal  shoald 
lie  to  the  superior  Court,  not  to  a  portisA 
of  the  superior  Court,  but  to  tlic  roiirt  it- 
ppjf,  with  all  the  advantage  of  tlio  Bar. 
iiut  the  question  whioh  the  House  bad  to 

eensider  was»  whetbav  thai  mold  b*  Ibr 
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the  convOTiicncc  and  interest  of  the  public?  |  riii^hlhon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  to  hare 
Even  though  the  appeal  might  be  better  asked  whetlier  the  practice  at  present  fol 


heard  bj  the  Supreme  Court  with  the  as-, 
■ittMloe  of  the  Bar,  yet  tho  question  was, 
would  it,  on  the  whole,  be  f  n-  tin.  advan- 
tage of  the  public  ?  He  put  it  to  tho  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General,  and  the 
right  hon.  and  lMni«d  G«illetDan  the 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  whether 
there  was  on  the  whole  saoh  an  imperPec- 
tiofi  in  the  existing  appellate  jurisdiotioni 
lluitt  taking  dl  the  clmttmstaneei  into  eon- 
•idention,  it  was  desirable  to  effeot  this 
chancr.  Her  ^^ftjesty'8  Government  were 
the  guardians  of  the  public  in  that  iiouse, 
and  he  held  that  they  thonld  inako  them* 
Mlfea  parties  to  no  change,  unless  such 
as  would  clearly  be  for  the  benefit  of  tlie 
public  generally. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
really  did  not  aee  the  neeeeaity  for  the  ap- 
peal that  had  been  made  to  him  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  the  sim- 
plest thing  in  the  world,  and  lie  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Qenfleman  apprehend' 
ed  the  nature  of  the  proposed  change.  At 
the  present  moment  an  appeal  lay  from  tho 
inferior  Court,  presided  over  by  tho  County 
Court  Judge,  to  one  of  the  enpoHor  Gonrts 
in  Weetminster,  and  was  dispoaed  of  by 
the  Puisne  Tiiflgea  sitting  out  of  term;  and 
the  proposal  uow  made  was  to  enable  ap- 
peals to  be  heard  and  determined  in  term 
by  the  Judges  in  the  superior  Conrta.  It 
would  malse  no  difFerencc  to  the  Bar  whe- 
ther the  appeal  was  heard  before  the  Puisne 
Judges  or  the  supreme  Court,  nor  would  it 
make  any  diftrenee  to  the  auitora  in  point 
of  eipense.  The  only  difference  was  this, 
that  if  the  appeal  happened  to  at  i'^p  when 
the  Court  was  sitting  in  banco,  nnd  it  the 
Oonrt  wae  not  so  oppreieed  with  bneinees 
but  that  it  might  attend  to  it,  then  power 
"li'^nld  be  given  to  dispose  of  the  appeal  at 
once.  There  was  a  ditierenco  in  point  of 
time — ^for  by  the  present  mode  it  might  so 
happen  that  if  the  hearing  of  the  appeal 
vrn^  po<<tponed  tttl  aftoT  term,  moch  time 
mii'lit  be  lost. 

Mh.  CROVVDER  thought  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had  uietaken  the 
nature  of  tho  Clause  which  he  {Mr  Crow- 
der)  had  proposed.  It  might  happen  that 
an  appeal  was  made  just  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  termt  and,  aecording  to  the 
present  system,  that  appeal  mutt  necessa- 
rily stand  over,  though  the  Judges  might 
be  in  a  condition  to  dispose  of  it.  His 
elane  iNmld  ebriate  that  ef  0. 

Vjmjoubt  DUNOAH  imdoivtood  the 


lowed  had  not  keen  witfafhotory  to  the  ooun« 
try*  and  whether  any  neoeaeitv  existed  for 
the  proposed  change.    Ha  thought  they 

should  let  well  alone. 

Mr.  CROWDEIl  said,  a  case  of  incon- 
Tonience  had  oceorred  laat  term  in  the 
Connnon  Pleas,  in  consequence  of  the  Chief 
Justice  being  debarred,  by  the  provision 
which  had  been  referred  to,  from  taking 
an  appeal,  except  with  the  oooiettt  of  both 
parties. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAITAM  said,  he  re- 
collected  that  this  venr  matter  had  been 
discasBed  in  a  former  Seasion,  and  he  oer>^ 
tainly  onderatood  that,  on  tho  whole,  the 

apponl  clauses  had  given  satisfaction  to 
the  country.  He  had  yet  to  learn  that 
they  had  not  worked  well;  and  he  thought, 
before  any  change  was  made,  that  the  in- 
eonvoniencc  of  the  present  system  should 
bo  sliown.  There  might  be  reasons  as  re- 
garded the  Courts  for  the  change,  but  he 
eonid  aee  none  as  regarded  the  pobliot 

The  ATTORNBY  GENERAL  said» 
that  with  regard  to  public  convenience, 
the  object  of  all  legal  procceUmgs  should 
he  to  do  justice  in  the  smallest  poemUe 
period.  Suppose  a  plaintiff  got  a  Terdiet 
when  the  term  was  about  taking  place, 
and  that  the  defendant  wanted  time,  he 
brought  his  appeal,  conscious  that  for  three 
or  four  weeks  he  could  interpose  »  delay; 
and  there  was  an  obvious  inducement  under 
the  i>rcsent  sv'tftn  to  bring  an  nppenl  for 
the  uurpo^e,  under  such  circumstances,  of 
gaining  thrae  or  four  weeks  time*  Ha 
could  not  see  any  substantial  objeotion  to 
tho  clause.  If  they  could  have  an  appeal 
dis{)08ed  of  at  the  commencement  of  a 
term,  instead  of  waiting  the  whole  term, 
and  if  that  could  be  accompliahed  withont 
one  shilling  additional  expense  to  tho 
suitor,  he  could  not  uudorstand  why  that 
appeal  might  not  he  disposed  of  in  term 
time.  The  only  object  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  clause  was  to  expedite  the 
appeal,  and  he  (tlic  ,Att(n-noy  Gciipral) 
thought  that  would  be  au  uuduubicd  be- 
nefit to  the  soitor. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  the  great 
object  to  be  attained  was,  that  there  shonld 
be  the  most  speedv  justice  at  the  least 
poBsible  cost.  If  he  rightly  nnderstood 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General, 
that  Gentleman  said,  the  effect  of  this 
Clause  would  be  to  expedite  the  appeal, 
and  that  in  deciding  ii  the  suitom  wenU 
have  the  asslstanee  of  a  Chief  Justiee, 


Digitized  by  Google 


855     Couniy  Courts  J?'urlher  {COMMONS} 


Extension  BUL 


856 


wltliout  any  increase  of  cost  vrlmtcvor.  If 
tbc  hon.  and  k'arnod  (ientU'nian  told  liim 
that,  he  (Sir  J.  Grahum)  was  buuad  to  ad- 
mit that  this  CIsQse  was  a  desirable  one, 
because  it  would  give  more  speedy  justice, 
and  that  without  any  additional  cost  to 
the  parties — if  it  fulfilled  ali  those  condi- 
tions, he  {Sir  J.  Graham)  had  not «  word 
to  say  against  it. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  repeating  his  previous 
statement,  that  the  Clause  would  hare  the 
effect  of  expediting  appeals,  for  two  or 
three  weeks  at  the  least,  and  he  attend- 
ed with  no  possible  disadvantage  to  any 
one. 

Sir  GEORGB  FEGHBLL  said,  that 

if  this  Clause  had  a  tendency  to  expedite 
the  suit,  it  ought  to  have  been  introdaced 
by  the  Government. 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY  said,  he 
would  support  the  Clause,  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  secure  two  great  ohjects. 
uauiely,  greater  despatch  in  disposing  ot 
the  appeal,  and  greater  weight  and  autho- 
rity in  the  judgment  of  the  eourt. 

Clause  fiffreed  to. 

Me.  CKUWDER  then  moved  the  addi- 
tion  of  the  following  Clause 

"  And  whereas  doubts  Iwte  arisen  whether  the 

appeal  given  by  13  and  14  Viotoriu,  c.  01,  s.  14, 
lies  HI  cases  tried  by  the  County  Court  Judge  with- 
out a  jury ;  be  it  declared  and  enacted,  Tbut  if 
eitber  party  sball  bo  diss.iti-fied  with  f!ie  deter- 
minntion  of  the  County  Court  jiuij^e,  iu  puiia  ot' 
law,  in  any  case  trieil  with  or  without  a  jury,  such 
porty  may  appeal  to  the  said  isu]>erior  Courts." 

He  said,  the  appeal  Clause  in  the  13th 
and  14th  Victoria,  e.  61,  was  thought  to 
apply  only  to  eases  where  there  was  a  jury; 

so  tliat  if  a  caufio  was  heard  in  the  County 
Courts  without  a  Jury,  however  wrong  the 
decision  wight  be,  there  was  no  appeal 
whatever. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mn.  CROWD]^R  tlicn  proposed  to  in- 
troduce the  fuiiowing  Clause 

**  And  whereas  It  i*  expedient  to  pravidi*  f&t  the 

removal  of  claims  arisini,'  tuidor  9  aiiJ  10  N'ii'tori.i, 
o.  «.  118;  be  it  enacted,  Th.-it  any  such 
elaim,  and  any  summons  i«saed  in  respect  thereof, 
nnd  any  order  iiiridr>  thfrrnn,  niay  be  rcmovrd  iiito 
any  of  the  said  sufivnor  Courtis  by  leave  <»t"  any 
of  the  said  superior  Courts,  or  any  Judge  thereof, 
on  sofih  tenns  m  to  payment  of  oo^  or  bringing 
money  into  Court  as  euoh  Court  or  Judge  shall 
direct  ;  and  wlicn  any  siioh  rlaim,  summons,  or 
order  shall  be  removed,  the  said  superior  Court 
flhall  deal  therewith  In  the  aame  aoanner  in  all 
respects  ns  with  interpleader  eneet  arising  in  the 
said  su|Hiriur  Courts" 

Ho  thought  that  a  cla«aeef  eoiwderablo 
imporlanoe,  becanae  its  object  was  to  give 

8W  /.  Qm^tam 


the  right  of  appeal  in  cases  where  it  tlid 
not  exist  at  present.  The  clause  wliieh 
ho  wislied  to  add  had  reference  to  tlio 
118th  seetion  of  the  9th  and  lOthVietorU* 
c.  95,  which  gave  power  to  the  County 
Court  Judges  to  decide  interpleader  issues, 
without  any  appeal  to  any  other  tribuoul. 
BTon  if  it  should  be  aniiousljr  desired  by 
both  parties  to  an  interpleader  issue  that 
it  should  be  heard  before  a  superior  Court, 
it  could  not  be  done.  It  appeared  to  him 
very  important  that  there  shoald  be  an 
a2>p'  il  Ml  sucli  cases. 

Mil.  .MULLINCS  said,  the  only  objec- 
tion he  had  to  tiie  clause  was,  thnt  it  would 
give  facilities  for  appeals  tu  the  superior 
Courts.  He  did  not  know  of  any  ease  ia 
wliieh  iucouvcnicuL-c  had  arisen  from  tbo 
jucscnt  practice'  ;  nor  had  the  hon.  and 
leaiiied  Member  for  Liskcard  pointed  out 
any  such  case.  He  (Mr.  MuUings)  did 
haj)pc'u  to  know  that  there  was  a  strong 
inclinution  in  the  superior  Courts  to  got 
causes  out  of  the  County  Courts  ;  and  ho 
was  not  willing  to  get  nd  of  the  great  ad- 
vantages of  tlic!  County  Ooorts  by  afford- 
ing facilities  such  as  were  contcinplated  ill 
the  clause  which  had  been  proposed. 

Hr.  crowder  said,  there  might  bo 
inconveniences  such  as  this  clause  waa 
meant  to  rrmedy,  without  its  being  neces- 
sary to  furnish  given  oases  ;  hut  ho  was 
not  at  all  awaro  tiiat  there  was  an  aaxietj 
ou  the  part  of  the  Judges  of  the  superior 
Courts  to  take  bmnneis  from  ^  Countjr 
Courts. 

Mil.  CLAY  believed  that  eases  such  as 
had  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Crowder)  were  not  cases 
where  there  was  any  difficulty  in  point  of 
law.  The  dithculty  was  one  of  fact,  and 
not  of  law,  and  a  difficulty  of  fact  was  as 
well,  if  not  better,  ascertained  by  the 
mode  of  ])rf  rr  rtjing  in  the  County  OoorfiS 
than  by  that  iu  Llio  superior  Courts. 

Mk.  W.  WILLIAMS  wished  to  know 
if  there  had  been  any  complaints  from  the 
public,  ur  from  the  Judges  of  the  County 
Courts,  wlio  had  constant  opportunities  of 
seeing  the  defects,  if  defects  there  were, 
ie  the  existing  law?  In  the  abaenee  of 
such  complaints,  he  waa  opposed  to  the 
addition  of  the  elause. 

The  ATTOliiNEY  GENERAL  would 
suggest  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Air.  Crowder)  that  he  had  better  withdraw 
the  clause.  Such  a  clause  was  not  abso- 
lutely necessary,  and  he  did  not  think  it 
was  desirable  to  overlay  the  simplicity  of 
the  eziatbg  eystem. 
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Mr.  GROWDERoonieated  towithdrav 

the  clause. 

Clause  withdrawn. 

Mii.  CKOVVDER  thea  niuved  the  addi- 
tion of  thofoUoinng  CUnae 

"  And  for  preventing  voxatiou:*  expenses  and 
delay  in  proMoatiog  the  said  appeals ;  bo  it 
QBMted,  TW  the  Jwlgea  of  the  siud  sapcrior 
Courts,  or  any  five  of  them,  of  whom  a  chief  of 
one  of  iUt»  said  tiuperior  Gourta  shall  be  one,  may 
Anhb  time  to  time,  if  they  shall  tbuk  fit,  make 
general  orders  for  regulating  the  proceedings  on 
appeals  and  the  costs  thereof ;  wliich  orders  sh.dl 
be  as  ralid  and  ctfeotujil  as  it"  inclu(lt'<i  in  thin 
▲et ;  proTided  always,  that  suoh  orders  shall  not 
b»  ikfttw  lUktll  the  end  of  the  Sesdon  of  Parlia- 
nent  next  after  the  promulgntlon  thereof. " 

He  said  hia  object  in  moving  such  n  claiwo 
w&s  to  prevent  vexatious  oxpenso  and  dc- 
h,j»  in  proseenting  appeals  befiira  tiiO  bu- 
perior  Courts. 

Vi'^ror'VT  DUNCAN  would  sucrgest  to 
the  Committee  that  tbej  had  better  let 
well  alone,  taking  warning  from  an  epitaph 
he  had  seen  on  a  tombstone  the  other  day 
— "  I  WAS  woU,  lyMl,  wisbbg  to  be  better, 
hero  I  fini." 

Mk.  J.  EVANS  said,  he  must  oppose 
tbeeleese.  There  was  no  eomplaiDt  made 
of  the  law  itself,  as  it  at  present  stood  ; 
why,  therefore,  should  all  those  cobwebs 
be  spread  around  it  merely  for  the  purpose 

eatehing  vietins  f 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  would 

support  tlip  clause,  on  the  c^round  that  it 
was  de&irabic  to  have  a  uniformity  of  sys- 
tem with  regard  to  appeals  from  the 
County  Cotirts*  in  the  three  superior 
Courts  of  rominon  Law,  instead  of  k'avitii:^ 
each  individual  Court  to  make  its  own  re- 
gulations. If  they  granted  the  power  of 
appeal,  it  was  desirable  that  it  should  be 
accompanied  by  certain  well-dcfincd  roi[cu- 
lations.  The  clause  did  not  extend  t!io 
power  of  appeal  one  tittle  beyond  what 
was  given  by  the  existing  law. 

Viscount  DUNCAN  did  not  believe  the 
co'^t''  of  the  superior  Courts  were  at  present 
so  popular  as  to  make  the  people  wish  that 
they  should  be  extended  to  the  County 
Courts. 

Sir  GEORGE  PECTIELL  said,  that  a 
Committee  was  sitting  upon  this  subject, 
and  he  should  wish  to  know  whether  they 
had  made  any  report  as  to  the  neeessitj  ^ 
these  alterations  ? 

Mr.  BOUVEPvIE  was  not  aware  tlmt 
the  questioa  iiad  come  bcfure  the  Commit- 
tee aUnded  to  by  the  hen.  and  gallant 
Member;  but  he  thought  it  very  desirable 
that  the  Judges  of  the  superior  Courts 
should  establish  some  uniform  system  with 


regard  to  the  mode  of  proeeeding  in  ap- 
peals, and  also  with  respect  to  the  costs 

thereof. 

Sm  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  if  he 
were  forced  to  a  division,  as  at  present 
advised,  he  thought  he  must  support  the 
clause.  If  the  clause  had  tended  to  mul- 
tiply appeals,  he  might  have  hesitated;  but 
there  already  existed  the  right  of  appeal 
to  the  superior  Courts.  It  happened,  how- 
ever, that  there  was  not  any  unifonnity 
either  in  the  mode  of  proceeding  with 
those  appeals,  or  as  to  the  costs.  Tho 
clause  now  proposed  would  giro  the  Judges 
of  the  superior  Courts  the  power  of  estab- 
lishing that  uniformity.  If  the  Judges  of 
the  land  were  to  bo  trusted  with  anything, 
they  ccrtamly  were  fit  to  be  trusted  with 
such  a  power  as  that  which  this  clause 
gave  to  tbcm.  There  was  one  ponit,  how- 
ever, which  he  thought  required  explana- 
tion. The  dause  sought  not  only  to  regu- 
late the  proceedings  on  appeals,  but  **  the 
costs  thereof."  lie  should  like  to  know 
why  it  was  necessary  to  rffor  to  the  Judges 
of  the  superior  Courts  the  regulation  of 
the  costs  ?  With  that  single  obsenration 
he  was  prepared  to  support  the  clause. 

Viscount  DUNCAN  said,  that  although 
he  at  lirst  intended  to  divide  the  Commit- 
tee on  the  clause,  and  although  he  was 
still  opposed  to  it,  still  he  should  not 
trouble  the  Committee  to  divide. 

Mu,  CROVVDER  begged  to  explain, 
that  each  of  the  superior  Courts  already 
possessed  the  power  of  regnlattng  the  pro- 
coedltii^s  in  tlioir  own  courts  on  matters  of 
appeal,  and  also  with  regard  to  costs  ;  hut 
the  object  of  tliis  clause  was  that  the 
Judges  of  the  three  superior  Courts  should 
unite  and  form  one  set  of  rules  with  re- 
npei  t  tu  such  appeals  and  costs  in  all  the 
Courts. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  wished  to  know 

whether,  at  the  present  moment,  the 
costs  in  the  three  Courts  varied  from  one 

another  ? 

Mk.  CROWDER  was  not  aware  of  the 

fact,  but  it  had  occurred  that  the  costs 
were  differently  taxed  in  the  different 
Courts,  lie,  however,  believed  that  there 
was  now  one  uniform  mode  of  taxing  costs 
in  all  the  three  superior  Courts.  He  had 
no  <)l)jeoii()n  to  strike  out  the  words  *•  and 

the  costs  therorif. " 

Clause,  as  uuiended,  agreed  to. 

House  tesunied ;  Committee  report  pro* 
gress. 

The  House  adjourned  at  thirteen  minntea 

before  Six  o'clock. 
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HODSB  OP  LORDS, 

Thursday,  July  17,  1551. 

MtiiuTBB.1    PvBuc  BvlL*. — 1*  Stock  lu  Trade ; 
Tnnpilw  Aeto  OoBtlikii«iM# ;  Vu»pili«  IVwte 

Arranpfomonts. 
JUeporUd. — Miiitift  lia^oiH  SuspeBsion  ;  Aawwed 
Q&SM  Conimflition ;  FnUio  Worki,  Fubariw, 

&c. 

8*  EecleiiastiMl  Jurisdiction ;  I]i£[Uwaj  Kates ; 

OATU  OF  ABJURATION  (JEWS)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Baj  for  the  Seeoad  Read- 
ing read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  sftid:  Mv 
Lords,  the  Bill  to  which  1  huve  to  eall 
your  Lordships'  attentiou,  is  ono  of  tho 
shortest  which  has  come  under  your  cou- 
siileratlon  during  this  Session  <»f  Farlia- 
niont.  The  solo  object  of  tho  Bill  is  to 
omit  cei'taiik  words  iVoia  tho  oath  of  aUju- 
i*tk>n  whteh  it  tendered  to  idl  Her  Majes- 
ty's subjects  presenting  themselves  to  take 
their  seats  in  Parliament,  those  words 
being  "  On  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian/' 
and  wbieh,  bdng  atlaeked  to  the  oath  of 
adoration,  have  the  effect  of  excluding 
conscientions  persons  professing  the  Jewish 
religion  from  adaiisdiou  into  ParliaraeDt. 
T<Hir  Lordihipa  wiB  veadily  ftem  tUi 
deaeriptieii  of  the  object  of  the  BQl,  that 
the  subject  upon  which  I  have  to  address 
you  is  by  no  means  novel;  it  has  been,  in 
fact,  80  often  under  your  Lordships'  cuu- 
uderatioat  that  It  eaanot  he  expeeted  that 
anything  very  new  can  be  produced  on  the 
subject.  Argiinieut  has  been  often  nrgcd 
iu  this  and  the  other  llouse  of  Parliamoot 
of  a  moat  eogent  aatave;  eloqnenee  the 
most  splendid  hns  been  applied  to  it,  and 
declamation  almost  inexhaustible  has  fol- 
lowed in  the  disousaion  of  it;  but  although 
the  subject  is  not  iiev»  and  althoi^h  tt 
has  been  often  belbre  your  Lordships,  I 
think  you  will  ngree  with  mo  thi\t  tliese 
eircumstances  do  not  form  any  just  reason 
vhy  the  subject  should  not  again  be  sub> 
nitted  to  your  consideration.  It  has  often 
been  s.'iid  that  in  the  result  truth  always 
prevail,  and  no  doubt  it  does.  But,  mv 
Lurds,  It  ha«  pleastid  I'ruvideucc  that  tlic 
diseovery  of  tmth  should  always  he  the 
reward  of  inquiry  and  deliberation,  and 
that  its  brightness  and  force  should  not  be 
always  apparent  upon  tho  first  view  of  the 
snhjeot  to  vhioh  it  is  to  be  applied.  Re- 
paired eoaaideration  and  repeated  disous- 
sion«  bnvo  on  many  occasions  at  last  placed 
subjects  ui  such  a  light  before  tho  Legis- 
lature, tbftt  the  most  confident  opinions 


(Jew*)  m 

which  had  been  before  eatertl^ned — ^tho 

most  declared  hostility  and  the  roost  in- 
veterate prejudices,  have  at  last  sueouiubed 
to  the  loroe  of  reaaon.  The  present  inb- 
jeet,  my  Lords*  ia  not  at  all  to  be  exehided 

from  that  category  Your  Lordships  are 
aware  that  in  ycara  ^one  by  the  attempt 
to  extend  civil  and  religious  liberty  to  tlie 
Jew,  has  put  tho  whole  counby  in  a  flame 
of  indignation.  Your  Lordships  know  that 
in  a  former  reign,  when  an  Art  !iad  passed 
through  both  Houses  of  Parliament  to  na- 
tundise  foreign  Jevs,  the  fennont  in  the 
country  was  so  great,  and  the  atann  so 

high,  that  in  tho  following  y*»ftr  it  was 
found  expedicut,  or  rather  it  was  deemed 
imperative,  to  yield  to  the  fended  neaea 
sity  for  tho  repeal  of  that  law.  For  a 
long  period  after  that  were  tho  Jews  sub- 
ject to  all  the  oivil  burdens  which  attach 
to  the  other  subjects  of  this  country,  aad 
jet  were  exelnded  from  all  its  eifil  priTi- 
leges.  Hut,  my  Lords,  after  repeated 
discussions,  the  opposition  which  had  been 
so  constantly  made  to  the  relief  of  the 
Jews  from  thedlsahitittes  under  whieh  Aey 
lahonrad,  gave  way»  and  vour  Lordships 
are  aware  that  very  recently  an  Act  passed 
through  the  Legislature  whieh  admitted 
Jews  to  the  exereise  of  mnnieipal  i%hts. 
It  is,  therefore,  I  think,  abundantly  praied» 
that  there  ia  no  inrniisi^toncy,  no  impro- 
priety, in  again  bringing  liic  question  un- 
der your  Lordships'  uotice,  upon  which 
yon  hava  forsserly  given  a  hostile  i^iaioB. 
AmongBt  the  cliaracteristics  which  attach 
an  inesiimable  value  to  your  Lordships' 
liouoe  as  a  part  of  the  oonslitution,  this  ia 
hy  no  means  the  least,  that  yon  aford  » 
harrier  to  sudden  innovation.  Year  Laid* 
chips'  stake  in  the  country,  in  eommon 
with  the  rest  of  lior  Majesty's  subjeots, 
and  added  to  that  *  slake  of  grealor 
value,  make  your  Lordships  justly  eautiooa 
when  great  alterations  arc  proposed}  and 
the  country  has  frequently  acknowledged 
with  gratitude  that  this  House  has  paused 
when  alterations  like  the  present  were 
brought  under  its  consideration,  and  have 
lli'is  {i^ivon  time  to  the  cuuntry  to  delibe- 
rate calmly  on  the  changes  which  it  might 
hare  sanetiooed  without  anfieient  co»>  ' 
sideration.  But  wbilo  your  Lordbh^M 
offer  a  barrier  to  sudden  nnd  dangerous 
innovation,  it  may  be  also  kuowu  of  your 
Lordships  that  it  w  not  in  this  Haoae  ^ 
a  permanent  opposition  is  made  to  the 
general  sense  of  tho  nation  Tour  Lord- 
ships deliberate,  and  deliberate  cautiously; 
but  if,  after  full  deliberation,  the  sense  of 
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iBkm  flMmtiy  ii  oftboly  and  liMdily  tx> 

pressed  in  favour  of  a  particular  raeaauro, 
ami  your  Lordships  see  that  tho  innovation 
desired     not  likely  to  be  prejudicial  to  tho 
oonntrj,  then  your  LordsiiipB  yield  to  tbo 
vish  of  the  nation;  and  numerous,  indeed, 
are  the  instances  in  whicli  your  Lord- 
sbi|>s  have  given  bvaiuable  counsel  and 
•Mtstaiwa  in  mneluwatiDg  And  improving 
the  existing  state  of  tlungs.    Tho  Bill 
that  T  now  present  to  vonr  Lordships  has 
five  times  passed  the  House  of  Commons. 
You  are  aware  of  the  fact  to  vhioh  I  have 
•Ifeady  feferred,  that  in  aforetime  tho 
country,  always  alive  to   anything  that 
affects  its  rcH^on,  was  stroni^ly  excited 
upon  propositious  for  the  amelioration  of 
toe  Jew8»  and  that  it  haa  noir  expressed 
itself  strongly  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
for  emancipating  the  Jews  from  the  dis- 
quaUfication^  to  which  they  are  now  sub- 
ject.    Upon  the  present  oeeasion,  and 
upon  previous  ooossions,  your  Lordships 
havp  had  abundant  opportunity  of  fortniug 
a  judgment  of  what  are  the  opinion  and 
fielhig  of  the  nation  upon  the  subject 
after  further  consideration.     Will  it  be 
said  that  the  absence  of  petitions  in  favour 
of  this  Bill  is  a  proof  and  sign  of  tho  in- 
difference of  tho  country  on  tho  subject  ? 
It  ia,  my  Lords,  a  very  unhappy  time  for 
such  an  argument.    You  have  lately  had 
an  opportunity  of  correctly  ajipreciating 
whether  the  people  of  thin  country  have 
batoma  iiuaasiblo  to  anything  whMh  it 
thinks  affects  its  religion — that  religion 
which  is  established  hy  hiw.    Never  was 
there  a  time  when  the  counti-y  had  shown 
itself  mora  aauittra  upon  that  lubjeot; 
and  although  there  have  not  boon  piany 
petitions  in  favour  of  this  measure,  how 
different  is   tho   state  of  the  petitions 
against  it  from  that  time  when  appreheti- 
•loiia  wen  entertained  that  a  course  was 
about  tn  bo  adopted  which  was  likely  to 
bo  injurious  to  tlie  Established  Chiircii  or 
to  the  Christian  religion.    I  therefore  my 
that  a  more  unfoanded  conelusion  could 
not  be  adopted  than  tho  couolusiuu  that 
from  the  abscnco  of  petitions  tlic  country 
is  indifferent  to  the  fi&te  of  this  Bill.  Tiio 
eireomstanees  of  delay  which  have  marked 
tho  progress  of  this  measure — tho  mere 
circutiistanco  that  Kuch  a  Bill  has  passed 
the  House  of  Commons  five  times — must 
have  pal  Iha  country  snffieiently  upon  its 
gnard;  and  if  any  well-founded  apprclioii- 
slons  were  entertained,  if  any  oppu.sition 
was  de.sen.'(*d,  tho--^c   njiprcliPiisions  woidd 
have  boon  cj^prcaacd,  uud  liiut  opposiiiou 


oftred;  but,  notwithatandbig  thnl  <ho  BQl 

has  been  so  often  brought  forward,  bow 
very  few  petitions  have  been  presented  in 
opposition  to  it.    I  have,  therefore,  to 
pray  year  iKkrdshipB  to  do  an  aet  of  Joa^ 
ties  to  the  Jews.    In  calling  upon  yonr 
Lordships  to  make  an  alteration  in  the 
law,  it  will,  perhaps,  only  be  proper  that 
I  should  noaU  to  jonr  Iittdfeblps*  atten* 
tion  the  position  in  whldi  the  Jews,  as  a 
body,  aro  now  placed — although  there  is 
very  little  relating  to  this  subject  that  has 
not  already  passed  uuder  your  notice. 
Whatever  apprehensions  hava  bean  hoMr 
toforo  entertained  in  regard  to  tho  Jews  in 
rc^poot  to  their  ndmission  to  iho.  rights 
aud  enjoyment  of  cilisenship,  it  must  not 
be  foi^ton  that  joor  Lwdihipa  him* 
contrary  to  former  impressions,  consented 
to  put  the  Jews,  in  tho  fullest  and  freest 
manner,  in  the  possession  of  that  enjo^* 
ment  and  those  rights.    Thoy  are  now 
capable  of  acting  as  magistrates;  they 
aro  now  capable  of  tilling  all  municipal 
offices;  they  may  now  sit  in  judgment 
upon  the  lifo  and  death  of  Christians;  and 
we  now  rely  upon  their  oaths  for  all  that 
is  valuable!  in   society — liberty  nnd  pro- 
j)crty  of  every  kind  aro  matters  on  which 
they  have  power  tu  adjudicate.    What  is 
the  experieaee  of  the  manner  in  whioh  die 
duties  which  correspond  to  those  rights 
have  been  performed  by  the  Jews  ?  Who 
has  been  ever  hoard  tu  complain  of  «iy 
injostiee,  any  partiality,  any  miaoenduot 
on  tho  part  of  the  Jews  in  the  exorcise  of 
their  judicial  and  magistorial  functions  9 
Kone  has  been  made  that  has  ever  reaohed 
my  ears.   Yonr  judgment  of  them  haa 
boon  fully  confirmed;  the  Jewa have hooonvw 
ably  pcrfornied  the  duties  you  entrusted  to 
them,  and  you  have  ]HM-iniltod  theni  to 
retain  those  rights,  the  duties  correspond- 
ing to  whioh  have  been  so  fhithftiUy  per* 
formed.    What  then  remains  to  be  done 
for  these  individuals  who  have  proved  theni' 
selves  so  trusiwortliy  i    That  wiiich  the 
present  Bill  proposes  to  remove,  and  which 
is,  I  believe,  the  otdy  barrier  to  the  ad- 
mission of  the  Jcw."^  to  the  perfect  enjoy- 
ment of  civil  and  religious  liberty  in  this 
country.   It  cannot  bo  denied  that  Jewa 
are  British  subjects.    Now,  what  are  the 
rights  of  British  subjects  ?    I  apprehend 
that  British  subjects  aro  all,  without  re- 
gard to  religious  opinion,  entitled  to  tho 
free  exercise  and  enjoyment  of  all  civil 
rii^'hts,  with  one  exception.    In  the  lan- 
guage of  a  riq-^it  rrv.  I'rr1ntr>  T  rittirrly 
agree,  when  he  said  that  ail  tiiose  rights 
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arc  trnsts.  I  freely  admit  that  there  most 
be  a  capacity  for  the  faithful  nntl  full  dis- 
oharffe  of  tboae  trusts  before  those  rights 
etQ  be  Moeeded.  Society,  which  is  asso- 
ciated for  purposes  of  mutual  benefit  and 
mutual  advantage,  affords  no  rif;ht  to  any 
man  who  is  not  able  to  discbarge  the 
duties  which  attach  to  the  right.  There 
are  no  rights  inconsistent  with  the  capacity 
for  the  faithful  and  full  discliargc  of  those 
duties;  and  if  it  should  appear  to  your 
Lordships  that  tiiere  ii>  anything  in  Uie 
faitb  or  in  the  conduet  of  tne  Jews  which 
prevents  them  from  adequately  discharging 
the  trusts  confided  to  them,  1  admit  that  I 
have  no  further  ground  to  proceed  in  this 
matter.  But  I  insist  most  respectfnlly, 
that  no  man  can  with  justice  and  reason 
assert  that  there  is  anvthincr  in  their  faith, 
anything  in  their  conduct,  which  unfits 
them  for  tbe  full  and  &ttbfti1  discharge 
of  the  duties  of  that  position  in  which 
they  seek  to  bo  placed.  My  Lords,  what 
are  the  requisites  for  the  full  discharge  of 
those  duties  ?  First  of  all,  intelligence — 
have  tbo  Jews  sufficient  intelligence  ? 

? 

rigiits 


Where  will  your  Lordships  find  more 
Do  they  understand  and  value  the 
of  property  ?  Nobody  better.  [A  laugh. 
Do  Aej  Innrish  security,  my  Lords?  I 
wish,  my  Lords,  that  to  every  proposition  I 
have  to  assert,  1  could  obtain  from  your 
Lordships  so  ready  and  audible  an  assent  as 
that  yon  hare  just  given  to  my  proposi- 
tion, that  the  Jews  are  fully  acquainted  with 
the  rights  of  property.  But,  my  Lords, 
it  is  not  an  inconsidemble  qualification  for 
a  legislator  that  he  should  nnderstand  and 
properly  estimate  the  rights  of  property; 
and  the  good-humoured  expression  wliich 
has  just  fallen  from  your  Lordships  shows 
there  are  various  senses  in  which  tlie  rights 
of  property  may  be  understood.  When  I 
used  the  term,  I  apjdied  it  to  Its  best 
purpose.  My  Lonh,  in  what  manner  do 
the  Jews  discharge  ail  the  social  duties  of 
life?  I  believe  in  tlie  most  exemplary 
maim^.  I  believe  they  discharge  them 
to  as  full  an  extent  as  their  Christian  bre- 
thren. I  do  not  stop  to  inquire  whether 
there  is  any  difference  betwera  the  con- 
duct of  the  humblest  of  that  class,  and 
the  hiinihlor  classes  of  other  nccts.  I  be- 
lieve there  is  but  little.  1  believe  if  there 
be  any  disadvantage,  it  is  the  result  of  the 
lamentable  and  degraded  position  in  which 
they  have  long  been  placed  by  cruel  and 
opjtn'ssivf  la^vs,  and  from  which  this  I'ill 
is  calculated  to  relieve  the  whole  commu- 
nity. My  Lords,  are  they  respecters  of 
TKi  Lord  Chcmcellor 
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oaths  t  Yes,  they  are.  What  w^uioas 
the  necessity  of  my  present  intrusion  upon 
your  Lordships  ?  It  is  because  they  are 
respects  of  oaths,  it  is  because  they  are 
respecters  of  the  faith  ihiej  have  received 
from  their  ancestors.  n!ia  l>cc!\use  they 
will  not  do  so  as  some  have  done — pledge 
thcmsdves  upon  the  faith  of  a  Christian, 
which  they  are  not~-that  the  Jews  are 
now  excluded  from  Parliament.  When  I 
look  at  those  British  subjects  bearing  their 
equal  burdens  in  every  respect,  discharging 
all  the  dnUes  which  attach  to  that  relation 
in  a  manner  perfectly  unobjectionable — it 
seems  to  me  that  I  throw  a  great  onus 
upon  those  who  seek  to  withhold  from 
them  a  full  and  just  participation  in  einl 
rights.  My  Lords,  do  yon  find  them  an 
association  inconsistent  with  the  peace  of 
the  country  ?  Do  you  find  them  united 
for  the  purpose  of  disturbing  the  public 

{>eace  ?  Are  they  found  among  the  dis- 
oyal  and  the  turbulent  classes  of  the 
United  Kingdom  ? — No.  Do  you  find  them 
active  in  commotions  and  agitations  for  the 
extension  of  civil  and  rel^ous  rights  which 
they  do  not  understand,  and  which,  if  they 
they  knew  not  how  toexcrci«e  ? — No. 
Thca*  conduct  is  altogether  uucxccption- 
able  as  subjects  and  aa  eitiaeas.  what, 
then,  are  their  claims  to  those  rights  whi(^ 
I  now  propose  shall  be  conceded  to  them  ? 
I  will  not  in  my  own  language  state  what 
I  conceive  those  rights  to  be,  bnt  I  will 
repeat  them  from  a  very  great  anthority, 
who,  in  expressing  his  own  opinion,  embo- 
dies the  opinion  of  other  wise  men,  and 
has  gained  fur  hinidf  tn  Enmpeaii  flo- 
tation by  the  eminence  of  his  talent.  Yat* 
tcl  says — ■ 

"  The  prince,  the  conductor,  to  whom  the  na- 
tion lias  entrusted  the  care  of  the  Government, 
and  tlio  exercise  of  the  sovereign  power,  i'*  obliged 
Av.itch  over  the  preservation  of  the  received 
ri-ligioD,  of  ths  worddp  eatabHshed  law,  and 
has  a  ri^jht  to  restrain  those  who  attempt  to  de- 
strnv  or  disturb  them.  But  to  acquit  himself  of 
tliis  ilutf  in  a  masaer  cH|uaIly  ju.st  and  wise,  be 
oiiL'bt  Ticrcr  to  lo«fP  sight  of  the  character  in 
whicli  he  is  cal It'll  to  act,  and  the  reason  of  his 
being  invested  with  it.  Hcligion  is  of  extn-mc; 
importanee  to  the  neaoe  and  wel£ure  of  socktj ; 
and  Om  princa  b  oblifed  to  liaT»  aa  eje  to  every- 
thing  in  which  the  State  is  interested.  This  is 
all  that  calls  him  to  iiittirfero  in  religion,  or  to 
protect  and  defend  it.  It  is,  thcreftce,  upoo  this 
footing  only  that  he  can  interfere  ;  conwqupntly 
ho  ouglit  to  exert  his  authority  ag.iinst  thoso 
alone  whose  coadoot  in  religious  matters  is  pre- 
jiidioiai  or  dangf^rooi^  to  the  State  ;  but  he  must 
not  extend  it  to  ]>retcnded  eHmes  against  God, 
he  jmni>ihraent  of  which  exclusively  belongs  to 
the  Sovereign  Judge,  the  Searcher  of  ilearto. 
Let  aa  rauMilMr  that  telifisa  is  no  iarUMr  aa 
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affair  of  State,  than  as  it  is  exterior  and  publicly 
f"*t.itjlislic<l  ;  that  of  tlio  licart  ran  only  di  fx-nd 
on  the  conscience.  The  princo  has  no  right  to 
pvnUh  any  penoDS  hai  tboM  that  disturb  loeiety ; 
and  it  would  be  very  unjust  in  him  tn  inflict  pains 
and  pcnaltit's  on  any  person  wliatsocver  for  his 
private  opinions,  when  that  person  neitiier  takes 
pains  to  divulge  thorn,  nor  to  obtain  followers. 
It  is  a  principle  of  fanaticism,  a  source  of  evils, 
and  of  the  mci^-t  iiotorious  injustice,  to  iniaLrine 
that  frail  mortals  ought  to  take  up  the  cause  of 
God,  maintain  bis  glory  by  acts  of  Tiolenoe,  and 
avenge  him  on  his  eneniics.  '  Lot  m  only  give  to 
sovercignu,'  said  a  great  statesman  and  an  excel- 
lent citizen,  '  let  m  give  tbem,  for  tbe  eommon 
advantri?!',  tho  power  of  punishing  whntovcr  is 
injurious  to  cliarity  in  switty.  It  njiptirtains 
not  to  human  justice  to  Ix-cunie  the  avenger  of 
what  oonoenu  the  cause  of  God.'  VaUelt  liv.  i., 
dtap.  xii.,  t.  18S. 

So,  too,  say  I.  If  your  Lordsbips  can  be 
Mtisficd  that  there  is  anything  attaching 
to  the  Jews  which  renders  them  unfit  for 
the  full  diijcharge  of  legislatipo  duties — if 
there  is  nnythinfl;  in  their  conduct  or  prin- 
ciples prejudiciM  w  injurkms  to  the  State, 
there  is  no  ground  on  which  I  can  ask  you 
to  pa?3  ill  is  Bill.  But  if  there  be  no 
ground  for  rejecting  it  on  those  accounts, 
m  not  your  Lord^ms  ezduda  them  from 
prifileges  to  which  they  are  well  entitled, 
on  accfinnt  of  thfir  ]invnfr>  opirtions,  or  of 
pretended  crimes  against  GoU.  Under 
•neh  dreumstances,  upon  whom  is  tho 
onus  ?  X}pon  whom  rests  the  burden  of 
proof,  that  men  so  conducting  themselves 
shonlil  be  excluded  from  the  equnl  enjoy- 
ment of  those  civil  and  juridical  rights  to 
which  the  rest  of  their  fellow-couutrynioii 
are  aJinitted  ?  I  say  the  onus  is  on  those 
who  oppose i  and,  although  I  have  not  had 
the  opportunity  of  cuuBideritig,  to  the  ex- 
tent whieh  I  bhonld  have  desired,  tbe  pre- 
sent tnbjeet»  I  have  taken  some  pains  to 
ascertain  tho  nature  of  tho  objections 
urged  against  the  admission  of  the  Jews 
uto  the  Legislature.  I  think  they  resolve 
themselves  into  two.  One  d  these  two  is 
not  very  intelligible  to  my  mind.  It  is 
said  tho  Jews  are  of  no  country,  and, 
therefore,  they  ought  not  to  be  admitted 
to  a  participation  of  potitioal  rights  in  any 
country.  Why  and  how  are  they  of  no 
country  ?  it  becaaso  no  country  has 
chosen  to  admit  them  into  a  full  share  of 
jHtlitieal  enjoyment,  or  is  it  not  ?  But 
that  is  not  the  fact.  When  it  is  said  they 
are  of  no  country.  i<  it  meant  that  they 
entertain  hopes,  and  look  forward  to  some 
ftttore  period  when  they  shall  be  restored 
to  an  united  kingdom  according  to  the 
predictions  of  their  prophets  ?  Docs  that 
prevent  them  beinjj  ul  any  country  ?  Have 
VOL.  CXVUI.    [tiuud  ttiiuits.J 


they  been  permitted,  until  very  recently, 
in  any  respect  to  become  part  of  any  eonn- 

try  ?  They  have  not.  It  is  what  they 
prayed — ^it  is  what  they  asked.  The  pe- 
riod at  which  they  may  expect  this  pro* 
phecy  to  he  aeconiplished,  is  distant  and 
uncertain.  Are  your  Lordships,  therefore, 
to  conclude  that  they  will  attach  them- 
selves to  no  country  in  the  meantime — that 
they  are  not  anxious  to  acquire  rights  in 
the  country  in  which  they  are  sojourners, 
and  that  they  have  no  desire  to  become 
guardians  of  tho  property  which  their  an- 
cestors have  gained  ?  Where  is  the  ground 
for  the  opinion?  I  apprehend  that  the 
Jews  who  have  been  born  and  bred  in  this 
country,  who  are  for  all  essential  purposes 
as  much  subjects  as  the  men  of  any  other 
religious  persuasion,  feel  themselves  just 
as  mneh  Britiish  subjects  and  of  the  coun- 
try as  any  other  sect.  Will  they  have  a 
less  interest  in  the  peace  and  pros|»erity 
of  the  eountry  daring  that  uncertain  utet^ 
val  which  is  to  exist  until  their  restoration 
to  Judea,  if  they  arc  admitted  to  partici- 
pate in  our  rights,  than  they  have  now 
when  refiised  admission  to  them  f  I  ap- 
prehend not.  Mj  Lords,  admit  them  to 
the  perfect  enjoyment  of  their  rights,  and 
I  apprehend  your  Lordships  would  soon 
see  that  every  mark  of  distinction  in  a  poli- 
tical and  civil  sense  will  be  lost.  I  may, 
])crhaps.  bo  allowed  to  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships with  an  extract  from  the  correspon- 
dence whicli  took  place  between  Mendels- 
sohn, the  eelehrated  Jewish  philosopher, 
and  the  equally  eelehrated  Lavater  upon 
this  very  subject.  Lavater  wished  to  put 
certain  religious  questions  to  that  eminent 
Jew,  and  that  wish  led  to  a  correspondence 
I  t  A  en  thera.  The  Christian  spirit  dis- 
played in  the  writiiigs  '  f  Mendelssohn  is  re- 
markable— is  equal,  iu  my  estimation,  nay, 
superior  to  that  of  most  of  the  persons  cal- 
ling themselves  Christians,  that  I  have  seen 
or  heard  of.  Jlcndelssohn,  perhaps,  micjht 
not  take  it  as  a  compliment  when  I  ascribe 
a  Christian  spirit  to  his  writings;  but  every- 
thing that  is  mild,  everything  that  is  cha- 
ritable, everything  that  is  generous,  is  to 
be  found  there.  In  remarking  upon  tho 
condition  of  his  country,  he  says— 

"  The  station  aUotted  to  my  brethren  in  the 
faith,  in  civil  society,  is  so  incompatible  with  the 
expansioa  of  tho  mind,  that  wo  certainly  do  not 
incitmae  our  happiness  by  Icaniag  to  view  the 
rights  of  hnmanity  under  tfacir  true  aspect." 

He  then  proceeds— 

"  Onr  mhbin<(  are  so  romote  from  ]Trn?cTyto- 
maiiia  that  they  cojoin  us  to  duaaade,  by  ioroiblo 
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eonverted.  .  .  Wo  arc  to  hold  up  to  him  a 
feithful  jjicturt'  of  the  uiiiicry,  tiibulalion,  unci 
obloquj,  in  which  the  nation  ie  now  living,  to 
nwrd  him  from  a  raah  act  of  wbieh  lie  mighl  ul- 

Vhen  lie  nid — 

••Wo  alone  consider  ourselvts  as  houml  to  ac- 
knowledge the  authority  of  our  laws,  and  thia  can 
giro  no  oCiao«  to  our  neighbours." 

Again — • 

"  I  am  one  of  an  oppmased  people  wlio  haTe  to 

aupplicate  shnltor  and  protection  of  thf  ascendant 
nations ;  aud  tlteso  boon^  tliey  do  uut  obuiu 
••WJ  wkare  without  ni  i  '  <  r  leas  of  restriction. 
•  •  •  .  What  gnUitude  da  not  mj  hntbnii 
ew*  to  tlie  nation  whioh  niflbn  them,  wtthoul 
molestation,  to  worship  the  Supreme  BcinLr  after 
the  rites  of  their  ancestors  ;  and  the  liet)rcwa 
ahoidd,  therefcM,  ba  aompiikNia  in  abatainisf 
irom  reflections  on  the  predominant  religions, 
or,  which  ia  the  same  thing,  iu  twucliing  their 
protecKnV)  wii^  men  of  Tirtue  an  auwk  teor 
dor." 

Iu  another  part  oCthfi  Mue  corr«»poodeDcc, 
he  said-— 


lanenatnnecfl,  every  one  wtee«M<bt«^  tad  pegaMwtfoa  ef  Hie 

nations  wherein  they  dwelt  so  frequentlj 
attacked  tlioir  property  and  spoilcff  them, 
that  it  was  found  necessary  to  have  it  in 
the  moit  eottfertible  a«d  |iort*ble  font, 
vhea  dkd  neeeMitj  for  their  withdrawing 
frotn  pcrsccTition  might  arise.  Circum- 
cumstaoces  haTo,  however,  oow  greatij 
changed.   They  ufty  nov  Iw  ^ppnitioed. 
and  tiiany  other  restrictiflmi  have  %6ett  ra> 
moved;  and  those  who  nialcc  the  remark 
about  their  aversion  to  trades,  overlook 
the  impcdioaents  which  had  been  tkrowm 
in  their  way    t  |  n  uing  professions  like 
other  men.    The  allegation  that  they  liave 
no  country,  onght  to  bo  no  objection  to 
the  passing  of  this  Bill;  they  have  DO  di- 
vided aUegiaiiee,  either  spirkoal  or  tempe- 
ra), n  Tou  say  they  have  no  country, 
surely  in  whatever  sense  you  say  it,  they 
cannot  be,  and  are  not,  inMustUe  of  me 
value  of  the  proteetion  and  the  enJojmeBta 
wlilcli  tliov  possess  in  tlie  conntry  where 
they  now  reside.    They  have  no  rival  alle- 
giance— they  have  no  country  to  whose 
prosperity  they  can  look  with  more  interest 
than  that  in  wliieli  they  live.    Thei*efore  I 
slioiild  say.  the  fact  of  their  having  no 
country,  iu  the  sense  in  which  the  term  is 
used,  gi^es  the  beet  aecority  for  the  eoun. 
try  which  protects  them.     Can  it  he  said 
tlu  \'  AvouJd  be  inflneneed  in  tlieir  allegi- 
ance, in  their  obedience,  in  their  desire  to 
advance  the  proaperity  ef  the  eonntry,  he> 
cause  thej  look  for  the  ncconiplishment  of 
difstnnt  t\nd  uncertain  prophecies  ?  You 
u)ir;ht  as  well  suppuiie  that  the  eouUuet 
and  opiuioBB  of  ether  men  wonM  he  in* 
fluenced  by  the  anticipation  of  the  millen- 
nium.   In  thi^;  country  give  them  prot<»e- 
tion — give  theui  the  rights  enjoyed  by  your 
other  anbjtiete— give  them  the  enjeyaieiil 
of  the  British  constitution,  and  there  is 
no  reason  to  suppose  you  will  have  less 
faithful,  les*  obedient,  less  loyal  subjects 
of  the  Cro^ni,  than  any  other  daaa  of  nan- 
kind.    My  Lords,  I  refer  to  what  their 
conduct  ha.  !  been  when  under  pcrsecntion, 
when  under  restriction,  in  order  that  your 
Lordihips  vanj  judge  what  it  will  he  when 
they  are  jns  tty  admitted  to  the  enjoyment 
of  more  perf  ect  freedom.    I  therefore  sub- 
mit to  your  Lordships  that  in  reality,  of 
all  elasMS,  tlie  Jews  fntniah  the  least  eh- 
jcction  to  the  possession  of  proper  qnaltt- 
cattons  for  Ic;  pslation.     On  the  policy  of 
such  a  measui  'e,  I  will  name  to  yottr  Lord- 
ships the  opinion  of  another  man,  whoae 
name  I  have  never  heard  mentioned  but 
with  the  M^c  «t  admiration^  and  the  moat 


"  Joseph  n.,  Enperor  of  Gmuof,  itttied 

(about  1781)  the  memoraVdo  'Dooroo  of  Tolera- 
tion,' wliich  rendered  the  condition  of  U»e  Jews 
aader  his  soeptra  wmpantivdy  eomftrtabla." 

After  thia,  he  added^ 

"  God,  in  his  morcy,  lias  raided  up  illustrious 
and  virtuous  individu.ib  to  rouite  the  beiter  feed- 
ings of  the  natinn  against  the  oppression  and 
■offisriogs  of  brethren  living  under  the  ir  protor- 
tiOB.  .  .  .  The  riches  of  a  conntry  contist 
in  the  industry  of  its  inhabitants.  Tho  iil<-  rality 
and  tolenstioa  of  UoUaad  rendered  t^  Statu  one 
of  the  moet  ftrtile  and  wealthy  of  Europe.  It  is 
objoctod  that  Jews  are  too  indolent  f'.r  aL.'r:i  ul- 
tare,  and  loo  proud  for  mechanical  tradcsi :  that 
tiiey  would  uniftnalj  ideot  the  arts  and  sciences 
aa  lees  laboriooa  aad  more  profitable.  But  it 
would  not  be  so  if  the  restrictions  were  removed ; 
*  men  of  genius  and  talent  will  of  course  embrace 
the  learned  professions ;  those  of  inferior  capaci- 
ties will  turti  th<5ir  minds  .to  meehaaieid  trades, 
4o.'  and  each  will  contrilnit-o,  according  to  Ids 
station  in  Ufe,  bis  quota  to  the  aggregate  ot'  prv- 
doctiva  lalioar." 

Is  there  any  reason  to  doubt  the  accuracy 
of  thai  statement  ?  Has  anything;  like 
this  occnrred  in  our  own  countrv,  and  h 
there  no  eaoae  here  which  would  account 
far  ihnilar  indolence  ?  Have  the  Jews  not 
been  precluded  from  heing  apprenticed  to 
any  trade  in  almoat  every  large  town  in 
the  kingdom  ?  Have  they  not  beon  ex- 
doded  from  carrying  ontlmaetradea  whieh 
the  subjects  of  the  conntry  were  generally 
permitted  to  do  ?  Certainly  tlu  v  have. 
And  I  hate  heard  it  remarked  tiiat  the 
cause  why  so  many  of  the  Jews  are  con- 
nected with  the  trades  in  money  and 
jeweUery,  is  the  result  of  aieugasaeaiation 
2^  Lord  Chancellor 
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profound  respeoi.  Ue  was  a  Diaseuter, 
Wii  *  DiMeater  gifted  ia  %  raoMrki]^  dfr* 

gree.  The  late  Rev.  Robert  Hall,  of 
Leicester,  after  alludin<»  to  the  Jow«,  nnd 
atating  that  there  could  be  no  salvation 
•atni  through  lha  meriU  ni  Sma  Ghiiat, 

_____  ■  ^  • 

"  Nor  oojrbt  It  to  bo  fbrsottpn  thnt  It  Tmpr-; 
wklie  to  continue  iti  tho  ra|Mil  coiuuiuiiioa  witit- 
OBt  4M»UIUtting  idij|:itry,  a  iiiii  :L£riuiu(  Wbicll  tho 
most  fearful  inai'HUctions  uC  Si.rij»ture  are  point- 
ed. NotwithstanJiiig  this,  however,  all  candid 
Protestants  acknowledge  the  poMllliUltr  ^  ttlnr 
tioQ  within  tho  Romiph  |Kile." 

In  another  passage  Mr.  Hall  said — 

"We  skoold,  therefwe,  be  inspfred  vJth  an  !n- 

rrrased  t<.'ndcriK**s  ami  rogpert  lor  tho  Bord  of 

Ahraham,  a*  contaiaiaff,  notwitlxataodiog  its  oo- 
eopjing^  a  diatinet  fold,  a  portiin  of  the  tme 

Church  of  G<«I.  If  we  can  be  iinlaeci!  to  ho|H» 
that  He  has  still  h  poopic  amang  them,  we  shall 
Wieadf  to  look  nj'ou  th^m  with  seBMthiBf  like 
fraternal  affoetiun,  and  to  onihrace  erery  oppor- 
ttutitjr  of  n»j>robutiiig  aud  reuioviiig  thu  cruel  jjrl- 
Wtaoiia  and  restrictious  imposed  by  Christian  lu- 
tiou,  who,  absurdlf  imagiDUig  that  they  do  an 
aeeepteMe  fterrioe  to  God  hj  their  perseention 
and  df-pn'siion,  ar«  in  rt-ality  trcisnrinir  up  wrath 
hj  aggrarating  the  afliiotioD  of  those  wliom  Ho 
tiaittea.  It  is  sarprising  that  any  mm  eao 
read  the  ancient  prophecies  with  attention  with- 
ont  {■■•ri  <  i\  ing  that  lie  surveys  the  treatment  of 
li  s  -vnci-'nt  people  with  a  jealous  eye,  and  that 
will!.?  lid  signalises  his  di«|^«a«ttr«  aoainst  them 
by  the  course  of  Uls  provideMe,  He  will  enter 
into  a  severe  reckoning  widi  those  who  shall 
be  fimnd  '  to  help  oq  the  offlictioQ.'  A  lan|;e 
amsr  of  guilt  has  been  contracted  hj  tne 
national  of  Christendom  on  this  account ;  and 
in  this  ikg<e  of  liberality,  when  such  mighty 
eCorts  are  made  to  ffown  tiie  removal  of  poli- 
tical disabilities  on  tho  score  of  rL-ii^'ion,  it  is 
sureiy  high  time  their  attention  was  turned  to 
the  oppressed  and  persecuted  children  of  Abra- 
ham. Thoir  political  emana^iation  and  restora- 
tion to  the  equal  rights  of  ertisenship  might  be 
reasonaldy  c-.xpcctod  to  soflen  their  prejudices, 
and  dispose  them  to  a  more  fiiithful  hearing  of 
the  Christian  cause.  As  the  basis  of  all  social 
virtue  is  Inid  in  justice,  so  by  none  should  its  ob- 
ligations U>  deemed  outre  sacred  than  by  those 
who  mkc  loud  proftMioM  ef  Obrivtiaa  weA  mA 
■Tslted  charity." 

My  Lord ■5,  it  1*8  true  that  remarks  of  a 
ean'iti<;  uature  are  sometimes  made  against 
the  Jews;  but  that  great  and  good  mnn 
eaOssttantian  to  the  fact,  that  God  will 
mark  those  who  rejoice  in  their  calamity. 
God  hardened  tlie  lienrt  of  I'liaroah  not  to 
let  them  go,  I  trust  that  Gud  will  uot 
Iwfdbii  the  haarta  «l  the  Pe«n  of  England 
against  them  so  that  thcj  may  not  ho  ad- 
mitted into  the  Locfislatoro  of  this  land. 
Although  the  Ahnightj,  in  the  insorutable 
imya  of  Hia  providence,  may  diink  it  to 
•flict  a  portion  of  mankind,  ia  it  the  part 
al^  OkiiljiM  to  endMTittr  to  aggnTAte 


that  affliction  ?  Nay,  is  it  not  obvioua 
that  Diriae  mgeaiwa  has  boen  hvoii|lit 
down  on  nationi  for  tho  parrenion  of  thai 

duty  which  ChristiaTiity  commands?  Itia 
your  duty  to  relieve  dutrees.  It  ia  no  part 
of  your  duty  to  add  to  tiie  enp  of  Vitterness 
which  that  nation  liaa  been  compelled  to 
(h'm]<.  I  \roii1i1  >  iy,  Leave  to  the  Almighty 
tho  accomplishment  of  His  own  ohjoots, 
and  do  you  soften  wretchedneas  and  dis- 
tfwa,  and  relieve  the  peraaented.  Deea 
any  man  suppose  tliat  by  any  act  of  his  he 
can  avert  tho  accomplishment  of  prophecy, 
or  add  to  its  force  ?  Assuredly  not.  The 
Jewa  nndoabtadly  have  baan  plaaad  andav 
the  Diviaa  diipiaaaure;  bat  tliat  fumishea 
no  ground,  no  proteoce  to  a  just  mind,  for 
withholdiDg  from  them  those  rigbu  to 
whleh  their  poKtiod  atatiao  eatitilea  tfiatn» 
aiiil  ^vhich  they  are aonpatent  to  disoharge. 
My  Lords,  it  is  next  said,  that  this  is  a 
Christian  country.  Thank  Qod  it  is,  and 
I  ma^  say,  thank  Qod  I  believe  it  will  ever 
remain  ao.  But  will  any  man  say  it  will 
he  loss  so  bocauso  we  admit  a  few  Jewa 
into  Parliament  ?  My  Lords,  who  most 
unchrtstianises  a  oountry  —  the  faithful 
Jew,  adhering  to  bb  oread  and  hia  faith, 
refusing  to  adopt  any  form  or  obllgatioo, 
tho  force  of  which  ho  does  not  foel,  or  the 
indifferent  (or  it  may  be  the  in^el)  £ng- 
Itahraan,  who  will  awaJlow  all  oalha  r^ 
peating  reKgion  with  pwfeat  ease  ?  What 
security  do  you  take,  what  test  do  yon 
apply,  to  provide  that  you  shall  have  hon- 
est Churdiuan  in  the  Legislature  ?  You 
do  that,  perhapi,  wfalrt,  in  one  leiiae 
alone,  ynn  can  do.  You  call  on  men  to 
plodgo  tliom.selvca  in  a  certain  form  of 
words  ;  hut  you  cannot  reatl  their  hearts. 
But  ia  it  certain  that  infldelity  will  be 
excluded  from  Parliament  by  abjuratioA 
oaths  ?  Notoriously  not.  I  say  therefore 
tliat  the  words,  "on  the  true  faith  of  * 
Chriitian,"  ought  to  he  omitted  from  the 
oath  nf  ahjuration,  and  that  k  is  a  form 
which  ought  no  longer  to  be  enf  rcrd.  I 
say  you  will  not  less  (Jbristianise  the  coun- 
try, and  the  Legislature  will  not  be  the 
less  a  Chriatian  Legislature  because  yea 
admit  a  few  Jews  into  it.  What  dang-er 
can  you  incur  Surely,  when  men  arc 
assisting  in  ail  tho  exigencies  of  the  State, 
you  ahooldl  show  some  diaqnaltfieatfon  when 
you  exclude  them  from  the  enjoyment  of 
political  rights.  Do  you  fear  their  loyalty  ? 
Do  you  fear  tho  proper  discharge  of  their 
duties  in  civil  life  f  Do  yon  fear  that  they 
can  overturn  your  religion,  or  bring  it  into 
jeopardy  ?   What  nasi  ba  the  leaoH  of 
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tiie  slight^t  indioation  of  any  aneli  at- 
tempt ?  But  of  all  men,  vrho  are  the  least 
likely  to  make  it  ?  The  Jew  will  not  ad- 
mit jovL  to  his  faith.  His  faith  is  coutincd 
to  the  seed  of  Abraham.  He  is  too  proud, 
too  jealous  of  the  promiaea  to  his  nation. 
He  has  no  rivalry  to  set  up.  It  is  said 
that  his  peace  is  in  the  peace  of  the  city 
where  he  dwells,  and  he  is  told  to  pray  for 
tho  peace  of  that  eitj.  Tell  me  tbe  mo- 
tive of  tlie  Jew  to  endeavour  to  impeach 
the  Christian  religion  in  any  respect. 
Where  is  the  evidence  that  the  Jew  has 
erer  in  anj  respect  eliown  any  disposition 
to  make  proselytea,  any  disposition  to  af- 
fect the  Established  Church  ?  What  gives 
at  least  one  great  security  for  the  peace 
and  prosperity  of  this  country?  Uudonbt* 
edly  the  Christian  religion  and  the  Estab- 
lished Church  And  the  Jew  is  interested 
in  all  that  prosperity  because  it  tends  to 
the  tecority  of  his  own  property.  Not  by 
the  channaof  el  41  iicc  calculated  to  with- 
draw your  attention  from  the  main  subject 
• — not  hy  cxaj^ajerntions  and  Ktatcments 
wliich  experience  and  facts  do  not  confirm 
•^Xkt  by  the  words  of  truth  and  sobem^ 
let  the  House  be  informed,  judging  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Jew  as  a  citizen,  what  is 
reasonably  to  be  expected  from  him  in  the 
eharacter  of  a  legislator.  Ton  have  peace- 
able  and  loyal  subjects  contributing  to  the 
wealth  of  the  country,  and  having  every 
moUve  to  jpromote  its  peace.  Whence 


dom,  and  that  **  he  who  thinketh  he  aland* 

eth,  take  heed  lest  ho  fall."  Of  all  na- 
tions, which  stands  the  highest  in  sublimity? 
The  Jews  ;  and  there  is  not  a  nation  that 
has  not  cause  to  enty  them.  Shall  I  be 
reminded,  as  an  argument  against  this 
Bill,  of  the  circumstance  that  the  Jews  had 
crucified  our  Lord  ?  la  it  for  your  Lord- 
ships to  enter  into  the  qoMtioD  how  an- 
cient  prophecies,  written  when  the  Jewish 
nation  was  the  favoured  of  God,  but  which 
predicted  that  His  people  i^liould  he  tho 
murderers  of  Uis  Son,  were  fultiiied  by  the 
event  ?  Your  Lwdahips  have  good  exam- 
ple how  you  should  deal  with  this  question. 
Our  Saviour,  at  the  moment  when  He  ex- 
pired upon  the  cross,  said,  "  Father,  for- 
give them !  thej  know  not  what  thej do.*' 
Ought  not  this  also  to  be  the  language  of 
your  Lordships  ?  If  they  knew  not  what 
they  did,  and  if  it  pleased  Providence  to 
hXmA  them  to  the  force  of  truth  when  ih« 
eyes  of  others  were  opened,  who  shall  aaj 
that  the  decrees  of  Providence  arc  not 
wise  and  good  1  I  present  to  you,  my 
Lords,  the  Jews  as  good  citizens,  as  faith- 
ful to  their  creed,  of  which  it  is  no  part  to 
make  any  attempt  inconsistent  with  the 
public  good  in  any  temporal  and  every 
spiritual  point  of  view.  Why,  then,  with- 
hold from  the  State  the  benefit  of  the  wis- 
dom  and  experience  of  these  men?  Or 
why  from  tb^  .1<>ws  the  rights  to  which 
they  are  justly  entitled  ?    Your  Iiordships 


does  the  ob^Uon  come  f  Having  exam- !  havmg  had  the  subject  repeatedly  under 


ined  the  objections,  it  appears  to  me  that 
tho  arguments  resolve  themselves  into  the 
two  points  I  have  mentioned,  and  they  do 
not  appear  to  be  supported  either  by  facts 
or  arguments  which  ought  to  satisfy  your 
Lordsliips'  minds.  Then,  my  Lonl.s.  if  I 
am  correct  in  sayint,^  tliat  the  conduct  of 
these  men  throws  the  onus  on  those  who 
oppose  ihem,  and  if  that  onus  is  attempted 
to  l>e  discharged  only  by  the  objections  I 
have  mentioned,  I  ask,  do  they  furnish  any 
just  ground  for  exclusion  ?  My  Lords,  if 
you  want  to  find  an  example  of  the  snb- 
litnest  adherence  to  faith,  of  the  sublimest 
wisdom,  and  qualities  of  the  hiHiost  order. 


consideration,  1  pray  of  you  to  bestow  upon 

it  once  again  tliat  intelligence  and  that 
wisdom  which  I  ascribe  to  your  Lordships; 
and  I  do  trust  you  will  perceive  that, 
whatever  impression  you  may  have  here- 
tofore entertained,  that  wisdom  and  justice 
will  dictate  to  jou  at  last  tliat  there  is  no 
longer  any  reason  for  that  exclusion  of  the 
Jews  from  those  highest  civil  and  poltUeai 
privfleges  to  which  they  aspire.  I  call 
upon  your  Lordships  to  "do  justice  and 
love  mcnrf,**  The  noble  and  learned  Loi^ 
then  moved  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  Second  Time. 

Eakl  XJiLSON  said,  he  would  not  at- 


where  do  you  look  i  To  the  ancient  Jews.  I  tempt  to  follow  the  noble  and  leai-ned  Lord 
Where  do  we  find  such  specimens  of  divine  |  through  the  sermon  he  had  just  delivered; 
truth,  delivered  with  such  foroe  and  beauty  but  in  listening  to  tho  address  of  the  noble 


of  language,  as  arc  to  be  met  with  in  the 
vrritings  of  the  Jews  ?  You  liave  their 
failings  recorded,  it  is  true.  Lut  it  has 
pleased  Providence  to  record  in  those  an- 
^  cient  clironicles  the  failings  of  great  and 
good  men  for  wise  fmrposos — not  to  degrode 
their  character,  hut  tliat  wo  might  leora  wis- 
The  Lord  CltaiViellor 


and  h^arned  Lord,  he  could  not  help  feeling 
thankful  that  the  nohle  and  learned  Lord 
had  delivered  that  speech  from  the  eminent 
posidon  which  be  ooenpied,  and  not  as  a 
bishop  of  the  Church;  and  he  was  afraid 
if  the  Jews  were  admitted  to  Parrunii'Mif , 
they  would  often  hear  the  expression  of 
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similar  ornnkiis.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  bad  talked  of  the  concessions  Mrltich 
hiul  been  made  to  tlic  Jews.  Ho  (Earl 
Kelson)  was  thankful  for  those  concessions, 
bat  oonld  not  aee  why,  when  they  had  been 
made,  the  whole  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  argument  should  be  directed  to  the 
condition  of  the  Jews  before  the  granting 
el  audi  coneeanons.  The  noble  and  leaned 
Lord  confounded  the  Jews  at  the  tiuio  of 
Pharaoh  with  the  Jews  of  the  present  day, 
and  bad  argued  that,  because  wc  bad  ad- 
mitted them  to  eivH  and  unnieipal  offices, 
aneh  as  those  of  judge  and  sheriff,  that  we 
were  to  admit  them  to  scats  in  the  Legis- 
lature. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  did 
not  seem  to  aee  the  difference  betireen 
making  lavs  and  administering  them.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  lauded  the  benevo- 
lence of  the  Jew;  but  it  was  trifling  with 
the  argoment  to  adduce  this  trait  in  their 
eharaeter,  for  whether  they  were  benevo- 
lent or  not— and  he  (Earl  Nelson)  adinitted 
that  they  were — had  really  nothin;^  to  do 
with  the  question.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  next  alluded  to  the  state  of  feeling 
in  the  country,  nv.d  observed  that  the 
question  had  bcoii  carried  live  times  in  the 
Uoqse  of  Commons.  In  this,  however,  he 
was  eertamly  miataken,  for  he  believed  it 
had  been  assented  to  only  fi)ur  times.  lie 
(Karl  Nelson),  however,  would  rather  take 
All  index,  of  the  state  of  public  feeling, 
the  majorities  by  which  thoae  Motions  had 
been  carried  in  the  Commons,  and  the  pe- 
titioDs  that  had  been  presented  for  and 
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against  the  measure.     The  noble  and 


IrUiea  had  dwhidled  away,  division  after 
diyision,  until  the  original  majoritj  of  90 
had  been  reduced  to  25  ?  All  these  focta 
proved  more  eloquently  than  could  a  thou- 
sand arguments,  that  if  there  ever  had 
been  any  feeling  amongst  the  public  in 
favour  of  this  measure,  that  feeling  was 
steadily  and  rapidly  declining.  The  noble 
and  knmed  Lord  did  not  make  much  of 
the  argument  that  the  worda  "  on  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian"  were  not  intended 
to  exclude  the  Jews.  Ho  (Earl  Nelson) 
allowed,  indeed,  that  they  were  not  at  first 
intended  to  exclude  them;  but  in  the  time 
of  the  first  two  Georges  there  were  two 
Acts  passed,  in  which  theae  words  were 
oonudered  as  virtually  excluding  them, 
and  as  meant  for  noting  else.  For  in 
these  Acts,  which  were  for  the  pnrpose  of 
naturalising  the  Protestant  and  other  bo- 
dies in  America,  no  other  words  than  these, 
"  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian,"  were 
considered  as  affecting  the  Jews.  At  all 
events,  now,  the  words  had  the  effect  of 
excluding  the  Jews;  and  whatever  were 
the  reasons,  right  or  wrong,  for  mbnh 
ducing  them,  it  was  for  their  Lordships  to 
decide  whether  they  would  strike  out  the 
words.  It  had  been  said  to  be  absurd  to 
talk  about  a  Ghriatian  Legislature,  ainee 
the  Legislature  was  not  now  Christian. 
It  was  true  that  in  one  sense  the  Tjegisla- 
turc  was  not  botui  Jide  Chri»tiau;  but  that 
very  fact  was  one  of  the  strongeat  aign- 
monts  against  the  Bill,  for  from  that  fact 
tiie  relations  between  the  Church  and  State 
had  been  greatly  shaken.     And  was  it 


mmed  Lord  had  admitted  that  few  peti- 1  right  at  such  a  time  aa  thia  to  ineraaae  the 

tions  had  eomo  up  in  favour  of  the  Hill,   mischief,  instead  of  removing  it  ?    In  an- 


but  hnt]  liimsclf  acconnted  for  the  fact  hy 
observing  that  the  country  had  been  asri- 


other  sense,  however,  the  Legislature  was 
Christian.    It  was  professedly  Christian; 


tnted  by  another  question  which  had  occu-  and  the  profession,  even  if  oeeaaionaliy  ac- 


pied  them.  If  the  feeling  of  this  country 
was  emphattcaily  and  progressively  in  fa- 
vour of  the  admission  of  the  Jews  into 
Parliament,  how  waa  it  that  so  few  peti- 
tions had  been  presented  in  favour  of  this 
Bill  ?  and  how  was  it  to  be  accounted  for 
that  the  second  Bill  introduced  for  this 
purpose  into  the  Honae  of  Commons  had 
been  carried  by  a  smaller  majority  than 
the  first?  How  was  it  to  be  explained 
that  the  third  Bill,  brought  in  last  year, 
bad  been  received  with  ao  much  apathy, 
that  it  had  never  reached  the.  House  of 
Lords  at  all  ?  And,  above  all,  liow  eould 
it  have  occurred  that  of  ail  the  majorities 
whereby  the  Bill  had  ever  been  carried, 
the  smallest  and  most  insigmficant  was  the 


com  pan  led  by  deception  ,  was  still  for  good. 
If  the  restriction  wore  removed,  where 
would  Parliament  stop  i  Lord  Shrews- 
bury had  on  some  oecaaton  aaid  he  widied 
Catholics  to  be  as  free  to  vote  and  use 
their  own  discretion  as  to  matters  of 
Church  and  State  as  the  Jews  would  be 
under  thia  Bill ;  and  if  Jews  were  allowed 
a  seat  in  Parliament  without  being  bound 
by  any  restriction  as  to  the  Protestant 
Church,  how  could  the  same  liberty  be  re- 
fused to  every  elaaa  of  Chriatianaf  He 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  see  the  injna- 
tic©  of  allowing  the  Church  to  remain  in 
her  present  auomaious  position,  and  the 
danger  of  separation  ef  Gnurch  and  States 
if  the  difficulties  of  her  p<»ition  were  in- 


last  ?   How  did  it  happen  that  the  majo-  oieaaed;  and  the  awful  reqponaibilitj  which 
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wooME  be  Incurred  bj  Parliam«ni  if  Tolnn- 

tarily  and  unadrisedly  (for  the  coimtrv  de- 
sircd  not  tbo  measure)  the  only  standing 
^ruund  interposed  against  the  admission  of 
ufidels  of  erery  class  were  removed.  He 
would  add  that  he  hoped  their  Ijord ships 
would  well  weigh  one  inevitable  effect  of 
the  admission  ot  suoU  |>eriions  into  I'arlia- 
ment,  wbieh  would  he  that  tbe  ordinary 
Parliamentary  courtesy  would  ^rndit.illj 
restrain  thr-  cTprcssion  of  those  seiitinieuts 
ot  attachmcut  to  the  Christian,  roligiou, 
wbuth  tnrely  abonld  not  bo  aupproaaed  in 
the  legislation  of  a  Christian  country.  On 
these  grounds  he  would  move  that  t!ip  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six  mouths. 

Amondmont  mooed  to  leavo oat  *' now,*' 
and  insert  **  this  dav  six  months." 

Lord  WODEIIOUSI-:  said,  he  was 
surprised  to  hear  the  noble  Earl  declare 
that  the  word*  "  on  tho  trae  foith  of  a 
Christian"  were,  if  not  ori^nally  intro- 
duced, at  least  intentionally  retained,  for 
tbe  porposo  of  excluding  Jews.  He 
thdoght  it  was  agreed  on  all  handa  that 
these  words  had  accidentally  shut  out  the 
.Tows,  and  were  not  originally  intended  for 
tho  purpose.  Isothiug  oould  be  more  in- 
ditpntablo  than  that  thoM  words  worn  only 
introduced  to  ^vo  an  ordinary  and  solemn 
sanction  to  an  oath  taken  by  a  Christian 
gentleman.  Although,  however,  this  was 
•0,  he  would  ratbw  take  the  qncetion  on 
tills  broad  ground— whether  it  were  advi- 
sable to  make  the  concession  of  civil  privi- 
lege dependent  upon  religions  professions  i 
He  pereeiTed  with  Mnie  regret  that  the 
Bill  only  applied  to  gentlemen  professing 
tho  Jewish  religion  ;  for  he  believed  that 
upon  the  same  grounds  on  whieh  Jews 
ought  to  be  admitted,  Htnmi  who  professed 
any  other  religion  ought  also  to  be  admit- 
ted. Ho  Bhould  be  glad  to  see  a  Bill  framed 
upon  that  principle,  and  logically  oousis- 
tent,  enabling  auy  gcndemattt  of  wbatefer 
religions  opinion,  to  take  the  onth*  and 
take  his  seat  in  Parliament,  omitting  the 
words  "on  tbo  true  faith  of  a  Christian," 
whenever  he  objeeted  to  take  them.  The 
ninal  argument  against  such  a  measure 
was,  that  by  excluding  Jews  tlie  Christiau 
religion  was  upheld.  He  could  conceive 
that  on  general  grounds  of  poUoy  it  might 
aoineUmes  bo  advisable  to  ezelMe  certain 
elasscs  of  citisens  from  tli-^  po^^ession  of 
fhll  political  rights;  thero  might  bo  grounds 
ef  State  policy  dependent  upon  the  various 
dremnstaaees  of  different  countries  and 
difTorrnt  U'.rscs  ;  but  tho  principles  of  the 
Christian  rchgion  were  irreTersible  and  iso- 
Earl  kelson 


mutable  ;  and  he  did  not  believd  that*  if 

the  Bill  were  rejected  in  tho  slirrhfcst  de* 
greec  upon  religious  grounds,  their  Lord- 
ships would  act,  in  any  degree,  in  tho 
spirit  and  essence  of  that  religion.  Ho 
regretted  that  the  right  rev.  Prelates  had 
been  among  the  warmest  opponents  of  the 
moasure  ;  and  it  was  indeed  chiefly  owing 
to  the  eloquent  opposition  ef  some  ameng 
them  that  such  a  measure  was  not  already 
];\w.    Hf»  ve?itured  to  ask  those  right  rev. 
i'reiatcs  wiieiher  they  found  in  the  books 
or  the  principleB  of  we  Ohrietiaii  reUgien 
any  injunction,  or  any  shadow  of  counten- 
ance for  the  idea,  that  whero  Christiane 
were  in  a  majority  in  a  btate,  it  was  their 
duty  to  reeerre  fot  theaaelvee  exolnave 
possession  of  the  highest  civil  privileges  ? 
lie  did  not  bclicTe  that  any  such  injunc- 
tion could  be  found  ;  and  though  in  the 
present  age  no  one  would  eontemplate  the 
revival  of  the  system  under  which  tbe  Jews 
were  formerly  tortured,  or  slain,  or  banish- 
ed, yet  he  maintained  that,  logically  speak- 
ing, the  spirit  hj  whieh  they  wars  aeelnded 
from  Parliament  was  practically  the  same. 
If  their  Lordships  were  bound,  for  the  sake 
of  upholding  the  Christian  religion,  to  ex- 
clnde  Jewt  from  litdng  in  the  ^er  Hene^ 
on  what  grounds  could  they  refuse,  for  tho 
sake  of  presenring  the  purity  of  the  Chris- 
tian religion,  to  exclude  Koman  Catholica 
and  members  of  cBnsenting  eommunitiea  1 
Of  course  he  should  be  told  tibere  waa  a 
wide  disiinetion  between  the  «-rt»os  ;  for 
that  Catholics,  Protestants,  £|)iscopalians, 
Presbyteriana,  Bissenten,  UnitarauM,  and 
Qnaken,  however  they  diffitted,  were  ef 
the  mma  Christian  religion,  and  were 
bound  together  by  one  bond  of  union  and 
brodierfaood.   He  widied  he  eenld  befiera 
it.    He  wished  it  ooold  be  said  in  any 
sense  that  Christians  were  bound  together 
by  any  bond  of  union.    On  tho  contrary, 
unhappily,  the  truth  was.  tltal  the  meal 
bitter  dissensions  that  had  ever  distracted 
Europe  had  proceeded  from  the  di^^oTrsinna 
of  Christians.    And  oould  it  be  said  that 
tfie  adnuidon  of  Jews  into  Parliament 
would  bring  in  am  moro  elements  of  hos- 
tility ?  or  wcro  their  Lordships,  for  the 
sake  uf  a  mere  visionary  dream  of  Chris- 
tian unity,  to  continue  a  restriotion  wliieh 
plneed  a  stigma  upon  a  moetdoeerting clasa 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects?    It  was  •^n'nX 
that  the  Jews  were  aliens ;  but  unleii^ 
th^  Lordships  looked  to  ancient  prophe- 
cies— which  surely  could  scarcely  be  etted 
in  siif'li  :i  (liscii^'iion ,  nnd  in  v.'hic!i  it 

Stated  that  the  Jews  should  wander  over 
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tho  face  of  the  earth,  and  at  some  time 
tetwn  to  ibetr  promised  land — lioir  Maid 
it  be  said  that  they  were  aliens  ?  They 
were  no  more  ao  than  the  descendants  of 
sny  families  who  had  settled  in  England 
who  were  originally  forcignera*  hnt  whoee 
children  were  English  ia  birih,  aod  were 
Englishmen  in  right.  Sometimes  the 
money-power  of  the  Jews  was  spoken  of 
M  ftB  eUmeiit  of  danger.  Surely  this  was 
a  most  unworthy  argument  for  a  Christian. 
Had  it  nprcr  hccn  heard  of  how  Ohri«itian 
money  was  spent  at  elections  to  corrupt 
ChrifltiaD  men  ?  and  eonld  it  be  pretended 
that  any  greater  corruption  would  be  intro- 
doced  by  the  admission  of  Jews.  It  wns 
said  again,  that  their  ndmission  would  poi- 
son PariiameBt^tbe  great  "artery**  of 
the  constitution.  Had  it,  liowever,  been 
fori^otten,  that  every  channel  which  led  to 
that  artery  had  already  been  allowed  to  bo 
so  "  poisoned  ?  "  This  was  an  argament 
which  Christians  irould  do  well  not  io  use. 

Tho  Jews  were  perTiMtted  to  occupy  the 
highest  municipal  otliccs,  and  when  the 
€ledh>rs  had  appointed  a  Jewish  gentleman 
to  a  high  municipal  office,  and  when  by  a 
lon^  and  fuitlifiil  discharge  of  his  duties  he 
had  obtained  their  confidence,  with  what 
eonaisteney  could  their  Lordships  say  to 
those  eleoUm  that  they  must  not  elect 
him  to  represent  them  in  rarllamcnt  ? 
Surely  this  was  not  consistent  ;  and  he 
earnestly  hoped  that,  by  supporting  tho 
Bill»  their  liordsl  lp-  would  remove  the 
incon&i<'^r'nfy  ;  flml.  above  all,  sanctiun  tlie 

B'eat  principle  that  tho  possession  of  the 
ghost  oivu  privileges  ought  not  to  bo 
dependent  upon  religions  profession. 

The  Anrnnifnop  of  1)U13J>IN  said, 
that  he  had  so  very  long  ago,  and  so  very 
frequently,  placed  on  record  his  opinions 
on  the  question  now  under  consideration, 
not  in  their  Lordships'  ITunse  only,  but 
also  in  published  and  printed  works,  that 
there  was  tho  less  necessity  for  his  tres- 
passing at  any  great  length  upon  their 
Lordships'  attention  on  the  present  oeea- 
aion.  Bnt  tlie  vcrv  fact  of  his  having'  ex- 
plained  his  views  on  many  previous  occa- 
sions, rendered  it  necessary  that  he  should 
address  a  few  remarks  to  them,  to  show 
that  neither  the  lapse  of  time,  nor  fa- 
cilities for  more  mature  deliberation,  had 
hi  any  degree  modified  those  opinions 
which  he  had  from  tho  first  put  forward 
npon  this  important  subject.  He  had  not, 
either  in  respect  of  this  question,  or  of 
ttiat  other  qnestion,  scarceljrlMS  binor- 
itat,  whioh  had  oeoufied  their  Lordships' 


attention  a  few  evenings  since,  changed 
the  of^ioM  wfaieh,  through  the  press  and 
otherwise,  he  had  promulgated  to  the  puh» 
lie  many  years  ago  : — on  the  contrary,  ho 
adhered  to  those  opinions  all  the  more 
sted&stlj,  beeanse  he  fbnnd  that  neither 
by  learning  nor  by  ingenuity  had  any  refll- 
tafion  <tf  them  been  as  yet  devised.  The 
grounds  upon  which  he  had  hitherto  voted 
for  this  measnre  were  not  theee  Aat  were 
usually  taken  ap  by  its  other  advocates. 
Ho  did  not  mean  to  take  exception  to  the 
arguments  upon  which  other»  based  their 
advoeaety  of  this  measnre;  hut  he  eti^med 
for  himself,  if  not  the  merit,  at  least  the 
distinction,  of  viewing  the  question  through 
a  ditferent  aspect.    He  had  never  advo- 
cated tho  admission  of  Jews  into  Parliit- 
mont,  bat  he  had  all  along  advocated  the 
leaving  the  constitutional  privilege  of  free 
choice  to  the  electors.    He  had  never  ad- 
vocated the  cause  of  the  Jew  any  more 
than  that  of  the  Hindoo,  or  the  Mahomc- 
dan;   but  throughout  his  life  he  had  de- 
clared that  the  restriotioas  ought  to  be 
remoTed  which  were  now  placed  upon  dec* 
tors  with  respect  to  the  persons  whom 
they  mifrlit  t!iink  fit  to  return  to  Parlia- 
ment as  their  representatives — unless,  in- 
deed, it  could  be  shown  that  some  politieBl 
danger  would  Arise  to  tho  commonwealth 
from  tl^e  electors  being  permitted  to  make 
a  free  use  of  their  own  judgment.  He 
had  said  nothing  against  the  Jews,  and  lio 
had  sedulously  guarded  himself  against 
saying  anything  in  their  favour.    Uc  did 
not  consider  that  tho  cause  which  he  was 
advocating  was  that  of  the  Jews;  he  rather 
regarded  it  as  tho  cause  of  tho  Ohtiatiatt 
inhabitants  of  this  country,  that  no  sscalar 
penalty  or  civil  disabilities  should  be  im< 
posed  upon  persons  of  tho  Jewish  persas' 
sion.    The  real  questimi  at  issue  was  this 
— shall  the  Christian  popidalinn  of  this 
country  be  permitted  to  enjoy  tho  unfet- 
tered exercise  of  a  political  right;  or  shall 
the  exercise  of  that  right  depend  upon  tho 
religions  professions  of  tho  party  in  whoso 
regard  they  may  choose  to  e.xercise  the 
right?    Now,  the  more  he  thought,  and 
the  more  he  heard,  and  tho  more  bo  road, 
the  more  profound  became  his  conviction 
that  it  was  in  the  highest  degree  impolitic 
and  inexpedient  to  attach  secular  or  civil 
disaUfitles  to  the  profession  of  any  desorip* 
tion  of  religious  opinion.^.    Neither  could 
he  understand  upon  what  principle  of 
Christianity  any  such  disabilities  could  be 
justified,  seeing  that  the  Divine  Foondir 
of  Christianity  had  himself  deelavad  that 
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his  kinEjilom  vrm  not  of  tlii^  world,  and 
bad  enjoined  upon  his  disciples  the  duty 
of  rendering  unto  Cesar  those  tbings 
which  of  right  appertained  even  to  tliat 
idolatrous  emperor.    Even  at  the  risk  of 
incurring  the  imputation  of  tedious  repe- 
tition, he  must  again  declare  his  convic- 
tion that  this  WAS  not  the  cause  of  the 
Jews,  hut  ratlior  that  of  the  Cliristiaiis. 
The  quf'stion  wliicli  their  Lordshij).--  were 
called  upun  tiuit  night  to  determine  was 
•imply  this,  whether  the  free  Christian 
electors  of  this  country  were  to  ho  at 
liberty  to  send  what  man  thoy  pleased  to 
represent  them  in  Parliament,  ur  whether 
the  exercise  of  that  pririlege  was  to  be 
enenmbered  by  considerations  having  refer- 
ence to  the  religious  faith  of  the  uiau  by 
whom   they  might  desire  to  be  repre- 
sented.   The  question  was  not  whether 
Jews  should  sit  in  Parliament,  but  rather 
whctljcr  in  this  fret;  and  enliuflitoned  age 
the  Christian  electors  of  this  Christian 
nation  should  have  the  right  to  choose 
whom  they  liked  as  thmr  represMitative, 
or  whether  their  hands  were  to  be  tied  in 
that  respect.   Ho  would  vote  in  the  affir- 
mative of  that  proposition.    Uo  admitted 
^  that  the  present  BtU  did  not  take  a  pro[)cr 
*  hold  of  the  ml^eeC,  and  be  entirely  con- 
curred in  a  sentiment  expressed  by  his 
dear  and  lamented  Friend,  Bishop  Uople- 
atone,  wbieb  be  found  in  a  letter  which 
had  been  reeentlj  published,  that  the 
question  had  not  yet  been  plaeed  on  its 
true  basis,  and  that  a  iiiii  having  such  an 
object  as  the  present  ought  to  have  been 
introduced  avowedly  as  for  the  remoTal  of 
all  religious  disabilities,  and  not  simply 
for  the  relief  of  the   Jews.    But  al- 
though thu  Bill  was  not  presented  in 
that  shape  which  would  most  faithfully 
illustrate  its  tendency,  and  altliough  it 
was  not  brought  forward   in   the  man- 
ner moi>t  consistent  with  the  j)rinciple  pro- 
mulgated, nerertheless  their  Lordships 
should  seek  to  view  it  in  its  legitimate 
aspect,  and  eliould  endeavour  to  arrive  at 
a  right  conclusion,  and  to  do  so  on  rigiit 
premises.    The  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment  did  not  dways  find  it  possible  to 
take  a  great   and   comprehensive  view 
of  a  question;  tliey  were  oftentimes  com- 
pelled by  the  difficulties  of  their  position 
to  apply  a  measure  of  great  and  uniTorsal 
importance  to  the  purposes  of  a  particular 
ease.    He  gave  the  Members  of  Tier  Ma- 
jesty's Government  the  benefit  of  this 
admission;  but  be  should  not  be  tempted 
bj  any  such  consideration  to  view  the 
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question  in   any   other  light  than  thnt 
which  ho  believed  to  be  the  legitimate 
000.    Again,  be  said  it  was  bis  deliberato 
conviction  that  they  ought  to  remove  all 
religious  distinctions  from  the  exercise  of 
political  rights,  unless,  indeed,  it  could  be 
shown  that  such  religious  distinctions  were 
inseparably  connect^  with  some  political 
or  civil  datigcr  to  the  community,  and  that 
was  not  even  contended  for  in  the  present 
case.    lie  bad  never  said  that  there  was 
no  political  danger  to  the  community  in  the 
admission  of  Catholics  into  Parliament,  but 
he  had  always  said  that  it  was  better  to 
bravo  that  danger  tlmn  to  depart  from  the 
benignant  spirit  of  the  Christian  religion, 
lie  believed  that  whatever  danger  tlurea^ 
ened  the  Church,  was  greater  from  Roman 
Catholics  and  all  classes  of  Dissenters,  than 
from  Jews.    He  bod  no  apprehension  that 
Jews  would  Jndaise  the  State.   It  was 
said  that  the  retention  of  tliese  words  in 
the  oath,  "  ou  the  true  faith  of  a  Ohri^ 
tiau,"  was  doing  honour  to  Christianity. 
He  would  retain  the  oath  in  its  present 
form,  if  lie  could  think  that  in  its  present 
form  it  did  honour  to  Christianity;  but  ho 
could  not  reconcile  himself  to  any  such 
conTlction — ^be  thought  that  the  oath  in  ita 
present  fom  was  a  dishonour  to  Christi* 
anity;  and  he  believed  that  it  was  an  impu- 
tation on  Christianity  to  suppose  that  it 
could  be  so  honoured,  and  should  be  so 
supported.    He  trusted  that  no  one  would 
consider  him  as  indifferent  to  the  Chri.stian 
religion;  neither  was  he  indifi'erent  to  Fro- 
testantiam,  nor  to  the  Church  to  which  ho 
belonged — yet  be  did  not  consider  that  by 
the  admission  of  Dissenters  to  Parliament 
ho  was  doinf;  di'-hoTiour  to  the  Established 
Church,  or  dibhonour  to  Protestantism  by 
the  admission  of  the  Roman  Catholics.  If 
that  were  acknowledged,  how  could  it  be  sud 
to  be  a  dishonour  to  Christianity  to  admit  the 
Jew,  if  the  electors  thought  lit  to  elect  him  ? 
The  eases  were  perfectly  parallel.   In  a 
word,  ho  could  not  comprehend  how  the 
religion  of  Christ  could  he  strengthened  or 
digniiicd  by  restricting  the  electors  of  this 
country  in  the  exercise  of  a  political  right. 
He  had  heard  it  curiously  alleged  by  some 
that  the  success  which  Providence  had 
been  pleased  to  vouchsafe  to  the  British 
arms  in  India,  was  ;in  itself  a  sufficient 
reason  why  such  restrictive  laws  as  these 
should  be  retained  upon  the  Statute-book. 
Now,  he  must  say  that  this  train  of  rea- 
souing  appeared  to  him  to  be  rather  more 
rema^able  for  its  ingenuity  tbsn  for  ita 
truthfulness.   He  sbomd  be  sony,  indeod» 
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that  it  should  ho  thought  that  either  ca- 
lamity or  defeat,  victory  or  disaster,  could 
make  him  iudifforeat  to  Christiauity;  hut 
ha  MmfeMed  his  tote!  iimbiUty  (o  compre- 
hend hotr  the  victories  in  India  -could  ho 
connected  with  the  maintennnce  of  the 
civil  diaahilitiea — he  would  not  call  it  of 
the  Jews — ^bnt  of  the  Cbr'iftiiAii  eleetors  at 
home.  The  State  was  always  found  quite 
ready  to  avail  itself  uf  tlm  services  of  all 
peraous,  of  whatever  |^ersuasiou;  and  with 
respect  to  the  victories  in  India,  where 
would  those  victoiicii  have  been,  if  all  the 
soldiers  who  would  not  take  an  oath  "  on 
the  true  faith  of  a  Christian"  had  been 
disbanded  ?  Nine-tenths  of  them,  he  be- 
lieved, were  Mahometens  and  Hindoos; 
but  yet  the  State  was  ready  to  mako  use 
of  their  services  agaiust  the  enemy,  and 
woatd  be  perfectly  consistent  in  making 
USB  of  their  services  in  that  or  the  other 
House  of  Parlianicnt,  if  the  electors 
thought  fit  to  choose  them.  Ue  conceived 
that  the  electors  had  a  right  to  demand 
this  as  British  subjects,  and  still  more  as 
Christians  and  as  followers  of  Illin  who  de- 
clared that  His  kingdom  was  not  of  this 
worid,  and  who  disavowed  all  connexion 
with  political  ascendancy  and  political 
power,  and  had  deprecated  any  attempt  to 
use  spiritual  utiairs  for  the  propping  up  of 
temporal  kingdoms. 

The  Eakl  of  SHAFTESBURY  said,  it 
is  impossible  to  approach  this  question  with 
iodifferencOt  or  without  a  deep  conviction 
that  it  demands  our  most  serious  and  re- 
spectful consideration.  The  greatness  of 
the  principle  involved,  and  the  poHtical 
feebleness  of  thoso  in  whoso  behalf  it  is 
urged,  are  weighty  reasons,  when  com- 
bined, to  command  a  more  than  ordinary 
attention  to  tho  measure  now  submitted  to 
your  Lordships.  Yet,  I  much  regret  that 
this  question  has  been  revived.  Nothing 
new  has  occorred  to  alter  our  opinions : 
the  same  proposition  i^  before  us,  and  we 
must  oifcr  it  the  same  resistance;  and,  in 
fiict,  we  must  resort  to  tho  saato  aigu- 
mcnts,  for  the  question  is  so  simple  that 
it  cannot  bo  rei^'ardcd  in  different  lights. 
It  is  one  altogether  of  principle,  and  docs 
not  atfurd  the  aid  and  variety  of  numerous 
detaOa.  I  regret  that  the  noble  Lord  who 
spoke  last  but  one  (Lord  Wodehouse)  made 
a  remark  to  the  effect  that  all  those  who 
opjposed  this  measuro  were  more  or  less 
tainted  with  a  spirit  of  persecntion,  and 
that,  though  the  time  was  past  for  the 
whip  or  tho  rack,  yet  the  spirit  of  pcrseeu- 
tion  remained.    I  regret  tliat  that  obser- 


valiciifell  from  tho  noble  Lord,  for  in  what 

a  way  might  it  not  be  replied  to  ?  flight 
wo  not  retort  and  say,  that  if  wo  are 
tainted  with  a  spirit  of  persecution,  you 
are  tainted  with  a  spirit  of  infidelity  ?  I 
will  not  tiee  that  retort,  for  T  know  you  aro 
not  tainted  with  such  a  spirit;  but  I  im* 
plore  your  Lwdships  to  abetain  from  such 
imputations,  and  to  allow  this  debate  to 
bo  conducted  as  similar  debates  hitherto 
have  been,  both  in  this  aud  the  other 
House,  with  great  modwation  and  ftMs 
ncss.  I  must,  however,  g^ard  myself  and 
those  who  think  with  me  ac;ainst  a  ebnrcro 
of  bigoted  hostility  to  the  Jewish  race;  we 
do  not  reject  them  because  they  are  aliens, 
though,  despite  the  assertions  of  some  of 
tbeir  friends,  they  are  a  distinct  nation, 
and  will  ever  remain  so;  but  it  is  their 
concern,  and  not  ours,  if  they  choose  to 
make  the  effort  of  sinking  their  distinctive 
honours  in  the  confn«!Mn  of  the  Gentiles. 
We  do  not  exclude  them  as  a  disloyal, 
base-minded,  or  incompetent  race  of  men, 
as  an  inferior  class ;  very  far  from  it ; 
neither  do  we  exclude  tlicm  because  they 
are  few;  the  principle  on  which  they  stand 
and  on  which  we  resist  is  the  same,  whether 
they  be  one  or  1,000,000.  Still  less  do 
we  exclude  tbcm,  as  it  is  (tften  affirmed, 
and  specially  by  the  late  Sir  Kobert  Peel, 
in  any  sense  of  vengeance  or  chastisement. 
God  forbid !  First,  we  have  no  warranty 
to  do  so;  secondly,  we  know  not  the  de- 
scendauts  of  the  guilty;  thirdly,  for  tho 
matter  of  that,  the  Gentiles  were,  to  say 
the  least,  quite  as  much  partakers  as  they 
were  of  the  sin  of  the  crucifixion.  Tho 
truth  is,  that  our  difficulties  are  not  in  re- 
spect of  them  as  Jews,  but  arising  within 
ourselves;  not  in  anything  peculiar  to  the 
race,  but  grounde<l  on  the  rigour  of  our 
own  principles.  Here,  then,  is  the  simple 
issue;  for  the  purpose  of  admitting  tho 
Jews  to  Parliament  we  are  summoned  to 
make  an  alteration  in  the  oath  taken  at 
the  table  by  the  Members  of  both  llfnises; 
and  that,  according  to  the  terttm  of  the 
Bill,  *'  that  whenever  any  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  professing  the  Jewish  religion 
shall  present  himself  to  take  the  said  oath 
of  abjuration,  the  words  '  upon  the  truo 
fiiith  of  a  Christian*  shall  be  omitted  out 
of  tho  said  oath  in  administering  the  snmo 
to  such  person."  The  Jews  now  demand 
admission  to  tho  Lcgisslnturc;  it  is,  in  fact, 
all  that  they  can  demand.  On  this  point 
we  have  the  authority  of  one  of  their  own 
advocates,  Dr.  Van  Oven,  who  said — "  The 
only  serious  disability  which  remains  to  tho 
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Jews  is  their  exclusion  from  Pftrliament." 
Notr»  we  venture  to  assort  that,  admitting 
all  former  domaads  to  bo  reasonable,  tbis 
is  of  a  differmt  oomplozion;  it  it  one  which 
I  will  endoavonr  to  provo  tbnt  thoy  liave 
no  riglit  to  make,  nov  wc,  on  oiu'  part,  any 
power  to  euucede.  2s  ow,  cousiUei*  \vliat 
th«  Jew  domanda — look  first  to  his  pecu- 
liar character  atid  positiyn.  Wo  will  rea- 
dily admit  tliat  ho  is  an  honourable  and 
upright  muu,  liberal  aiid  humane,  with 
adequate  intdlfletiiftl  aei)uiroment8.  B»t 
bis  vcr}'  existence  and  profession  are  per- 
petual and  manito5:t  protests  against  the 
recepUoQ  of  Christianity;  he  declares  it  to 
be  in  all  ita  forms,  eiroatnstancest  add  ea- 
pabilitics  false  and  fraudful ;  he  cannot 
take  ftbeltcr,  like  the  infidel,  under  the 
plea  that,  however  erroneous  it  be,  the 
general  BabadtBtoa  to  it  is  beneficial  as  a 
means  of  public  order,  booaase  the  general 
acceptance  is  a  refl(»ction  on  himself,  and 
statQps  liim  with  a  disagreeable  uotorietj. 
This  is  the  well-kDowh  creed  and  feeling 
of  his  nation  all  over  the  world,  in  orery 
pcnplrt  and  king^dotu  under  heaven;  it  is, 
therefore,  not  the  opinion  and  resolve  of 
an  obsoure  and  aeaatjr  elass,  suddenly  and 
eapriotottsly  entertained — it  is  the  faith  of 
a  whole  people,  tho  inboritanco  from  their 
forefathers,  uuivorsally.  openly,  and  ooa- 
sfstomly  niaiAtained.  His  vcrjr  ^xistenoe, 
as  it  were,  depends  on  such  public  and  de- 
torraincd  protests;  and,  if  be  be  consci- 
entious, ho  must  take  uo  middle  course'— > 
be  uilst  publicly  assert  it,  seek  by  ail  le> 
gitimate  means  to  diSTuso  it,  and  lend  no 
aid,  direct  or  indirect,  to  tlie  ndvaiicc  of 
its  adversary.  Now,  with  all  these  feel« 
ings  and  principles,  with  all  these  open 
manifestations  and  secret  sentiments,  he 
demands  a  scat  in  the  British  Logislature, 
to  make  laws  that  shall  indirectly  affect 
the  Churob  of  Christ,  and  directly  the 
Church  of  England,  whlob  is  a  branch  of 
it}  and  this  ho  does  openly  professing  his 
h<»tility  to  the  faith,  name,  and  very  hook 
of  our  religion,  admitttag  that  the  simple 
reCOglutlon  of  it  condemns  him.  Nay,  ho 
does  more.  In  tins  spirit,  and  with  these 
declarations  of  antipathy,  he  summons  us 
to  make  the  eoneession  by  doing  what 
seems  to  exhibit  our  utter  inditforonce  to 
it.  Ho  denies  the  *'  true  faith  of  a  Chris- 
tian," and  then  summoos  us  to  withdraw 
the  words  as  improper  or  unneoessary—he 
SQillffions  us,  at  least,  to  avow  that  tho  do- 
claration  is  unnecessary.  Is  this  within 
tho  limits  of  legitimate  demand  ?  Has 
any  man  a  right  to  demand  this  of  an- 
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other  ?  Nor  have  we,  I  think,  a  right  tO 
concede  it.  Here  is  a  declaration  that, 
either  actually  or  virtually,  has  been  made 
by  every  one  assuming  a  seat  for  mote 
than  2(M)  years.  We  are  summoned  to 
repeal  it,  not  because  it  is  false  or  unne- 
cessary— for,  if  so,  yuu  would  hare  moved 
its  repeat  irrespeotively  of  this  qnestioo, 
and  when  yon  abolished  other  needless 
onths — but  because  it  is  inconvenient,  and 
excludes  the  great  antagonists  of  the  Chris* 
ttaa  name.  We  cannot  think  thai  we  bate 
a  right  so  do  deal  with  solemn  professions. 
If  it  were  a  question  of  repealing  all  oaths, 
tho  subject  migbt  be  ditferently  regarded, 
bat  it  is  a  quesUoo  not  upon  the  pvinciple 
of  oaths  generally,  but  on  tho  expedienoy 
of  tliT3.  We  may  ?»ive  to  the  Jews  a  share 
in  our  privileges  and  our  power,  but  wo 
have  no  right  to'admit  them  to  a  share  61 
government  in  ecclesiastical  things,  and 
simultaneously  declare  that  Christianity  is 
not  necessary  to  the  character  of  a  legis- 
lator; no  right  to  admit  them  to  a  power 
of  making  a  public,  legal,  legislative  effort 
for  extirpating  Christianity.  You  cannot 
quote  the  case  of  Dissenters,  and  Roman 
Catholies,  inasmnch  as,  however  hostile 
those  persons  may  bo  to  the  Established 
Church,  or  to  any  other  of  our  institutions, 
yet  they  are  not,  as  in  the  case  of  tho 
Jews,  hostile  to  the  Tory  name  and  Titality 
of  the  Christian  reli^on.  Nor  may  you 
answer  u?,  ns  the  Lord  Chancellor  haa 
done,  by  asserting  the  inherent  vigour  of 
Christian  troth,  and  the  utter  UDpoMilnHty 
of  danger  to  it  from  the  presence  and  ae^ 
tivity  of  Hebrew  lawgivers.  We  a^rce 
with  you  ;  but  this  is  not  a  question  of 
details,  bnt  ono  altogether  of  prineijde. 
Great  principles  are  confided  to  our  caM, 
and  given  for  our  guidance,  and  we  have 
no  more  right  to  siurender  a  principle  for 
public  or  private  convenience,  than  we  have 
to  do  a  dishonest  action.  1  was  aston« 
ished  to  be  met  here  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor with  tlie  taunting  query,  *'  ^V}»at  do 
you  apprehend  ? "  We  reply,  that  the 
sacrifice  of  principle  is  always  periloQs, 
and  that  no  man  can  affirm  that  evil  re- 
sults will  not  occur  because  we  are  unable 
to  specify  thenj;  they  may  be,  and  pos- 
sibly would  be,  of  a  nature  totally  different 
frtjin  those  tint  ari«e  on  practical  ques- 
tions, but,  nevertheless,  equally  formidable. 
Wo  maintain,  therefore,  that  we  have  do 
right  to  concede  this  demand.  We  may 
i^ive  np  what  is  our  own,  our  safety,  our 
dignity,  nay,  exclusive  povi'or  nr  privilege, 
nay,  the  fabric  even  of  the  Church,  u  wo 
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false,  nor,  as  In  this  case,  consent  to  M-ith- 
dravir  or  suppress  what  is  true.    Mark  you, 
mj  Lords,  this  is  no  ordinary  matter;  you 
do  not  Mtert  in  thit  mtfa,  by  way  of  exer- 
<riM  or  amusement,  that  parallel  lines  will 
never  moot,  or  that  two  ami  two  make 
four ;  yuu  assert  tho  great  and  domi- 
Dtni  pvinoiple  of  all  poblio  and  prirate 
Aorahty  ;    you   assert    the  alpha  and 
omega  of  ell  loi/iHlation;   yon  oroct  tlic 
pillar  of  cloud  by  day  and  of  tiro  by  night 
to  guide  us  on  our  path;  and  will  you  nut, 
by  this  immolation  of  tmtb  to  expiBdiency, 
ho  fnilty  of  misleading  many  of  your  fel- 
low-subjects, and  teach  them  to  beliere 
that  the  asMrtion  of  tncb  mighty  princi- 
pica  ia  now  beoome  ayij^ated  and  unno> 
cessary  ?    Now,  a  very  sonnus  considera- 
tion arises,  whether  it  would  not  be  better, 
if  eiiob  repeated  ebangea  are  contemplated, 
to  repeal  oaths  altogether  t    I  should  pre- 
fer things  rcmniniiii^  as  they  are;  but  I 
should  prefor  that  abolition  to  any  further 
tampering,  whidi  is  Inofitable*   I  very 
mneh  donbt  the  propriety  of  suooessire 
(■hnnc:r^  of  nn  onth  to  suit  successive  oc-  i 
casious.    Let  us  fairly  understand  what  is 
the  value  of  oaths.    It  has  been  said  they 
did  not  keep  out  Bolingbrokc.  Gibbon,  and 
others,  and  thus  their  value  is  denied;  but 
how  often  have  I  heard  their  strength  de- 
nounced in  excludiug  Roman  Catholies, 
and  now  Jews;  but  surely  in  quoting  the 
oaths  of  Bolingbrokc  ami  Gihbon  you  take 
a  very  imperfect  view  of  tho  oaths  sworn 
at  this  table.    They  are  not  simpl?  the 
personal  assunnoe  of  tho  individual,  but 
the  declaration  of  tho  national  sentirnent. 
The  nation  cannot  swear  and  protoss;  it 
therefore  does  so  by  its  representatives. 
Bolingbroke  and  Gibbon  took  the  oath  and 
jcopardisnd  their  own  souls;  hut  fhey  horc 
a  public  tostimony  and  yielded  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  tho  nation.    Many  odvocatet;  of 
this  measure  say,  the  exolnsion  of  tho  Jews 
was  never  intcmlcd  by  the  words  "true 
faith  of  a  Christian."    Tliat  may  ho  good 
for  a  legal  argument,  and  against  thuso 
who  maintain  the  admission  of  Jews  to  bo 
unconstitutional ;   but  nothing  to  us  who 
resist  it  on  religious  ground.^  only.  Wc 
do  not  say  that  we  should  have  put  into 
the  oath  tho  words  now  proposed  to  be 
removed  in  tho  ease  of  the  Jews;  hut  wo 
find  them  there,  n;;  1  wc  cannot  retreat 
from  them  without  a  sacritice  of  principle, 
and  without  deetaring  tiiat  the  words  and 
the  sentiment  are  equally  useless.  The 
AobU  and  learned  Lord  (the  Lord  Cb*n- 
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oellor)  has  anid  that  the  Jews  are  adnutted 

to  corporate  honours,  atnl  has  argued  that 
there  is  an  inconbistency  in  Lxcludinii  tlicni 
from  Icgi&lalivo  lunctiuus.    But  thero  is 
the  widest  differenoe  between  adminietra*- 
tivo  niul  legislatiYo  functions.    Tho  first 
aro  fiven  by  a  Christian  hend,  and  tho 
party  wiiu  aiisumes  them  knows  he  must 
use  tbem  for  Christian  purposes,  and  ia 
bound  within  the  limit  of  the  law;  but,  in 
rcs^peot  to  Icxjislativc  functions,  the  indi- 
vidual who  liischarges  them  acts  as  he 
pleases,  and  is  responsible  to  no  one.  I 
know  that  Quakers  and  others  have  booa 
admitted  into  the  other  House,  who  are 
not  required  to  use  the  words  "  on  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian;"  but  tbej  tdl  ap> 
preach  the  table  professing  Christianity, 
and  do  not  profess  to  bo  antag^jnistic  to 
the  Christian  faith.  jNo  one  can  deliberate 
on  this  qoestion  without  a  deep  sense  of 
the  mighty  debt  that  is  due  to  tho  Jewish 
people  from  all  tho  nations  of  Christetidom. 
We  owo  tbem  much,  very  much,  for  tho 
wrongs  they  have  endured,  and  much  for 
tho  services  they  have  performed;  they 
ought  to  be  "  beloved  for  thoir  fathers* 
sakcs."  1  am  sure  I  speak  the  sentiments 
of  all  who  opposo  their  oliums  when  I  say 
that  we  would  willingly  show  every  honour 
to  their  orderly  demeanour,  th^ir  surprising 
ener^,  their  iutollectual  groatuoss.  We 
wottid  make  them  etery  compensation,  and 
atone  for  the  past  by  tho  liberality  of  the 
future;   but,  unfortunately,  they  demand 
tiie  roc's  egg;  thoy  require  that  which  is 
not  ours  to  give,  they  seek  from  us  (sueh 
is  ottr  opinion)  a  surrender  of  the  truth; 
and  wo  are  compelled,  with  intentions  and 
fooling  the  most  friendly  and  respectful,  to 
assume  an  attitude  of  apparent  hostility. 
1  am  very  loth  to  believe  that  this  ambition 
to  hit  in  the  British  Parliament,  or  to  take 
part  in  tho  councils  of  any  empire,  is  the 
predominant  desire  of  the  Ilebrew  nation 
— for  a  nation  they  are,  and  a  nation  they 
will  continue  to  ho  to  the  end  of  time. 
It  is  vain  for  some  .Towlsli  advocntes  of  the 
qucBiiou  to  assert  that  they  are  lost,  sunk, 
oonfoonded  in  the  mass  of  the  surrounding 
coninuinlly;  it  is  an  untrue  and  a  d<  grftd- 
ing   assertion;    untrue,   because  directly 
opposed  to  holy  writ,  which  declares  that 
"  the  people  shall  dwell  alone,  and  shall 
not  be  reckoned  among  the  nations," 
and  ngain  untrnn,  becnuse  disproved  to 
every  one  who  rends  a  hook,  or  converses 
with  trarellers,  or  perambulates  the  streets. 
Degrading  it  undoubtedly  is,  for  it  denies 
to  them  ail  the  glories  of  their  future  o»> 
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reer — a  career  the  most  brilliaat,  the  most '  has  been  any  great  number  of  petitions 
extensive,  the  most  durable,  nnd  the  most  cither  on  one  side  or  on  the  other;  but  it 
blessed  iu  the  entire  history  of  the  huuiau  {  was  uiere  auctdunt  tiiat  prevented  cither 
race.  So  much  for  tb^;  for  ourBelres,  |  myself  or  one  of  my  Colleagues  Amn  laying 
wo  must  reply  that  a  great  and  holj  prin- '  on  your  Lordships*  table  a  petition  from 
ciple  has  been  confided  to  our  charge;  the  Lord  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Common 
respousiblo  for  the  sacred  office,  wo  must  Cuuucil  of  the  city  of  London,  which  was 
keep  it  in  all  ite  integrity.  It  is  a  prin- ;  agreed  to  thia  day  without  an  expresaion 
ciple,  which,  with  every  aenti men t  of  vone-  of  dissent,  I  believe,  among  the  whole  of 
ration  nnd  sytnpnthy,  wo  will  not,  and  we  that  important  body,  and  which  proves  that 
cannot,  yield  tu  any  authority  leas  than  ^  they  persevere  in  those  generous  and  li- 
that  which  originally  imposed  it.  ;  beral  sentiments  which  they  hare  hitherto 

The  Eabl  of  CARLISLE  said :  As  on  entertained  in  reference  to  this  queation, 
most  subjects  I  would  fain  hope  I  htive  and  wliich  they  have  taken  the  mo^t  prac- 
tlie  happiness  of  agreeing  with  ray  noble  tical  method  of  exhibiting,  l  or  the  rea. 
Friend  who  has  just  spoken,  so,  when  con-  { son  I  have  just  stated,  I  wish  to  narrow 
atraincd  tu  difi'er  from  him,  I  always  re-  j  my  observations  to  one  single  point,  the 
spoct  and  admire  Ids  principle??  and  mo-  more  cspeciaHy  hi^oausc  I  believe  it  is  the 
tives,  and  his  courageous  and  consistent  only  one  of  any  weigiit  or  substance  with 
assertion  of  them,  so  much  so  that  I  am  •  which  the  promoters  of  this  measnre  hare 
always  inclined  to  regard  my  own  opinions  to  grapple.  I  mean  the  conscientious  view 
with  some  degree  of  suspicion  when  they  — the  view  of  principle,  as  my  noble  Friend 
do  not  accord  with  those  of  my  uoble  .  described  it — the  religious  objection  coter- 
Friond.  My  noble  Friend  has  been  ro-  tained  to  the  measore;  because,  apart  from 
cently  most  worthily  selected  to  fill  the  this,  I  know  your  Lordships  as,  indeed, 
verv  honnnrahle  post  of  Ciiairnian  uf  tlie  has  been  admitted  hv  some — would  not 
British  and  I'orcign  Bible  »:iociety;  and  1  apprehend  any  merely  political  ill  coose- 
oould  not  hear  his  speech  without  regret-  quenoe  or  danger  from  granting  emaan- 
ting  that  in  taking  that  chair  he  has  notipation  to  the  Jews.  Thdrlimitod  number, 
iidieiited  the  sentiments  which  his  meek  the  character  they  have  constnntly  borne 
and  pious  predecessor,  Lord  Bezley ,  always  ,  iu  this  country,  and  the  whole  teaour  of 
professed  on  this  subject.  With  respect  their  habits,  are  a  guarantee  a^inst  aaj 
to  the  question  before  the  House,  after  tlic  such  apprehension.  Apart,  also,  from  this 
clear  statement  of  the  noblt"  and  learned  re!it^ioH!»  objection,  I  know  your  Lordships 
Lord  on  the  woolsack,  and  the  arguments  would  not  grudge  to  your  Jewish  feUow- 
of  the  most  roT.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop  1  countrymen  the  attainment  of  wishes  which 
of  Dublin),  well  worthy  of  his  Christian  so  many  entertain,  of  being  placed  on  an 
character  and  logical  reputation,  and  re-  even  level  with  their  more  fortunate  fellow- 
niembering  also  that  when  the  question  |  subjects.  The  only  reason,  I  am  pcr- 
was  last  before  your  Lordships  I  stated  my  sunded,  with  the  opponents  of  this  Bill  for 
opinion  fully  I'cspecting  it,  I  should  HOW  refusiag  their  assent  to  it,  eoosists  in  a 
hold  it  to  be  inexcnsahlc  In  mo  to  trespass  feeling  oti  their  part,  as  expressed  by  the 
long  on  your  Lordships'  time  in  recommend-  noble  Earl,  that  to  give  that  assent  would 
ing  this  question  to  your  favourable  con- '  bo  an  act,  as  it  were,  of  disloyalty  towards 
sideration.  The  question  does  not  adniit  the  Divine  Founder  of  our  religion;  and 
of  many  fresh  views  or  ar^timents,  though,  that  whereas  the  oidy  thintj  worth  striving 
in  my  humble  judgment,  the  lapse  of  time  for,  or  worth  living  for  on  earth,  is  the 
and  the  courso  of  events  hare  materially  i  extension  of  His  empire,  such  an  associa- 
strengthened  the  already  soliststing  rea-  j  tion  with  His  enemies  as  this  Bill  is  said 
sons  fur  its  favourable  reception.  Ify  to  eontemjdate,  such  an  act  of  irrace  nnd 
noble  Friend  expressed  bis  regret  that  an  condescetision  towartls  those  who  are  re- 
attempt  should  now  be  made  to  revive  this  prescuted  as  bound  to  protest  against  the 
question;  but  your  liordships  will  remem- ;  continued  existence  of  Christtanity,  would 
her  that  the  noide  Earl  who  niovcd  the  re- 1  be  to  invade  Ills  rightful  supremacy,  nnd 
jcction  of  the  Biil,  made  it  an  express;  to  deprive  llim  of  a  portion  of  His  right- 
ground  of  argument  against  proceeding  ful  huuour.  Now,  if  this  objection  were 
with  it,  that  we  abstained  from  bringing  it  well  founded,  1  fiillj  admit  that  it  would 
before  your  Lordships'  House  la?t  Session,  exclude  all  further  controversy,  and  would 
Alluf<ion  has  also  been  made  to  the  aUsence  quite  conclude  the  qu-^stion;    but  that  is 


of  peiilioiib.     1  du  not  pretend  that  there  j  not  the  view  1  humbly  entertain  on  this 
The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury 
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t.ikinf;  any  share  in  tlie  letri^slation  of  tlio 
cniintrv.     Hnt  the  Jew  is  culietl  y\\Hm  tn 


qMition.  He  did  not  certainly  treat  this  |  tion  of  tho  origin  of  the  words  whicli  it  h 
M  ft  question  of  indiiferenee,  or  look  upon  |  proposed  to  repeal.  I  believe  it  is  gene- 
the  religions  objection  as  a  thinjx  wliich  rally  uJnuttcd  that  their  insertion  into  tho 
nainlj  belonged  to  the  domain  of  theology*  ^  oath  of  ailogianco  was  tlio  cH'ect  of  poli- 
ond  which  ought  to  be  excluded  from  the  |  tical  accident.  You  say  you  rely  upon 
concenis  of  life  and  the  ordinary  current  j  these  words  for  excluding  the  Jews  from 
of  political  affairs;  but  he  hehl  tliat  loy- 
alty, devotion,  and   attachment   to  any 

cause  or  to  any  service  were  best  exhibited  excici&e  many  other  privileges  from  which 
by  imbibing  as  much  as  poooible  of  its  [  he  is  not  deberred  by  the  oath  of  allo- 
spirit,  and  exhibiting  as  inucli  a.<i  possible  fiance;  and  those  duties  which  he  is  called 
of  obedience  to  tlie  principles  which  it  en-  upon  to  administer,  infer  more  delicacy  and 
tertained.  Now,  liow  du  I  road  the  pre-  involve  more  danger — where  questions 
eepto  of  Ghrtstiftnitj  as  I  believe  they  may  |  occur,  for  instance,  between  man  and  man 
be  legitimately  ap])lied  to  the  quof^tion  ho-  on  the  nnifjisterlal  bench,  or,  it  may  he, 
fore  us  ?  I  need  not  assure  your  Lord-  questions  eouceraiug  the  sanctity  of  public 
ships  that  I  bhould  shrink  from  making  worship  —  which  the  Jewisli  niagiiitt-ate 
any  light  reference  to  a  solemn  authority;  .  may,  in  many  cases,  decide  by  himself, 
bat  I  feel  that  this  is  a  question  which,  unchecked  by  the  presence  of  other  magis- 
upon  either  side,  can  only  be  wortbilj  dis-  [  trates;  I  say  that  these  duties  infer  more 
cussed  by  being  discussed  upon  religious  *  delicacy  and  involve  more  danger  than 
groonds.  There  is,  first  of  all,  and  always,  |  those  which  a  Jew  would  be  eall^  upon  to 
then,  the  pervading  rule  of  our  divine  \  discharge  in  Parliament,  whore  ho  would 
faith,  '*  Do  unto  others  as  ye  would  that  bo  checked,  controlled,  and  watched  by 
others  should  do  unto  you."  I  admit  that  <  a  large  proponderanco  of  Christian  col- 
drifl  mast  he  construed,  in  the  tmnsactions  I  lesjpies.   But.  as  I  said,  I  don*t  wish  to 


of  human  affairs,  with  refcrcn 


(0 


the  raise  tho  qnesUon  of  the  origin  of  the 


conditions  and  circumstances  to  which  it  is  .  words  which  it  is  proposed  to  reporil.  The 
to  be  applied.    But  the  circumstances  of  j  question  which  we  have  to  dcui  with  is 


the  case  now  before  us  are  the  admission  I  this: — Is  it,  under  present  ciroumstances, 

of  onr  Jewish  fellow- oovntrymen  to  the | advisable  to  retain  them?  And  here  I 
share  which  naturally  accrues  to  thera  in  cannot  help  congratnlati n<r  those  with 
the  legisktion;  and,  therefore,  in  the  prac-  whom  1  act  on  the  admission  of  tny  noble 
tical  government  of  the  countty  of  which  Friend  (the  Bari  of  Shaflesbury),  that  be 
ibey  are  the  rightlnl  eitisens.  Now,  here,  did  not  think  it  likely  the  woids  would 
as  applied  to  those  special  circumstances,  ■  now  be  proposed,  if  they  had  not  been 
in,  I  conceive,  most  expressly  the  |  found  already  there.    But  with  respect  to 


authoritative  declaration  which  has  been  |  the  defence  which  is  attempted  to  bo  set 

quoted  to-night  by  my  most  rev.  Friend  i  up  for  seeking  to  establish  Christianity  by 
the  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  "  My  kingdom  j  the  machinery  of  oaths  and  declarations 
is  not  of  the  world."  If  ilis  kingdom  bad  ^  such  as  this,  I  have  to  say  tliat  I  conceive 
been  of  thnworid,  a  special  declaration  of  I  that  if  Christianity  did  require  any  test 


fealty  might  very  properly  have  been  re- 
quired 'f'He  kingdoms  of  this  world  may 
very  appropriately  lay  down  such  regular 
tioofl  as  they  thmk  fit  in  matters  pertain- 
ing  to  them.  They  nmy  very  consistetitly 
attempt  to  regulate  the  duties  and  privi- 
leires  ot  those  upon  whom  they  confer  the 
right  of  citisenship.  It  is  quite  true  that 
tho  kingdoms  which  are  not  of  this  world 
have  also  duties  and  privilc'iros  of  an  infi- 
nitely higher  character  than  any  belonging 
to  the  kingdoms  that  are  of  this  world;  but, 
then,  I  contend  that  those  duties  and  privi- 
leges which  arc  not  conferred  by  the  king- 
doms of  this  world  outrht  not  to  be  with- 
held  by  the  coarse  machinery  of  oaths, 
declarations,  privileges,  monopolies,  and 
eieioaioiis,   1  shall  not  go  into  the  qnes- 


derived  from  itself  to  be  imposed  as  a  con< 
ditiou  for  transacting;  worldly  business,  it 
would  be  infinitely  more  in  correspondence 
with  tho  true  spirit  and  genhis  of  Chris, 
tianity  to  impose  such  a  test  upon  tho 
ground  of  conduct  rather  than  of  belief. 
But  your  Lordships  will  all  feci  that  that 
would  not  be  practicable.  To  introduce  a 
test  of  conduct,  would  probably  be  to  intro- 
duce more  evils  than  it  would  obviate; 
because  it  would  only  lead  to  hypocrisy 
and  concealment.  But  if  wc  find  ourselves 
unable  to  eiclude  persons  from  taking  a 
share  in  our  legislative  cnuticlls  hecau-io 
they  are  profligate  or  profane,  do  not  let 
us  try  to  exclude  those  whoso  want  of 
belief  in  tho  doctrines  which  wo  profess, 
may  make  them  worthy  objects  of  onr 
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eompaesion,  but  whose  condoet  doM  not  |  with  the  country  wift  Ibinded  upon  Chrii* 


tiiuiity;  and  for  the  purpo?:e  nf  ailmitting 
thu  Jewish  people  iuto  Pariiamont.  we 
were  called  upon  to  ronounoe  that  Chris- 
tian character.  Ho  loUiiialy  Miaf  od 
if  their  Lordaliips  consented  to  the  mea- 
sure, they  would  do  ;^reater  violence  t  i  the 
religious  feelings  ot  the  great  body  of  tbo 
Mople  of  thit  <x>aiitry,  ilMo  had  mmi  ddw» 
by  any  measure  which  had  erur  passed 
that  House.  He  believed  that  thr  prinoU 
pal  ruBkbua  why  tut  tow  p^tiUoas  kad  beeu 


disentitle  them  probalily  to  the  esteem  and 
eoufidenoe  of  their  fellow-subjocts.  After 
all,  this  was  the  habit  of  Taganism,  and 
not  of  Christiaiiity, 

*'  JwnmdMqTie  tmifn  per  nomen  ponlmus  arei.** 

Chiiatiuiuty,  viewed  in  the  light  of  its  sub- 
linio  ehwMrtedp,  and  its  own  divine  preten- 
sions, does  not  stuix!  in  noed  of  any  such 

eartlilv  bubvnrVs.  If  tlieso  bulwarks  are 
uuavaiung,  as  I  conueive  them  to  bo — if 

Christianity  does  not  require  nor  eonmand  |  preeented  to  their  Lerdahipa*  Uovm  open 

— and  I  ohallcnge  the  most  TchMneot  op<  ^  the  subject,  was  the  perfeot  coBfidcnce  en- 
pononts  of  this  meastiro  to  ^hmy  roe  the  tcrtained  by  the  people  that  their  Lord- 
place  in  which  Christianity  doca  require  ori  abip6  would  not  for  a  moment  entertain  so 

ooninand  them — bnt.  If  llIirlstiMiity  does  —  * 

not  require  nor  command  thero,  then  I 
contend  that  to  act  in  the  spirit— I  will 
not  here  raise  the  question  of  justicQ— <-but 
I  Mij  to  aet  in  tho  spirit  of  kiodnees  and 
KOnenMitj  is  the  course  which  wonld  bo 
BlOet  eon^i stent  with  rhrifitlanity.  I  have 
eonfined  myself  to  the  task  which  I  origi- 

nallj  preaoribed  to  myself.    I  have  not  |  bad  ohallonged  any  ono  to  imast 
attempted  to  deal  with  the  question  of ,  posed  conoesnoa  opoB  tcriptural  grounds 

policy  or  prudence — I  have  not  ndvortod  !  Why.  it  was  upon  tho  gronntls  of  Sorip 


unebrisCiaa  a  meaawn.  Tbiameanne 

to  the  roinoval  of  Chriitianity  from  the 
State;  and  if  it  were  adopted,  he  defied 
them  ever  to  shut  the  door  againse  ail  ioit- 
dela  and  borettes,  of  whatwrer  dasi  ^mj 

might  bo;  it  would  become  perfectly  naiai* 

portant  whether  ho  were  a  Christian  w 
not.    The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  CarUalo) 


to  the  topics  which  miglii  iiuve  been  brought 
forward  mpccting  tho  di<i{M)sition  of  eon* 
atituanoiea  witb  rdTaffOBCO  to  Jewish  repre- 
sentatives, or  ro5ppet^n^»  tho  risk  which 


turo  that  he  chieiy  founded  his  composition 
to  tbe  noaMre.   He  fonnd  it  oxprenlj 

declared  —  *•  Whosoever  transgresscti!^ 

and  abideth  not  in  the  doctrine  of  Christ, 


you  incur  bv  porsovcring  year  after  year:  hath  not  thu  Fatker  nor  the  Son;"  and, 
in  refusing  your  assent  to  a  BtU  sent  up !    Ho  that  abideth  not  in  tho  doetrine  el 

to  yon  by  the  IIouso  of  Cunmions  on  a  ~' 
matter  conccrninnj  tlio  coinpositiun  of  thfir 
own  body.  Neither  have  I  alluded  to  that 
wbieh  I  firmly  bdieve^that  sooner  or 
later  your  Lordships  will  give  yonr  assent 
to  this  just  and  heulinu:  men^uro.     I  have 


Christ,  receive  him  not  into  your  hous 
neither  bid  him  God  speed,  fur  ho  that 
biddeth  him  God  speed,  is  a  partaker  of 
his  evil  deeds.'*  WoaM  il,  then,  bo  said 
that  such  a  ooneession  aa  waa  contemplatad 
bv  this  Kill,  waa  not  in  conipleto  viulation 


urged  it  merely  as  a  question  of  Christian  [  of  this  direction  given  in  the  inspired  word 


principle,  aod  I  have  only  farther  to  say 
that,  seeing  that  yonr  Lordships  would  bo 
acting  in  accordance  with  tlie  genius  of 
tho  Uospel,  and  in  conformity  with  the 
apirit of  religion,  "to  do  as  yon  would  be 
dona  by/*  especially  where  no  danger  eaa 
arise  from  so  doinn^,  I  tiii^t  that  your 
Lordships  will  not  wait  for  a  repeated  ex- 
periment of  this  long-protractod  struggle 
either  with  the  nation  at  lariyc,  or  the 
Other  House  of  Parlianient,  hut  tliat  yon 
will  at  once  firmly  and  (spontaneously  give 
your  ready  aasent  to  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill. 


TI 


of  God  f  This  was  a  most  serious  ques- 
tion, and,  as  he  hud  said  before,  euo  of  ft 

strictly  relii;i<nis  eliaracter.  If  they  aban- 
doned tliin  declaration  of  Christianity,  tlicy 
might  depend  upon  it  thai  God,  who  haJ 
made  that  i  hri.-tiamty  the  rery  fsiinda 
tion  of  England  's  greatness — of  her  moral 
greatness  and  prosperity  aa  a  nation- 
would  visit  her  people  with  those  curses 
which  had  failcii  upon  the  Jews  for  thero^ 
jection  of  that  Saviour  who  died  to  save 
the  world,  and  of  that  religion  which  we 
muatr  consider  as  the  gieatcitt  of  all  workU 
ly  bloBsingB.    It  was  not  upon  the 


10  Kakl  of  WIN(^niLSEA  agreed  j  that  tlic  .lews  would  abuse  the  privileges 


with  the  noble  Earl,  that  tho  (jucstion  was 
one  of  a  stiictly  religious  character.  The 
whole  question  lay,  however,  in  a  nutshell. 
Our  (lovernmcnt  was  essentially  Christian, 
our  Legislature  aud  everything  oonneoted 

•  Th9  Earl  0/  Car^t^^ 


which  till  y  huuglit,  that  he  opposed  the 
Bill,  but  beeaufiu  he  thought  it  could  not 
be  ooneeded  withont  impairing  tbe  founds 
tion  of  Christianity,  on  which  England'a 
graatnoM  and  dod'a  bleuuig  dependad. 
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Tho  Earl  of  WICKLO W  said,  ho  had  I  plo  ho  felt  strongly  in  favour  of  tlio  admis- 
liltened  with  the  greatest  attention  to  the  sion  of  the  J«wb  ;  but  at  tho  same  time  he 
MMecil  of  tho  noblo  Earl  opposite  (tlio  [  felt  houiul  to  Ffiy  tliat  lie  objected  in  tho 
Earl  of  Shaftesburv),  who  Imd  spokoii  stioiigrst  possiblo  manner  to  tlio  niodo  in 
against  tho  Bill,  aod  he  confessed  it  ap-  ,  u'hicii  it  was  now  propo!»cd  to  romovo  those 
peared  to  him  that  aXt  h«  httd  aaid  molved  j  disabOities.  His'  objeotion  was  to  the  im- 
itself  into  the  oft-repcatcd  argument,  that  posing  on  any  of  Iler  Majesty's  ftubjoots 
because  this  was  a  Christian  country,  we  tbo  neeessitv  nf  taking  any  oaths,  to  whioh 
ought  to  have  &  Christian  iiogislaturu.  ,  great  objecuuu  arose.    In  tho  Bill 

The  BoUo  JBmI  4i«d  ttated,  to  faia  great  |  introdneed  by  Her  Majeetj't  Government 
surprise,  that  if  the«e  words  now  projiosod  \  was  entitled  an  Act  to  alter  the  oaths  ro- 
te be  omitted  had  never  been  introduced,  quired  to  ho  taken  by  the  Members  of  the 
no  000  would  now  have  introduced  them —  |  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  excepting  those 
baeavaa  ba  inferred  that  the  noble  Bail  profeeeing  the  Romaii  Catfaolio  velirien  i 
thereby  adnjittod  tho  whole  case  to  bo  the  preamble  of  the  Bill  declared  that  it 
ngainst  him.  Tho  noblo  Earl  had  pro- '  was  expedient  to  niter  those  oaths  gcn©- 
cceded  to  say  tliat  because  for  200  years  1  rally.  Tho  present  Bill  was  not  so  framed; 
tfaoee  wofdi  had  Imrmed  part  of  the  oath,  it  was  merely  a  Bill  to  regnlate  tho  mode 
Parliament  had  no  power  to  make  an  al-  of  administeiiog  the  oath  of  abjuration  to 
teration  ;  but  the  noble  Earl  must  have  persons  professing  tho  Jewish  religion,  and 


totally  forgotten  that  in  every  alteration 
dnriBf  those  200  years,  for  the  admission 

to  Parliament  of  sectarians,  Quakers,  and 
Roman  Catholics,  the  words  liad  actually 
been  omitted,  thercforo  tho  argument  of 
the  noble  Bail  on  that  point  lost  all  its 

force.    It  was  unnecessary  for  bvo  to  oc- 


he  nas  anxious  to  hear  the  reasons  for 
Her  Majesty  's  Ministers  having  abandoned 
their  opinion  of  the  expedienoj  of  these 
alterations.  It  was  a  monstrous  injustice 
to  those  Members  of  this  House  and  the 
other  Honse  who  fi^t  sineerely  deairous 
that  an  alteration  should  take  plaoo  in 


eupy  their  fjordships'  time  at  any  great  i  oaths  generally,  that  tbo  Covemmont,  hav- 
lengtU  upon  the  one  great  argument,  that !  iug  declared  it  e.\pedicut  to  moko  those 
boMUisa  this  was  a  Christian  eountry  it  alterations,  should  now  abstain  from  intro- 


shoold  bo  entirely  a  Christian  Legislature, 
because  the  admitting  that  it  was  a  Chris- 
tian euuutry  was  of  itself  a  security  a|;ainBt 
any  danger  arlMog  from  the  admission  of 
Jowa  to  Parliament.  But  ho  dented  that 
this  was  a  Christian  eountry  in  tho  sense 
in  which  the  term  was  accepted  by  those 
who  nsod  it.  Tho  Jews  possessed  every 
prrrilege  except  that  of  sitting  in  Parlio' 
meut.  The  Ari  ms  poj^sessed  every  right, 
iaeluding  the  sitting  in  Parliament.  So 
had  the  Sooinhine ;  and  ho  assorted  that 
from  the  true  Catholie  doetrino  of  Chris- 
tianity tlic  .SnriTi'iTH  were  a^  far  removed 


ducing  a  measure  for  the  purpose.  Allu* 
sion  had  been  made  to  tbo  vast  majority 
with  which  the  Bill  passed  tho  House  of 
Commons  in  1849,  and  tho  diminished 
number  now  ;  but  was  not  that  fact  to  bo 
traced  to  the  imperfect  character  of  the 
present  Bill  as  compared  with  that  of 
1849  f  To  show  that  some  alterations 
were  required,  he  need  only  refer  to  the 
(^cmetcrios  fTrelan<l)  Act.  Ho  asserted 
tltat  if  an  Act  was  to  bo  passed  for  estah. 
Itshing  the  spiritual  power  of  tho  Pope  in 
this  realm,  it  could  not  be  better  done  than 
bv  t!i!it  Act.    Tliorefore,  to  ask  Members 


OS  tho  Jews,  lie  therefore  must  candidly  ]  to  come  to  their  Lordships'  table  and  de- 
admit  that,  considering  the  Jews  as  loyal,  elare  that  they  did  not  believe  that  tho 
as  hononrsblo,  and  as  conscientions  a  peo- 1  Pope  had  any  spiritual  anthority  within 

pie  a?  any  portion  of  the  community,  ho  !  this  renlni,  wa;;  to  ask  them  to  commit  a 
thought  great  injustice  was  done  them  by  (  direct  violation  of  truth.  Neither  was  it 
the  Legislature  still  withholding  tho  right  i  just  to  call  upon  them  to  declare  that  tho 
of  mtting  in  Parliament  ;  and  after  the  re-  j  Popo  ought  not  to  have  any  spiritual  an* 


peated  declarations  of  that  injlI^t!co  by  tho 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  when  no 
one  could  point  out  any  danger,  or  even 
iaomivoniettoe,  likely  to  arise  from  grant- 
ing redress,  sboidd  tlieir  Lordships  still 


t!i;)rity  wltliin  the  realm,  because  ttiey  had 
admitted  the  Roman  Catholics  to  the  full 
participation  of  the  rights  of  British  sub- 
jects, and  it  was  utterly  impossible  for  tho 

Roman  Catliolics  to  exercise  their  rclifrion 


determine  to  resist,  they  would  be  exceed-  |  witliout  submitting  to  the  spiritual  autbo- 


ing  their  duty,  in  thus  refusing  the  wishes 
of  the  people  at  large*  and  demands  of 
ttmrfapvMMtitatiTos.  Upon  erorypriBoi- 


rity  of  the  Pope,  lie  was  anxious  that 
something  should  be  done  before  a  new 
ParliamoDt  was  swnmoiMd.  In  the  other 
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House  it  wu  qoite  optional  whether  ihoee  I  m  it  involved  a  supposition  of  iMts  totally 


who  were  elected  would  accc}>t  seats  or 
not.  and  only  those  who  had  no  objection 
to  the  oaths  would  be  likely  to  return  to 
Parliament.  Bnt  their  Lordships,  hy  their 
birthright,  had  a  right  to  be  legislators, 
and,  therefore,  upon  them  the  force  of  this 
objection  particularly  pressed.  The  noble 
Earl  had  allttded  to  Lord  Bolingbrolce  and 
(lihbou  having  disregarded  the  oaths,  and 
having  come,  ns  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  to  take  the  oaths  which  the  people 
eolleetivety  conld  not  take.  He  (the  Earl 
of  Wicklow)  believed  that  such  was  the 
moral  and  relii^nons  feeling  of  the  grpat 
body  of  the  people  of  this  country,  that 
thej  woidd  at  once  decline  to  take  those 
oaths.  It  was  only  from  the  upper  classes, 
from  the  nristocracy,  from  persons  taking 
high  office,  and  from  Members  taking  their 
soate  in  Parliament,  that  those  oaths  were 
reunited.  Bnt  if  the  Legislature  were  to 
pass  an  enactment  that  any  person  enter- 
ing trade  or  business  should  be  required  to 
tahe  the  oath  of  nrnnnnacy — any  enact- 
ment which  wonid  amct  the  great  body  of 
the  people — he  would  venture  tn  say  it 
would  raise  a  cry  which  would  force  the 
Legislature  to  make  those  aherationa 
which  he  now  so  strongly  pressed  upon 
their  Lordships.  With  these  feelings  he 
should  be  very  reluctant  to  give  his  vote 
for  the  second  reading  <^  this  Bill,  bnt  he 
overcame  that  rchictanee  in  the  liopo  that 
should  it  be  rend  a  second  time,  the 
Uouse  would  mako  those  alterations  in 
Committee. 

The  Dun  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  was 
extremely  anxious  to  follow  tlie  noble  Earl 
on  the  cross  benches  (the  Karl  of  Shaftes- 
hnry),  havmg  listened  to  his  speech  with 
great  interest  and  admiration,  and  al- 
though two  speakers  hud  intervened,  he 
was  still  anxious  so  to  follow  him,  b^ausc 
their  Lordships  must  feel  that  his  was  an 
admirahle,  closelj^reasoned  ai^ament,  so 
far  as  argument  on  the  subject  was 
capable  of  being  closely  reasoned  ;  and 
the  two  noble  Lords  who  had  succeeded 
had  by  no  means  exhausted  that  argument. 
He  fully  concun-ed  with  the  noble  Ivarl  in 
deprecating,  in  the  advocacy  of  this  mea- 
sure, any  allusion  to  the  spirit  of  perse- 
cution; for,  although  he  did  not  believe 
that  his  noble  Friend  o]tposlte  (Lord  Wodc- 
hou»ie)  intended  tliiit  jilirasn  in  an  uti'cnsive 
sense,  yet  it  must  ubviouBly  hear  an  of- 
fensive meaning  in  the  eyes  of  any  one 
who  agreed  with  the  nohle  Karl  on  the 
cross  benches  (the  llarl  of  »$haftesbary)» 
The  Marl  of  Wicklow 


inaccurate.  Tie  (the  Puke  of  Argyll) 
.should  not  easily  forget  having  been  pre- 
sent, four  years  ago,  at  a  great  public 
meeting  in  tiie  city  of  Glasgow,  at  which 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  present  by  invitation.  He 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  attended  merely  out 
of  cnriosity,  as  an  individaal  among  the 
crowd,  and  he  heard,  with  infinite  surprise 
and  regret,  the  noble  Lord  say  on  the 
platform  that,  for  the  purpose  of  enjoying 
n  hit  of  pereeention,  the  Honse  of  Lords 
had  refused  the  admission  of  the  Jews  into 
Parliament.  He  deprecated  such  lan- 
guage in  the  mouth  of  any  one,  but,  above 
all,  he  deprecated  it  in  the  months  of 
those  who  were  in  a  position  of  authority. 
He  deprecated  it  the  more  especially  be- 
cause he  bad  encountered  the  greatest 
possible  diffieultiee  in  trriviog  at  a  eoneln> 
sion  on  the  question,  and  he  had  ap- 
proached it,  he  knew,  in  no  spirit  of  per- 
secution;  and  the  desire  to  retain  disa- 
bilities on  aeeonnt  of  rriigions  h^ef  had 
no  part  whatever  in  his  consideration  of  it. 
But  the  noble  Karl  had  put  the  arc^umcnt 
in  so  close  and  logical  a  form,  that  he  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  was  eompelled  to  admit 
that  unless  ho  could  follow  it,  and  point 
out  some  fallacies,  he  could  not  defend  the 
vote  which  he  was  prepared  to  give,  if 
the  nohle  Baii  would  allow  him,  he  wodd 
go  through  the  argument  forioftm.  First, 
the  noble  Earl  said  the  concession  thcv 
were  called  on  to  make,  was  a  did'erent 
eoueession  from  any  they,  had  hitherto  heen 
ealled  on  to  make.  He  admitted  that  it 
was  difTercnt  ;  but  he  held  that  it  was 
ditferent  in  degree,  bnt  not  different  in 
principle.  The  first  statement  which  his 
noble  Friend  made  was,  that  the  presence 
of  ?.  Jew  was  a  standincr  protest  ni^ainst 
the  truth  of  the  Christian  religion.  Uis 
noble  Friend  would  admit,  probably,  that 
the  presence  of  a  Jew  in  a  court  of  jdStiee* 
administerioi;  the  laws  of  a  Christian  conn- 
try,  or  his  i)rcsencc  in  his  own  private 
dwelling,  was  not  a  standing  protest 
against  the  tmth  of  the  Christian  rcltp:ion, 
in  the  sense  in  ^Yhicll  he  put  it.  Tho 
noble  Lord  said  only  that  when  the  Jew 
was  admitted  to  cither  House  of  Parlia* 
ment,  his  presence  was  a  standing  protest 
aijainst  the  truth  of  the  Christian  religion. 
He  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  admitted  that,  ia 
a  certain  sense,  the  presence  of  a  Jew  in 
any  society  whatever  w.is  n  standing  pro- 
test acraiust  bin  bolicl  in  the  trutli  of  the 
Christian  religion.  Knowing  that  the  Jew 
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did  not  admU  the  tniUi  of  the  Cfamtiui 
reUgioa*  his  presence  in  er^y  and  any 
society  waa  a  protest  agninst  his  belief  in 
the  truth  of  the  Christian  religion ;  but  it 
lias  Bot  mote  so  m  Pftrliameot  than  any- 
where else.    The  noble  Earl  said,  in  illus- 
tration, there  were  certain  words  In  an  oath 
required  to  be  taken  by  a  Jew  before  he 
«iktai«d  Pariionent,  though  not  in  the 
osifai  he  was  obliged  to  take  before  he 
entered  oilier  positions  in  society,  and  Par- 
liament was  now  requested  to  withdraw 
Ihoio  vords  beeaosa  the/  worn  either  im- 
proper  or  untrue.   That  was  not  the  fact. 
That  wn<?  Tint  the  gronnd  npon  which  the 
demand  was  made.   The  ground  was»  that 
the  woidt  were  not  hinding  upon  his  eon- 
oeience.    The  Jew  aud,  *' These  words 
are  introduced  because  tliev  arc  hinding 
on  your  conacionoes*    I  am  pei  fecUy  fit  to 
fill  the  aitoation  to  which  I  have  been  elect- 
ed, and  I  am  willing  to  take  that  oath, 
but  I  \^'ish  to  oTriit  those  words,  not  be- 
cause they  ore  improper  for  the  purpose 
for  which  they  were  introduced,  but  bo- 
eanse  I  cannot  fulfil  that  purpose.  They 
may  bind  ymtr  conTicnrc     1  do  not  ask 
you  to  withdraw  them  because  they  are 
improper,  but  simply  because  they  are  not 
binding  upon  my  conscience. "    Ho  came 
BOW  to  the  historical  fact,  with  regard  to 
the  purpose  for  which  they  wero  intro- 
duced. The  noble  Earl  evidently  considered 
that  they  were  introduced  in  the  nature  of 
a  religiriH  test.     Tic  (the  Duke  (  f  Argyll) 
believed  that  it  was  historicaliy  untrue 
that  they  were  in  the  nature  of  a  religious 
test.    He  believed  the  words  were  soldj 
introduced  as  the  natural  form  of  testi- 
fying, by  an  appeal  to  Christianity,  the 
solemn  obligations  under  which  the  Mem- 
har  took  his  seat.    So  far  it  was  an  argu* 
ment  for  the  demand.    The  noble  Earl 
said,  when  thry  introduced  Jews  into  Par- 
liuuicut,  they  would  give  them  the  power, 
ae  lisr  aa  that  might  be*  of  extirpating 
Christianity,  and  that  the  object  of  a  Jew 
must  bo  to  pxereiso  hostility  to  Christi- 
anity.   So  iar  as  the  fact  of  the  matter 
went,  and  ao  fiur  aa  the  aetoal  eondition  of 
Jews  went,  as  proof,  he  believed  it  was 
untrne  that  they  poases^ied  nny  prosolv- 
tising  spirit  whatever.    He  did  not  believe 
that  the  Jews  were  anxions  in  any  respect 
to  inculcate  their  own,  or  to  eradicate  the 
belief  of  others.    The  noble  Earl  admitted 
that  the  influeuoe  might  not  he  very  xreat; 
bni  he  said,  so  far  aa  it  went,  whettier  it 
was  the  admission  only  of  five  or  six  Jews, 
it  would  be  hostile  to  Christianity,  but  it 
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was  a  qneatton  of  principle,  and  from  the 
prindple  they  could  not  depart  a  hair'a 

breadth.    Then  he  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
contended  that  the  principle  had  been  al- 
ready departed  from.  The  noble  Earl  bad 
drawn  a  distinction  between  the  administra- 
tion  of  thelniv,  ntid  the  making  of  the  law. 
Bat  admitting  that  there  was  a  difference, 
neverthdeaa  the  principle  was  gone.  Am 
a  matter  of  fact  the  Jew  was  admitted  to 
the  elective  francltise,  although,  by  thf»  nc- 
cideotal  circumstance  of  the  introduction 
of  these  words,  he  conld  not  sit  in  Parlia- 
ment.   The  Jew  was  an  elector,  and 
every  elector  exercised  a  legislative  power, 
through  which  the  House  of  Commons  act- 
ed.   Therefore,  he  eontendod  that  the 
Jew  was  already  admitted  to  the  exercise, 
in  a  minor  degrro,  of  the  administrative 
power.    He  admitted  it  was  in  a  very 
minor  degree;  but  his  noble  Friend  said 
the  question  was  not  one  of  degree,  but 
an  abstract  principle;  and  he  (the  Dnkc  of 
Argyll)  contended  that  as  the  mere  the- 
oretical operation  of  an  abstract  principle, 
degree  being  excluded  from  view,  the  ^rin« 
ciple  was  absolutely  gone  already.    1  ben 
the  noble  Earl  next  said,     But  I  have 
been  told  I  may  be  answered  that  avowed 
infidels  have  been  allowed  to  take  these 
oaths."    He  admitted  that  was  perfectly 
true,  and  referred  to  the  cases  of  Gibbon 
and  Bolingbroke,  but  then  he  said,  *'  It  is 
a  very  great  satisfaction  to  my  mind,  that, 
although  the  electors  chose  a  man,  whom 
they  knew  to  be  an  infidel,  and  the  House 
of  Coinmou8,  on  admitting,  knew  him  to 
be  an  infidel,  it  is  an  immense  satisfaotioii 
to  my  mind  that  he  was  obliged  to  go 
through  the  form  of  declaring  on  the  true 
faith  of  a  Uhrihtian."    He  (the  Duko  of 
Argyll)  oonfessed  he  eonld  derive  no  plea- 
sure whatever  from  that  circumstance.  He 
conceived  that  the  nllii^ton  to  that  matter 
brought  the  greatest  and  htrongest  objection 
thatoonid  be  brought  against  any  oath  invol- 
ving a  declaration  of  religion.  They  invited  a 
hypocrite  under  high  premiums  to  increase 
the  amount  of  his  iiypocrisy,  and  the  uubie 
Bar!  said  it  gave  him  groat  satisfaetion. 
[The  Earl  of   Shaftesbury  intimated 
dissent  ]    The  constituency  could  not  take 
Uie  oaths,  and  it  was  acknowledged  tiiat 
the  eonslitnaoiqr  knew  Bolin|;broko  was  an 
infidel  before  they  elected  bim  to  take  the 
oaths  for  them.    It  was  also  known  to  the 
House  of  Commons  ;  and  yet  the  noblo 
Barl  said  it  was  a  great  satisfhotbn  to  htt 
mind  that  Bolingbroke  was  obliged  to  take 
the  oath,  and  declare  on  the  true  faith  of 
2  Q 
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AChmtian.    [The  Earl  of  SurrESBURT' 
•gain  intimatnd  his  dissfint.]     He  (the 
Bnko  of  Argyll)  understood  the  noble  Earl 
to  say  so,  and  if  hn  was  in  error  h»  £d  not 
understand  him  nt  all. 

The  EAHLof  SHAFTESJiURY  oxplnin- 
ed  that  he  did  not  cxpess  any  satisUction 
tlutt  the  oalh  was  takon  by  Lord  Boling- 
broke  and  Gibbon;  on  the  contrary,  that 
it  lirotight  themselres  into  jeopardy.  Wbat- 
erer  satisfaction  be  expressed  was  at  the 
foot  bearing  pubKe  iesAtmoay  to  tbe  obter' 
Vance  of  the  prlnciplo. 

The  T>rKE  of  ARCYLL  did  not  see  the 
difiereneo  between  tbe  explanation  and  bis 
•talemoDt.  Tho  iietaaoea  Mfeired  to  daA 
bear  testimony  td  the  great  frabKe  princi 
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iUang  wbaM  diey  proposed  Parliainetit  waa 

dednring;,  or  intended  to  declare,  hi  any 
manner  wbaterer,  their  mdiifereDoe  to  the 
great  troths  of  Ofaristiaol^.  Thers  wariF 
other  argutni  nts  against  thb  ttmnip, 
which  tbe  noble  Earl  did  not  U3«  hinis«lf, 
which  be  beard  often  used  in  soeioty.  H» 
had  boes  tsM  by  BMoy  «rbo  ifet*  ooi  ntef 
keen  and  anxious  opponents  to  this  mea- 
sure, but  were  *m  thi«?  ftntf  of  mind, 
that  they  conld  not  br»ng  themselYee  to 
^  pent  of  inoairii^  tiie  psfseaal  trnfm- 
f^ibility  of  witbirMniig  this  declaration — 
t)u'y  «i}\id  they  were  willing  to  admit  the 
Jew  to  erery  other  society  of  which  they 


ing  to  bfcrodace  the  Jew  to  tbe  Reyi^  9«» 


that    all   ropresentatTTes    should    go  oiety,  or  anr  litfrary  ?orirtv,  lK?caiise  tbe^ 


V 

through  that  form.  But,  so  far  as  the  pub> 
lie  principle  tliat  Ika  ooaetitaeiioieB  shoald 

only  cleet  men  who  professed  to  be  troe 

Christians  was  coMCf^rnc-ij.  tliat  priTiripIr 
was  broken  through  m  knowingly  electing 
infidel.  First,  the  constitiKBey  know- 
ingly eleeted  an  infidel,  and  the  Hou.se  of 
Commons  imposed  upon  the  infidel  a  form 
of  words  implying  that  he  was  a  tme 
CiuistiaB.  If  he  eeuld  understand  the  ar- 
gVBOttt,  tin  explanation  of  tk«  noble  Earl 
had  not  removed  any  of  the  surprise  which 
had  occurred  to  his  mind  on  bearing  the 
noUe  Earl  express  satisfaetimi  in  relatten 
to  those  eases  which  be  had  quuted. 
But  even  supposing  it  \ras  a  satisfactirn  <  f 
the  principle  that  Bolingbroke  should  have 
taken  that  oath,  it  must  first  be  proved 
that  these  worda  were  intended  to  estab- 
lish any  principle  at  all.  The  noble  Earl 
seemed  to  admit  that  the  words  were  not 
iiAended  to  establish  any  principle,  for  he 
said,  if  they  wore  not  in  the  oatli,  be 
should  by  no  mcon<;  wish  to  introduce 
tbem;  but,  since  they  were  in  the  oath,  he 
was  not  prepared  to  strike  them  out,  bo- 
oauaa  it  woak  sppear  m  tbe  eyes  of  the 
people  as  an  abandonment  of  Cliristiauity. 
Would  not  the  objection  to  the  striking 
out  tbe  words  be  disposed  of  by  the  noble 


objeets  of  such  societies  were  not  ineon- 
patfUe  wHh  the  opinion  aad  lietogf  of  hto 

religion;  but  that  it  would  be  an  improper 

r!tin,r  tn  nitrnr^ni^e  a  Jew  into  F'arlrswient, 
which  bad  to  kgiahtte  for  a  Obrisium  com- 
H^M^*  Vow,  i^wwttsteoiitMded  Airtthv 
Jew  ipns  bsBtil«  t»  our  eeelsiiBStical  estub^ 

lishments.    No  nnf»  with  !\  !?oin«o  nf  iuetief*, 
troth,  or  common  sense,  would  say  thai 
the  Jew  was  so  hostile  as  thess  Chrihtinr 
Dissenters  who  were  already  sdiufMsd 

Parliament,  for  be,  of  conr^e,  was  com- 
pnrativeiy  indifferent  to  all  questions  of 
CliHstian  polity.  It  was  not  eontendted 
that  the  Jew  would  not  take  care  that  the 
Imr^;  of  property  were  sufRi  i'^ritty  i!efendcd. 
it  was  not  contended  that  in  reference  Uy 
any  one  principle  of  law — any  ordinary 
ootisM  of  the  Legislature — tbe  Jew  was* 
incompetent  or  di.squalifi* '1  Tin  noble 
Karl  distinctly  told  their  Lordsltrps  that 
the  ouc  simple  point  on  wbioh  the  J'ew' 
was  to  be  refused  admissioit  wfes,  wfta# 
he  called  a  principle,  hut  for  which  ho' 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  would  ?ubfttitute  the 
words — au  ancient  traditional  feeling.  Ae 
rsfsrded  the  difference  between  nu^kh 
mont  and  the  Royal  Society,  it  was  said 
all  our  laws  ought  to  bo  made  in  the  jsamo 
Christian  spirit.  He  most  fully  admitted 
Earl  inatniotingtheiMople  in  thehistorioalO  tbe  principle;  bat  he  contended'  thalT  tb»- 
fact  thot  they  were  not  introduced  for  the  principle,  if  good  for  anything,  was  of  uni- 


oslablishment  of  any  principle  whatever, 
and  that  the  abandoning  of  them  was  not 
intended  as  the  abandonment  of  aay  prin- 
ciple whatever  ?  The  objection  could  be 
easily  removed  by  the  noble  Earl  passing 
over  the  opinion  he  now  held,  and  joining 
the  mnhs  of  the  sopporters  of  this  nei^ 
sure,  who  felt,   an  thev  were  bound  to 


versal  application.  Our  inquiries  into  the 
laws  of  nature,  of  aoience,  or  of  history, 
ought  all  to  be  eondoeliBd  ia'^traly  dnh' 
tian  spirit;  and  he  was  prepared  to  eon- 
tend  that,  if  the  noble  Earl  would  adtnit' 
the  Jew  to  any  literary  and  scientific  so- 
ciety of  whieh  ho  was  »  monber,  and  would' 
not  admit  him  into  PM4iament,  on  the* 


feel,  that  no  niisapproliension  ought  to  '  jrronnd  that  their  nffiiin  ought  to  be  con- 
txsAnt  in  the  mind^  of  tho  country,  that  lu  I  ducted  in  a  truly  Christian  spirit  the 


The  Duke  of  Argyll 
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sistency.  He  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  was 
prcpareil  to  roto  for  this  measure,  not 
merely  because  lie  had  never  been  able 
to  aM  ttQ  M^wMit  Btated  in  elear  IocimI 
form,  which  was  not  capable,  more  or  less, 
of  beiug  cut  up  ou  close  examination, 
but  he  was  prepared  to  rote  for  it  on  the 
bradl  prineipto  alhiad  to  by  Hw  most 
r«v«rend  Prelate  who  spoke  early  in  the 
debate.  (the  Duke  of  Argryll)  had  im- 
lueuM  admiratioa  for  that  theory  pro- 
p<nNid«i  by  1b«  bto  Dr.  ArnaU,  with  r». 
spect  to  the  connexion  between  Church 
and  State.  He  considered  that  in  a  theo- 
retieal  poiai  of  view  U  was  the  highest 
posMoB  to  wliieb  hnuni  Moistj  woM 
aspire,  that  the  Church  should  be  at  one 
with  the  State,  and  the  State  with  the 
Charcb,  on  aU  oceaskms.  But  he  must 
bIw  rmtpdm  ttii  Ibot  ihat  we  lived  in  n 
Ian*  ef  grmft  ni&ptm  dinaions  and  reUgi- 
0VI1  controversies,  and  probnblv  in  this 
worUi  this  theory  never  would  be  reaiiscd. 
FaiiiBir  ^  ^  reelitalion  ef  tint  theory, 
be  feared  they  must  fall  back  upon  the  op* 
posite  principle,  thni  of  keeping  the  civil 
and  the  s^tnai  wholly  distinct.  He  was 
jAito  ftwim  «of  tiie  im  vbsefa  bis  noble 
mmid  might  make  ef  that  argument,  and 
he  wouW  He  (|uite  prepared  to  meet  bun 
npon  it  oa  Monday  night,  if  he  drould  then 
cheeee  to  ndvert  to  H.  In  tbe  menntime, 
he  weald  repeat  that  the  spiritual  and  the 
civil  must  bo  kept  whnlK'  npal  t  and  dts- 
^uitii  so  tint  at  it  was  admitted  to  be 
mn*  to  toftuiwo  with  tbe  inkb  ef  indi- 
vidaMKlinitghik  else  be  held  to  be  neitlier 

jtiBt,  tiOT  ri^lit.  nor  reasonable,  to  demand 
lhat  a  man  who  was  entitled  in  every  other 

Sto  eit  in  FuiiMnent,  shenld  be  ei- 
MBfply  Mid  solely  en  tbe  ground  ef 
bis  spirittial  belief. 

The  Bishop  of  KORWiCU  said,  be 
eeiM  not  eonsider  tbe  meeaore  wlHeh  wes 
Mir  yrepesed  as  in  any  way  afl^ecting  the 
biterests  of  the  Christian  religion,  or  the 
Cbristiau  character  of  this  assembly. 
Ser^y  no  one  wontd  seoiouflly  conteM 
tbtl  nftor  Ae  edmission  of  Jews  into  Par- 
Itament  there  wouM  1)'^  fewer  Christians  in 
the  country,  or  that  Christianity  would  be 
less  real  and  vital  than  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. It  seemed  to  be  adntttod  on  all 
hands  that  the  oath  which  now  excluded 
the  J  cws  w^as  not  intended  at  any  time  te 
he  a  religious  test,  and  no  one  could  ex- 
plain in  what  sense  Ae  ebemeter  of  the 
Christianity  of  the  country  would  he  af- 
Isctod  by  It.    Iisi  them  look  at  the  mnfe- 
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tor  nttoniifely.    Did  any  one  ef  tbdr 

Lordships  suppose  that  the  Christianity  of 
any  one  of  them  would  be  either  more  or 
less  real  and  luiiucntial  if  Jews  were  ad- 
mitted to  tbe  other  breaeb  of  tbe 
ture  than  it  was  now  ?  Or  would  any 
undertako  to  say  that  the  constituencies 
which  hod  returned  Baron  Rothschild  and 
Mr.  Salomons  to  Fevliement  were  lese 
Christian  than  nay  of  the  other  consti" 
tuenciea  of  the  country  ?  Or  let  flinm 
uke  it  as  a  matter  of  principle.  No  one 
eentended  ihni  tbe  Chnstinn  drnmster  of 
tho  British  people  was  injured  by  tbe  ad- 
mission of  Jews  to  municipal  ofHcee,  and 
to  the  position  of  magistrates.  Why,  then» 
should  tbey  held  tbet  tbe  Ghrietinn  cbar- 
acter  of  Parliement,  which  was  the  simple 
reflection  of  the  natfon  at  hrgc,  would  bo 
injured  by  the  introduction  of  a  few  Mem- 
bers of  the  Jewish  persnnnon  ¥  But  while 
he  contended  that  this  mensnre  was  in^ 
capable  of  inflicting  injury  Tipoii  the  Chris- 
tian religion  or  the  Christian  name  of  the 
country,  he  must  say  that  be  mw  some- 
thing like  an  injury  inflieted  upon  the 
Christian  character  by  thus,  year  after 
year,  refosing  to  deal  with  the  measure 
wUeh  WW  embodied  in  this  BiU.  Heeodd 
not  but  think  tbet  it  was  something  die* 
paragiog  to  Christianity,  that  whilst  they 
profe^ed  to  be  divested  altogether  of  that 
wicked  end  persecuting  spirit  tewnrds  their 
Jewish  brethren,  which  was  the  reproeoh 
of  Christoodom  in  former  times,  they  were 
pursuing  a  course  which  he  would  not  say 
wes  a  remMttt  of  tim  same  spirit,  but 
which,  wiihout  doubt,  hod  a  tendency  to 
revive  tho  rfcnllcction  of  that  spirit.  He 
did  not  tluuk  that  this  was  something  dis- 
paraging to  ibMr  Ofafistienity  ns  %  nation. 
Let  them  set  up  as  an  index  of  their  Chris- 
tianity the  profession  of  a  creed  by  a  body 
of  men  who  were  elected  with  a  view  to 
totally  different  qmififieationa;  nod  be  did 
not  think  that  that  would  do  a  serrice,  bot 
rather  he  thought  it  w,  nld  do  a  great  dis- 
service to  the  sacred  cause  of  Chriattanity* 
by  perpetuating  as  her  safegnerds  tests  ef 
creed,  which  wera  beithsr  real  nor  jusk 
Believing  that  t5uch  conduct  wooid  de  4 
great  disservice  to  the  sacred  cause  ef 
Christianity,  he  wionld  giw  bis  oordisl  sup> 
port  to  the  seeond  reading  of  this  Bill. 

Lord  ABIXGER  said,  he  wouM  v.ot 
have  trespassed  npon  their  Lordships'  time, 
bet  ftr  the  tonnt  which  had  been  thrown 
out,  that  no  ergmnents  were  used  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  measure.  He  agreed  with 
1  the  noble  Eari  (the  £arl  of  Shaftesbury), 

2  a  2 
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that  whatever  niigfat  be  the  technical  effect 
of  the  oath,  there  could  be  no  d  iiht  that 
it  was  never  intended  bj  the  Legislature 
Ibftt  a  Jew  BhoQld  be  admitted  into  Parlia- 
nent;  and  he  was  remiaded  by  the  argu- 
ments wlilch  had  been  used  on  the  other 
•ide  of  the  answer  of  a  Grecian  legislator, 
who,  on  being  asked  why  he  had  not  in- 
troduced into  his  code  a  ponishmeDt  tor 
thecrinif'  of  parricide,  replied,  because  he 
eottld  not  suppose  that  so  great  an  offence 
mnild  erer  be  oommitted.  Ho  would  pro- 
ceed to  state  an  argument  against  the  ad- 
mission of  the  Jews  which  had  occui  red  to 
bia  mind,  and  which  he  had  never  heard 
aatiiAu^nly  answered — not  that  he  was 
vwn  enongli  to  suppose  that  he  could  im- 
part any  novplty  the  debate,  hut  he 
must  own  that  the  argument  hnd  consider- 
able weight  on  his  mind.  It  appeared  to 
bini  that  the  Jews,  as  a  nation,  were  not 
entitled  to  demand  complete  participation 
in  all  the  privileges  of  our  constitution, 
until  they  placed  themselves  in  a  similar 
position,  in  point  of  manners  and  habits, 
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was  a  religion,  yet  not  tolerated,  because 

it  was  destructive  of  person  and  property; 
and  if  any  sect  or  tribe  should  be  found  to 
propose  a  comrnnnilj  of  wemeit  and  the 
exposure  of  iofiants  undor  the  name  of 
religion,  such  a  sect  would  be  justly  held 
the  enemies  of  the  human  race.  But 
much  less  a  deviation  tnm  the  general 
habits  ef  mankind  upon  the  greet  subjects 
of  property  and  of  marrlacre  would  con- 
stitute greater  differences  between  nation 
and  nation  than  the  difference  of  climate 
or  language.  AU  govenimeot  and  laws 
related  more  or  Irss  in  these  two  subjects. 
It  was  the  latter  in  which  the  Jews  differed 
from  the  rest  of  mankind.  What  other 
nation  was  so  anti-aoeial  as  to  ally  itself 
by  marriage  to  r.o  other  people,  and  to 
suffer  none  to  bo  allied  to  it  f  This  was 
the  secondary  cause  by  which  the  Jewish 
nation  had  remained  distinct  and  sepa- 
rate from  all  others;  and  for  this  tliey 
would  continue  strangers  and  sojourners  tu 
all  other  uaiious.  It  was  said  by  a  com- 
petent jndgc,  and  he  believed  it  to  be  ^vite 
with  the  Britibh  people.    Now,  the  Jews  i  true,  that  the  blood  of  the  Chaldeans  ran 


had  cut  themselves  oti'  from  alliance  with 
all  civilised  nations,  and  kept  themselves 
separate  from  the  people  of  erery  other 
eountiy.  Now,  he  contended  that  every 
State  which  pretended  to  enjoy  indepen- 
dence ought  to  possess  in  its  legislature 
some  conformity  m  religion,  manners,  laws, 
and  customs.  As  an  instance  of  what  he 
meant,  he  might  state  that  it  did  not  seem 
to  be  advisable  that  there  should  bo  a 
union  in  one  legialatnre  of  Boers,  of  Eng- 
lishmrii,  and  of  Hottentots,  or  of  the 
Poles  and  (jcrmans,  or  of  the  Dutch  and 
Belgians,  or  of  the  Hungarians  and  the 
Sclaves.  These  experiments  in  legislation 
had  been  often  tried,  especially  of  late 
Tears;  but  they  had  never  succeeded,  and 
he  believed  that  the  same  differences  ex- 
isted with  regard  to  the  Ohristiaas  and  the 
Jews.  He  contended  that  the  first  duty 
of  every  nation  was  to  provide  for  the  free 
action  of  its  different  functionaries,  and 
with  that  view  to  deny  politioal  association 
to  nil  persons  who  differed  so  extremely 
from  tbeniselvrc  to  leave  little  or  no 
hope  for  harmonious  and  united  action,  A 
challenge  had  been  thrown  out  that  nothing 
but  abstract  theories  had  been  objected  to 
the  Bill;  he  would,  therefore,  endeavour 
to  draiv  some  practical  conclusions.  Much 
toleration  was  extended  to  eooentTio  con- 


as  purely  in  the  veins  of  the  Jews  at  the 
present  day  as  it  did  in  the  time  of  Abra> 
ham.  Now,  what  was  the  cause  of  that 
distinction  ?  It  was  the  same  cause  which 
had  ever  left  them  distinct — the  cause 
which  expelled  them  from  E^pt  —  the 
cause  which  prevented  their  entire  absori»- 
tion — when  conquered  by  so  many  various 
nations.  No  one  contradicted  tlic  propo- 
sition that  iliu  Jews  were  a  separate  and 
dbtinct  people,  and  he  bad  pointed  to  the 
cause  which  bad  made  them  so — a  causo 
which  was  not  likely  to  be  suddenly  re- 
moved. Being  thus  separate  by  their  own 
laws,  if  admitted  into  ear  kgidatnre  they 
would  form  a  party  having  separate  in- 
terests, and  would  act  by  a  combined 
force.  But  their  Lordships  would  observe 
that  tiie  ground  which  he  took  did  not  go 
to  deprive  them  of  all  future  anticipation 
in  enjoying  political  privileges.  If  they 
would  give  up  the  usages  and  habits 
wluch  now  constituted  them  a  separate 
and  distinct  people,  then  no  doubt  a  very 
different  question  would  arise.  But  at 
present  he  thought  there  was  danger  iu 
admitting  the  Jews;  and  though  their 
Lordships  might  fancy  that  he  was  somo> 
thing  of  an  alarmist,  he  would  mention  a 
case  in  which  there  might  bo  serioua  dan- 
ger from  the  admissioii  of  the  Jews.  Snp^ 


duct  in  the  name  of  rdtgion;   but  there  [  pose  that  twelve  Jews  in  all  were  returned 


was  a  limit  to  this  latitude.    To  illustrate 
this  positiuu  by  an  extreme  case  :  Thuggee 
Lord  Abinger 


to  Parliament,  would  it  not  he  certain  th.it 
these  twelve  Jews  would  be  backed  up  and 
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supported  by  as  many  Christians;  and  24  i  be  not  only  neglected  but  rejected  tho 
men,  he  need  not  tell  their  Lordships,  { troth  eontuned  in  thoae  Scriptures,  and 
closely  compacted  together,  might,  if  they  i  was  therefore  unfit  to  legislate  Ibr  a  Chris- 


chose,  dictate  their  own  terms  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  command  whatever  places 
or  offices  they  chose  to  ask  for.  if  tho 
Jem  were  admitted,  into  Parliament,  tl 

coiiseqtienccs  must  bo  frankly  accepted. 


tian  people. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOE  replied. 
It  appeared  to  him  liiak  the  result  of  thu 

I  bate  might  very  shortlj  be  summed  up. 

There  had  only  been  two  objectior^  ml- 


Bat  one  of  those  consequences  would  be  vanccd  against  tho  measure,  on  which  any 
that  that  party  who  were  not  the  party  of  stress  was  laid.  One  of  these  was,  that 
order,  or  friendly  to  our  institutions,  would  { the  Jews  were  a  separate  and  distinet  na- 

rcccivc  a  large  reinforcement;  and  a  tin  e  tion;  and  the  otlier  argument  way,  or  ra- 
was  coming  when  he  tltought  all  men  i  ther  tho  result  of  ail  the  other  argumcuts 
friendly  to  them  would  feel  it  necessary  to  was,  that  the  retention  of  the  words  ob- 


combine  against  the  approaching  storm. 

Would  it  be  pruJcnt  to  add  the  Jewji  to 


jected  tu  in  tiie  oath  iuvolved  a  great  prin« 

ciple,  and  tliat  the  words  **  on  the  true 


the  number  of  opponents?  lie  had  no  |  faith  of  a  Christian"  operated  ns  a  national 
personal  antipathy  to  the  Jews;  but  he  I  declaration  that  this  was  a  Christian  people, 
could  not  believe  that  in  the  abtenee  of  a  j  Now,  with  regard  to  the  first  of  these  ob* 

common  ancoslrv,  kindred,  literature,  or  n  jcetions,  lie  wished  to  know  how  It  boro 
geTT»c  of  chivalry,  so  intimatclv  united  upon  the  question  in  hand.  In  wimt  sense 
with  Christianity,  the  Jews  would  be  pa-  were  tho  Jews  a  distinct  people  i  Was  it 
triota.  But  tnere  was  another  reason  meant  that  they  owed  allegiance  to  any 
against  the  measure.  Ho  believed  that  other  Power  and  Government?  Did  they 
tlip  linttcr  part  of  tho  country  disapproved  j  mean  to  gather  from  that  prr>position  that 
ui  the  admisaiun  of  tho  Jews  to  Pariia-  they  were  less  likely  to  coutinuc  to  be  good 
ment;  and  if  their  Lordships  gare  their  subjects  after  thej  were  admitted  to  Par> 
consent  to  tho  admission  of  Jews  to  the  lianient  ?  Tlioro  was  no  doubt  that  in  a 
Lcgislattire,  ho  believed  that  their  influ- '  certain  sense  they  were  a  separate  nation, 
eoce  and  character  in  the  country  would  that  was  to  say,  they  held  tliat  the  great 


sustain  a  blow  lirom  which  they  would  not 

easily  recover.  Tlie  confidence  which  the 
country  reposed  in  the  House  of  Lords 
was  strong,  though  it  might  not  be  loudly 
expressed;  and  as  bo  had  himself  sprung 
lately  from  the  ranks  of  the  people,  he 
bad  not  lost,  the  habit  of  representing; 
them  in  rarliuuient,  and  he  was  sure  he 
was  speaking  their  sentiments  when  he 
said  that  their  Lordships  would  lower  their 
eharactcr  in  the  country  by  acceding  to 
tilts  Motion,  and  thus  giving  up  one  of  the 
greatest  safeguards  to  the  rdigion  of  the 
country.  Let  them,  at  all  events,  wait 
until  by  some  change  in  their  own  iaw.^, 
the  Jews  gave  rcasou  to  hope  that  they 
might  amalgamate  with  this  nation,  and 
thus  become  entitled  to  share  in  all  its  pri- 
vileges. 

Tho  E.U1L  of  GALLOWAY  opposed  the 
Bill  upon  Christian  principles.  It  was 
written  in  the  New  Testament  that  with- 
out faith — that  was,  faith  in  Josns  Christ 
— it  was  impossible  to  please  God.  Now 
tho  Jew  not  only  had  not  that  fstth,  but  so 
long  as  ho  was  unconverted  to  Christianity, 
he  could  not  have  it;  and  therefore,  in  his 
administraUou  of  the  affairs  of  the  nation, 
lie  could  not  please  God,  because,  though 
he  bad  the  Seriptures  of  truth  in  his  hand. 


promises  in  the  Old  Testament,  on  tiie  ful- 
filment of  which  they  rested  their  hopes, 
were  limited  to  the  seed  of  Abraham,  and 
with  that  opinion  they  refused  to  intcr- 
marcy  with  other  people,  but  preserved 
themselves  as  a  nation  separate  from  all 
the  rcf  t  of  the  world.  But  how  did  that 
hear  upon  the  present  subject  ?  How  had 
that  worked  hitherto?  Had  that  circum- 
stance hitherto  ever  led  tho  Jews  to  offer 
any  resistance  to  the  Government  under 
which  they  lived  ?  Had  it  induced  them  to 
form  cluro  or  associations  among  them* 
selves  of  which  tho  objects  were  inconsis- 
tent with  the  peace  of  tho  (tovcrnment— 
had  they  ever  refused  to  discharge  the 
duties  attached  to  the  rights  of  cttiteoship 
in  the  various  countries  in  which  they 
lived  ?  If  nono  of  these  things  could  be  al- 
leged against  them,  then  what  was  the 
value  of  the  argument?  Supposing  that 
they  did  hope  at  some  future  time  to  bo 
restored  to  their  own  land,  how  did  that 
bear  upon  the  question  of  refusing  them 
the  rights  of  citisens  during  the  period, 
uncertain  as  it  might  be,  wat  they  re* 
mained  in  this  country?  Or,  grant  that 
they  were  a  separate  people,  they  were  still 
subjects  of  the  State  wherein  they  lived, 
bcMing  aU  its  bardena«  and  Interested  m 
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was  llio  practical  effect  of  this  argument  ? 
None  wliatever;  for  the  noble  Lord  who 
used  it.  had  not  followed  it  out  to  any  use- 
fbl  purpose,   Tet  thftt  wm  the  wbole 
amount  of  on*  of  tbo  objeetions  urged 
asfalust  the  nieasnre.  What  wns  the  other 
argument  ?  They  were  told  that  the  reten- 
tion of  tha  vordii  **  on  the  irae  faitb  of  a 
OhrMtiftn"  invol? ed  a  great  principle.  Now, 
he  believed  it  was  perfectly  well  known — 
It  was  an  indiaputabb  fact — that  these 
words  were  not  introdoced  witb  any  other 
view  than  this— that  the  party  who  took 
the  oath  bhoiilJ  pledfre  himself  to  its  sub- 
ject-matter on  the  ETBOgelists,  as  that 
wbich  was  most  bindbg  on  bis  conscienos. 
It  bad  no  relation  to  any  one  beyond  the 
individual  who  uttered  the  expression — it 
was  intended  to  bind  him  as  an  indivi 
dual,  and  in  no  other  respoot.   In  this 
point  of  view,  what  bseaate  of  the  prin- 
ciple ?  But  suppose  it       maintained  to 
be  a  principle  in  this  respect,  that  it  was 
intended  as  a  dedsratbn,  not  sf  tbo  futh 
of  the  individual  who  took  the  oath,  bt|t 
as  a  declaration  of  tlie  faith  of  the  nation, 
then  he  would  ask  their  Lordships  to  in 
qnire  wbethw  tbey  ba4  not  abnady  de- 
stroyed that  prindpLef  Did  they  nsquire 
the  Quakers  to  utter  these  words,  or  the 
Moravians,  or  the  ^Separatists  ?  No,  they 
did  not.    What,  then,  had  beooBM9  of  the 
priacipio  ?  They  had  relaxed  this  oatb< — in 
most  cases  wisely — with  rnf(  rencc  to  the 
clasacs  to  whom  he  had  ruterred — and  how 
could  it  be  set  np  as  a  groat  principle  in 
the  case  of  the  Jew  ?  Then,  it  must  be 
remcnihered,  that  the  Jews  had  already 
been  admitted  to  the  office  of  magistrate, 
and  to  municipal  places  of  tnjst  and  dig- 
nity.   It  had  been  contended  that  there 
was  a  great  (li*^'T("nri-  liptivof-n  the  making 
of  a  law,  and  the  executing  it  when  made. 
But  he  must  say,  it  appewed  to  him  that 
the  difference  was  all  in  hwwt  of  the  cxo 
cutire.    As  a  great  man  once  said,  "  I 
car^  not  who  makes  your  Jaws,  so  that  I 
Bxa  allowed  to  construe  them^"  so  he  said, 
that  tbo  mere  making  of  a  law  was  only  a 
waste  of  so  mu^  li  parchment.    The  Taiuc 
of  the  law  dupundcU  upon  the  hand  that 
executed  iU    Now,  if  that  were  so,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  conceiye  bow  tb^  sbonld 
Bcruple  to  entrust  the  Jew  with  the  power 
of  making  the  laws,  when  they  had  already 
entrusted  him  with  the  power  of  jcxccuting 
them.  His  noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl 
of  Shaftesbury)  had  said,  .that  it  would  ho 
ja  great  shock  to  the  mural  ^eeUngy  JO^ 
Th^Lord  CkmceOor 
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ooantry  if  they  passaA  diis  KU;  b«t  why 

it  should  be  more  a  shock  to  the  moral 
feelings,  than  to  allow  them  to  he  elected 
to  the  municipal  offices,  he  couid  not  un- 
derstand.  It  bad  alM  been  said,  that 
thero  was  ao  reason  why  this  Bill  sHquU 
have  been  again  brought  before  them,  as 
it  oootained  nothing  new  or  distinct  from 
tha  Bill  which  they  r^ected  last  year.  Bol 
was  it  nothing  noir  t)iat  the  Commona 
should,  your  after  year,  send  up  the  same 
Bill  to  tlieu-  Lordships  for  reconsideration  I 
Tha  noble  Barl  said,  the  Bill  had  only  been 
rejected  four  times;  but  ha  mnst  say,  that 
every  time  the  Commons  sent  this  Bill 
back  to  them,  it  came  with  renewed  claims 
to  tb«r  oonsideration.   Their  judgment, 
he  was  sure,  would  be  received  with  great 
respect;  but  he  need  not  say  what  wqu14 
he  the  tendency  of  persisting  in  withhold- 
ing their  just  rights  from  this  sabjeets  of 
this  country  with  respect  to  the  represen- 
tation in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
Did  their  Lordships  think  it  would  increase 
tiM  reapeol  in  wbub  they  were  held,  if  tbaj 
told  the  Coaunpoa  they  had  njfiettd  tha 
Bill  last  year,  and  that  thf\t  was  a  reason 
for  rej^ting  it  again  i  Every  one  felt  that 
the  important  and  valuable  positipfi  oeea- 
pied  by  their  LordsUps,  as  an  impaduneot 
to  hafty  If^gislation  and  change,  insured 
thom  conhdence  and  respect;  but  opposing 
that  wludi  he  must  take  to  be  the  senae  « 
the  oonntry,  as  expressed  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  would  not  increase  the  respect 
and  love  in  which  they  wene  held.    If  they 
rejected  the  Bill,  he  eeiiU  not  promise  tfiey 
should  not  have  it  again.    The  right  rer. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Oxf  rdi,  wlin  had 
risen  with  an  intention  to  speak,  but  whom 
their  Lordships  would  not  now  hare  an  op- 
portunity of  hearing,  h^d  in  a  most  abie 
speech  last  year  addressed  them  on  this 
question;  but  though  the  right  rer.  Pre- 
late possessed  all  the  qnaUlcatioas  of  a 
statesman*  he  had  in  effect  only  proved 
that  no  stronj^  objections  could  bo  made 
against  the  admission  of  Jews  into  Far- 
liament;  and  if,  after  the  arguments  they 
had  now  heard,  their  Lordships  persisted^ 
in  rejecting  the  Bill,  the  geDcraf  opinion 
would  be,  that  they  were  not  acting  in  the 
spirit  of  Christianity,  nor  in  conformity 
with  tlu}  principles  they  professed,  in  with- 
holding their  just  rights  from  those  who 
had  given  sucil  proofs  of  their  titness  lor 
the  enjoyment  of  all  cirU  privileges. 

On  Question,  that  **  npw"  aMnd  part  of 

the  ifotlon, 

Thm  Lordships  dirided;  -^Content, 
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FortcBOoe,  Earl  of 
Tarboroogh,  EaA 
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Uftj^^  ^^W^Mfi^  tili  To-morrow. 


UOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Thursday,  July  17,  1851. 
MiNrTKH.]  Nrw  \fEMnEn  SwoBir..W]r  AramM, 

Right  iiua.  Edward  htrutt. 
PoBLio  hiLLt,  —  1"  IlepreMntative   Peen  Sat 
Scotland  ;  Commons  Incloura  (No.  3). 

3"  Marriages  (India). 

DARWICH  ELKf  TION. 

Mr.  "R.VNKES  movtnl  that  it  be  an  in- 
structiuu  tu  tlic  general  Coutuiittee  of  elec- 
tions to  select  a  Cbairman  and  sii  other 
Membera  to  be  tbo  Select  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  tbo  allegations  of  a  pctitiDn  rela- 
tive to  the  last  election  for  the  borough  of 
Harwich.  He  bad  stated  originaRy  his  in- 
tention of  moving  to  suspend  the  writ  for 
Harwich  till  the  Minutos  of  evidence  taken 
before  the  Committeo  were  laid  before  the 
House;  bat  he  understood  that  those 
notes  only  related  to  the  time  of  closing 
the  poll.  Tie  should,  theroforOy  not  mOTB 
the  su&pcQsioD  of  the  writ. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put— > 

"  That  it  be  an  Inatruotion  to  the  General  Com- 
mitteo of  Elections,  to  select  a  Chairman  and  aix 
other  Membors  to  be  the  Select  Comaiittee  ao- 
pointed  to  tnqirfre  kto  tbo  allegations  of  m  Pen- 
tion  rt'liitivo  to  tlio  Inst  Elfvlioii  forth©  Borousrli 
vt  llarwioh ;  and  that  tb»  Members  so  nel(?cC4:ii  do 
cooatitiito  tho  laid  Committeo,  with  power  to  sand 
for  persons,  papers,  asd  reoords,  and  that  five  bo 
the  ([uorum." 

Ma.  COBDEN  did  not  intend  to  oppon 
the  notion  whieh  the  koiu  Gendeaan  had 

mad«,  because  it  was  fior  an  inqpury  inlo 
the  conduct  of  the  Government;  and  ae 
they  had  acceded  to  It,  it  would  be  uube- 
cuming  in  him  to  iuterftire.  Thiii  Com- 
mittee, hovevevp  would  BMke  the  fourth 
which  had  sat  upon  this  boruu;(U  during 
the  present  Parliament;  and,  iu  fact,  since 
1837,  there  had  been  no  election  £or  it, 
that  had  not  been  fdbnted  by  ana  er  uova 
Goninittees.  The  character  ol  Harwich 
wa»  well  known;  for  it  stood  pre-eminent 
for  corruption  in  ov«ry  possibla  foiim.  How 
he  had  takan  soma  pains  to  uiTasli^ata  the 
cbaraotw  of  tbo  borough,  and  ho  wished 
before  a  new  writ  was  issued  to  lay  boforo 
the  House  the  evidence  cuuLained  iu  their 
bine  books  upon  tho  subjoot.  He  did  not 
wish  to  go  into  the  matter  then,  but  he 
wished  to  stipulate  that  forty-eight  hours 
notice  .shonbl  bo  ;riveu  before  the  mit  waB 
moved  fur;  bocauao  it  was  hib  intciilion  to 
take  the  sense  o£  the  Honse  twoa  the  qus^ 
tion,  and  ho  had  not  the  sl^tBlt  donht 
that  it  would  bo  unanimoiia  net  to  iHue-a 
now  wcit  for  HarMFioU* 
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ought  to  be  satisfied  that  there  was  Mkfnrimd 
facie  case  for  inqut! y,  Ix-forc  thoj  appoint- 
ed a  Committee.  The  hou.  Mover  of  the  In- 
struotion  (Mr.  Bankes)  had  laid  no  jproimds 
for  a  Committee;  he  did  not  sajheeren 
bellcvcil  in  the  ftllcgatioti?  of  the  petition. 
The  petition  wns  one  of  tlic  loopost  he  had 
ever  seen;  it  merely  stated  that  the  Whigs 
did  this,  and  the  Conservatives  did  that. 
He  did  not  object  to  the  inquiry,  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  waste  of  time  unless 
some  definite  ground  was  laid.  Uarvrich 
was  a  piece  that  oaght  to  be  disfranchised 
wilhout  inquir}-;  nothii^  was  more  notori- 
ous than  tlifi  corruption  that  had  been 
going  on  there;  and  the  House  might  very 
well  legislate  on  public  notoriety  in  saeh 
eases  as  those  of  Harwich  and  St.  Al- 
bans. They  had  disfranchised  Siullnirv; 
it  was  only  due  to  its  memory  that  tliosc 
places  should  follow.  They  were  to  have 
a  new  Reform  Bill  next  jear;  he  hoped  it 
would  contain  as  krge  a  Sehcdnle  A  as  the 
former  one. 

Mil.  J.  STUART  protested  against  the 
doctrine  asserted  hj  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsburj  (Mr.  Duncombe),  that  the  elec- 
tors of  Harwich  ought  to  disfranchised 
without  any  inquiry,  and  without  being 
put  npon  their  trial.  This  would  deprive 
the  electors  of  their  property.  It  appear- 
ed that  the  franchise  of  the  electors  of 
Finsbary  was  to  be  held  sacred  and  inde- 
fiMsible,  hut  that  of  the  electors  of  Har- 
wich was  detestable,  and  might  be  taken 
frnm  them  in  any  manner,  however  arbi- 
trary and  despotic.  The  elector?  of  Har- 
wich lived  under  a  system  of  equai  laws; 
hnt  the  hon.  Gentleman  advocated  a  mode 
of  confiscating  their  rights  worthy  of  the 
davs  of  the  French  Directory. 

Mh.  B.  us  borne  protested  against 
the  electors  of  Finsburj  being  likened  in 
any  manner  to  the  electors  of  such  a  place 
as  Harwich.  If  the  electors  for  Finsbury  ; 
had  been  over  and  over  again  convicted  by 
that  House  of  inveterate  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption, the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Newm  k  (  Mr.  Stuart)  would  have  had  some 
grounds  for  his  remarks;  but  as  the  elec- 
tors of  Finsbury  were  a  constituency  who 
were  not  in  the  habit  of  being  bought,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  ttO  right 
to  make  so  invidious  a  comparison. 

Mu.  J.  STUART  said,  the  charges  in 
the  petition  were  not  charges  of  bribery. 

Sir  BENJAMIN  HALL  said,  the  bo- 
rough  of  Harwich  had  become  a  discrmco 
to  (Uc  country.    What  the  hon.  and  learn- 
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ed  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stuart)  ctHed  Hm  pro- 
perty of  the  electors,  was  preeisdy  what 

ought  to  ho  taken  nwny  from  them. 
Newark  was  as  complete  a  nominatioa 
borough  as  Harwich,  and  both  ought  to 
be  put  in  Schedule  A.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had,  on  a  previous  oc- 
casion, defended  Newark,  on  the  ground 
that  such  places  afforded  seats  for  guutle- 
men  of  bb  profession.  He  thought  tiMsre 
were  too  many  lawyers  in  the  House  al* 
ready,  and  wished  they  were  out  of  it. 
Could  any  one  get  up  and  contend  that 
Harwich  was  a  place  which  ong^t  to 
turn  two  Members?  Whenever  the  writ 
was  moved  for,  ho  would  assuredly  move 
as  an  Amendnieot  that  the  writ  do  not 
issue 

Mr.  TBRNON  SMITH  thought  the 
question  as  to  Harwich  was  rather  tiio 
paucity  of  its  constituency  than  its  corrup- 
tion, but  still  that  was  not  the  subject  m- 
volved  in  the  hon.  Member  for  Dors^Mfaira** 
(Mr.  Bankes')  Motion,  which  asked  for  a 
Select  Committee  to  consider  a  petition 
ap;ainst  the  conduct  of  a  GoTernmcnt 
officer.  It  might  be  all  very  well  for  th« 
Government,  from  a  delicate  sense  of 
honour,  to  hastily  consent,  as  they  bad 
done,  to  the  inquiry;  but  he  thought  the 
House  ought  to  interpose  to  see  that  ita 
own  time  and  the  public  money  should  not 
1)0  thrown  awny  on  such  lii'ht  irrounds;  and 
before  the  inquiry  was  acceded  to,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  make  himself  respou- 
sible  for  the  proof  of  some  of  the  allega- 
tions of  the  petitioners. 

Mr.  HUME  had  never  known  a  Cotn- 
mittce  appointed  to  inquire  without  some 
substantial  evidence  being  laid  before  the 
House.  Such  was  the  case  when  he  mov- 
ed that  Mr.  Attwood  should  be  prosecuted. 
If  ever  there  was  a  case  requiring  sum- 
mary proceedings,  it  was  that  of  Harwich, 
Yet  the  House  ought  to  know  who  was  the 
;  responsible  party  In  this  inquiry,  and  at 
whose  expense  it  was  to  take  place.  It 
was  a  perfect  mockery  to  have  disfranchia- 
ed  Sudbury,  if  Harwich  was  aUowed  to 
send  Members  to  Parliament. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  that  if  Govern- 
ment had  thought  fit  to  accede  to  Uiis  Mo- 
tion— and  of  course  they  had  not  aaeedod 
to  it  without  due  consideration — it  was  not 
proper  for  the  Houpp  to  stand  forward  and 
prevent  an  inquiry  mto  a  subject  which 
concerned  the  privileges  of  that  Honao. 
The  real  point  before  them  was — would 
they  consent  to  nn  inquiry  into  the  eonduct 
of  a  Government  officer  diarg^  with  im- 
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proper  intavftcenco  at  a  pubKo  cleoUon? 

And  it  vns  mniiifostly  irrclovant  to  that 
question  whether  the  electors  of  Finsbtiry 
or  of  Harwich  were  most  deserving  of  din- 
ftwieliiiMneiit,  beoaosa  no  one  could  surel j 
contend,  because  the  borough  of  Harwich 
was  corrupt,  that  a  Government  officer 
might  cjiercise  uudue  iiUorfercnce  at  the 
•Meliott.  He  boped  die  Hense  fherefore 
would  not  allow  itself  to  be  distracted  from 
the  real  question  before  it;  and  he  might 
remind  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
Hmne),  tbet  be  had  fbnnerly  edrocated  an 
inquiry  into  the  election  for  Stamford,  al- 
thouf^n  thoro  was  no  information  and  no 
documout  before  the  House;  and  the  hua. 
Gentleoan  tben  spoke  end  seted  only  on 
the  ground  of  the  petit!  i  presented  to  the 
TTousp.  The  lion  Momher  for  Marylebono 
had  made  an  uniair  attack  on  the  hon.  and 
leemed  Member  fer  Newark  (Mr.  J.  Stuart), 
end  talked  of  beviog  no  lawym  in  the 
House;  but  he  might  have  remembered 
that  there  was  once  a  Parliament  without 
ren*  ■ad  that  earned  tar  itadf  the  title 
el  the  Parliamentum  Indoctum.  He  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  thouc^lit  that  tho  pressence  of  law- 

iors  added  much  to  the  weight  of  the  do* 
atoa.  It  was  tatber  imprudent  to  lay 
down  roles  for  diatingoishing  classes  of 
^frmbers.  Suppose  one  hon.  Member 
would  say  ih&co  were  too  many  baronets 
fai  the  Hoose.  It  might  be  as  peesible  to 
make  out  a  caso  against  the  baronets  as 
against  the  barristers;  but  ho  f^ionld  bo 
sorry  to  soe  that  ancient  and  respectable 
order  excluded  from  this  House.  The 
Motion  before  the  House  was  for  an  in- 
quiry into  a  certain  account  of  an  alleged 
improper  conduct  of  the  Government  oih- 
eers  at  the  last  eleetton  for  Harwich,  to 
which  inquiry  the  Government  had  assent- 
ed; he,  therefore,  thought  the  House  should 
not  throw  any  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the 
inquiry. 

Mb.  EVELYN  DENISON  said,  one 
important  question  was — who  was  to  act 
upon  thia  Committee  ?  The  General  Com- 
paittee  on  Blactiona  bad  no  power  in  such 
an  inquiry  to  eompd  tho  attendance  of 
Members  on  the  proposed  Committee.  He 
therefore  objected  very  strongly  to  throw- 
ing the  task  of  selecting  the  Members  to 
aerre  in  this  investigation  upon  the  shoul- 
ders of  the  General  Election  rnmmittee, 
and  thought  it  would  be  much  more  in  ac- 
eerdaoce  with  the  usage  of  the  Honae  to 
udertake  the  nomination  of  the  Gommit- 
'tee  itself. 

Mn.  £AN££S  said,  that,  in  the  way 


in  whieb  he  proposed  to  constitute  tlua 
Committee,  he  had  only  followed  the  pre- 
cedent laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  in  the  case  of  tho 
Stamford  Election  Committee.  He  «i- 
tirely  left  tho  House  to  decide  whether  it 
would  agree  to  or  reject  his  Motion;  it  was 
a  matter  of  perfect  indifference  to  him  per- 
aonally  what  the  issue  might  be.  He  had 
merely  presented  the  petition,  because  it 
had  been  entrusted  to  him  to  do  so  by  se- 
veral respectable  electors  of  Harwich,  and 
because  it  referred  to  the  privilegea  of  that 
House;  but  he  could  not  undertake  in  any 
manner  to  bind  himself  to  substantiate  the 
allegations. 

The  House  ^Uioidtd  Ayes  82 ;  Koot 
80 :  Majority  2. 

Moti<m  t^reed  to. 

HAWLBOLINB. 

Order  for  the  House  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  read.  Motion  made,  and 
Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  DOW  leare  the  Chair." 

Mr.  Serjeant  MURPHY  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  of  the 
Honae,  to  the  great  want  of  acooromoda- 
tion  for  the  repair  of  steam  vessels  at  Hawl- 
bollne.  A  pledge  had  been  given  hy  a 
former  Government  that  this  accommoda- 
tion abonld  be  proTided,  but  nothing  had 
yet  been  done  to  redeem  tiiat  pledge.  Tlie 
result  was  that  great  ineonvenience  was 
fr^ueutly  felt  by  steam  ships  in  the  Trans- 
lantio  voyage,  and  which,  after  putting  into 
Cork  Harbour  in  a  disabled  state,  and  be- 
ing uinible  to  have  their  repairs  effected 
there  for  want  of  the  proper  factories  and 
of  other  applianeea  on  the  spot,  were  com- 
pelled to  be  towed  to  Liverpool,  w  aome 
other  port  better  provided  for  that  purpose. 
Amoog  other  instances  of  this  was  the 
ease  aome  months  ago  of  the  Tranalantie 
Company'a  steamer,  the  Atlantic,  whidi* 
after  sailing  from  Liverpool,  on  her  voyage 
to  America,  met  with  an  accident  to  her 
machinery,  when  she  endeavoured  to  make 
for  Halifax,  but  encountering  a  heavy  gale 
she  was  driven  back  to  Cork  Harbour,  with 
the  view  of  refitting,  if  that  could  be  done 
there;  and  although  there  were  operatives 
and  medhaaics  there*  jet  there  was  no  ae- 
commodation  for  repairing,  and  therefore 
she  had  to  be  towed  back  again  to  Liver- 
pool. Above  1,000,000{.  of  money  had 
been  expended  on  the  works  at  Ke^ham 
Harbour;  and  after  all  that  expmfli- 
Iture  they  would  be  useless  for  the  oh- 
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|Ml  lav  which  they  weie  designed.  Ffe 

iboQgbt,  therefore,  it  waa  not  nakiniif  too 
lauch  to  furoptose  An  outls^  of  2ou,00l)j. 
iMPtlw  oliywl  of  hw  Moiioii.  The  Tnui»> 
aAbittlt  PMkei  Sutian  (kmmittec,  he 
Tvas  aware,  had  reported  unfavourally  of 
ftoj  pari  ia  Irolaoil;  but  he  hoped  ti>e 
Go^ermnwl  vovM  he  indaoed  to  veeon- 
tider  their  decision,  and  that  ibo  tioie 
nii?^U  eoEUo  when  it  wdttld  ho  deemed  de- 
auabie  to  estikbUak  ^  postal  mid  a  pas^eo- 
g6i>  dep6t  tl  Cork.  «a  weU  vk  %  tto^o  for 
Iha  faraoitti  of  trandatlantio  comiQuaica* 
tton.  He  waa  the  more  disposed  to  enter- 
tain such  a  hope,  aeeiJig  that  the  report  of 
the  Committee  to  which  he  h«d  alluded 
•poke  of  Corit  Harbour  m  a  good  and  safe 
harhour,  and  accessible  as  fi  refuge  for 
ships  in  a  gale.  Uq  truhteti,  therefore, 
jet  to  see  Hawlboline  provided  by  the 
Government  with,  the  necessary  establish- 
mciits  for  efiecting  repairs  for  the  steam 
navy;  and  \o  see  it  also  adapted  as  a 
refuge  haikmr  lor  the  QLerchaot  terri^c^ 
Ameodment  proposed— ^ 

V  Tp  leare  out  from  the  word  *  That '  to  the 
•ad  ef  the  (^«itton,  ia  order  to  add  the  ^irorda, 
*  a  S«lset  CoinqMttoo  bo  appointed  to  ioqi^iro  into 
the  want  of  accomiaodatioQ  f  r  t)i<'  rop.-ur  oi 
ateaqi  vessels  at  H.iwlHoline,*  instead  lUorvvl.  " 

Sir  FHANGia  BARING  rcgietted 
that  he  must  oppose  the  Motion  of  his 
htm*  fnd  kerned  Friend,  for  it  w&.s  ratUer 
satisfaetory  to  hiiu,  after  the  attacks  that 
had  been  luude  upon  the  Admiraity.  to  be 
put  upon  \m  ^iiU  ior  not  having  spent 
more  meney.  The  House  sho«M  eonsidcr 
it  na  a  question  relating  to  the  noivnl  ser- 
vice, for  the  couutrv  was  not  bound  to 
emc(  i^ctuiies  ou  the  chautic  that  they 
would  be  useful  to  the  nerohant  service. 
The  late  Lord  Auckland  had  uiuler  hi^ 
considcratiuti  the  question  of  ereetiii^;  a 
factory  at  Cork;  but  ej^porieuue  had  ^liown 
iliat  we  he4  »  siifllrient  niuabev  cff  facto- 
ries for  the  naval  sevviee,  and  the  Admi- 
ralty had  concluded  tliat  it  waa  nut  neces- 
sary to  have  a  fuiUier  outlay  iu  irclaud. 
It  might  Vs.  eertaialy,  for  the  adTautsge 
of  Cork  tQ  have  a  factory  there;  hut,  look- 
ing; to  the  geiK'ial  interests  of  the  country, 
it  Haa  not  thuugiit  desirable,  to  establish 
ellwr  fiMtenee  thaa  thoee  alrei^  in  exist- 
ence, without  a  strong  necessity  for  so 
dotnj(.  2U0,000f.  might  establish  such  a 
factory  as  the  hon.  and  learued  Member 
4MirfcL  but,  when  established,  the  cost 
matiltainiug  it  woukl  bo  ycry  considerable. 
The  public  service  did  not  require  another 
iM^tury  at  Cork,  and,  therefore^  he  W»fi 
Mr,  6erjt.  Marshy 


uot  prepared,  on  the  part  of  the  Governp 

ment,  to  huld  out  any  expeotation  to  his 
iion.  and  learned  Friend  that  any  such 
would  he  eetafaltshed.  He  eouU  not  agree 
to  the  ikf^lohitmeBt  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  ROPOT^  said,  the  objection  of  the 
Irish  Members  uas  not  that  the  Admiralty 
did  not  spend  enough  money,  but  that 
Ireland  bad  no  share  in  the  establishments 
to  whieh  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  alluded. 
The  wutkii  going  on  at  Devonport,  wbea 
oompleted,  would  not  eoet  them  lest  thaa 
1,200,0002.,  and  they  had  expended  at 
least  2,000,000/.  at  Holyhead  vet  they 
refused  tu  i>pend  a  single  sixpoucc  upon 
any  Irish  port.  What  Inland  wanted  was, 
to  have  her  natural  resouroea  deielefeds 
but  then,  they  were  told,  she  must  relj 
upon  private  eoterprise.  Why,  Knglaud 
herself,  with  aO  her  superior  advautages, 
had  not  been  left,  in  the  matter  of  lier 
naval  establishments,  to  private  enterprise; 
and  the  GoTeroment  were  lavishiug  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  upon  Uolybead  and 
Devon  port.  In  refusing  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  they  would  be 
adding  another  to  the  long  catabgue  of 
acts  of  injustice  of  whieh  Ireland  had  to 
complain. 

CArxAix  EOLUKUO,  in  order  to  show 
the  inconvenience  that  ar«»se  from  the  ab- 
sence of  accommodation  at  Uawlboliae, 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact,  that  only  the  other  day  the  12th 
i>aucors,  which  were  ordered  for  the  Cap^ 
of  Good  Hope,  had  to  be  brought  frou^ 
Ireland  to  England  before  they  could  em- 
bark; and  then,  iui>tead  of  sending  them 
out  ia  steam  vesiiels,  which  eould  h;ivc 
taken  horses  and  all  iu  a  «liort  pa.i>ii«^c  of 
six  weeks,  they  had,  notwithstanding  the 
critical  position  iu  which  Sir  Harry  Smith 
was  left,  been  J5ent  out  in  sailing  vessels, 
which  Could  not  accouipllah  the  ULitauoe 
under  some  months. 

Admiral  r>UNDAS  said,  the  Admiralty 
had  no  orders  to  send  the  troops  from 
irelaud  to  the  Cape,  but  the  orders  wera  to 
bring  them  to  England  in  the  first  insftimoe. 
Had  the  order  from  the  War  Office  been 
to  .<end  the  troops  dir»'«-t  from  Ireland  to 
ihe  Cupe  of  Good  Hope,  liiat  U'der  would 
have  heoQ  eomphed  with,  l^o  lew  tlM* 
five  steam  vessels  had  heea  ife  tW 
tran^mi^ien  of  the  troops. 

IXa.  FOW^Eli  begged  to  remai'k&  th<^ 
one  el  the  mdineemeals  held  eal  te  lwW>d 
previous  to  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
Union  wa3  that  (.'uve,  novv  '  >neeuit"iwn, 
I  nreuld  ^e  made  a  Mval  ;^tai^i  irom 
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<ktl  4»y  to  this  tbe  promite  luid  nevwr 

been  faltU#cl.  Stnco  thai  j^riod  (here 
had  been  only  about  14,0002.  expended  on 
the  erection  of  a  quay  at  Queenstowa. 

QffUfm  OHATTBKTON  v^uid  bo 
very  glad  to  bear  what  reply  the  hon.  and 
gtllant  Admirftl  the  Member  for  Greon- 
wUlk  (Admiral  l>uudai)  had  to  make  to  his 
bom  »ii<l  ftUaat  Friend  the  Meiaber  for 
Chippenham  (Cnp^un  Boldero)*  Mlid  also 
if  he  >vom1<1  inform  tho  House  and  the 
eouniry  why  the  12ih  Hoyal  JLaQoerp  were 
iMk  Inm  this  ooimtrj  to  the  Gape  in  mtI- 
mg  instead  of  In  steam  vessels,  and  with- 
out their  hor.«ps,  nt  a  time  when  the  jire- 
sence  9i  cavalry  was  so  much  required  at 
dia*  eeloay,  nad  the  dea^tebee  of  Sir 
Hsny  SmitH  so  argent  for  a  reinforcement 
of  that  arm,  in  consequence  of  tho  ill  con- 
doct  of  the  Cape  Corps  of  cavalry.  He 
wndd  takn  tbni  opportuiuty  to  eomplain  of 
tbe  beggnrij  parsimony  of  the  naval  dn- 
partment  towards  Ireland,  in  not  providing 
in  Cork  harbour  a  suitable  flag-ship  for  the 
admiral,  who  wat  notr  firequMitly  obliged 
to  hoiit  his  flag  on  board  a  wrelehed  nn- 

Seaworthy  cmft. 

Ai>MiR4i.  DUNDAS  said,  that  |ihe  Go- 
▼emnient  liad  a  tvodecker  and  a  screw- 
propeller  at  Cork  at  tbe  Mmei  ^ut  the 

12th  Lnncen?  v.-cre  sent  out  without  their 
borsee,  as  they  would  be  amply  provided 
iHih  bovMS  on  tbeb  arrival  at  (he  Cape. 
Admiral  BOWLES  said,  it  eould  not 

bo  denied  but  that  the  harbour  o''  i'ork 
^as  one  ckf  tho  greatest  importance  tu  be 
kept  up  as  a  naval  station,  both  as  re- 
garded eonvt'uience  anil  economy. 

SiK  HKNllY  I'.AKROX  hoped  the 
UuMiiO  wuuld  not  divide  without  further 
discussion.  The  principle  at  iss\io  vfas 
whether  they  were  to  increase  the  whole 
of  the  eslabli-shments  in  England,  to  the 
entire  disregard  and  neglect  of  Irduud. 
Were  they  to  trpat  her  as  a  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  or  studiously  to  exclude 
her  i  Cork  was  aeknowlcdged  to  be  one 
of  the  finest  harbours  in  tho  I'nited  King- 
dom, and  acknowledged  to  be  ouu  uf  the 
grea^st  importaiiee  in  tbe  trade  of  the 
<:••>{ I' world — a  trade  which  was  daily 
increasing.  A  naval  arsenal  h;td  hceii 
established  thero  in  time  uf  wur,  and  it 
was  then  found  to  be  of  tbe  gr«|te4t  use; 
but  the  danger  having  passed  away,  they 
were  now  gradually  abandouincr  it.  Hun- 
dreds of  thousands  were  lavished  on  Wool- 
wich, Deptford,  Sbeemess,  Portsnontb, 
and  other  naval  cstahlibhnionts  in  England; 
lini  HDfiiurtm)^  ^ef^rossed,  wretched  ire* 


land,  waa  utterly  negleoted.   Iteland  inip 

mado  subvorvient  to  English  interests* 
Her  trade  and  agriculture  had  been  de- 
stroyed, and  in  refusing  this  Cotmmittee 
BOWt  tbey  were  still  fttrtber  showing  tiiat 
Parliament  had  no  regard  for  their  con- 
dition, and  would  not  sympathise  la  bet 
sutforiuga. 

QoestioQ  pat,  *'  That  the  words  pio- 
posed  to  he  l«|t  tat  ataad  part  of  t^ 

Question." 

The  liouHo  divic^i — Ayes  1042 
26:  Miyority78, 

Main  Question  agMO  piwpoied. 

THE  IIOKFIELD  ESXAlt, 

Kb.  p.  HIIiBS  said,  with  the  permia- 
sion  of  the  House,  be  would  now  prooaed 
to  vindicate  the  character  of  his  right  rev. 
relative  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bna- 
tol  from  tbe  attaeta  of  thei  boa,  Ge^tlomaa 
>opposite  (Mr.  Hortmaa).   It  waa  aot  bit 

intention  to  mate  any  comment  upon  tlio 
janguago  employed  by  tho  hou.  Uentlcmaa 
in  making  thpse  ebargeM,  wbieb  affeoted 
the  character  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate; 
but  ho  liop^'d  tho  explanation  he  would  bo 
able  to  atlurd  would  be  deemed  satisfactory 
by  the  House.  The  principal  charge  ad- 
vaneed  bj  tbe  hon,  dentlemati  was,  that 
there  was  a  niorr\l  responsibility  incumbent 
on  the  part  of  the  ^8ho|^  not  to  renew  the 
lease  cf  tbe  Horffeld  estate;  and  he  had 
grounded  the  charge  upon  tho  fiset,  that 
tlic  two  previous  bishops  had  not  renewed 
tba  lease  of  that  ftfttate.  ^ow  he  (Mr. 
Miles)  must  obsevfe,  that  altiio^gh  Mr. 
^lurray,  the  former  secretary  to  the  Beele- 
biastical  Commission,  had  been  very  se- 
verely pressed  by  tbe  bon.  Gentleman,  he 
was  soaseely  able  to  aay  that  there  waa 
any  such  moral  obligation}  and  if  he  (Mr. 
Miles)  could  show  that  no  obligation  of 
any  sort,  direct  or  indirect,  existed  on  tho 
part  of  the  bishop  not  to  renew  the  lease, 
he  tbooght  be  would,  ia  a  great  measure, 
have  answered  that  part  of  the  charge. 
He  found  that  Mr.  Munay  himself,  when 
examiued  qu  this  very  point  by  the  hon. 
Gentlfmap,  stated  that  be  eonaidwtvd 
that— 

"  As  ths  bltbop  pMMssed  (aad  probakly  the 
Comnussiooers  wil!  take  the  same  view  of  ttie 

casoja  strict  lo^'.il  ri^'lit,  if  Iio  plunscd,  to  renew 
that  pstato  for  ines,  ho  iitigtii  consider  that  be 
;u'<|uitted  hlinseir  of  the  moral  rcsponsibUttj, 
.-mil  oth«T8  raay  think  so  too,  if  in  exorcisiDp  that 
legal  right  lio  did  not  do  it  for  bia  owu  h<l^«fi^ 
but  for  the  feMtal  bendlt  of  the  Ghwob.*^ 

The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Horsman)  never 
mentieped  that  both  Hiahofi  Chaj  and 
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Bbhop  AQaii,  the  fireaent  bishop's  prede- 
cessors, had  attempted  to  renew  the  lease. 
With  regard  to  Bishop  Gray,  lio  (Mr. 
Miles)  had  a  letter  from  a  son  of  that 
prelate,  staHog  distinetlr  that  a  smn  of 
monej  was  offered  to  Bif^hop  Gray  to  re- 
new the  lease,  but  that  he,  not  consider- 
ing the  sum  sufficient,  refused  to  renew. 
Th«D  with  referoMNi  to  dut  ease  of  Bishop 
Allen,  he  (Mr.  UiIm)  had  it  upon  the 
authority  of  the  registrar  of  the  district, 
Mr.  Clarke,  who  had  been  in  cominunica- 
tion  with  Bishop  AHoii  on  the  subject,  and 
who  stated  distinodj  that  Bishop  Allen 
wished  to  have  renewed  it,  and  entered 
into  negotiations  for  that  purpose.  It  had 
abo  \tSstk  stated  that  when  bishop  Allen 
was  translated  to  Ely,  he  recommended 
that  this  lease  should  be  allowed  to  fall  in 
for  the  benefit  of  the  see.  Without  wish- 
ing to  throw  any  impntation  on  that  right 
nr.  Prelate's  memory,  he  (Mr.  Miles) 
could  only  riT'T  to  tlie  fnct,  tlint  ■(vhile  he 
was  in  possession  of  the  see  he  did  attempt 
to  rmew  the  leaee*   Mr.  Chrke  said — 

"  The  binhop  bas  betn  most  hardly  treated  in 
thia  busincas.  The  real  points  iu  the  oaae  are 
not  many.  I  know  from  Mr.  Marmont  fMr. 
Sli.idwL'll's  agfiit)  tti.at  if  T  i  :i  »p  (ir;iy  li.id  liaj>- 
peotid  to  livoft  Uttlo  looker,  a  renewal  of  the  lease 
would  Imt*  bMtn  ammged.  It  is  not  true  (as 
allied  by  Mr.  Ilorsmnn)  that  the  net'otiation  for 
a  renewal  was  entered  upon  on  the  dropping  of 
OM  life,  and  was  broken  off  on  tiw  death  of  two 
— tba  &ot  being  tJiat  no  m^gotiaUoa  was  ever 
entered  upon  until  two  Uvm  had  dropped.  With 
ri  1  ■  t  to  Bishop  Allen,  it  is  notorious  that,  wliua 
Bishop  of  Bristol,  bo  felt  himwlf  at  liberty  to 
VMMWtlw  laase  (tUa  «an  be  proved,  if  necessary, 
by  my  lather,  who  was  very  much  in  Bishop 
Allen's  confidence,  ami  had  discussions  with  him 
\ipoti  the  subject),  and  wo  all  wl-U  know  tluit 
wben  our  preseot  bishop  took  the  see  of  Bristol, 
and  beeanw  poissiiad  of  tlio  andowaNois,  not  a 
«!  n<!  ivr  of  a  condition  was  rrcr  cxproASod  or 
implied  ikat  his  lordship  to  htami.  with 

respect  to  the  Horficld  property,  on  any  different 
footing  from  that  on  which  be  stood  witb  respect 
to  tho  other  eodowioeots  of  the  see.** 

He  (Mr.  Miles)  therefore  thought,  then, 
that  it  was  perfectly  clear  that  botli  Bishop 
Gray  and  Bishop  Allen  would  have  re- 
newed the  lease  if  a  sufticicnt  tine  had 
been  olfored.  The  Bbhop  of  Gloneester 
had  stated  in  his  publi.^hed  letter  that  he 
had  been  distinetlj  informed  by  Bishop 
Allen  Iiimsclf  that  he  accepted  the  sec 
without  any  conditions  whatever  as  to  the 
renewal  of  the  lease  of  the  Horfield  estate. 
He  thought,  tin  t cfore,  that  that  part  of 
the  case  was  fully  answered  by  the  bishop 
lumself,  and  that  it  was  nnneeessary  for 
him  (Mr.  Miles)  to  dwell  upon  it.  In 
1648  tho  hon.  Member  for  Cookonnoath 

Mr,  P.  MiUs 
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(Mr.  Horsman)  asked  a  qnestion  on  thia 

subject,  and  it  was  then  first  intimated 
tlint  there  was  a  moral  obligation  on  tho 
part  of  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  not  to 
renew  the  lease.  When  the  foot  that 
such  a  question  hod  been  put,  came  to  the 
knowledn^e  of  the  bishop,  he,  on  the  22r>d 
of  July,  1848,  wrote  a  letter  to  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Qorennnettt  m 
these  terms;— ' 

"  I  lose  no  time  in  assuring  your  Lordship  tliat 
no  such  engagemcat  or  understanding  as  is  hero 
insinuated  erer  took  pUce ;  nor  were  there  any 
other  conditions  mentioned  or  implied,  diractlj  or 
indirectly,  except  those  which  are  detailed  by 'the 
f)nlc>r  in  Council  of  October  6,  1830,  by  which  the 
ne^  of  Gloccstcr  and  Rristol  was  constituted,  and 
which  leaves  me  at  perfect  liberty  to  deal  with 
that  esute  as  with  Hm  otiier  property  of  the  sec. 
Indeed,  I  oever  heard,  till  a  few  days  ago,  that 
such  an  opinion  .is  tlint  spoJ^oii  of  by  Mr.  Ilurs- 
mau  had  been  broached.  Allow  me  to  add,  that 
in  offering  to  dispose  of  my  interest  itt  this  eslalo 
to  thu  Ecclesiastical  Cuiiimissionrrs,  my  sole  mo- 
tivu  liai  Ih.-cu  lu  pruuiuiu  ubjects  ui'  public  beiwAt 
and  improvement." 

In  November,  1848,  the  Ecclesiastical 
Coaimissioner.s  wrote  to  the  Bishop  of 
Gluuce&ter  tu  the  iuilowing  eflfoct 

Tbej  oonsider  tlio  elreantttaaee  of  their  har* 

ing  entered  into  a  contract  to  purchase  my  right 
of  renewal  iu  the  liurficIJ  e^taio  (which,  in  llie 
event  q{  their  belief  in  the  existence  of  any  such 
engagameafc  or  undantandtng,  they  would  not 
have  been  jostifled  in  sntartaining),  was  by  tbera 
cijiisiil'-'i'i'J  as  suSBciontly  proving  that  there  was 
no  impression  on  their  nxioda  that  anj  such  ea- 
gafsmont  or  understsndiny  existed.** 

He  now  came  to  the  correspondence  which 
tlie  hon.  Member  for  Cuckormouth  alluded 
to  as  having  taken  ^lace  between  the  £c> 
clesiastieal  Commissioners  and  the  huhop; 
and  he  mnst  say  that  when  charges  of  this 
kind  were  brought  forward,  he  thoui^ht 
hon.  Gentlemen  ought  to  bo  very  careful 
in  their  statements.  Nowj  the  hon.  Mom- 
her  for  Cockermonth  had  made  a  nii.stako 
of  no  less  than  five  vears  in  the  date  of 

w 

that  correspondence,  for  be  alluded  to  it  as 
having  taken  place  in  1842,  white  it  roally 
did  not  take  plaoe  tiH  1847.  The  aeeonnt 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  of  this  cor- 
respondence seemed  to  him  so  exceedingly 
oonfnsed,  that  he  (Mr.  Miles)  oouU  seareelj 
make  oat  where  the  bun.  Member  hod  got 
lii<;  information.  He  found  that  the  hoo* 
Guutlemau  said — 

"  Under  these  circumstances,  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commi.'«sioncrs  were  surprised  at  the  commence, 
mout  of  1848  by  receiving  a  communication  from 
tho  Biskop  of  Gloooertor.  stating'  hb  Intmtfiw  to 
renew  the  lease,  and  pring  them  the  rcfus;il  of  it 
for  the  sum  of  H.aUW.  The  bkulcikiasiicai  Corn* 
missioncrs  desired  their  secretary  to  write  to  the 
irishop^  reminding  liim  of  tlw  sMiFal  oMigation  he 


Digitized  by  Google 


921 


The  EmpUd 


{Jolt  17. 1851} 


923 


not  to  renew  the  lease.  The  bishop 
answered  thai  be  knew  nothing  of  moral  obliga^ 
tions,  that  he  had  a  legal  right,  and  if  the  Com- 

iniaiiioncrs  did  not  chooso  to  pay  him  n,.')00/.,  ho 
would  renew  the  lease,  aod  alienate  the  property 
from  tlM  GOmMli." 

He  (Mr.  Miles)  had  tlie  aniberity  of  the 

Bishop  of  Gloucester  to  repeat  what  tho 
ri^lit  rev.  Prelate  hod  nlrondy  stated  iu  his 


Gross  rental  of  demesne  lands  £327   3  0 

Grots  amount  of  Notorial  reat-eharM  101  10  0 
[This  amount  b  aov  Mduead  by  tSa 

cnrTi  ivoragos.] 
Lord's  rents,  dto.  »........»•.   90  13  3 


£645    6  3 

"  The  above  is,  you  will  observe,  tho  gross 
amount,  from  which  arc  to  bo  doJucted  repaim 
(and  as  to  the  tithes,  rates),  costs  of  collection. 


letter,  that  there  was  uot  one  word  of  truth  I      otliw  M»al 


in  ifaat  ■tatammt. 
Goekeraioiidi 


The  hon.  Member  for 


"  Matters  remained  in  this  state  until  1S42, 
when  the  old  liie,  Br.  Shadwell,  was  taken  ill,  and 
^mi  it  bmn  to  bo  nmound  almwd  Aat  the 

Bishop  of  Gloooestor  meant  to  renew  the  lease. 
The  Ecclesiastical  CommiEsioners  were  alarmed, 
and  caused  their  aeentary  to  write  to  the  bishop, 
alluding  to  the  rumour  which  had  reached  them, 
and  expressing  a  hope  tbat  it  was  not  eorreet. 
The  bishop  wrote  a  reply,  in  whii  'i  1  r  sni  1  fli  iC 
he  felt  insulted  at  tho  sospicioa  cntcrtaiucd  of 
Una,  that  if  be  were  to  renew  the  lease  he  would 
do  somethinjr  nnbcconiiiij  a  bisliop,  -nhicli  would 
leave  a  lasting  repruacU  uu  his  lainily.  Tho  bi- 
shop's words  printed  in  the  report  of  Ecclesiastical 
Oommiasionwere— '  I  am  sorry  the  Oommiiisionws 
■ttspeet  MM  «if  acting  so  very,'  and  then  a  blank 
was  left  for  a  wwd,  and  tba  aentenee  eoueluded 

•  a  part.'** 

Witli  regard  to  the  word  left  blank  in  the 
letter,  that  merelj  aroae  firom  the  manner 
in  w}iicb  the  Society  to  the  Eeoleaiastical 

Commissioners  had  clioson  to  print  it. 
The  real  facts  of  the  case  appearad  to  be 
these  : — In  1847  a  negotiation  was  epened 

for  the  sale  of  the  Horfield  estate  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commi«-inr.'M-s,  through  Mr. 
Murray  and  the  bishop's  secretary.  Sub- 
sequently, an  offer  was  made  by  the  bishop 
hiui  lit  tu  the  Commissioners  to  sell  the 
lease  for  11,500Z.,  but  the  negoti.itions  on 
the  subject  were  broken  off,  as  had  been 
already  stated,  in  consequence  of  some 
legal  technicalities.  From  that  time  to  the 
death  of  Dr.  Shadwell,  it  appeared  that  no 
measures  were  taken  either  by  tho  Cora- 
nussiuners  or  the  bishop  to  make  any  ar- 
rangement, and  ultimately,  on  the  death  of 
Dr.  Shadwell,  the  bishop  leased  the  estate 
to  his  secretary.  Great  stress  had  been 
laid  upon  the  statement  that  the  lives  of 
the  hiahop'a  Aree  children  were  inserted 
in  the  lease;  but  the  fact  was  that  the  lives 


Now,  when  the  Bishop  of  Gteneeater  leaaed 

the  Horfield  estate  to  his  secretary,  he  gave 
up  a  living  he  had  held,  in  cominendam, 
in  Northamptonshire,  of  the  value  ho  (Mr. 
HUea)  heUeved  of  between  7001.  and  8002. 

a  year,  so  thot,  so  far  as  he  wns  concerned, 
his  income  was  diminished  by  the  arrnnL,^e- 
mcut.  This,  it  should  be  observed,  was  a 
copyhold  eatate.  Hon.  Gentlemen  were 
no  doubt  aware  of  the  difficult  nature  of 
copyhold  tenure,  and  it  was  on  account  of 
tho.Ho  difficulties  that  the  bishop  was  abso- 
lutely compelled  himself  to  retain  power 
over  the  lease,  because  he  could  not  en- 
franchise *!jn  copyhold,  nor  could  be  give 
any  title  that  would  enable  improvements 
wbteh  were  meat  desirable  to  be  effeoted. 
lie  (Mr.  Miles)  thought  ho  could  uot  do 
better  than  read  tho  bishop''^  own  state- 
ment of  the  reasons  which  had  iuflueuced 
him : — 

"1.  It  was  no  fault  of  mine  that  tho  estate  hung 
on  such  a  tenure ;  nor,  if  the  story  of  the  lease 
being  Intentioiially  left  unrenewed  by  my  two 
predecessors  had  been  as  truo  as  it  is  untrue, 
could  that  have  been  a  tic  u{>on  me,  unless  tho 
facts  had  bean  oommunieated  ;  whoreas  the  caM 
was  tho  very  ovpoaite.  2.  When  the  eatala  oaaM 
into  my  hands  I  oonid  no  longer  make  it  aviUbd>le 
for  9L'ttliii<»  a  sum  upon  niy  diocese  for  the  benefit 
of  am.iU  livings.  The  law  officers  having  cast  a 
slur  upon  my  title,  no  one  would  have  purchased 
a  Contincont  lawsuit.  I  tliercfore  Icn-ed  it  for 
throe  lives  to  my  owu  secretary,  as  a  means  of 
retaining  in  my  own  hands  tho  full  and  entire 
control  and  direotion  of  all  that  should  be  dona. 
They  who  eondemn  m«  forso  doing  are  boond  to 
!  state  wb.at  I  ouglit  to  hare  done.  As  far  as  1 
\  can  see,  there  were  only  three  ]iossihle  courses 
open  to  me: — 1.  I  might  have  kit  the  property 
as  it  was,  in  hand,  during  my  incumbency.  2.  I 
might  have  leased  it  for  twenty-one  years. 
8.  I  might  lease  it  for  throe  lives.  Upon  tho 
first  plan  I  must  have  left  tho  property  in  a  state 
of  progressive  deterioration— ^ve  appmted  re- 
gardless of  my  profcsHcd  desire  of  amelioration  ; 


wore  those  of  tho  three  Roval  Princesses.  a  hovel  would  have  heen  erected  upon  such  a 
Allusion  W  bceu  ^uaclo  to  the  value  of  the  '^'r^iX^J:^^':^:^''^:^ 


Horfield  estate;  and  to  set  that  matter 
clearly  before  the  House,  he  (Nfr.  Miles) 
would  show  them,  on  the  a'ltliority  of  Mr. 
Clarke,  the  registrar,  what  was  its  exact 
value.   Mr.  Clarice  said— 

*'  Tba  present  mcome  teeeived  fton  the  Ber- 
ietdproferty  it  as  lirilews. 


drainage,  lie,  would  have  been  oot  of  the  quee- 
tion.    In  the  second  case,  ^ere  wmid  bavebeen 

a  still  greater  obstacle  in  the  way  of  any  good 
being  effected.  Tho  tenure  would  Itave  been  too 
short  for  building— there  would  have  been  legal 
difficulties  in  tho  way  of  enfranchisement — the 
tenure  of  tho  lord-farmer  being  loss  than  that  of 
the  copyholders,  and  the  danger  of  a  lawsuit 
woold  have  prevented  any  one  from  porobasiaf 
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to  tftiB  «ftiit«  till  the  term  hMA  completely  etvired 
The  only  reuudnfatg'  vOttMe  «M  tbst  irirfeli  f  Mre 

adopted.  It  wa*  the  only  metttod  by  vrhxf}[  I 
'could  do  any  good  to  any  interests.  Whether  my 
views  were  sclfisli  or  not,  let  the  world  judge. 
In  tlio  first  place,  I  Uimiirht  that  the  increase  of 
tncomfc  oiTcred  a  fair  opfiorfnnity  for  resiistiinj*  a 
•l-«'ctor\'  which  I  hfl<l  V/i  C'tnin'-iHl'tvi  ;  which  1 

did  after  a  <M»nplete  Repair  Of  tiie  rectory  bonse, 
whidb  happMied  to  be       tiMSi  iM  ffrof^feA.  I 

Immediately  took  meaaorea  for  commritinij  the 
Dianui  ial  nghl:$  iutu  latid,  and  |>i-octiriiig  stu  h  .a 
consolidation  of  the  property  as  might  rcn<l.  r  it 
»vailable  both  fo^  bUil^Kng  and  for  agrictihurai 
occu/pMioft.  9o(h  %)wM  MfpRfMlofn  al^  in  pro* 
groM  at  a  coDsidorfthle  rxyvonsc.  As  the  income 
1  have  ftacrificcd  in  conBideration  of  liorficld  is 
about,  the  same  in  amount  as  the  rental,  it  follows 
that  tho  fstnto  has  provi  i!  to  me  a  loss,  and  never 
can  in  my  lifo  be  anything  ljut  a  loss,  and  this  I 
have  encountered  for  tho^tiiDiia  WniAt  «f  the 
estate  of  the  Cfaarch." 

He  (Mr.  Miles)  trusted  that  he  hud  8uc> 
cosdcdl  in  '6X<ni6nitref|f  ^6  Bidrap  of  Gios*' 

-e^CT  iroiB  any  blame  lltronghout  tbese 
tranMctionfi.  For  his  own  part,  be  did  not 
llnnk  any  one  could  oooaider  that  the  bishop 
Ind  i»eeii  letosted  by  Mrdnl  mtMives.  He 
Mt  ifact  it  was  urnieoeuiuy  for  bim  to 
pass  any  eulo^iiim  on  the  character  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate,  who  was  justly  es- 
teemed  in  In  own  diocese  for  liis  liberality 
and  kindness.  The  subscriptions  of  the 
r^bt  rev.  Prclntr  to  cliaritablc  ohjeeti? 
were  as  largr — nulecd,  he  (Mr,  Miles)  be- 
liercid  that,  in  prr>porH6n  to  1m  fncome, 
they  "were  larger — tlian  those  of  any  bi- 
shop who  bad  lioltl  the  see.  Althoiigli  tlie 
^n.  Member  for  Oockermouth  liad  brought 


snchan  intci^ot.    Nothing  conld  have  be«n  dotae  |  implicated.    Tbts  (jneslllMl  ttf  Iih6  iltamis 
»  -  tion  of  Chttrch  property  by  prelates  of  the 

Established  Church  was  not  now,  nor  was 
the  instance  be  had  cited  a  singular  ou«; 
and  if  it  were  a  true  indi«tMe*i  agniaet 
the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  that  he-  harl  de- 
vastated the  estates  of  the  Church,  tlioro 
wcru  others  who  would  also  be  impliuitcd 
by  the  Terdiot.  He  (Mr.  Hwrtmui)  ImmI 
spokea  froni  the  evidence  lalJ  upon  the 
table  of  that  House.  He;  knew  notbinof 
of  the  circumstances  independently  of  that 
enden'ce.  Be  had  spokett  of  '4  pnUic 
question,  as  a  public  man,  from  that  evi<> 
dencc  Ti'btch  had  been  placed  before  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  had, 
howetMv  mftdeMttvely  anyidhirioih  to  tbat 
evidence.  It  was  quite  true,  as  staled 
by  tbf  lion.  Gentleman,  that  when  the  pre- 
sent bishop  succeeded  to  the  see  of  Bristol, 
the  'e^tnte  rested  till  n  single  Kfe.  Ho  (Xr. 
Horsman)  might  remind  the  House  of 
what  he  had  before  stated,  tbr\t  the  t^ro 
prelates  who  were  predecessors  ot  the  pre« 
sent  bishop  in  llio  Soo  Briflftot  iMd 
refrained  from  ^onowing  the  lease  of  the 
Horfield  estate.  He  had  also  Ftjitrtl  that 
one  of  those  prelates.  Bishop  Gray,  had 
attempted  to  fmtfw  tte  lette  irhet  It* 
lives  firs«  dropped,  two  hftWng  dropped  in 
the  f»nrno  rear,  and  that  be,  not  hem^  able 
to  agree  as  to  the  terras,  gave  up  the  idea 
eC  Tcncwnng  some  %bifte  befiffe  Iris  ^disiRil^ 
saying  that,  rather  than  take  ttk  inade- 
quate fine,  lio  wonhl  allow  the  f-^^tnti^  to 
lapse  to  his  successor,    fie  (Mr.  lloisnian) 


foriNird  these  *sh«rgos  in,  he  «ra«t  say,  had  also  stated,  that  hcfrU  IMbonrao 


ratlior  iiarsh  language,  of  that  he  (Mr. 
Miles)  did  II  >t  'oniplaiu  ;  hnt,  in  his  opin- 
km,  md  he  hoped  in  that  of  every  Member 
of  the  HotiBO,  the  right  rev.  Pf^te— to 
use  the  language  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
■Cocl^e^•nlnl:fh  —  might,  notwithstandiiifr 
all  that  had  passed,  "  hold  up  hia  head  in 
■pnUie  as  an  honest  man.*' 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  tliat  it  was  im- 
possible that  the  hon.  Member  f<ir  Bristol 
(Mr.  P.  Miles)  could  have  made  this  state- 
ment more  fairly  than  ho  had  done,  or  that 
ha  -eould  ha;Te  ^tloised  his  (Mr.  Hors- 
man's)  conduct  in  a  manner  less  discourte- 
ous to  himself.  Uo  (Mr.  iiorsman)  wish- 
ed to  say,  however,  in  reply  to  the  hon, 
Oentlemao's  statement,  that  this  was  not 
to  be  regarded  as  a  question  between  the 
ri£,'ht  ri>v.  Prelate  and  hiinsolf.  The 
charge  ho  had  uiadc  whs  not  coufined  to 
the  individual  Prelate  of  whom  he  had 
spoken,  but  was  one  in  whicb,  as  part  of 
ft  system,  other  peraotts  -wore  largely 

Mr,  Miles 


acquainted  with  the  circnnrttances  on  which 
this  estate  thus  foil  by  I'i^V.op  .M!rn.  TTq 
(Mr.  Horsman)  must  now  ask  the  House 
to  alloir  Mm  to  Mfkir  1o  the  enridenoo  <apon 
which  he  had  spOken.  He  spoke  first  «pon 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Richards,  who  had  been 
for  twenty  years  the  perpetual  carate  oC 
Horfield,  and  whoeo  stMementn  had  Mt 
been  alluded  to  elseiv'bew.  Mr.  RklnHi 
appeared  before  the  rommittee;  he  was 
well  acquainted  both  with  Bishop  Gray  and 
Bishop  Allen,  and  he  said  he  knew  m1  lAii 
circumstances  connected  with  tlic  estate  of 
IT  rfteld  during  their  Hvas.  Mr.  BidiRrik 
said — 


n  great  number  of  eooTemtioDS  with 

1)1)  Gray),  and  1  ftamiilied  him  withk 


"  1  !ia<l 
hire  (IhsliDp 
pood  ninny  particulars  of  thnt  propf^rty  at  that 
time  ;  be  Ui<ied  to  talk  to  n)«  a  go<Ki  de^tl  about  H 
at  different  tiONS.  First  of  all  be  asked  10,0001. 
for  it.  There  was  a  doubt  whether  the  copyholds 
had  not  been  forfeited,  and  iu  ttiat  case  they  would 

have  ooliiA  into  kand,  and  < ' 

ther; 
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**  Did  the  attempt  to  renew  break  off  in  conse- 
queaoe  of  the  pHiiei  not  giving  that  sum  f — Yes. 

"  Wm  be  iu  traUjf  fiar  the  renewal  of  that  Icaee 
up  to  the  time  of  hii  death  f — Uo,  ho  was  not. 

•*  Had  he  given  up  nil  idoa  of  riMir  wini,'  at  that 
tiloef — Yes  ;  he  8tate<l  to  mo  that  he  shinild  not 
take  the  fum  that  had  been  uttered,  or  nntthini; 
like  it ;  that  be  would  rather  ii  should  go  to  the 
see  after  Iiis  death  ;  that  the  sec  should  have  the 
benefit  ratlior  tlian  his  fnnily.  by  reotlTUIg  that 
nnall  sum  which  ho  would  get  for  it. 

••  At  tiw  time  of  BI*of>  Gray's  Mh,  y&a  em 

state  from  convers-ition  with  himself,  that  he  h.m! 

gven  up  tho  idea  of  renewal  f — Yo« ;  he  bad  given 
vp  MMae  tine  before  bit  death." 

Kow,  that  statement  miglit  bo  correct  or 
not,  but  it  was  the  precise  statement  which 
he  (Mr.  Horsman)  made  tho  other  night; 
ad  l«t  it  be  obserred  ibat  this  wu  fli6 
evideoce  of  a  gcntlcmno  who  had,  perlia|W, 
better  opportunities  than  nny  other  person 
of  knowiuff  what  Bishop  Graj's  intentions 
were.  From  a  letter  written  to  Mr. 
Richards  by  Bishop  Gray's  son,  Ifeobtam* 
ed  this  confirmation  of  that  evidence  :  — 

"  Tea  were  quite  right  in  denying,  before  the 
OeoMfMee  of  too  House  of  OonnMim,  that  the 

non-renewal  of  tho  ITorfiold  lease  liy  my  !ati»  fa- 
ther, when  Bi-^luip  of  HriMtol,  was  atCi  ihutalde  to 
his  sudden  removal  by  death.  His  last  illness 
was  protracted,  bavtnf  lasted  upwards  of  a  twelvo- 
ttoMb,  ttA  Ms  |nM%iAle  tenniaialieM  ^as  ftieseen 
by  h\yi  family  for  some  time  befbrabis  death.  Ne- 
gotiations for  a  renewal  had  bcea  going  on,  I 
think  I  may  salclj  say,  not  leas  tlMui  (hne  fears 
before  that  event  (I  speak,  however,  from  memo- 
ry), at  an  early  sta^e  of  which  it  was  estimated 
that  the  tlien  Ioshco  (Dr.  8h:iih*ell)  was  jtrepared 
to  pay  the  same  fine  as  upon  the  last  rcuowal.  At 
a  later  stage  some  months  before  my  fiitber's 
daath,  a  larfTor  siim  (either  5,000^  or  f),ono7.)  was 
oflbiud  as  a  tine  fur  tho  renewal  of  the  lease.  ( )ii 
both  oceasions  the  fine  was  refused  aabiad  4  i  • 
UpORcHiber,  my  flitber  might  have  renewed  tho 
leM»,  ball  he  tieen  so  ikifmled.  He  was,  however, 
as  you  know,  not  the  man  tn  do  dirty  work  by 
enriohiBg  his  fiimily  at  the  expense  of  his  sUcces- 


thef  had  tlhm  the  ataleHieiit  el  Mr.  Rieh- 
ards,  corroborated  by  that  of  Mr.  Gray,  and 
he  would  n«:k  the  Tlouso  to  observe  that  Mr. 
Richards  was  a  clergyman  of  that  party  in 
the  Chvreh  wbieh  was  dtepoeed  to  deal 
teaderly  with  the  ebnracter  end  aists  of 
htahopn.  Mr.  Kichnrds  was  an  ndmirer  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
ef  Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone),  end  of  the 
Cbvitll  prhldples  of  which  he  hnd  been  .so 
aWo  nn  exponent,  nnd  wctit  to  O.xford  nt  the 
last  election  to  give  a  plumper  fur  the  right 
bar.  Oentlenmti.  The  bon.  Member  for 
Bristol  (Mr.  P.  Miles)  had  not  alluded  to  the 
evidence  to  which  be  might  have  alliuled, 
taken  before,  the  (Jharch  Leases  Commit- 
tee, MchwhMl  #M  ttrongly  in  Htcvr  of 
bb  lUm  of  the  omo.  Bnt  the  bon.  Mem- 


ber vtfii  not  the  only  defender  and  cham- 
pion  of  the  Bisbim  of  Qbaeeiiter}  tbe  cue 
of  tiiebieho|l  badbeen stated  "elsewhere" 

if  not  more  ably,  eertainly  a  great  deal 
more  artistically  than  the  hon.  Member 
hnd  thought  hiinself  justified  in  stating  it. 
If  the  evidenee  wkioh  lie  {Uti  Horamanjf 
had  qiuttod  Avns  at  nil  to  be  upset,  he 
thought  the  House  would  ag^cc  thkt  the 
eTtdenee  which  bed  been  adduced  in  "  ahb- 
iber  place  '*  to  upset  it,  wae  likely  to  ^ 
the  8tron£!;est  for  that  purpose,  and  to  be 
put  forward  in  tbe  most  skilful  manoer; 
it  certainly  seemed  to  hare  created  th^' 
strongest  impression.  But  let  the  House 
bear  tbo  evidence  of  Mr.  Vincent  Stnckey 
before  tbe  Church  Leases  Committee  of 
1838;  the  gentleman  trhose  evidence  had 
been  broagbt forward  to  show  that  his  (Mr.  . 
Horsman 's)  statement  about  Fiisbop  Gray 
was  unfounded.  A  right  rev.  Frelate  else- 
where (the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  said,  "  Now, 
I  will  giro  you  two  witnesses  of  nndoubted 
character  and  iiiiirnpoacbable  veracity;  " 
and  the  first  was  Mr.  Stuckey.  Bnt  be- 
fore passing  to  Mr.  Stuckey,  let  the  House 
hear  Mr.  Riebarda'a  evidence 

"  Do  you  knuw  wliether,  by  Bisliop  Allen,  any- 
thing was  done  in  tlic  way  of  i:enew.il  i  — When- 
Bishop  Gnqr  diod,  I  wrote  to  Lord  Melbouro^' 
who  was  Prime  Minister,  and  told  him  I  eoul £ 
make  a  communication  to  him  which  would  bo  of 
great  benefit  to  tho  see,  if  my  name  did  not  ap- 
pear to  any  future  bisliop  ;  and  his  Ixirdahi^'  ro- 
plieil,  that  any  iiiformntiun  I  gave  him  should  be 
considered  private.  I  then  stated  to  him  that 
tlie  lease  had  not  been  renewed  by  Bishop  Gray, 
for  the  reason  that  his  ianaly  should  not  roceivf 
the  beaeAt  of  so  small' a  sum  as  had* been  ollbred; 
that  he  would  rather  t]n>  see  nhould  have  tho 
honeflt  instead.  After  Hishop  Allen  was  appoint, 
td,  when  I  was  dining  with  him,  he  referred  a 
good  deal  to  the  lIoHield  propo^,  (jjeiag  the 
only  resident  <^entlcman  there,  attd  at' last' T  Mi', 
'  I  think  I.iirii  .Mflbourne  has  not  boha\od  ver/ 
honourably  in  communicatiDg  my  letter  to  you  t* 
and  be  said,  *  I  did  not  saj  It  was  jrovr  Mtter ;  ii 
was  th<-  li'ttf  r  nf  "niiM  one  ;  tho  name  \v.t«  taken 
oft';  my  name  was  laki  n  to  I'dsbop  Alien  by  I..ord 
Ilotham. 

"What  did  that  letter  of  yours  suggest fs—* 
That  before  tlie  bisboprie  was  given  to  anotbsr 

jLirty  a  «tipiilntion  shoi.M  he  (n.-ulo  with  him  that 
the  properly  (should  fall  into  the  see,  in  ordyr  that 
the  see  might  have  tbe  benefit  of  it  instead  of  the' 
individual  ;  for  the  income  of  tho  see  was  small,' 
and  it  wa.H  ilinuirht  that  by  that  property  fall- 
iiig  into  it,  it  would  make  a  greater  amount. 

"  Was  that  at  tbe  time  the  union  of  the  two  aces 
was  contemplated  f — No.  long  beibro  tliat^ 

Tlif  ronti  nt's  of  the  letter  wbieh  you'Wibtb 
wore  shown  to  Bishop  Alien  f — Yes. 

"  Have  you  reason  to  suppose  that  your  sa|f» 
gcstiun  had  been  laid  before  him,  witb  the  vkiw 
of  its  being  acted  upon  ? — I  do  not  knqw  whe> 
jther  it  WM  of  not,  Imt  I  know  tHat  tbsve  ^ 
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BO  attenpt  at  a  iwMiral  dning  Biibop  ASM* 
tine. 

"  Wm  there  anything  in  tho  mode  of  Bishop 
Allen's  oommunicating  to  you  what  had  passed 
vbieh  led  joa  to  inftr  that  it  had  boen  oKwed 
upon  him  f — He  did  not  teem  quite  pleased  iiboat 
it:  and  we  were  not  on  tho  best  toirns  ahout  it. 

"  Did  not  that,  coupled  with  the  fact  of  ther« 
t)eing  no  sttonpt  at  renewal  dnrinf  Biihep  Allen's 
time,  load  you  to  infer  that  your  sui^eoHtion  hod 
been  approved  and  adopted  by  Lord  Melbourne  ? 
—Yes. 

"  Tou  are  quite  certain  that,  during  his  time, 
there  was  no  attempt  at  renewal  ? — There  was  no 
attempt,  I  think  ;  and  I  think  Dr.  Sliadwell  would 
have  couimunicated  it  to  me  if  there  iuul  been." 

That  was  the  evidence  upon  which  he  (Mr. 
Honman)  made  his  ttetetneni  respecting 
Buhop  Allen.  No  doubt  it  wab  circum- 
Btantral  evidence;  there  was  no  positive 

5 roof  that  Bishop  Allen  had  beea  pledj;ed 
J  Lord  Melbourne  not  to  reoeir,  but 
uera  was  very  Btnmg  eireamatantial 
proof.  But  tlifit  was  not  tlic  only  proof ; 
tlierc  was  a  letter  of  Bishop  AUon  himself 
upon  the  subject:— 

"  Ai  I  was  prepared,  if  mj  opinton  had  been 

asked  hy  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  to 
have  recommended  tho  Ilorfield  property,  in  the 
dioceso  of  Bristol,  to  be  assigned  over  to  the 
Commissioners  for  tlio  buihling  of  a  pnlacf*,  and 
for  other  purposos  under  tho  Act,  before  a  new 
bishop  was  appointed,  so  in  my  own  case  I  can 
have  no  obieotioa  to  the  St.  Alban'a  property  of 
the  see  ef  EI7,  whioh  ts  nearlj  suniliu^j  einsum- 
Btanocd  to  the  ago  of  the  reniainiucf  life  and 
iifo  tenure  of  the  leases  to  tho  Horficld  property, 
lieing  transferred  to  the  Commissioners,  it  being 
my  decided  opinion  that  neither  nf  tlicse  leases 
should  bo  renewed  for  lives,  and  that  upon  their 
expiration  tho  fines  for  the  full  terms  of  twenty* 
one  yeata  slwald  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  Ecele- 
riastwal  Oonnu«dODers  tttt  general  purposes." 

It  was  upon  this  evidenee— the  testimony 
of  Mr.  Richards,  the  recorded  opinion  of 

Bisliop  Allen,  nml  his  act  in  accordance 
with  it — that  he  \Mv.  Ilorsnian)  made  his 
btatcmeut  avowiug  that  he  did  bo  upou 
eridence  on  the  table  of  the  Hoase.  Hov 
uras  this  met?  No  portion  of  this  evi- 
dence had  been  referred  to  by  the  Hon. 
Member  (Mr.  P.  Miles);  but  in  auotlier 
plaee  it  nad  been  atated,  *'  Here  are  wit- 
iiosses  of  unimpeachable  veracity,  by  whom 
this  evidence  is  to  bo  set  aside."  The 
firot  witness  was  Mr.  Vincent  Stuckey; 
and  the  right  rer.  Prelate  quoted  Mr. 
Stuckey  as  saying,  "  The  two  late  biBhops 
(Gray  and  Allen)  refused  to  renew  because 
the  lessee  refused  to  givo  the  fine  asked." 
If  any  Gentleman  would  turn  to  the  evi- 
dence, he  woold  find  that  Mr.  Stncltey's 
answer,  when  he  was  examined,  was,  '*  I 
understand  the  two  late  bishops  refused  to 
renew,  becaiisc  the  lesBee  refused  to  give 
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the  fine  they  asked.*'  Now,  the  Hmiaa 

would  observe,  that  the  two  witnesses  whom 
ho  had  quoted,  who  spoke  strongly  upon 
the  subject,  and  whose  evidence  it  was 
sought  to  Bet  aside  by  that  of  another  per- 
son, had  the  same  opportunities  of  know- 
ing the  particnlars  of  these  transactions  as 
this  other  witness;  that  their  evidence  was 
given  under  circumstances  quite  as  favour- 
able to  the  truth,  and  that  they  spoke  posi- 
tively on  the  point.  Rut  what  said  Mr. 
Stuckev  ?  Here  are  his  several  answers  : — 


"  What  I  state  comes  not  from  my  own  know- 
ledge, but  what  I  learn  from  others."  "  Tk* 
manor  is  iielJ  for  one  life,  as  I  vintlerstand." 

"  Docs  ho  grunt  it  out  lor  leases  on  lives  i — So  I 
understand."  "  The  present  bishop  will  not  take 
the  offer  of  renewal,  as  I  naderstaiid." 

<*  The  invBent  bisliop  baa  refined  to  renew  t — 
iinili't>t;i[nl  til  t  A  o  late  bishops  refused  to  renew 
because  the  liouiM  refuted  to  give  the  fine  tiusr 
asked." 

Mr.  Stuckoy  gave  his  answers  cautionaly, 
and  took  pains  to  .show  that  he  knew  no- 
thing himself  of  the  matter.  However,  he 
was  adduced  as  a  witness  of  unimpeachable 
veracity,  knowing  the  circnmBtanceB  of  the 
case.  Immediately  afterwards,  in  the 
.same  f;p<  f^ch,  tho  right  rev.  Prelate  (tho 
Bishup  of  Oxford)  havm^  now  enlisted  the 
sympathies  of  his  a&dience  against  the 
statements  unfavourable  to  the  bishop,  pro- 
ccedod  to  enlist  them  ac^ainst  tlie  party  by 
whom  the  bishop  considered  himself  ag- 
grieved, and  he  read  this  port  of  the  Kahop 
of  Gloucester's  letter  to  the  Eeclesiastioal 
Commissioners  : — 

"  Ileani  that  a  report  of  mj  iotantioa  to  to- 
granC  tbis  lease  tor  lives,  as  beietoferv,  bas  been 

several  times  matter  of  conversation  at  tho  board, 
and  iios  been  spoken  of  in  terms  of  condemnation. 
Of  tho  existence  of  the  report  I  was  aware,  ae  wM 
as  of  its  origin  ;  the  authority  being  certain  print- 
ed evidence  given  before  the  Ecclesiastical  Leases 
Committee  of  the  Bonsa  of  Coounons  some  years 
aoQ,  by  a  land  sorveTor  of  tbis  neighbourhood, 
inio  stated  that  ho  understood  soeb  to  bo  the  in- 
tention  of  the  bishop.  [This  person,  to  whom  I 
never  spoke,  is  notorious  Ibr  bis  unfriendlineis  to 
the  Chnreh  and  Obnrebmen.]  His  aswrtion,  aa 
coming  from  an  individual  who  e'  ul  t  know  no- 
thing about  me,  I  treated  like  a  newspaper  twott, 
with  silent  oootempi.  To  have  notaoed  it  peblialf 
at  tho  time  would  hare  been  thoogfat  b/  aono 
presumptuous,  by  others  ridiculous." 

Now,  who  was  tho  party  here  referred  to  ? 
Why,  this  very  Mr.  Stuckey,    [Mr.  P. 

Miles  :  No,  no  !  Mr.  Sturgc.]  Well 
theti.  if  It  was  Mr.  Sturge,  his  complaint 
of  the  right  rev.  Prelate's  suppression 
applied  equally  to  him;  for  Mr.  Stnrge 
was  the  other  witness  of  unimpeachable 
veracity  whom  the  Bishop  of  Oxford  ad- 
duced against  Mr.  Richards,  omitting. 
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however,  to  give  the  Bishop  of  Gloucea> 
tor  t  own  diameter  of  Mr.  Sturge.  Bnt 
Mr.  Stnrge  himself  did  not  pretend  to  he 
able  to    speak   witli   much  knowledge 
on  the  subject;  and  his  evidence  was 
gtf«n  tirelro  jrearB  ago  with  referenee 
to   a  different   inquiry.     But  if  Mr. 
Sturge's  evidence  was  so  strong,  nnd  he 
was  to  be  so  much  relied  on  as  a  witness, 
lu«  toatimonj  might  ot  loMt  liave  been 
quoted  in  his  own  language.    lie  said,  "  I 
know  there  was  a  nejjotiatron  between  the 
late  Bishop  of  Bristol  and  the  present 
hoUtor,  the  losaeo/*  Now,  it  w«a  impossi> 
hie  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that  bj  the 
late  bishop  was  meant  Bishop  Allen,  for  at 
tho  time  this  evidence  was  given  before 
tiio  Choreh  Leoaes  Commlauon,  that  pre- 
late was  living,  and  was  Biihop  of  Ely; 
and  had  he  therefore  been  meant,  the  wit- 
Besa  would  have  said  "the  last  bishop," 
or  "  the  preeent  Bishop  of  Elj."  He  iin> 
dottbtedly  meant  Bishop  0ray,  who  had 
then  only  been  dead  three  or  four  years; 
and  so  read,  the  evidence  coincided  exactly 
with  the  evidence  of  other  parties  with  re> 
speet  to  what  took  place  under  the  epis- 
copacy of  that  prelate.  But  the  right  rev. 
Prelate,  reading  that  evidence  in  "  another 
phice,*'  read  it  thus :  *'  I  know  there  was 
a  negotiation  between  the  late  Bishop  of 
Bristol  (Bishop  Allen)  and  tho  present 
holder,  tlie  lessee;"  tiio  words  Bishop 
Allen'*  being  inserted  by  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late himself,  and  not  being  in  Mr.  Sturgc's 
answer.    But  there   was    another  piece 
of  evidence  brought  forward — the  state- 
ment of  the  Bishop  of  Oloueester  himsdf. 
He  said  he  had  had  conversations  with 
Bishop  Allen,  and  that  Bishop  Allen  told 
htm  he  was  at  liberty  to  renew.    He  (Mr. 
Horanan)  could  only  say,  as  to  that,  that 
we  had  positive  evidence  of  witnesses  who 
were  in  commiinicntion  with  Bishop  Allen, 
and  we  had  his  own  letter  on  record;  and, 
wtthoat  at  all  qaestioning  the  veracity  of 
the  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  ho  preferred  the 
recorded  eviJonce  of  one  bishop,  suppoKcd 
by  his  acts,  to  the  recollection  of  another 
some  years  afterwards.     Now  he  (Mr. 
Horsman)  admitted  that  when  the  Bishop 
of  Gloucester  was  appointed  to  tho  united 
sees  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol,  he  had  a 
legal  right  to  renew  the  lease  of  tho  Hor< 
fM  estate,  and  that  ho  was  onder  no  pledge 
of  non-renewal.    Tho  matter  appeared  so 
well  understood  that  the  Ecclcsiasiical  Com- 
missioners did  not  consider  it  necessary  to 
have  any  pledge  whatever.     Ho  would 
come  now  to  the  correspondraoe  which  he 
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(Mr*  Horsman)  was  stated  erroneously  to 
have  said  commenced  in  1842,  and  the  ex- 
istence of  which  was  denied;  and  the  hon. 
irombec  (Mr.  V.  Miles)  said  that  his  (Mr. 
Uorsuiau's)  statement  was  extremely  con- 
fused, and  it  was  impossible  to  mahe  out 
what  he  meant.  His  statement  was  a  very 
plain  one,  and  the  evidence  in  all  material 
points  bore  it  out  amply.  He  stated  that 
m  1842  there  were  rumours  that  the  Bi* 
shop  of  Gloucester  intended  to  rmiew  the 
lease;  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Commi<i»ion- 
ers  were  alarmed;  that  they  had  desired 
thmr  secretary  to  represent  to  the  bishop 
the  moral  obligation  he  was  under  not  to 
renew;  and  that  the  bishop  wrote  a  letter, 
in  which  he  stated  what  would  be  the  opin- 
ion he  should  entertain  of  himself,  or  the 
worid  would  entertain  of  him,  if  he  were 
to  renew.  Now  ho  admitted  there  was 
this  inaccuracy,  that  be  had  spoken  as 
if  the  first  communication  made  was 
from  the  Secretary  to  the  Eccleeias^ 
cal  Commission  to  the  Bishop,  whereas 
between  1842  and  1847  there  were 
two  rumours,  and  the  communication  in 
1842  was  made  at  the  instance  of  the 
Ecclesiastrea!  Commissioners,  but  w^r  not 
made  by  the  secretary.  That  rumour  died 
away,  but  when  it  was  revived  in  1846  a 
communication  was  made  to  tho  bishop  by 
the  secretary.  So  tliat  he  (>,fr.  Hursnian) 
must  admit  ho  made  an  omission  in  regard 
to  date,  in  not  stating  that  there  were 
two  rumours,  but  he  maintained  that  there 
was  no  omission  afft  ctlng  the  morality  of 
the  affair.  Mr.  Murray,  the  Secretary  to 
the  BeelesbiUeal  OomnussiOners,  stated— 

"  A]Knit  the  olote  of  1848,  or  tho  beginning  of 

1843,  a  rumour  rcaeliod  the  Crjnirni<(si()ners  that 
Dr.  ShadwcU,  the  rcuiniuiiig  lite  iii  the  leiiso,  was 
in  danger,  and  that  it  was  understood  that,  upoiv 
bis  death,  either  a  new  lease  for  lives  woald  be 
granted,  or  a  Isate  fcr  the  beirafll  of  tbs  Udiop't 
fiimily.  This  rumour  hccinio  tho  subject  of  anx- 
ious conTcrs.uioii  ai  a  private  meeting  of  aoine  of 
tho  Commissioners,  and  it  was  agreed  that  on©  of 
the  party  should  write  frankly  and  confldentiallj 
to  the  bishop.  This  I  understand  to  have  been 
done  ;  tho  letter  bcin^'  that  referred  to  in  a  letter 
from  tho  bishop,  elated  9tb  February,  1817,  to 
which  I  sbdl  have  occasion  more  partieiilarly  to 
allude." 

[Mr.  Miles  :  That  was  in  1842.]  At  the 
close  of  1812,  or  beginning  of  1843.  That 
bore  out  the  first  part  of  his  statement. 
He  had  indeed  omitted  to  refer  to  tiie 
communication  which  was  made  to  the 
bishop  at  tlie  instance  of  tho  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  by  one  of  their  body,  be- 
cause neither  his  letter  nor  tite  reply  of  the 
bishop  were  in  evideneo;  and,  besides»  this 
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was  a  matter  of  detail  which  did  not  ap- 
pear to  'beut  uftterially  upon  the  m«riu  of 
the  case.    Mr.  Murraj  eonttnued 

"Dr.  ShnflwcH's  h<^nhh  mllipd,  nnd  nothing 
further  of  iinpurtanrc  oecurrfd  till  tbe  clow  of 
1646,  when  lb''  C'ommissiouers,  flndiof  thMi- 
uAwB  poiMMad  of  suffieieot  information  Ntpeet- 
Utg  tbe  reTMiiin  of  tbe  united  sect,  determined  to 
jm-^s  ,1  scln'iiiL'  for  S'-ttlinL,'  its  Oi>inlitioii  ujion  tho 

next  vacaucy.  Ijpun  this  occasion  the  circtim- 
•tonoei  of  the  Horflcld  estate  were  afain  flinraiiiU 
ared,  and,  inasmuch  .i-*  it  h.id  not  eovno  into  the 
calculation  as  pro<lu<  ii)g  .ui^tbiui,'  to  tbe  see  bc- 
yoiitl  the  siii.ill  n  srrved  rent,  the  Commissioners 
felt  tbomselve»  at  libartjr  to  treaC  it  a«  fiirtlier 
wtfl«w:  and  tkoj  aeeordiogly  detemliwd  that, 
at  the  next  Tacaoey,  it  ahould  be  trAriiiforrfd  from 
the  toe  to  tbcuiBclveB,  for  the  purpwav  ihu 
Episcopal  Act ;  and  the  Order  in  Council  for 
«ffeoiit)«  tbia  pafteed  in  June,  1S47.  In  tlie  mean- 
Ifaaft,  after  tbe  decision  of  the  eommtsiioners,  but 
before  it  was  forniallr  r.-*titic(l,  n.-mirlv,  in  Fclk- 
ruarjr,  1647,  it  was  reported  tliat  Dr.  Sbadwelt  s 
life  waa  agidii  in  immuienC  daoaer ;  and  as  tLo 
rumour  was  airiin  arcnmpanicd  by  an  expression 
of  belief  that  thu  bisiiop  was  contcmpLiting  the 
grant  of  a  new  beneficial  lease,  tbe  commissioners 
ant)Mris«d  me  to  aonftr  with  tbe  bishop^  cither 
dirsotly  or  tbrotifh  hts  sserataiT,  with  a  view  tu 
some  arrangemoiit  for  commuting  tho  Mslio|i's 
interest,  and  tK>  ul>t;kiuing  immediate  poti^esision 
of  the  pruperty,  subject  only  to  the  subsisting 
ISatB.  I  lost  no  time  in  conferring  with  Mr. 
Bolt,  of  Gloucester,  on  whoso  discretion,  as  the 
secretary  and  confidential  adviser  of  the  bishop,  1 
fuiiy  relied.  I  oooununicatod  to  him  tbo  hope  of 
the  ooimninloMrs  that  tbe  bishop  would  abstain 
from  granting  a  fresh  lease  for  livp«,  .nnd  my  con- 
rietion  of  the  disappointment  wlach  uuuld  arise 
from  an  opposite  course  ;  and  we  separated  with 
an  understaodinf  that  Mr.  iiolt  should  iouuc- 
diatcly  commnnicate  with  th«  bishop,  and  endca- 
TOUT  to  impress  hitn  tlir-  iinp'.rt.Tnr.'  uf  mak- 

ing some  arrsgement  which  should  recognise  the 
yamiliar  obligation  supposed  to  attaoh  apon  his 
posseiiion  of  this  estate." 

That  wns  (he  letter  to  xvliicli  lio  (Vr.  llm^- 
man)  alluded  as  havini^  been  written  by 
the  direction  of  the  Kctlesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, upon  the  rumour  reaching  them  of 
the  illness  of  Dr.  Shad  well,  and  tlio  iiitf^n- 
tion  of  the  Bishop  of  (Ihjucester  to  rmcw 
the  lease.  Mr.  Murray  afterwards  (qucs- 
tuma  1,708-21)  stated  that  there  was  an 
Tmdcr.^tnndinij  witli  tlic  hnnrA  tlial  tlii-ro 
would  be  110  renewal  on  the  part  of  the 
bishop,  and  that  Lc  vvas  aulhori^ed  tu  tmy 
SO  to  bim.  At  question  2.299  he  saici  that 
hj  "the  pcouliar  ohlio;ations"  to  whicli  ho 
alluded,  he  n)eant  moral  obliijations.  He 
now  came  to  a  part  uf  this  evidence  which 
had  been  strangelj  overlooked  by  OTorj 
partj  who  had  set  up  anything  like  a  vin- 
dication for  the  r/ifihop  of  Gloucester.  The 
hisiiop  himself,  in  his  letter,  positirelj  de- 
nied tnat  he  gave  mj  answer  like  that  which 
ho  (Mr.  HoraiDMi)  had  attributed  to  him; 


and  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  P. 
Miles)  said  that  he  was  extremely  !iiaeeii> 

rate  in  saying  that  there  was  a  letter  writ- 
ten in  1842,  when,  in  reality,  it  wns  writ- 
ten in  1847.  Th«  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not,  however,  alloded  to  the  btshop's  let- 
ter, or  to  the  defence  for  him  which  had 
heeti  made  elsewhere,  n-id  hy  which  everj 
one  would  he  led  tu  Buppuse  that  the 
statement  that  there  was  a  letter  of  dko 
bishop  in  reply  was  a  fiction  from  begin- 
ninn-  (n  end.  Now,  what  was  the  desprip- 
tion  which  he  gave  of  that  letter  in  his 
former  speech  f  Why,  Aat  the  bishop 
said  he  felt  insulted  by  tile saspicion  that  M 
was  ahnrit  T  i  do  what  tlio  nimfnir  had  attri* 
buted  to  iiim ;  that  he  said  that  if  he  did  so, 
he  should  be  acting  in  a  maimer  nnbeCom- 
iog  a  bishop,  and  that  he  sliould  lenvc  a 
reproncli  to  hi«?  family.  lie  furtli  r  itril 
that  upon  that  letter  the  Eeclesiatsttcal 
Commissioners  desired  their  secretary  to 
write  to  tell  him  that  they  had  fdt  very 
niueli  reassured  by  his  letter,  .md  thnt  rh^y 
were  sorry  that  they  had  hurt  his  feelings. 
Xow,  with  respect  to  that  letter  it  had 
been  said  by  *  right  rer.  Pfdate  in  aa- 
other  ^ee— 

"  Tito  idea  thai  this  rt'jilv  Tras  a  c^^ntnno  dnru- 
ment  had  prmiaood  an  imprcsaion  very  injurious 
to  the  character  of  liis  right  rev.  Friend.  Bo* 
what  would  their  UrdaUjMi  think  of  it,  whoa  ha 
udbroMd  them  that  so  eomnvaleation  of  nnf 
kind  whatever  passed  in  the  \  1842,  and  in  the 
five  subti<.M{uent  years,  Iteiween  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  and  their  seereCaT7  on  the  one 
Iiand,  and  the  Bi^'mp  of  Gloucester  and  hi«  «<?PTe- 
tary  on  thu  other  ?  In  the  year  1847  a  now 
scheme  was  carried  out  as  to  the  charges  to  bo 
imposed  on  tiio  diffcreat  bishoprics,  and  vauuia 
others  on  the  bishopric  of  Gloaeester  and  Bristof 
It  w.i'A  niad<'  to  ap[M?ar  to  the  r!c<-Io^!ri''(!c.-i!  rVrn- 
uiusiuuers  tiuU  a  larger  eharge  should  be  im{>os(  d 
on  thnt  bishopric  than  thai  wUoh  had  hitherto 
been  paid.  They  drew  up  a  lohcme  accordtngljr, 
and  phiced  on  the  bishopric  a  larger  charge  ;  and 
thov  (i,-  t'-rnii!i"'l  tn  trau^f'T  to  tlii'inselves,  on  tho 
next  avoidaoco  of  tbo  see,  the  Uortold  Manor 
eotato,  whieh,  hf  noson  of  its  having  «•  looc 
rc«trd  on  a  inv^yo  lifr  in  tliO  li-reee,  had  not  onterea 
iiiiul  fliijti  iiiti.i  ilic  cak'ulituons  of  tho  Commis- 
r.^.  This  was  intimated  to  his  right  rev. 
Friend  ;  and  he,  thinlting  it  was  oafiur,  not  so 
mueh  to  hiiMelf  as  to  his  tuoosssor  ia  tho  seet, 
ontcr''d  into  foTiiiiiunicaiion  with  t!ie  Coinmis- 
sioncrs  on  the  subject.  This  communication  in 
1  ^  i  7  was  carried  on  between  tho  sfdioitor  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  on  tho  one  side,  nnj 
tbo  solicitor  of  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  on  the 
other.  No  hint  was  given  on  either  side  that  a 
mor»l  obiiaatian  was  involred  in  tho  traasao- 
tlon." 

Now,  let  the  House  obserTe  the  ingenuity 
of  that  statement.  By  the  statement  UNit 
Bo  letter  was  wtiUen  by  the  leerelaiy  Iv 
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the  Bcde^utkal  OommissiooerB  in  1842, 
people  W0ra  led  to  Infer  that  bo  Ittter  was 
irritten  at  all  in  1842,  the  letter  of  the  in- 
dividual bishop,  writing  franlvly  and  confi- 
dcDtiallj,  being  altogel^r  omitted.  Than, 
by  atetili;  tkat  tli«  «otinDttiii«atioiw  wet« 
btnrwii  the  soUoitora  fn  1847,  aad  tluit 
between  them  there  wns  no  mention  of 
moral  obligatioB,  it  was  left  to  be  interred 
ilMi  no  iitetttioii  of  moral  obHgAtioti  tras 
nad«  In  1847  by  any  OM;  and  then,  it 
bein^  flaid  thaf  it  w  a?  tlicsc  rcpreponfations 
which  made  people  beiioTO  there  was  a 
gnnSam  letter  from  tli«  Vishqi,  the  m- 
oienee  would  be  led  to  infer  that  there  was 
no  genuine  lottcr  in  existence  from  the 
bishop  at  all.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Oh,  noli 
Bnralj,  if  the  right  rer.  Prelate  who  said 
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which  Mr.  Murray  stated  that  there  were 
"  peculiar,"  by  nrhitfh  be  meant  "  moral " 
obligationa.' 


"  lam  cftllcd  iipon  to  address  the  Eccle«1a«ttcAl 
Comminioners  on  the  matter  of  a  oontvnatlott 
whfish  toek  ttla«a  last  Friday,  bt  «1irir  derin,  1m- 

tween  Mr.  Murray  and  Mr.  Jlolt,  mjr  uecretary, 
a«  to  my  intentions  in  ca«e  the  icaso  of  Uorfield 
Manor  should  ftill  during  my  incumbenejr.  I 
lean  that  a  report  of  my  intention  to  re-grant 
tbts  lease  for  llm  as  !i«vtofbr<»,  has  hocn  several 
times  matter  f  ( nvrrsatinii  at  tlio  bfj.ird,  nnd 
has  been  spoken  of  in  terms  of  condemnatioQ.  Of 
tho  existence  of  the  report  I  was  awafe,  aa  wsB- 
•is  of  it«  origin  ;  tho  authority  being  cerr  n  print- 
ed evidence  given  before  tho  Eocleeiasticui  LcaRos 
CoDiinittoe  of  the  House  of  Comnious  sonn-  jear-s 
ago,  bj  a  land  surveyor  of  tbia  nvigbbourhood, 
who  stated  that  Be  oadewteed  such  to  be  the  In- 
totition  of  tho  bishop.  His  assertion,  as  eoniing 
i'rom  an  individual  who  oould  know  nothing  about 


tbtl  be  was  desired  by  tbc  Bi.^^bop  of  Qlou-  I  me,  I  treated,  like  a  newspaper  report,  with  silent 
eester  to  fltate  his  cn?    for  him,  knowing  contempt.   To  have  noticed  it  publicly  at  tlic 


that  he  was  addressing  au  audience  which 
bad  not  the  evidence  before  them,  and 
erndd  not  judge  of  it  In  the  eligbteet  de- 
gree except  from  his  statement,  ^^avc  such  '  acting  the  very" 
a  colour  as  he  had  described  to  that  state- ' '°  evidcnooj 
ment,  he  was  entitled  to  saj  that  if  the 
ieee  had  been  atreng,  it  would  have 
ppnla-n  for  itself,  a  pir.'n.  unvarnished 
tale  ;  but  that  if  it  needed  the  hand  of 
an  arUst  to  give  it  a  colour,  it  was  evi- 
dent that  its  advoeate  fUt  it  to  be  seose* 


timo  would  have  been  thought  by  some  presump- 
'  i:i  I  r ,  by  otliorx  ridiculous.  However,  the  man- 
ner in  which  I  spoke  of  this  evidence  in  eonver* 
istioii,  is  at  least  a  proof  that  I  did  not  ttedHato 
—[then  there  was  a  large  dash 
-"  part  whiob  he  had  assi^ed 


me." 


The  ben.  Kemher  bad  Mud  there  abontd  be 

ncciiraey  in  quotation,  niirl  tlmt  the  pub- 
lished report  of  Mr.  Murray's  evideneo 
should  be  taken.  Tie  (Mr.  Ilorsman)  was 
quoting  from  the  bine  book;  the  bon.  Gen- 


what  (Vfrrtivp.  Now,  tho  letter  which  ticman  opposite  h.-id  another  docjuuent  in 
was  wi  ilton  by  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  \  his  hand,  i)ei  hap8  tho  bishop's  letter  to  the 


and  which  had  not  been  referred  to  either  i  rural   deans.    [Mr.   P.  Miles 


bjp  tbebon.  Member  (Mr.  P.  Milee)')  or  the  |  Well,  that  iras  a  priTate  letter,  marlced  od 

right  rev.  Prelate  in  another  place,  con-  tlie  title  i)af;e  "Not 
tained  the  whole  case  on  which  he  had 
grounded  his  statement.    He  admitted,  as 
be  btd  abeady  laid,  that  when  tbe  bishop 

succeeded  to  the  see,  there  was  no  pledge 
or  istipulation  of  any  kind  given  bj 
him,  and  that  up  to  1847  there  was  no  . 

proof  of  anj  understanding,  or  of  any  { make  sense  of  tbe  sentenoe  thus     **  I 


Ycslj 
ced  ott 

published."  Mr.  Mur- 
ray' 3  evidence  in  the  blue  VkjoI:  '.va?  cor- 
rected by  himself,  laid  on  tuc  tabic  ui  tiiat 
House,  and  pnblisbed.  Besides,  let  any 
man  able  to  criticise  the  English  language, 
any  nia.ster  of  composition,  or  at  all  ac- 
quainted with  it,  say  whether  ho  could 


moral  obligation  admitted  or  acknowledged 
on  his  part,  or  on  that  of  tho  Ecclesiastical 


did  not  meditate  playing  the  very  part 
which  he  assigned  me  ?"    It  would  not 


Commissioners.  But  now  the  secretary  i  have  been  English.  And  this  from  such  a 
was  desired  by  the  Commissioners  to  write  sebolar  as  tbe  Bishop  of  Glonceaterl  How- 
to  him,  telling  him  that  they  felt  that  there '  ever,  the  conte.xt  would  explain  the  hi- 
WaS  a  moral  obligation  on  him  not  to  rc- I  shop's  meaning.  He  wa.s  unhosomin!^  him- 
new,  and  that  a  rumour  bad  reached  tbcni :  self,  without  reserve,  to  the  Commission- 
respecting  bis  intention,  which  had  given  { ers.  He  bad  been  extremely  reserved 
them  much  pain  and  anxiety.  Tho  bishop  )  throughout  these  ])roceedings,  both  with 
said  in  bis  letter  to  the  rural  deans,  "  I  '  regard  to  his  estates  and  his  charities; 
nnbosomed  myself  without  reserve  to  the  |  but  when  that  reserve  was  once  broken 
Commissioners.*'  Here  was  the  nnboaom-  throngb,  when  the  floodgates  were  once 
ing.  The  authority  to  Ifr.  Moiray  to  com- :  overflowed,  the  tide  was  not  easily  dammed 
munieate  to  the  bishop  was  given  on  the  up  again.  I'hr.t  theremigbt  be  no  mistake^ 
did  of  February;  the  letter  was  written  on  he  proceeded  : — 

tbe  IHh.    This  was  in  1847.    Tbe  letter        j  ^  certainly  huH  that  among  persons  of 

HIS  k  Miiwer  to  the  ooinmimii»bo&  In  the  ststlon  of  tlw  Comlni^riollen  I  ilwdd  ^ 
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pocted  of  knowingly  doing  any  tiling  which  was 
either  wrong  in  itself,  or  disparaging  to  the  cha- 
neter  of  *  bishop.  Had  I  been  actuated  hj 
BelitiluMM  or  rapacity,  the  «oa«rion  ofthia  diieas- 
sion  would  probably  never  have  occurreJ.  It  is 
paioful  to  spcxik.  oi  oneself,  but  it  in  knuwn  in  uiy 
diooew  thai  I  luif»  made  several  largo  sncriflcea 
of  my  private  interest  to  public  advantag^c,  which 
ought  to  have  saved  me  from  such  suspicions. 
Kext  to  the  meru  eonscia  recti,  I  esteem  »  good 
reputation  tho  most  preoioua  of  worldly  posses- 
sions ;  and  wliile  T  luTO  tbe  eommon  feelings  of 
mankind  in  rcpnrJ  to  a  provision  for  my  family,  1 
should  abhor  the  idea  of  bequeathing  to  thorn  aof 
tbiay  whloh  eurried  aloof  vith  it  a  partfeU  of 
reproach. " 

Were  not  these  the  very  expressions  which 
he  (Mr.  Horsraan)  quoted  as  being  con- 
tained in  that  letter  of  the  Bishop  of  GIou- 
eesterf  What  was  it  tliatvonld  Lc  de- 
rogatory to  his  character,  and  fixing 
reproach  upon  his  family  ?  Why,  Mr. 
Murray  stated  it  specifically,  lie  &uid  the 
rumour  and  the  suspieum  be  was  directed 
to  eenrey  was,  that  a  nc^r  lease  for  lives 
•would  be  granted,  or  a  lease  for  the  benefit 
of  tho  bishop's  family;  that  it  was  by  the 
auapidon  of  whieli  tho  bishop  was  hurt, 
ana  which,,  if  true,  would  be  disparaging 
to  the  character  of  the  bishop,  and  would 
leave  behind  a  reproach  on  his  family. 
Now,  what  was  Hr«  Murray's  own  comment 
an  this  evIdeDee  f   He  sajs*— 

"  It  appears  from  this  letter,  tliat  the  bishop 
himself  fell  that  there  were  »oiue  {Miculianties  in 
tho  case  of  llorfleld  which  distinguished  it  from 
the  other  life  leaseholds  of  the  see.  lie  treats 
the  report  of  bis  intention  to  rc-grant  Utu  lease 
fw  lives,  as  iMretofore,  as  a  calumny.  Tho  Com- 
mis^onors  wen  reasattrod  by  this  letter  .^^i  to  ]ih 
intentions.  Letters  were  written  for  tho  purpose 
of  ex|i"  II  I'i  in  to  the  bisliop,  to  sat i^ify  his  mind 
Uaat  nothing  j^ainful  towards  him  wa«  iateodod  by 
the  OomniimNiera." 

Why  did  the  bishop  think  that  sneh  a  eal> 
mnny,  so  disparaging  to  his  character^  so  re* 

proachful  to  Ins  memory,  unless  his  doing 
what  was  referred  to  would  be  doing  some- 
thing  he  beKeved  improper  9  A  person  was 
not  atfected  by  the  sospicbn  of  doing  that 
which  he  felt  there  was  nothing  wrong  in 
his  doing.  On  the  contrary,  throughout 
the  whole  letter  there  wero  indicated  the 
feelings  of  a  man  who  admitted  he  was 
under  that  obligation  to  the  Conituisslon- 
ers  which  ho  knew  he  wrf^  under,  and  be- 
lieved that  if  he  were  violating  that  obli- 
gation he  wonld  be  ineurring  disgrace. 
One  word  with  respect  to  that  letter,  and 
the  erasure  which  he  (^^^.  Ifoi-'Jinno)  was 
80  often  accused  of  having  luveuted.  The 
OTidence  he  had  quoted  respeeting  the 
term,  tho  epithet,  suppoJied  to  have  been 
left  out,  was  the  eviUeneo  of  Mr.  Murray^ 
Mr,  HormoH 


given  before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  Mr.  Murray  had  charge  of  tho 
records  of  the  Commission ;  he  had  the 

letter  in  his  hand — lip  qtiotetl  from  that 
letter  ;  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  were 
present ;  there  were  four  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  members  of  the  Comnutlae. 
Mr.  Murray  was  cross-examined  by  tho 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Goulburu),  an  Ecclesiasti- 
cal Commissioner.  The  bishop  hunaelf 
complained  that  Mr.  Murray  was  per- 
mitted to  correct  his  evidence  after  it 
was  in  type.  There  was  no  carelessneas, 
theref(n«»  and  no  eonceahnenl  from  tbe 
bishop.  Yet,  at  tho  end  of  three 
years,  when  he  (Mr.  TTorsman)  quoted 
that  evidence,  the  ISiitbops  of  Glouces* 
ter  and  of  Oxford  came  forward  and  said 
boldly  that  it  was  on  his  part  an  Mu- 
hcllishnient  and  a  fiction,  and  tlmt  no- 
thin*};  whatever  existed  to  justify  liiin  in 
making  his  statement.  Hon.  Members 
could  refer  to  the  book  and  eatisfr  ibeiD* 
selves  of  the  accuracy  of  what  he  haa  stated. 
[Mr.  P.  MiLFs  :  Tt  quite  justifies  your  re- 
mark.] He  wai>  obliged  to  the  hon.  Member 
fortbeadmissiott.  It  might  hare  been  alleged 
that  he  had  been  misled  by  tho  evidcnoe; 
but  that  was  not  the  charge  which  had  been 
made  against  him.  The  Bishop  of  Glou- 
cester himself  knew  that  the  evideiice  had 
been  given,  and  had  the  power  being 
examined  before  that  Committee,  as  other 
members  of  the  episcopal  bench  were; 
every  possible  opportimity  there  was — 
every  possible  motive  to  actuate  the  Bishop 
of  Gloucester  in  coming  forward  and  con- 
tradicting what  had  been  stated  by  the  con- 
fidential officer  of  the  Commission;  and  yet 
up  to  the  present  time  they  were  uncontra- 
dicted by  any  public  document  whatever. 
And  now  wliat  hon.  Members  learned  wne, 
that  the  iittshop  of  Gloucester  did  contra- 
dict the  statement  in  a  private  letter-~in  a 
letter  which  had  not  been  pnbluihed.  "Oh,** 
said  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  *'  Mr.  Mur- 
ray wos  the  evil  genius  of  the  Commission." 
llis  (Mr.  lloranmu's)  opinion  rather  was 
that  the  Commission  was  the  evil  genius  of 
Mr.  Murray.  Mr.  Murray  entered  the  ser- 
vice of  tliat  Commission  a  man  of  good 
character,  lie  was  demoralised  and  de- 
bauched by  the  Eoclesiastical  Commission* 
crs  who  placed  temptations  in  his  way  to 
which  he  owed  his  ruin.  Mr.  Murrav, 
when  he  gave  his  evidence,  was  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners' own  witness,  bold< 
ing  his  office  for  life;  ho  was  their  conii* 
dential  agwit,  their  pet;  his  interests  were 
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ideottfied  with  tbemi  be  wu  jrat  forward, 
not  to  diseloMf  bat  to  conceal;  ho  withheld 
a  great  deal  more  thau  he  disclosed;  ho 
was  a  most  reluctant  witness;  tho  eliciting 
of  OTOiy  fact  was  like  drawiug  one  of  his 
teetb.    Tho  testimony  was  not  bis  oral 
testimony,  but  ho  spoke  from  letters;  and  it 
would  hardlj  do  to  sa^  that  Mr.  Murray 
was  Dot  ft  credible  witness,  and,  above 
all,  that  be  was  the  evil  genius  of  the  Com- 
mission.   Fie  (Mr.  ITonsnian)  now  wislied 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  ibr  tbe  UniTersity  of  Oxford  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  who  would  probably  take  part 
with  his  usual  ability  in  the  discussion,  to 
this  letter  of  tho  Bishop  of  Gloucester.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  reconeile 
•that  letter  with  the  subsequent  proceed- 
ing"— if  lie  could  show  that  after  writing; 
that  letter  there  was  no  acknowledgment 
of  moral  obligation  either  put  by  the  Com- 
mission or  assented  to  by  the  Bishop  of 
Gloucester — he  (Mr.  Ilorsman)  ini;;lit  hold 
himself  in  error;  but,  notwithstauding  all 
his  confidence  in  the  abilities  of  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  bo  had  stiU  more  conti- 
donee   in  hh  conRcIentiousncss,   and  he 
thought  it  impossible  that  ho  could  ac- 
accompHsh  so  difficult  a  task.    lie  (Mr. 
Horsman)  would  admit  an  inadTortenoe  in 
his  former  statPTimnt,  if  it  were  in  any 
respect   material  ;   lie  had  left  it  to  be 
inferred  that  the  letter  was  written  iu 
1842  instead  of  1847.    Bat  tbe  ques- 
tion did  not  turn  on  the  mere  fact  of 
the  letter  being  written  in  one  year  or 
another.     Was  tbe  letter,  wiiether  writ- 
ten in  1842  or  1847  irreooneilable  with 
the  Rubscqnent  proceedings  ?     That  was 
the  question.     He  came   now  to  1848. 
Tbe  Bishop  of  Gloucester  in  that  year 
mado  an  offer  of  tbe  lease  of  Hoi^eld 
to  the  Ecclesiastical  Corami-^tsioners,  stating 
that  there  was  another  party  who  was  wil- 
ling to  renew  the  lease  if  they  did  nut  buy 
his  interest.   Tbe  Commissioners  referred 
his  offer  to  a  Committee,  which  was  presided 
over,  as  tho  bishop  said.     by  Sir  James 
Graham,  who  was  not  likely  to  perpetrate 
ft  job. "   Well,  he  certainly  ratbw  admired 
tbe  way  in  which  public  opinion  was  aot- 
iniT  on  our  prelates,  for  a  few  years  ago,  if 
he  had  wished  to  show  tbe  public  that  it 
was  impossible  that  ft  job  shonid  be  perpe- 
trated, he  would  bftte  said  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury  was  in  the  chair,  and  that 
was  the  seoarit^;  or  the  Bishop  of  London 
was  in  the  ebatr,  and  he  would  not  perpe- 
trate a  job.    But  no;  tho  right  rev.  Pre- 
late sftid  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ripen 


was  in  tbe  ehair,  and  that  was  the  seenrity 

against  the  perpetration  of  a  job.    He  did 
indeed  him.sclf  ho  far  a^reo  with  the  right 
rev.  Prelate,  that  ho  thought  the  fact  of 
tbe  rig^t  hon.  Gentleman  bang  in  tbe 
chair  on  that  occasion  was  a  greater  se- 
curity against  the  perpetration  of  a  job, 
than  the  presence  of  the  whole  bench  of 
bishops  would  bare  been.   He  made  them 
a  present  of  all  the  Taloe  of  that  admis- 
sion.   Subsequently,  on  the  7tli  of  July, 
there  was  another  meeting  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners,  and  it  was  stated 
that  the  Bishop  of  Glouccbtor  had  offered 
hi^  interest  on  the  most  liberal  terms; 
and  the  Commission  passed  a  resolution 
in  whieb  it  was  stated  that  the  bishop 
was  under  no  obligation,  legal  or  equi- 
table, to  deal  with  tbe  Ilorfield  estates 
otherwise  than  any  other  estate  of  his 
see.    Ho  (Mr.  Horsman)  admitted  that  he 
was  under  nmther  a  legal  nor  equitable 
obligation,   according    to   "the  lawyers* 
term;  but  tho  Ecclesiastical  Commission 
did  not  say  that  he  was  under  no  moral 
obligation.     It  was  said  the  right  ben* 
Gentleman  of  whom  he  had  spoken  as 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  assented  to 
the  transaction   being  carried  out.  He 
(Mr.  Horsman)  not  only  admitted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as.sented,  but  be- 
lieved he  was  uriN  ut;  because,  having  been 
himiitilf  in  coiumuiiicatiou  with  the  Attor- 
ney General,  and  having  asked  that  tbe 
passing  of  the  Order  in  Council  ehould  bo 
postponed,   ho   recollected    the  Attorney 
General  staled  he  niuat  do  his  duty,  be- 
eause  ^k«ee  were  parUee  <m  the  otbor 
side  wishing,  on   the   part  of  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners,  to  pres.*  for- 
ward.   He  was  not  appalled  even  when  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Ripoo  was  eiled  as 
favourable   to  this  transaction,  because 
there  wore  two  stories  told  as  to  the  mo- 
tives which  actuated  tho  Comuiissiouers. 
One  party  said  they  agreed  to  this  trans* 
action  as  being  a  very  liberal  ono  on  the 
part  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  ;  but  Mr. 
Murray  suggested  a  very  different  view  of 
the  matter,  or  rather  stated  a  very  different 
motive  whieb  aettMrfttd  the  Commissioners. 
Mr.  Murray  said,  assuming  the  bishop 'a 
full  legal  right  to  lease  for  lives,  and  it 
now  appearing  clearly  that  tbe  bishop  in- 
tended to  act  on  that  right,  the  Commit* 
sioncrs,  in  order  to  save  the  property  from 
a  further  long  and  indefinite  alienation, 
consented  to  the  terms.   He  (Mr.  Hors- 
man)   could  oonodre   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,   who  was  himself  in  the 
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cluur  oa  tiM  oeei»ioii»  feding  himielf 

<^uite  justified  ia  Banctioniog  a  transac- 
tion Avliicl!  ]w  tliou^lit  not  desirable,  as  the 
only  way  ot  avoiding  another  transaction 
whieb  lie  tliought  nore  objectionable  still. 
He  could  appreeiatQ  tlie  motives  tbat  ao- 
tuated  tlio  Ecclesiftstlcal  Commissioners. 
Ho  said  the  other  night  he  thought  thejr 
acted  on  right  motivesi  but  most  impro- 
fwrlj.  The  tranitction  was  one  tbat  was 
St  u  I  ( il  by  the  Government,  and  censured 
both  in  that  House  and  out  of  it.  What 
be  stated  the  other  night  was  stated  in 
tbe  presence  of  the  Boclesiastioal  Commis> 
sioners — the  statement  was  made  in  the 
presence  of  the  rifl^ht  hon.  Gentlonmn  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Camuridgo 
(Mr.  Gonlbnni),  from  whom  be  had  ex- 
pected some  explanation  in  that  House. 
He  knew  that  after  the  statement  was 
made,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  have 
bean  Mked  wb^er  it  was  ewreet  or  not ; 
bntiho  rigbt  boa«  Gentleman  bad  deelined 
to  say  anything:  in  the  smallest  degree 
implying  a  doubt  of  that  statement.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripen 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  was  present  on  tbe  ooea* 
sion.  and  tliey  mi^jht  have  expected  to 
rpceive  an  explanation  from  him  witliout 
any  appeal  from  Members  of  that  iiouse. 
Both  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gendeman  nnd  lb« 
bon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  P.  MUte)  were 
Members  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissiont 
and  GentlemoQ  in  their  position,  and  with 
their  responsibOity,  conM  not  sit  otiU  while 
ebftrges  were  made  so  unfounded  M  they 
were  described  to  be.  No'  n!ily  were  all 
the  statements  uncontradicted  for  three 
years,  but  the  statements  ■  made  by  him 
(Mr.  Horsman)  were  nDoentradioted  for  a 
fortnight  ;  tliouf^h  it  was  obvious  that 
after  tlio  statement  had  been  made, 
Geutlemcu  on  both  i»ides  of  the  Ilou»e 
mast  have  referred  to  the  Eeelesiastieal 
Commissioners  present  to  know  if  the 
statements  were  correct.  But  what  was 
the  fact  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Bristol 
having  given  notice  of  a  Motion  declined 
to  proceed*  Tbe  matter  was  hrougbi  for- 
wnn]  in  another  ]>lneo,  it  being  ohvio!j'», 
undouiable,  impuiisiblo  to  resist  the  cou- 
eloaion,  that  no  answer  was  attempted  in 
tbia  Honse,  beeause  Oentlemen  holding 
the  liiHio^t  position  there,  who  knew  all 
tbe  circumstances,  would  not  lend  tlieni- 
selves  to  aii  uitunipi  to  vindicate  the  Bi- 
shop of  Gloucester  in  proeeedinga  which 
the  Eeelesiastieal  Commissioners  could  not 
have  justified.  There  wm  another  point 
to  which  ho  wished  to  coil  attention.  The 
Mr.  Ilonman 


I  Bishop  d  GhMMcater  had  oAmI  Ida  in* 

terest  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
for  ll,5t)0/.,  and  one  justification  urged 
fur  his  doing  so  was,  that  he  had.  lost 
5,0001.,  the  amount  <^  a  loan  given  to  the 
College  of  Bristol,  which,  being  a  bad  debt* 
might  not  be  repaid.    What  was  the  finan- 
cial condition  of  the  see  of  Bri^^d  at  the 
timet     In  tbe  very  appointmmit  of  die 
Bishop  of  Gloueestcr,  in  the  verj  arrange-, 
ment  made  at  the  time  tin-  sees  were  uni- 
ted— if  he  {Mr.  Horamaa)  might  use  the 
expression  without  offence — there  was  a 
job.    The  Act  by  which  the  sees  were 
united  received  the  Royal  Assent  in  Au- 
gust, 1836.     The  Order  in  Council  to 
unite  the  sees  was  adopted  in  October, 
1836.    An  Aot  of  Fariiameiit  had  pre- 
viouslj  paased  on  tbe  subjeot  of  oonraMN- 
dams.     Th»'  l-i'^liop  wnn  to  receive  the 
temporalities  ot  both  t>ces.    The  question 
was  whether  he  should  keep  bis  ecmmM' 
dams.    Tlio  see  of  Gloucester  was  eati* 
mated  by  l^ishop  Gray  at  2,27^^  n  yenr. 
The  see  of  Bristol  was  estimated  by  the 
Bishop  of  Gloucester,  when  he  succeeded 
to  the  united  sees,  at  9251.,  and  he  re- 
turned o,\2-')l.   as  bis    probable  future 
yearly  income.    He  stipulated,  thereforp, 
to  keep  his  comvundamSt  notwitbstaodjiig 
the  6tb  and  7th  WilUam  IV.,  cap  77,  see. 
17.    The  income  oftho  united  sees  was 
fixed  at  5,000i.  a  year.    If  the  bishop's 
income  amounted  to  5,0001.  a  year,  he 
ought  not,  by  his  own  admission,  to  bold 
his  commmdams  ;  but  he  made  out  that 
he  had  not  an  income  of  5,000i.  a  year. 
He  had  a  palace  built,  at  a  cost  of  23,000^. 
He  complained  subsequently  that  he  had 
two  episcopal  rcsidcncea  to  keep  up,  and 
he  asked  for  the  house  attached  to  his 
canoury   as  a  London  residence.  Tlie 
average  income  in  fourteen  years  had 
been  7.282Z.  a  year :  and  in  1838  alone, 
this  Prelate,  whose  loss  of  ".'^'  '0/.  justified 
him  in  sellinf^  his  interest  in  liorfiold,  ap- 
peared from  his  own  return  to  have  re- 
ceived an  income  of  no  leas  than  11,1071. 
He  had  in  fburteen  years,  from  episcopal 
sources  alone,  34,000i.  over  the  sum  he  - 
said  ho  should  receive.  Ho  (Mr.  Horsman) 
said,  the  other  night,  that  he  thought  the 
Commissioners  were  wrong  in  making  no 
stiyiulation  as  to  Horficld,  and  in  allowing 
tlie  bislioi)  to  retain  the  rommcndavis;  but 
what  was  most  wrong  was,  liiat  when  tbey 
foond  bim  detarmiDcd  to  renew  the  lease 
unless  they  bought  his  interest,  they  did 
not  avail  themselves  of  a  elauso  in  the 
Order  in  Council  investing  him  with  tbe 
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teraporalities  of  the  see  of  Bristol,  by  which 
was  reserved  to  the  Commissioners  the 
power  of  f09onaiderbg  anything  that  Order 
provided.  Tfaay  were  justified  in  say- 
ing. "  If  you  renew  that  lease,  we  slmll 
review  thii  Order  ia  Couoci]."  Me  (Mr. 
Honmftn)  now  came  to  dte  la»t  point. 
That  which  the  Ecclesiastical  Oomnusrifm- 
ers  anticipated  with  alarm  had  been  accoin- 


estate  yieldlui;  at  once  5^51.,  and  an  ac- 
cruing and  advantageous  lca.<je  for  three 
lives,  whereby  the  estate  was  placed  abso- 
lutely at  his  digpual.  and  secured  to  his 
family.  Wliat  was  the  value  of  the  in- 
terest of  tiio  Bishop  of  Gloucester  in  this 
estate  for  three  Uvcs  ?  Mr.  f  iulaysoa 
Bud— 

*'  It  is  oasy  to  propose  tlirc<>  lives  OD  vrboso  ex- 


pliiihed.  The  bishop  bad  renewed  for  three  '  istence  a  iesm*)  m  of  the  same  value  verj  nearly  i 
Uvea.  On  a  former  ocoasion.  ho  (Mr.  Hors-  »  for  a  term  of  72J  yws."— It  is  qui 
man)  bad  stated  his  beliefthat  the  bishop  '  ;  " 

,  •,.  JiiH''  tu  diaposc  ot  It  SO  as  to  i^nnit  avvav  iro 


quit« 

is 

,    ,  ,  •     I  •  r     •!  '  "''py-'''-'  of  it  so  as  to  ;;niut  avvav  froiu 

had  rcMK'Wod  on  lives  in  his  own  famdy.  more  than  94  per  c«nt  of  the  whole  in- 

Ue  had  the  report  of  his  speech,  as  given  i  heritanoa  (wliioh  is  ih»  case  wiier*  a  leww  on  the 
in  the  TUueSt  and  he  was  there  reported  three  liTeilMfbre-nientioA«d  i«  fnuited).t1ie1»evt 
to  hnve  Itnted  "as  ho  was  infonnod."   ni^'y ««>d  to  bo  ruurly  altogether  denuded  of 

mi  *  _    .         4       •  i  their  inheritance.  — "  1  no  first  conclosioQ  which 

There  waa  n  groat  mystery  m  the  trans-  thewfcw.  to  the  miad  of  tbefa- 

quircr  it,  that  the  power  oooforred  on  a  tenant 


action,  and  he  had  tried  to  get  the  best 
information.  But  it  was  some  comfort  to 
know  that,  when  inaccurate,  he  was  not 
PO  on  the  side  of  injustice.  The  hon. 
^iember  (Mr.  P.  .Miles)  had  told  the 
liuubu  whii4  wore  the  lives.  They  were 
tho  livOT  of  three  infant  children  of  the 
Royal  Family.  The  liisliop  had  taken 
lives  from  a  family  which  was  notoriously 
cue  of  tho  longest  lived  in  this  country, 
dittf  Mtodating  tho  Royal  Family  and  the 
Queen  of  England,  tho  head  of  the  Ciiureh, 
with  a  transaction  most  injurious  to  tho 
Church.  That,  ho  thought,  was  not  the 
loatt  milMppy  or  loast  liacroditable  foa- 
ture  which  marked  the  whole  transaction. 
The  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  as  far  he  could, 
had  taken  to  himself  legal  possession  of  tho 
ostate  for  ihree  lives;  bat  bo  donbtod  whe- 
ther the  title  would  bo  legal  after  the  death 
of  the  bishop,  an  Order  in  Touncil  having 
been  passed  limiting  hia  interest  to  his 
own  liibt  and  it  might  bo  donbted,  if  after 
that  the  bishop  had  power  to  grant  this 
lease  for  three  live.=?.  As  to  the  morality 
of  the  trauiiaction,  he  would  let  it  rest  on 
th«  1»Uhop*s  own  statement,  in  a  letter 
nddmsMd  bj  him  to  the  rural  deans.  Let 
tlie  House  see  the  equivalent  which  the 
Bidbop  of  Gloucester  %vas  said  to  havo 

¥*kven  m  return.    Tho  ease  stood  thus : — 
ha  Bishop  of  Gloucester  gavo  up  5007. 
a  year  for  the  life  of  a  prelate  who  was 


Ibr  lifo  to  grant  leases  on  three  lives  is  a  power 
which  amounts  very  nearly  to  the  faculty  of  ex* 

tinguishing  the  expectations  of  tha  heir." 

The  bishop,  he  believed,  was  enfranchising 
the  estate,  by  entering  into  arrangements 
with  the  eopyholders;  but  here  was  a 
roost  valuable  estate  of  tho  Chnrch  alien- 
ated from  tho  Cliurch  for  three  lives.  It 
was  buid  the  Li^iiop  of  Gluucebter  had 
benevolent  intentions  with  refereneo  to 
this  estate.  Supposing  ho  died  intestate; 
for  three  lives  the  estate  would  be  ahso- 
lutely  tho  property  of  lixa  heirs*  It  might 
be  said  there  was  a  moral  obligation  on 
them  to  give  it  up.  But  would  they  not 
ho  in  the  same  po.sitloii  as  the  bishop  ? 
Had  they  not  legal  right:^  i  As  there  ws« 
a  sort  of  neeesnty  alleged  for  the  bishop 
acting  as  he  had  done,  so  there  might  bo 
a  necessity  on  their  part  of  keej'int^  t]i« 
estate  from  regard  to  the  memory  ut  thcu- 
parent.  Ken  sometimes  ehanged  their 
minds ;  and  episcopal  minds  wero  as 
changr'abln  as  others.  Supposing  the  bi- 
shop changed  his  mind.  After  the  case 
mode  out  for  him  by  a  right  rev.  Brother 
of  his,  who  had  put  his  act  on  so  high 
and  strong  j^round,  he  might  feel  to  havo 
good  riglit  to  keep  the  estate.  Or  sup- 
pose the  lessee  chose  to  resist*  what  course 
would  tho  Bishop  of  Glouoester  take  ?  He 
mifjlit  £fo  to  the  Court  of  Chancery.  Ho  be- 


about  sixty-eight  years  of  age,  and  had  |  lioved  that  under  tho  Common  law  the  hi 


taken  in  return  innne^to  possession  of 
545^.  a  year  for  three  lives,  and  also  for 

those  three  lives,  full  possession  of  an  es- 
tate* subjeot  to  th9  interest  of  tho  eopy* 
boldeia,  producing  a  rack-rent  of  3,0(K». 

a  year  ;  out  bofore  those  three  lives  fell  in, 
buildings  might  be  erected  on  it  to  the 


shop's  interest  in  this  estate  was  not  reoog- 

uised;  but  in  tho  Court  of  Chancery  the 
bishop  might  have  redress.  Or  suppose 
the  lessee  ciioso  to  follow  the  example 
of  Hr.  Murray,  and  levant— what  could 
be  done?  On  the  one  side,  the  bishop 
could  not  assert  his  interest  without  the 


value  of  3O,UU02.  That  was  the  equivalent  i  intervention  of  the  lessee ;  and,  on  the 
|lrMl  hj  li$  hifhop ;  500^  a  jux  for  an  1  others  if  th^  lessee  ehoM  to  Itave  the 
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country  and  his  ownership*  the  power 
given  to  him  by  the  lease  would  be  a  yerj 
great  detriment  to  the  see.  But  they 
were  toUl  that  what  the  Lishop  had  done 
he  had  a  perfectly  legal  right  to  do.  lie 
admitted  it;  but  the  more  bhamc  toour  legis- 
lators. It  was  because  the  legislation  of  the 
Church  had  been  left  to  the  bisliops  of  the 
Church,  that  i^iich  le2;al  power  was  possessed. 
But  though  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  might 
have  a  legal  right  to  this  estate,  he  had 
violated  a  moral  obligation  by  his  procced- 
iriL'  Take  the  aualorry  of  a  Court  of  Law. 
lake  the  case  of  a  trustee  of  any  chanty. 
It  was  BOtorioos  tbat  toeh  a  trustee  could 
not  lease  to  himself  anv  of  the  charltv 
estates,  nor  to  a  co-trustee.  What  he 
could  not  do  directly,  he  could  not  do  indi- 
rectly. The  lease  to  his  secretary,  there- 
fore, would  be  void;  and  even  in  this  case 
there  was  a  sttspiclon  attaching  to  it.  be- 
cause the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  could  not 
grant  a  lease  to  himsdf,  and  he  was  obliged 
to  do  it  indirectly,  and  avail  himself  of  the 

power  that  was  left  to  him  enabling  hini  so  I  swer  to  all  this  to  be  told  that  the 
to  do  it.  fiut  Church  lands  stood  iu  a  dif-  j  Bishop  of  Gloucester  had  l^;al  rights? 
ferent  position  from  charity  lands.  The  I  that**what  the  Bishop  of  CHoneester  had 
Legislature  seemed  at  first  to  have  thought ;  done,  other  bishops  had  done  ?  and  that 
the  sacred  character  of  the  bishops  was  a  I  when  he  complained  of  their  doing  so,  was 


bishop  s  hands*  ererything  bovond  tUo 
5,000/.  a  year  was  iwuifestly  a  tt  ust;  and 
Parliament  did  not  ezpeot  that  when  thej 

li  ft  tlie  management  of  the  estates  of 
the  sec  in  Ute  bands  of  tho  bishop  as  a  tru»i 
tee,  that  hewashimaetftobeeooie  the  great 
devastator  of  tho  Choreh,  and  alienate  the 
lands  of  which  the  management  was  so  left 
to  him.  And  observe  how  that  was  done. 
The  Bishop  of  Gloucester  made  no  retorn 
whatever  of  what  be  reeeived  from  the 
acquisition  of  this  cstntr  ITn  mil  liis 
return  independently  of  it  under  the  Act 
of  Parliament.  He  derived  no  income 
from  this  estate;  he  inreeted  capital  upon 
it  to  make  It  valuable.  A  few  years  hence 
every  sixpence  he  had  laid  out  on  tho  es- 
tate would  teil  immensely,  in  the  mean- 
while  he  retained  merely  5,0001.  a  year; 
but  when  he  died  he  left  a  valuable 
estate  to  his  family,  whieh  he  had  thus 
alienated,  and  which  by  his  management 
daring  his  life  h«  had  taken  «are  shoahl 
make  a  good  return.     Was  it  any  an- 


sufficient  guarantee  that  the  property  of  the 
Church  would  not  be  alienated;  but  subse- 
quently, when  it  was  found  that  Church  pro- 
perty was  !\1iena(*Hl,  and  that  the  Church 
was  thereby  injured,  various  laws  were  pass- 
ed to  reetnun  and  limit  the  power  of  the 
bishops.  The  preamble  of  the  statute  of 
the  I3th  Elizabeth  showed  exactly  what 
were  the  intentions  of  the  Legislature  at 
that  time,  what  abuses  were  complained 

Of»  and  what  matters  were  Intended  to  be 

remedied.    The  preamble  ran  thus : —       of  piety,  of  self-devotion,  of  indifforenco 

"And  for  that  lo,,.  a,.  J  unreasonable  lc.n,ea    tc>J0rldlj  interests;  that  thej  shouid  be 

guides  and  examples  to  others  m  all 

those  unworldly  and  higher  avocations  and 
duties  of  which  they  were  intended  to  bo 
both  the  teachers  and  tho  observers.  A 
right  r«r.  Prdato  the  other  night,  ia  ade> 
bate  on  a  question  connected  with  l3b» 
By  that  Art  ecclesiastical  dlgnitarlc;  wnre  Cbiirch,  said  that  tho  Church  was  weak- 


it  any  answer  to  him  to  say  thej  were  ex- 
ercising legal  righto  f  Had  the  bishcpa 
no  influence,  no  power,  no  responsibility 
but  that  which  was  vested  in  thrm  by  Aefc 
of  Parliament?  He  held  that  a  bishop* 
of  all  other  penNms^  had  tha  eatatos  Test* 
ed  in  him  by  the  Clnmdl  nndtr  the  highest 
moral  rcpponsibility.  He  was  placed  in 
that  position  in  oi-der  thai  he  should  be  a 
light  and  example  to  otben.  We 
ed  that  our  bishops  should  set  an  ei 


mado  by  coUegesi,  deans  and  clmpters,  parsons, 
vicars  and  others  having  spiritual  promotions,  bo 
tiie  ohiefiest  came  of  the  dilapidations  and  the 
dsoay  of  all  ipirtttial  livings  and  hospitalitjr,  and 
the  utt«r  impoverishing  of  all  successors  incum- 
bents in  the  same  ;  Be  it  enacted,"  &c.  &c. 


not  allowed  to  lease  estates  beyond  three 
lirea  or  twenty  one  years.  Those  restric* 
tions  were  not  suflicient,  and  in  1836  an 

Act  was  passed  restoring  more  fully  the 
fiduciary  character  of  the  bishops.  The 


ened  through  its  divine  mission  being  for- 
gotten. But  from  whom  eame  that  forget-^ 
fulness?    When  the  House lodhad  at  the 

return  recently  laid  on  the  table  upon  tho 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 


Legislature  then  gave  to  our  prelates  fixed  Marylebone  (Sir  B.  Hall)  — when  they 
incomes.  A  bishop  comuig  into  possession  looked  at  the  daeoriplion  given  there  of 


of  the  see  of  Glottccster  and  Bristol  under 
that  Act  knew  he  was  to  have  an  income 
af  5,000^,  and  although  tho  management 
the  eitatea  of  the  009  was  left  in  the 


the  proceedings  among  the  episcopnl  body, 
the  scram blings  that  seemed  to  be  going 
on,  the  way  in  which  they  tore  at  each 
other^-eouplainU  thak  om  wm  gatting 


Digitized  by  Google 


845 


{JiiLX  17, 1851} 


946 


OHVO  iiiaii  his  neighbour— thftt  some  were 

rcoeiviug  1,000?.  a  year  more  than  they 
ought  to  have  —  and  others  receiving 
1,0(X)I.  ft  jetr  len  than  thej  expected 
to  hftTe;  KoA  wbea  tbej  found  tliftt  the 

prclntc  who  got  some  thousands  more 
than  the  inoome  intended  for  him  by  Par- 
Kiitnent  did  not  pAy  what  iHam  Order  b 
Council  directed  him  to  pey  to  the  Ec- 
clesiastical ComMiissionors  —  when  thoy 
found  that  those  who  got  5^0001,  or 
lOiOOOf.  »  year  more  than  was  expected 
or  intended,  made  no  return  or  abatement 
on  their  part  —  and  ^vlu  n  they  saw  the 
manner  in  which  three  prelates  alone, 
in  the  oourse  of  fourteen  years,  had 
nearly  250,000{.  more  tlian  those 
intended  to  receive  by  Act  of 
Parliament — he  said  it  was  the  bishops 
who  had  forgotten  the  Divine  mission  of 
the  Chnrcb.  And  yet  ho  was  accused  of 
mnldnr^  attacks  on  individuals.  He  an- 
swered it  was  only  by  individual  exam- 
ples that  great  abuses  could  be  exposed 
and  rooted  out.  In  all  these  oases  it  was 
the  Church  that  suffered.  Tliey  M'ere  told 
that  they  ought  not  to  attack  the  vener- 
able prelates,  who  were  old  and  infirm. 
Let  bim  ask  this  qnestion.  Take  the 
250, 000^.  yvhicli  liad  *^ono  into  the  pockets 
of  three  prelates  alone  :  cdiisider  how 
many  clergymen  and  churches  tiiat  money 
night  have  provided  for ;  consider  to  bow 
niany  poor  cottages  it  might  have  hrought 
home  the  blessings  of  religious  truth  ; 
and  when  he  was  told  that  the  bishops 
whom  he  attacked  were  did  and  infirm,  he 
would  ask  what  was  the  number  of  persons 
old  and  inBrm  who  had  been  deprived  in 
their  last  moments  of  the  blessings  of 
IKvine  instruetioOt  who  had  seen  their 
children  sinking  into  vice,  their  families 
dispersed,  their  sons  sent  ns  criminals  to 
penal  sctUerooBts.  to  the  hulks,  or  to  the 
gibbet,  and  they  themsdves  sent  down 
brokenhearted  to  the  grave  ?  How  many 
of  these  poor  families  might  have  been 
saved  from  ruin  if  that  which  was  be- 
queathed for  the  special  purpose,  by  the 
benevolence  of  former  generations,  had  not 
been  by  the  bishops  of  the  Established 
Church  diverted  from  it — if  they  them- 
selves had  not  been  the  devastators,  the 
robbers,  and  the  plunderers  of  the  poor, 
whom  it  was  their  Divine  mission  to  guide 
•—if  they  had  not  themselves  done  injury 
to  ^  imanht  hj  tending  to  destroy  con- 
fidenee  in  that  truth  of  which  they  were 


the  appointed  guide?,  and  of  which  thpv 

ought  to  hnvo  been  tho  Divine  teachers,    |  trooi  the  episcopal  estates  alone. 


Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Mr.  S|»sahsr, 

when  it  wa^  nrranged,  with  some  depar- 
ture from  tlu  ordinary  course  of  business 
for  the  night,  that  we  should  enter  into 
the  diflcosaion  of  tho  case  of  Horfield 
Manor,  I  must  confess  I  little  anticirntrrl 
the  nature  of  the  statements  that  have  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  en- 
tered into  a  vindication  of  himself,  which 
i,  for  one,  am  bound  to  confess  was  much 
needed  ;  and,  departing  from  the  snbjeet 
of  Horfield  Manor,  seriously  to  the  puolic 
inconvenicrcc,  and  little  to  the  advantage 
of  the  particular  question  with  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  dealt,  be  has  passed 
from  the  d^enee  of  his  own  statement  to 
speculations  on  tho  future  condition  of 
Horfield  Manor  :  now  the  future  condition 
of  Horfield  Manor  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  his  statement.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  proceeded  with  his  ob.'^erva- 
tinnfi;  on  the  revenues  of  t1)e  sees  of  Bristol 
aud  Gloucester — from  the  revenues  of  the 
sees  of  Bristol  and  Gloucester  to  the  re* 
venues  of  all  other  lishops,  to  a  general 
disquisition  on  their  duties,  and  to  a  de- 
nunciation of  them,  in  terms  which  I  thmk 
are  violent  and  nnwarrantahle— as  robbers, 
devastators,  and  plunderers  of  the  Church. 
In  regard  to  the  general  system  estab- 
lished by  law,  the  hon.  Gentleman  spoko 
in  words  which  I  fully  confirm.  He  said 
that  the  badness  of  our  legislative  arrange- 
ments were  matters  discreditable  to  our- 
selves. I  sineerely  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  doctrine.  I  agree  widi 
him  in  the  badness  of  tho  system  which 
prevails ;  but  it  is  one  thing  to  denounce 
a  bad  system,  and  it  is  another  thing  to 
judge  with  great  severi^  those  who  are 
merely  acting  under  a  bad  system  that  has 
been  long  established.  And  it  is  a  great 
stride  further,  not  only  to  deal  with  them 
with  great  severity,  but  else  to  misrepre- 
sent the  transactions  in  which  they  am 
engaged.  I  shall  touch  lightly  on  the 
points  in  tho  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
that  I  think  external  to  the  main  question. 
He  speaks  of  the  income  of  the  see  of 
Gloucester — it  is  difficult  to  follow  tho 
hon.  Gentleman — he  did  not  give  us  in 
precise  terms  his  returns;  he  may  be  right* 
and  I  wrong  :  he  stated  that  in  1848  the 
income  of  the  see  of  Gloucester  was 
11,107^.  [Mr.  HoRRMAN  ;  With  the  com- 
mmdamtJ]  I  beg  pardon ;  the  hon.  (Jen- 
tleman  did  not  say  with  the  commmdams. 
ITn  «nid  there  was  a  surplus  of  34,000i. 

I  am  in 
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the  jud^icnt  of  the  House,  and  I  ask  if  I  be  stated  Um  inoono  to  be  11,107^,  and 

the  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  stated  the '  let  liim  say  how  ho  can  vindicate  that 
revenues  of  the  scus  of  Gloucester  arid  ,  statement  on  the  basis  of  facta  as  tliej 


Bristol,  frooL  episcopal  sourcea  alone,  to 
be  11,1071.  ill  184S  ?    I  understand  bia 

moaning  now  ;  hut  on  tliis  and  on  many 
occasions,  his  omissions,  most  uofortu- 
nately,  are  ineonTement,  for  I  understood 
him  to  rate  the  eommendams  at  1»700<.  a 
year. 

Mr.  HORS^f  an  :  I  read  fioin  ii  papor 
'that  1  iiuld  in  my  hand.  I  i>aid  tiiu  Dibhup 
of  Gloocwter  told  the  Oommiwioners  that 
ho  put  down  th«'  income — 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  1  have  said  no- 
thing about  what  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester 
told  the  GomniissionorB  ;  but  I  have  said 
tbat  the  hon.  Gentleman  stated  the  reve- 
nue of  tlin  sees  of  Gloucester  and  Eri.stol 
to  be,  in  1848,  U,107{.  He  now  says  ho 
btended  to  inolttde  the  eommmdamg,  and 
it  will  give  yon  an  idea  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's accuracy  when  I  tell  you  that  the 
eommendams  which  are  nov\'  added  are 
Stated  to  be  1,7002.  a  year.    It  M'ould  now 


are  stated  in  this  oflkial  report.  I  tomU 
ily  concur  in  what  the  hon.  Gentlemaa 

says  ^vith  ragard  to  the  duties  of  bi- 
shops, the  motives  by  wliich  tiiey  should 
discharge  their  offices,  and  the  vlewa 
tbey  should  take  of  their  own  position,  m 
trustees  of  tlio  Church  and  of  the  powera 
ctiuiiiled  to  them.  1  entirely  agree  in 
ail  lie  bay8  in  the  abstract  on  tlio  aub- 
jeot  $  but  I  am  bonnd  to  say  tbat  onr  iawa 
and  political  arrangements  proceed  on  ft 
different  order  of  ideas.  [Mr,  IIorsmax  r 
Uear,  hear  !J  The  hon.  Gentleman  owns 
it — they  proceed  on  a  different  position; 
they  contemplate  a  close  connection  be- 
tvsroti  the  biiihops  hiuI  the  world,  and  the 
views,  perhaps,  of  the  Minister;  and  if  we 
have  that  legislative  system  in  existence,  it 
is  not  fair  to  eome  down  upon  those  who 
are,  to  a  great  extent,  the  creatures  of  it, 
and  find  fault  with  them  lieenu;  r-  thev 
duu't  come  up  to  yuur  abstract,  and,  1  will 


appear,  acoording  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  ( say,  your  sound,  notions  of  the  episeopal 

statement,  that  tho  income  uf  the  sees  of  duties  ?  I  now  come  to  the  manor  of  Ilor* 


Gloucester  and  Bristol  is  9,4072.  a  year, 
for  the  whole  income  was  stated  to  be  iu 
1848,  11,107{.  Nov  here  is  a  paper, 
ordered  by  the  House  of  Cofinnons,  tbo 
16th  of  Juno,  1851,  accordinLj  to  which 
the  rovpnue  of  the  sees  of  Gloucester  and 
Bristol,  in  1848,  vas  not  9,4071.  a  year, 
but  6,^00^,  subject  to  a  deduction  of  about 
200?.    I  will  not  char'^o  the  lion.  Gentle- 


field,  with  which  our  business  is.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  have  a  discus- 
sion on  any  other  questions,  we  ought  to 
have  had  a  distinct  notice  with'respoot  to 
those  other  questions.  The  question  in 
respect  to  the  manor  of  liorfield  divides  it- 
self into  two  parts.  First,  has  the  Bishop 
of  Gloncestcr  taken  a  course  that  ealla  for 
the  censure  of  this  House  ?  and,  secondly. 


man  with  inaccuracy;  but  when  ho  says  i  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  a  Momber 


that  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  received 
from  episcopal  sources  alone  this  surplus 
of  34,000?.,  how  in  tlie  world  is  it  possible 
that  his  statement  can  bo  correct  ?  [Mr. 
iiuui^MAN  :  I  t>aid  34,000^.  over  hi;i  own 
oaleulation.]  That  is  immaterial.  If  orer 
his  own  calculation,  I  can  find  nothing  to 
Tcrify  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  page  3QS  of  tho  return  of  the 
16th  of  June,  the  following  are  the  net 
returns  from  the  p>itit  sees  : — In  1844, 
3.500^.;  1845.  3,400?.;  184G,  7,090/.; 
1847.  2,U00?. ;  1848,  6.000?.;  1849, 
4,5002.;  1850,  3,9001.  That  was  for  tho 
last  seven  years  ;  and  how  was  it  possible 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  a  surplus 
of  34,000?.  over  the  hisliup's  calculation, 
or  over  auy  otlier  caluutation,  it'  thotjc 
figures  be  correct?  [Mr.  Hobsmax  :  I 
said  over  his  calculation  since  1836.1 
Yc?,  over  his  calculation  since  1836.  I 
have  given  a  return  for  the  last  seven 
yeara ;  let  us  tako  tba  year  1848«  in  vrhich 
ifr.  QladaoM 


of  this  Uouse,  has  exercised  due  diligence 
and  care  in  the  statemonthe  has  submitted 
to  the  House,  and  by  which,  as  ho  must 
recollect,  he  wrouf^ht  up  tho  House  on  the 
occasion  hp  made  it  to  a  high  state  of  feel- 
ing and  of  excitement.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  entered  into  tho  future;  he  says 
tho  property  alienated  from  tho  Church  ia 
worth  so  much  now,  and  will  be  worth  so 
much  hereafter.  He  is  perfectly  right, 
and  has  stated  a  great  deal  in  that  part  of 
the  case  which  is  matter  fit  for  the  serious 
consideration  of  the  liisljop  of  Gloucester. 
I  hope,  and  I  feel  convinced,  that  the  Bi- 
shop of  Gloucester,  for  the  sake  of  his  own 
character,  will  show  that  ho  has  not  the 
s1i!::^htest  intention  of  doing  what  the  hon. 
Geutiuman  has  thought  lit  to  impute  to 
him;  bat  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  no  right 
to  judge  of  acts  that  aro  not  done.  The 
Bishop  of  Gloucester  has  certain  legal 

Sowers,  and  by  pushing  them  to  extremes 
0  may  dcpriTO  the  Churoh  of  advaotagea 
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ihftt  H  miglit  oAerwiie  enjoy;  «nd  I  am 
glad,  by  the  piotare  that  has  been  drawn, 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  evil 
which  may  be  done — it  is  well  be  should 
bare  ii  before  Bim — \m%  left  not  tbe  Houie 
confound  the  possibility  of  thoae  appre- 
hended evils  with  an  attack  made  upon  the 
Bishop  ot  Ulouccstor,  for  a  violation  of  ab- 
•dcite  pledges  and  a  breaoh  of  engage- 
ments, and  doing  that  which  would  bo  a 
fair  matter  for  arraignment  at  the  bar  nf 
this  House.  The  boa.  Gootleman,  I  thmk, 
irill  agroa  with  me  that  in  one  point  he 
imist  ajmpathise  with  the  Bishop  of  Gluu- 
OMter.  When  he  states  that  the  bishop 
bat  this  power  over  the  manor  of  Ilorfield, 
and  may  leave  H  to  his  family,  he  mutt 
feci  tins  much — that,  whatever  may  he  the 
intention  of  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  lie 
eannot  as  a  gentleman  declare  that  intcu- 
lioa  at  this  present  moment.  No  Oeotle- 
man  could  expect  that  he  would  so  declare 
it,  for  if  he  did,  it  would  deprive  of  all 
grace  whatever  acts  he  may  hereafter  oon- 
template  performing  on  the  part  of  the 
Church.  I  think  the  Bishop  of  Gloneester 
is  bound  to  ?ay.  T  will  net  upon  my  own 
discretion — 1  will  act  upon  my  own  respon- 
sibility. If  he  does  say  that,  and  if  he 
uses  his  powers  injuriously  to  the  Church, 
or  if  he  uses  tliem  against  ri^lit  principlen, 
then  joa  may  condemn  him;  but  it  is  not 
£str  to  eondemn  him  beforehand,  because 
the  law  has  iuTosted  him  with  powers  whioh 
you  have  not,  up  to  the  present  moment, 
the  slightest  indication  of  his  having  any 
intention  to  abuse.  I  will  state— what 
was,  I  think,  unfounded  in  the  statement 
of  the  hen.  Gentleman,  according  to  the 
impression  it  made  on  my  mind  the  othor 
night.  The  first  charge  was  this,  that 
Bishop  Gray,  at  a  certain  poriod  before 
his  death,  deterniined  not  to  renew  the 
lease  of  Ilorfield,  but  to  let  it  nm  unt,  so 
far  as  he  wati  concerned,  fur  tho  beuetit  of 
the  Churoh.  Is  that  allegation  sustained  ? 
In  my  opinion  it  lias  entirely  broken  down. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  liiniself  has  qiintud  a 
letter  to-night,  written  by  a  son  of  l>isliup 
Oray,  whioh  plainly  deelares  that,  so  late 
as  a  few  months  before  the  decease  of 
Bishop  Grav  an  nfler  was  made  to  him  for  a 
renewal  of  tiic  lease,  which  ho  refused;  and 
why  f  beoanse  the  offer  was  inadequate. 
That  is  the  first  allegation  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlpnmn.  Tho  second  allegation  was,  that 
Bishop  Allen  had  been  bound  by  Lord 
Mcilbonrne  net  to  renew  the  lease  during 
lus  inenmbeaoy.  I  will  not  speak  of  that 
chaige»  beoanse  the  hon.  Gentleman  aban- 


dons it.  He  does  not  at  all  pretend  fliat 
there  is  any  reason  to  believe  that  Lord 
Melbourne  ever  imposed  such  an  obliga- 
tion on  Bishop  Alien.  [Mr.  Hursmak  :  I 
don't  admit  anything  of  the  kind.]  The 
House  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  former  occasion  to  speak  of  a  matter 
which,  if  not  within  his  personal  know- 
ledge, was  at  all  events  beyond  reasonable 
doubt.  With  regard  to  Bishop  Allen,  I 
shall  only  say,  in  my  opinion,  the  hon. 
Gcnttoman  has  totally  failed  iu  proving 
that  Bishop  Allen  had  made  arrangements 
to  renew  tho  lease  of  Horficld,  on  the 
ground  of  promoting  the  Interests  of  the 
Church.  Bishop  Allen  wrote  a  letter,  in 
whioh  he  said  he  thought  it  quite  right  that 
the  Ecclcsiastioal  Commissioners  should 
take  tho  lease  of  Horficld  into  their  own 
hands.  But  then  the  Eoolesiastical  Com- 
missioners were  not  to  renew  the  lease  to 
tho  prejudice  of  Bishop  Allen;  they  wore 
to  booorae  the  purchasers  of  his  interest  in 
the  lease;  and  tho  transfer  of  the  lease  to 
the  Bocksiastieal  Oommissionera  woald 
have  been  a  matter  of  perfect  indiffcrenee 
to  them.  The  statement  of  tho  hon. 
Gentleman  was,  that  Bishop  Alien  was 
determine  to  saorlfioe  his  own  personal 
interest,  and  not  to  renew  the  lease.  I 
say.  on  the  contrary,  that  Bishop  Allen 
had  no  such  intention.  Tho  hou.  Gou- 
tleman  has  referred  to  the  letter  of  the 
Bishop  of  Gloucester.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, on  the  former  occasion,  said  the 
Secretary  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Comrois* 
missioners  wrote  to  the  Bisho]^  about  his 
moral  obligation;  that  the  bishop  wrote 
back  to  liim  to  say  that  l;o  l;new  nothins^ 
about  moral  obligation,  but  that  he  wanted 
to  stand  on  his  legal  rights.  [Mr,  HoRS- 
UAS  here  made  a  motion  of  dissent.]  The 
lion.  Gentleman  appears  to  dissent.  I  will 
only  state  what  is  in  my  own  recollection, 
leaving  it  to  him  to  contradict  me.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  imputed  distinctly  to  the 
hisho]).  either  in  writing  or  in  words — it 
makes  little  matter  whieb — tlio  declaration 
thatheknew  nothing  about  moral  obligation, 
and  that  he  meant  to  stand  on  his  legal 
ri«rhts.  Docs  the  hon.  Gentleman  adhere 
to  that  portion  of  his  statement  ? 

Mh.  HORSM  an  :  I  adhere  to  all  I  said 
before.  I  will  not  adhere  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  representation  of  what  I  said. 

Mr;  GLADSTONE  :  WpII,  I  Imvc 
stated  my  representation  of  it,  and  tlmt  to 
the  best  of  my  reeolteetion,  and  if  I  am 
incorrect  in  my  statement,  hon.  Members 
who  were,  with  myself,  aoditon  of  tim 
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hon.  GcDtleman's  charges,  can  casilj  con- 
fute it.  I  conteiul,  tlierrfori\  tlisxt  that 
portion  of  the  charge  has  totally  and  en- 
tirely failed.  Again,  I  understood  the 
hoQ.  GeotleniMi  dittinctly  to  state,  that 
when  an  nrrangcment  had  heen  made  be- 
tween t!)e  ICcclcsiastical  CoiDinitisioners 
and  tho  Bii>hop,  that  arraiigeaiunt  was 
Btopped  at  the  last  momeiit,  in  consequence 
of  its  heiiij;  detected  as  a  joh.  Dues  the 
hon.  Gentleman  adhere  to  that  portion  of 
his  statement  {  lie  has  not  given  us  une 
jot  or  tittle  of  evidoDM  in  sapport  of  ibat 
portion  of  bis  statement ;  and  tho  absence 
of  evidence  on  this  point  is  most  material, 
because  the  hon.  Gentleman  well  knows 
that  a  dislinot  allogation  has  been  made 
elsewhere  that  the  failure  of  that  arrange- 
ment had  nothing  to  do  with  any  disap- 
proval of  it  on  its  own  merits,  but  simply 
resnlCed  from  a  teehnical  and  legal  point 
whieh  arose  in  the  course  of  the  negotia- 
tion. But  tliesc  to  me  were  tho  most  ma- 
terial allegations  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman;  and  they  hare  all  vanished 
away,  as  I  measure  them  by  the  speech 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  delivered 
to-night.  He  has  laboured  indeed — and 
Twy  nnneoeesarilj— bin  statement  with 
regard  to  the  letter  of  the  Bishop  of  Glou- 
cester to  the  rural  deans  of  his  diocese. 
Another  point  also  on  which  he  has  said 
so  mocb,  with  regard  to  the  aeenracy  of 
the  bishop's  writing,  as  to  whether  an 
epithet  followed  the  word  "very,"  or  did 
not  follow  it,  is  comparative! j  a  very  small 

Siestioo.  The  main  question  is*  what  was 
e  act  that  the  bishop  was  then  descri- 
bing ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  says  a  state- 
ment has  beon  made  to  produce  tho  im- 
pression that  no  letter  this  nature  was 
written  by  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester.  I 
think  the  lion.  Gentleman  is  entirely  wrousir. 
and  that  ho  has  taken  tho  effect  of  that 
statement  from  reports,  on  which,  though 
generally  faithful  and  accurate,  it  is  not 
safe  always  to  rely  when  minute  particulars 
are  in  question.  Kow,  the  statement  made 
was  this,  that  no  letter  had  been  written 
by  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  of  the  nature 
to  wliich  tho  lion.  Gentleman  hnd  alluded. 
The  hun.  Gentleman  said  the  iiishop  of 
Gloucester  had  written  a  letter,  in  which 
he  treated  as  disparaging  to  himself,  the 
idea  that  he  was  about  to  renew  the  lease. 
That  part  of  the  charge  quite  falls  away, 
beeanse  his  charge  was  that  the  bi.shop 
had  renewed  the  lease,  and  thereby  had 
done  an  act  which  he  in  a  fonurr  It  fter 
had  treated  as  disgraceful  to  himself. 
Mr.  Gladstone 


Now  what  the  bishop  meant  to  treat  as 

disparaging  to  himself,  was  the  idea  that 
he  was  i^oinsj  to  renew  tlie  Icaso  far  lives, 
on  a  particular  tenure,  in  connection  with 
the  copyholds,  which  he  thonght  so  injn- 
rious  to  the  Church.    I  must  say,  so  far 
as  I  am  able  to  follow  the  statement  of  tlio 
hoQ.  Gentleman,   which   I  cannot  avoid 
complaining  is  very  oboonre,  that  he  has 
failed  entirely  in  provin;^  his  case,  with 
regard  to  the  imputations  tint  he,  on  a 
previous  occasion,  throw  out  uu  liio  Bishop 
of  Gloneester.    The  troth  is,  that  the 
Bishop  of  Gloucester  has  made  use  of  the 
rights  which  he  possesses  in  common  with 
every  ecclesiastical  proprietor.    You  may 
say  eoelesiastieal  proprietoffi  ought  not  to 
possess  such  rights.     That  is  a  matter 
which  you  arc  at  perfect  liberty  to  allc-j-o  : 
but  i  sny  an  opinion  on  tho  merits  ot  a 
system  is  one  thing,  and  the  misappro- 
bending,  the  misconstruing,  and  therefore 
the  misrepescnting  the  acts  of  the  man 
who  acts  aimply  under  that  system,  is 
another  matter  altogether.    I  say  that  it 
is  a  hard  and  cruel  thing  that  the  Bisln^ 
of  CJIoucester  should  be  held  up  to  obloquy 
m  cousequeuco  of  the  defect  of  thia  sys- 
tem, when  I  beliere  he  has  been  acting 
with  munificent  intentions  towards  the 
Church  of  which  ho  is  a  bishop.    T  "rant 
that  tho  Bishop  of  Gloucester  is  under  no 
le^l  obligation  whaterer  with  respect  t« 
thu  matter ;  and  whether  he  is  under 
any  moral  obligation  or  not,  my  belief  is, 
that  he  does  intend  to  act  on  the  principle 
whieh  he  has  laid  down  for  himself  with 
regard  to  this  lease  of  Horfield  Manor. 
Iff  ims  stated  that  lie  thought  it  his  duly 
to  make  this  lease  subservient  to  the  inter- 
ests and  purposes  of  the  Church.  Hb 
conduct  differs  from  that  of  ecclesiastical 
proprietors  in  jr^nPral.    In  the  first  place, 
OS  a  fine  was  to  be  taken  on  the  renewal 
of  the  lease,  he  made  an  offer  to  the  Be- 
clcsiastical  Commissioners,  whieh  they  haTtt 
described  as  a  liberal  offer,  and  cnnse- 
qucntly  demanding  their  acknowledgmeuta 
on  the  ground  of  its  KheralitT.   Then,  aa 
respects  the  destination  which  he  intended 
to  crive  to  the  monev  to  he  reccivnd  for 
the  renewal  of  the  lease,  the  intention  of 
the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  was  to  apply  the 
greater  part  of  whatever  money  he  might 
receive  for  the  renewal  of  the  lease  to  tho 
very  purposes  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  so  laudably  desirous  to  promote  — 
namely,  the  aagmentation  of  the  smaller 
livings  in  his  diocese,  and  the  increase  of 
tho  stipends  of  tho  poorer  clergy. 
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Mr.  HORSMAN,  ia  explanation,  raid 
he  must  repeat  his  previous  statement  as 
to  the  excesii  of  income  which  the  Biahop 
of  Gloueeater  would  toodve  in  a  given 
time  from  episcopal  sotirees  over  what  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  said  he  would  receive. 

Sia  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  was 
act  4|id|o  tnre  that  iueli  »  ^wusaioD  as 
fhU  would  have  a  tendenoy  to  promote  the 
public  interest.  If  he  remained  silent  on 
this  subject,  he  was  afraid  his  silence 
might  bo  miaeonBtnied;  at  all  evonts,  he 
thought  silence  on  his  part  would  not  be 
respectful  towards  the  House.  Ho  was  not 
a  member  of  the  Eoolesiastieal  Commis- 
sion nntU  1841»  and  thwefore  he  had  no 
direct  cognisance  of  the  proceedings  of 
that  Commission  nf  nn  antecedent  date. 
Ho  wished  also  to  remark  that  he  had 
frequent!  J,  on  former  oeeasions,  expressed 
a  strong  opinion  that  the  law  with  regard 
to  tlic  Kcclesiastical  Connnisaioners,  until 
amended  last  Session,  was  not  in  a  satis- 
factory state.  He  entirely  disapproved  of 
the  distinetion  between  the  episcopal  fund 
and  the  common  fund  :  nnd  he  hail  always 
thought  that  the  arrangement  made  with 
respect  to  the  incomes  of  the  hLihops,  in 
allowing  than  for  seven  years  to  receive  the 
whole  revenues  of  tlii?ir  respective  sees,  on 
the  condition  that  they  should  repay  an- 
nually a  stipulated  sum,  was  a  most  disad- 
vantageous arrangement  to  the  prelates 
themselves,  but  more  particularly  to  the 
interests  of  tiie  Church.  He  rejoiced  that 
last  year,  prospectively,  au  etltictual  re- 
medy was  applied  by  the  Legislature  to 
wlttt  he  thought  was  a  great  evil  as  it  re- 
spected the  interests  of  the  Church.  He 
could  have  hoped  and  wished  that  there 
might  havo  been  some  forbearanee  shown 
in  canvassing  the  past  arrangements,  which 
in  his  judgment  uere  inexpedient,  but 
which  were  uuw  at  an  end.  He  had 
no  aequaintanee  with  the  Bishop  of  Glou- 
cester and  Bristol,  except  such  acquain- 
tance as  arose  from  the  intercourse  at  the 
Board  of  the  ficcIesiasUcal  Commission,  of 
which  they  were  common  members  ;  but, 
■a  a  member  of  the  Church  4^  Bngland, 
and  as  a  member  of  the  community,  he 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  must  say  ho  had  always 
regarded  the  Bishop  of  Olonoeeter  as  an 
accomplished  scholar;  as  a  gentlenMUl  of 
high  reputation  and  character;  and,  above 
all,  he  must  say  he  had  always  considered 
Uainot  a  niggoi-d  m  pecuniary  matters. 
He  had  always  thought  that  in  the  Uni- 
versity to  which  the  Bishop  bclonL''<''i.  in 
the  Church,  and  in  the  diocese  in  which  he 


was  best  known  (and  he  must  laj  the  light 

rev.  Prelate  had  arrived  at  an  ago  some- 
where about  70  years) — he  had  enjoyed  a 
spotless  reputation,  and  a  high  clumketeras 
a  ripe  scholar  and  man  of  honour.  He  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  considered  it  most  unfurtunato 
tiiat  transactions  of  a  description  which 
the  hen.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  Cook- 
ermouth  (Mr.  Horsman)  had  thought  it 
his  duty  to  bring  under  the  nUention  of 
the  House,  slmuld  for  one  moment,  or  in 
the  slightest  degree,  have  east  any  shade 
of  doubt  over  that  spotless  reputation.  But 
he  must  say,  with  respect  to  those  trans- 
actions, the  Dart  which  he  (Sir  J.  GnUiam) 
bad  personally  taken,  led  him  to  entertain 
no  si»|ncions  whatever  cither  of  the  mo- 
tives or  of  the  conduct  of  that  right  rev. 
Prolate.  He  (Sir  J.  Graham)  bnd  no 
doubt  of  his  legal  and  equitable  i  ight  to 
exercise  tlie  power  over  the  estate  of  Hor- 
ficld  which,  it  was  said,  he  had  c\crci?cd. 
He  (Sir  J.  Graham)  assisted  in  negotiating 
with  the  right  rev.  Prelate  as  a  member 
of  tho  Commission;  and  after  a  full  inquiry 
into  this  point,  ho  was  satisfind  thnt  thn 
right  rev.  Prelate's  rights,  both  legal  and 
equitable,  were  indisputable.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  who  prece  ded 
him,  had  explained  to  the  House  all  the 
circumstances  which  gave  rise  to  the  trans- 
action. He  (Sir  J .  Graham)  was  satisfied 
^at  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Bishop  of 
Gloucester  to  apply  the  funds  which  would 
have  arisen  from  tiie  sale  to  tho  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  to  purposes  conducive 
to  the  benefit  of  the  Chureh  in  Ins  diocese, 
and  most  n'^^Tireilly  not  for  any  personal 
profit  or  advantage.  Ho  was  really  sorry 
they  could  not  resume  the  ancient  hahit  of 
free  conference,  because  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Horsman)  had  referred  to  the 
speech  of  a  hishop  in  another  place.  If 
they  could  meet  the  bishops  face  to  face, 
and  debate  those  matters  with  them  on 
equal  terms,  he  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  have  rejoiced  so  greatly  in 
the  conflict  which  he  maintained  behind 
thttr  backs,  for  he  firmly  believed  he  wmild 
have  found  that  tho  right  rev.  Prelates 
vft^viy  quite  a  match  for  hirn,  But  he  would 
put  It  to  tiie  hon.  Gentleman,  was  it  really 
worthy  of  him  to  hold  up  the  Bishop  of 
Gloucester,  a  gentleman  possessing  tho 
character  which  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had 
ascribed  to  him,  as  "a  robber  "  and  a 
"plunderer"?  He  believed  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  unfriendly  to  tho 
Church  ;  but  would  one  of  its  bitterest 
enemies  oond^ceod  to  use  the  language 
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which  the  hon.  Gontlonian  had  employed 
with  reference  to  tiie  character  of  the 
Bishop  of  Gloucester  ?  He  almost  blushed 

for  the  hon.  Gentleinnn  as  lie  lij*teiied  to 
Che  Iflncfiinjjc  •n-liich  fell  from  him  in  refer- 
ence to  that  right  rev.  Prelate.  Again, 
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during  the  remoicdcr  of  his  life,  the  Bishop 
of  Gloucester  must  be  content  to  live  sub-' 
jeet  to  such  charges  as  the  hon.  Gentl»> 
man  the  Member  for  Cockerroouth  might 

prefer  a2;ainpt  hini.  He  had  lived  doWll 
l>ast  accusations  of  a  similar  kind — bit  re- 


be  (Sir  J.  Graham)  said  he  was  himself  i  putation  would  surrire htm — andbisaet^if 


fatisfied  that  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  had 

a  legal  and  equitalile  riijlit  to  deal  with 
this  estate.  Fossessinrr  thjit  rii;lit,  he 
had  also  reason  to  know  that  the  right  rev. 


he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  mistook  not,  woiili 
falsify  the  dcscriptiott  girm  d£  hm  bj  tba 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  benjamin  HALL  was  quite 


Prelate  was  deteiwined  to  Qxerctae  it.  With  I  confident  that  some  good  r^ult  «o«ld 

all  due  deference  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  arise  from  thofo  dlseussions,  howerer  un- 
(Mr.  llorsniaii),  he  (8ir  J.  Graham)  alto- 1  plea -ant  tliey  miirlit  be  for  any  l/entlenian 
gcthcr  diBbeiieved  that  cither  Bishop  Graj  to  bring  forward.  However  distasteful  it 
or  Bishop  AUen  hud  hesltatod  hi  the  least  I  might  be,  it  wee  necessary  in  biingbg 
nn  to  their  right  to  exercise  a  similar  forwiud  any  measure  of  reform  in  the 
power.  IIo  did  not  helieve  that  Lord  tern j)oralities  of  the  Church,  to  quote  indi- 
Melbourne  ever  imposed  any  conditiund  viduul  cases,  in  order  to  show  the  abuses 
frhetever  with  respeet  to  the  ezereise  of  \  whieh  were  pvsetised  bj  eertein  {wrtiee  en 
that  power  by  Bishop  Allen.  He  did  not  the  episcopal  bench.  But  he  roao  more 
think  that  Lord  Melbourne  had  any  right  especially  to  express  a  hope  that  the  Go- 
to make  such  a  stipulation  ;  nor  did  he  ^  vernment^  who  were  the  proper  parties  to 
think  it  would  have  been  eonsistent  with  i  teke  op  the  metter,  would  go  into  the 
the  high  character  for  generosity  of  that  whuh  question  of  the  temporalities,  and 
noble  Lord  to  have  imposed  such  condi  that  they  would  appoint  a  Commission  to 
tions.  He  thought  the  evidence  was  con-  inquire  into  the  whole  of  the  temporalities, 
etnsiTo  that  Bishop  Allen  had  negotiated  |  that  they  might  have  at  least  eome  eorveet 
for  a  renewal  of  the  lease,  and  that,  like  i  information  upon  the  amount  of  the  Church 
Bishop  Gray,  he  only  failed  to  execute  the  '  property.  Don't  let  them,  howerer,  leave 
lease  because  he  did  not  obtain  what  he  |  it  to  the  present  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 


eottsidered  was  the  full  valneof  its  renewal.  [  sionerst  ht  there  were  too  many  interested 
The  Bishop  of  Gloucester  had  placed  him-  j  parties  upon  it.  Let  ^em  have  a  Corn- 
self  in  a  position  which  enabled  him  to  ;  mission  like  that  appointed  to  inquire  into 
exercise  a  testamentary-  power,  eumpietc  ,  the  aubdivision  of  parishes,  who  would 
in  all  its  parts,  over  this  property.  The  \  give  an  impartial  statemelit  as  to  the  pro> 
Bishop  of  Qlouocster  had  a  legal  right  perty  of  the  Church.  He  wished  now  tO 
to  dispose  of  it  as  he  (lionLiht  fit.  But  if  n?k  a  question  of  the  right  Imn.  Member 
the  hou.  Gentleman  (Mr.  iiorsman)  would  i  for  the  Uulversity  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 


abstain  from  pttrsning  that  right  rer.  Prelate  I  Ckralbnm).  A  rctam  had  reeently  been 
widi  sneh  relentless  animosity,  and  would  ,  obtained,  which  had  attracted  great  attcn- 

cease  to  nserihe  to  liim  all  the  worst  mo- '  tion  in  ParliamQUt  and  the  country.  Tint 
tivea  and  the  worst  intentions,  his  (Sir  J. .  paper  purported  to  give  the  gross  incomes 


Graham's)  firm  belief  was,  that  the  Bishop  |  of  all  the  arehbishops  and  bishops  of  onr 

of  Gloucester,  who  would  not  yield  in  the  '  Church;  and  in  a  second  series  of  columns 

least  to  anv  r-Hniptihion,  v.'ould  falsify  hy  his  '  tliere  nppoared  the  snms  paid,  in  nrdcr  fo 
spontaneouti  acts  ail  their  unworthy  suspt- 1  reduce  those  gross  incomes  to  the  sums 
ewtis.  Still,  not beingonintimate terms  with  I  specified  in  the  Aet  of  Paritament.  Now, 
theBishop,andonly  judging  of  him  from  his  he  wished  the  public  really  to  know  who> 
past  character,  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  wa>  of  ther  tliis  fidly  rrported  tli"  ineomes  of  the 
opinion  that  the  rti;lit  which  the  Bishop  had  bishops,  or  whether  it  was  what  Mr.  Murray 
now  legally  and  equitably  acquired,  to  the  \  had  caUed  a  fallaeione tetam.  The 
ftlll  possession  of  this  property  for  three  .  bishops  were  requested  to  make  aA  top* 
lives,  would  not  b<'  exercised  by  the  Bishop  !  tennial  periods  a  return  tn  the  Ecclesia?- 
in  a  manner  unworthy  of  bis  high  position  tical  Commissioners  o:  the  value  of  their 
in  the  Church,  or  of  the  saered  interests  of  |  sees,  and  of  all  the  profits  they  had  do- 
which  he  was  the  trustee.  He  (Sir  J.  riTed  from  them  durini;  the  preriow  Mivea 
Grnliam)  might  not  live  to  see  it,  btit  he  years.  Xow  he  would  take  this  ca.<!e.  He 
should  be  much  disappointed  if  the  right  j  had  shown  to  the  House  that  the  Bishop 
rer.  Prelate  did  not  prove  it.  On  the  whole,  1  of  Durham  had  receired  29,(K)0{.  more 

ShrJ,  Orakan  ' 
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ihan  the  ineonie  Mri^ed  to  bit  see,  and 

lie  (Sir  B.  TTall)  wished  to  ask  wliether, 
if  \\o  !iad  f^ranted  (he  did  not  say  he  had, 
but  supposing  he  had  granted)  a  lease  to 
tnisleM  for  hia  own  benefit,  or  for  the 
benefit  of  his  family  or  friends,  and  no 
money  had  passed,  the  full  value  of  the 
lease  so  granted  would  have  entered  into 
his  aceounts  ? 

Mr.  GOULBURN  thought  it  would 
only  hare  been  fair  for  the  lion.  Goriflnnian 


flm  year  In  whteh  the  preient  Blahm  <if 

Gloucester  and  Bristol  wa9  appointed  to 
the  sec  lie  now  held,  he  appropriated  ten 
per  cent  of  the  income  of  that  see  to  the 
augmentation  of  the  livings  of  the  poorer 
clergy  in  his  diocese.  That  was  some  in* 
(imation  of  the  conduct  wliieh  the  fight 
rov.  Prelate  was  likely  to  pursue  in  tho 
disposal  of  his  present  inoome<  When 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  invited  to 
isf^iie  a  Commission  to  inquire  irito  the 


(Sir  B.  Hall)  to  have  given  him  notice  of ,  generol  state  of  the  episcopacy,  he  hoped 
his  intention  to  ask  that  question.  It  so  hap-  the  Honse  would  not  adopt  the  suggestion 
pened,  however,  that,  with  regard  to  the  Bi-  j  that  had  been  made,  that  the  bishops  were 
shop  of  Durham,  he  (Mr.  Gotdbuni)  was  not '  tho  crenturesi  of  the  Slate,  and  were  de- 
able  to  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  an  answer;  i  pendent  on  the  Minister  of  the  day.  On 
hut  he  Itneir  that  the  principle,  on  tvhieh  |  the  contrary,  they  were  the  moat  aneieut 


the  EccloflioRtical  Commissioners  settled 
the  future  incomes  of  rccs  was  regulated 
not  only  hy  tho  amount  received,  but  by 
ether  eireumstances  which  would  tend  to 
give  a  fair  result  for  tho  future.  By  the 
returns  which  the  Bishop  of  London  made 
of  his  income  for  tho  lost  seven  years,  it 
appeared  that  be  especially  granted  a 
lease,  not  ibr  Kves  but  for  years,  of  some 
property;  and  the  fine  which  would  have 
been  taken  if  that  lease  had  been  granted 
to  an  individual  in  the  ordinary  way, 
was  brought  to  account  in  the  septennial 
period. 

Sib  benjamin  HALL  said,  tite 
right  hon.  Gentleman  hod  raisnnderstood 
his  qtiestion,  and  he  would  now  put  it 
more  clearly  to  him.  At  pa'jfo  1'34,  in  the 
second  return,  it  was  stated  that  the  iii- 
ahep  of  London,  in  1843,  returned  his 


estate  in  tho  realm,  and  their  independence 
was  as  high  and  as  saored  as  any  other 

proprietor  in  the  land. 
Mr.  AOLIONBY  said,  he  could  Hot 

avoid  noticing  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham),  that  the 
Bishop  of  Gbuoester  bad  "  a  legal  and 
equitable  right  to  deal  with  the  property." 
lie  was  afraid  that  the  right  hon.  BaroOet 
only  used  those  expressions  in  a  legal 
sense.  W ould  he  go  further,  and  say  that 
ho  considered  the  bishop  had  a  moral 
right  ?  He  had  also  another  4)ttestion  to 
ask,  which,  of  course,  if  it  were  an  impro- 
per one,  he  did  not  desire  should  bo  an- 
swered. He  wished  to  know  vhcther  the 
approval  which,  as  a  member  of  the  Bocle- 
siasticiil  Coninii.'.-ion,  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  expressed  of  the  bishop's  offer, 
was  not  a  rattier  qualified  one  ?  and  who 


Ineome  at  13,.519l.,  and  in  that  year  he  '  ther  he  had  not  accepted  it  as  the  better 

granted  himself  a  lease  which  was  wortli  I  of  two  had  alternatives?    His  hon.  (V>1- 


12,000^.,  but  which  he  bad  only  entered 
as  2,1691.  Thoreforo  ho  (Sir  B.  Hall) 
presumed  that  this  was  what  Mr.  Murray 
called  a  "  fallnciona  return"  as  regarded 
the  Bishop  of  London. 

Ms.  GOULBURK  said,  the  Bishop  of 
London,  in  the  case  referred  to,  had  made 
a  large  sacrifice.     ITe  had  the  power  of 


league  had  been  charged  with  personal 
motives.  [Sir  J.  GraBax;  No,  no!]  At 
all  events,  '*  rolcnfh  ss  animosity*  bad 
hern  imputed  to  liiin  hy  the  right  hon. 
Baronet;  but  he  could  assure  the  llouso 
that  his  hon.  Friend's  attack  was  solely 
against  the  system.  Tho  host  mode 
of  mcctinjT,   or  rather  preventini^,  the^o 


nanting  a  lease  for  lives,  but  he  granted  a  i  charges,  was,  for  tho  bishops  to  be  satis- 
Nase  only  for  years,  which  was  the  most  pro- 1  fied  with  the  incomes  allotted  to  their  sees 
fitable  way  of  dealing  with  the  property  for  ^  by  ilic  A(  t  of  Parliament. 

Mil.  WAWN  was  sorry  to  find  tlie  ri;;ht 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  defending 
conduct  which  they  would  severely  con- 
demn in  persons  of  a  humbler  station. 
Tlic  horoui^h  he  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent (South  iShieldaj  was  entirely  Church 


the  interest*  of  tlic  Church.  If  he  had  grant- 
ed a  lease  in  the  ordinary  manner,  the  whole 
fine  which  he  received  would  have  appeared 
In  the  return  for  the  year  in  which  the 

lea^e  wi"^  !::^rnnted;  but  not  taUinc:  tjic  fine, 
the  full  hue  which  would  have  been  rc- 


eeived  by  the  Bishop  was  divided  over  tho  .  property,  and  the  tyrannical  manner  in 
several  years  overwhidi  the  lease  had  to  which  the  dii^mitaries  behaved,  was  such 
run,  as  to  disg^ust  all  well- thinking  men.  Years 

Sib  EGBERT  INGLIS  said,  from  the  |  ago,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
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site  occupied  the  Treasury  benchea,  bo 
had  boldly  stood  forward  and  deelared  that 
if  tlicrc  were  Church  robbers,  they  were 
inside  of  it,  and  not  outBidc. 

Ma.  MANGLES  begged  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  if  he  intended  to  answer 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Ifember  nesr  him 
(Mr.  Aglionby)  ? 

Sib  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  the  ques- 
tion put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Membco'  for 
Coekermouth  (Mr.  Aglionby),  was,  whether 
be  would  declare  that  the  Bishop  of  Glouces- 
ter was  under  a  moral  obligation  to  renew 
this  lease  ?  He  would  read  to  the  hon.  Oen« 
tleman  the  Besol^OD,  to  which  he  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  was  a  party,  from  the  Minutes  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners: — 

**  The  Biatiop  of  Olonoester  having  been  nnder 
no  obligmtion — ^legal  or  eqoiiabl* — ^to  deal  with 

the  Ilorficld  estate  otherwise  than  with  .my  other 
estate  of  his  see,  nod  baviiig  made,  with  regard  to 
tliat  estate,  a  liberal  ollbr  to  the  board,  the  board 
artj  anxious  to  brins;  tho  negotiation  to  a  termi- 
DAtion,  and  desire  that  the  secretary  be  directod 
to  bring  it  to  a  eloM  at  soon  as  possible."  - 

He  (Sir  J.  Graham)  was  of  opinion^  anM 

still  continued  of  opinion,  that  the  bishop, 
having  a  legal  and  equitable  n^rht  to  fill 
up  the  lives  in  the  lease,  did  otier  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  rery  liberal 
terms,  far  below  the  market  price  of  his 
legal  and  equitable  right,  and  tliat  lie 
made  that  offer  to  the  Commissioners  with 
a  desire  to  serve  the  interests  of  the 
Church  generally. 

Mit.  REYNOLDS  hopnl  tlmt  if  there 
was  to  be  a  reform  ita  episcopal  rcvcnuea, 
Ireland  would  not  be  forgotten.  He  held 
in  his  liand  a  very  important  docameni, 
namely,  a  copy  of  the  concordat  between 
the  Queen  of  Spain  and  his  Holiness  the 
Pope.  By  that  he  found  that  the  salary  of 
the  Archbishop  of  Toledo  would  bo  160,000 
reals  or  l.GOO/.  a  year;  that  of  the  Arch- 
bishops of  Granada  and  Santiago,  1,400^ 
each;  and  so  with  the  Archbishops  of  Tar- 
ragona andVallsdolid.  He  might  not  pro- 
nounce these  names  rightly,  for  he  begged 
them  to  understand  that  he  w  as  no  Spaniard, 
but  an  Irishmau.  The  Bishops  of  Barco- 
lona  and  Madrid  were  to  have  1,100^  of 
Cadiz,  Cor!  v:;,  and  Malaga,  1,000?.: 
tweuty-fuur  sutiragans,  900?.,  and  twenty 
others,  SOOi.  The  Patriarch  of  the  ladies, 
not  being  an  arehbiBhop  or  bishop,  would 
have  1,500?.  a  year,  and  tiiosc  urclatcs 
that  were  cardinals  I'UO?,  a  year  extra. 
He  hoped,  then,  that  when  they  saw  pre- 
httes  with  floeks  whose  salaries  ranged 
horn  a  minimum  of  8001.  to  a  maiimum  of 


990 


1,6002.,  the  awful  extravagance  of  an 
Archbishop  of  Armagh,  with  an  income  of 

17,0002.  a  year,  would  be  put  an  end  to. 

Mr.  LENNAPvD  said,  that  the  right 
hou.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripoa  (Mr. 
J.  Qraham)  had  shown  Umsdf  in  tlie  an* 
swer  which  he  had  given  to  a  very  plain 
question,  a  perfect  adept  in  that  mental 
fencing  in  which  he  had  said  the  prelates 
were  so  sktlfal.  He  had  said  the  trans- 
action in  question  was  justifiable  in  a  legal 
and  f^f]nit;iMo  view.  He  had  been  asked, 
did  ho  jitstity  it  morally  ?  If  he  had  thought 
this  an  improper  question,  he  might  have 
declined  to  answer  it;  but  instead  of  doill|; 
so.  he  read  a  long  statement  wliinh  was 
altogether  unsatisfactory.  He  should  like 
to  hwr  whether  the  tnasMtion  was  om 
which  be  could  say  was  justifiable  in  a 
moral  as  well  as  legal  point  of  fiew. 

Subject  drojgped. 

SUPPLY. 

House  in  Committee  of  Snppij;  Mr. 

Bernal  in  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed— 

"  Th.-it  a  sum, notweeeding  148,400/.. be  grant> 
ed  to  Her  Majesty,  to  dofray  the  Charge  of  the 
CoQsular  Eaubliabments  Abroad,  to  the  Sltt  day 
oTMsMh,  180S." 

Mr.  URQUHART  rose  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  tlie  Vote  l>e  reduced  by 
4,0002.    The  Special  Committee  upon  Of- 
ficial Salaries  had  not,  it  was  true,  made 
any  report  upon  this  branch  of  the  snlgect, 
but  they  had  rcconiniended  their  own  re- 
appointment this  Session,  in  order  that 
this  portion  of  the  subject  might  come 
under  their  consideration.    That  Commit- 
tee, however,  had  not  been  reappointed, 
but  he  thought  that  the  House  had  suffici> 
ent  materiaU  hcfore  them  themselves  to 
insist  upon  a  reduction  in  these  estaUiali- 
mcnts.    lie  helieved  that  our  consular  es- 
tablishments were  gen-jrally  the  most  de- 
fective branch  of  the  Administration.  He 
had  had  some  experience  nf  the  senrice, 
and  anything  more  disorganised,  more  irre- 
gular, or  less  fitted  for  the  performance  of 
the  duties  of  tiieir  ufiice,  it  was  impossible 
to  conoeire.  In  eontrast  with  onr  eonsular 
estnbllshments  was  that  of  France,  which 
had  boon  organised  under  the  former  estate 
in  an  admuablu  manner.    The  CousuU  of 
France,  unlike  onr  own,  had  legal  acqalre- 
mcnts  and  legal  knowledge.    Their  previ- 
ous ncqunoinonts  wvii'  also  tested  by  an 
examiuatiou,  and  whcu  they  hud  once  at- 
tained  a  certain  grade,  their  advancement 
was  tegular,  and  stnwgen  to  the  serTice 
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Motion  mado^  and  Qaestion  ptt(» 


He  could 

not  admit  that  in  such  a  matter  our  ^at 
eomnereial  naUon  ought  to  be  behind  a 
country  like  France.    Oar  Oonsnl  at  St. 

Petersburg,  witli  750?.  a  year,  -was  ap- 
pointed without  previous  service  in  that  ca- 

eacity.  The  English  Gonanl  at  Paris  had 
ut  200?.  a  year,  while  the  Consul  at  War- 
saw had  an  income  of  1,000?.  allotted  tn 
him — a  discrepancy  which  could  not  bo  i  organised  and  inferior  in  efficiency  to  the 
reasonably  acconnted  for,  bnt  the  dntics  eonsdar  serTices  of  other  conntrieii.  He 
of  vfaich  would,  he  l)clleved,  be  amj^y  re-  i  (Lord  Falmerston)  was  perliaps  better 


"  That  a  sum,  not  oxccoding  144,400/.  be  grant- 
ed to  Her  Muartr,  to  dbfray  the  CiiAi-gd  of  the 
OoBMiIar  Estafiisliianits  Abroad,  to  the  31st  dajr 
ofMaidi,  imr 

raocmn  PALUERSTOH  said,  tho 

hen.  Gentleman  who  had  just  resumed  his 

pefit  considered  our  consular  service  ill 


numerated  by  a  salary  of  500?.  a  year. 
The  Consuls  at  Havanah  and  at  Manilla 
had  1,000?.  a  year  each;  hut  500L  vould 
be  quite  enouL'h  for  tlir  -crvices  whiehthey 
performed.  He  lin  l  no  oLjcetion  to  make 
to  the  salary  of  GOU^.  ODjoycd  by  our  Con- 
sul at  Lisbon;  but  he  thought  the  sum  of 
1,000?.,  paid  to  the  Goosnl  General  of  the 
Austrian  States,  was  excessive.  He  next 
came  to  the  consulate  of  Greece.  Our 
GoDsul  at  Fatras  had  7001.  a  year,  a  sum 
whioh  was  perfeetly  preposterous,  and  a 
much  smaller  amount  than  ^00?.  a  y^ar 
would  be  amply  sufficient  for  hitu.  The 
salaries  of  SOOI.  luid  9002.  a  year,  paid  to 
the  Gonsula  General  at  Belgrade  aud  Bu- 
charest, M  cro  also  much  too  high.  Ho  bad 
also  to  complain  that  some  of  these  officers 
were  not  very  constant  in  their  attendance 
at  their  posts.    On  these  three  last-named 

appointments  a  legitimate  reduction  iniglit  *  ties  with  regard  to  commercial  interests  on 
be  made  of  900?.    Tho  Consul  General  at '  the  spot,  but  they  had  to  collect  valuable 


qualified  to  speak  on  that  head  than  tho 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  knowing  more  of  the 
nuinner  in  whioh  our  oonsolar  officers  per- 
fi>nned  their  duties.  And  he  would  take 
upon  himself  to  p^y  that,  wltliout  any 
exception,  no  consular  service  in  the  world 
was  better  performed  than  the  consular 
servif  0  f  (his  country.  The  consular 
service  of  France  might  be  organised  in  a 
more  regular  manner,  or  more  conformably 
with  the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman; 
but  he  (Lord  Falmerston)— and,  he  was 
sure,  every  one  else  who  filled  his  office, 
could  bear  testimony  to  the  fact,  judging 
from  their  ability  and  the  manner  in  i^icb 
they  discharged  their  duties^that,  in 
point  of  efficiency,  a  better  consular  ser- 
vice did  not  exist  in  any  country.  Their 
duties  were  very  various  and  arduous;  not 
only  had  they  to  perform  all  kinds  of  dn- 


Constnntiiioplo,  who  received  1,500/.  a 
year  for  hisserrices,  would  be  well  paid  by 

1.000?.;  or  even  by  800?.  a  year.  The 
Consulate  in  Syria  had  been  very  pronorly 
abolished;  but  why  not  dispense  with  tiie 
functions  of  a  Consul  in  Egypt  also  ?  In 

Tripoli,  tlio  salary  of  l.GOO?.,  given  to  the 
Consul  General,  ought  to  be  icduced  to 
600?.  a  year.  This  surely  might  easily 
be  effected,  since  the  Government  had  re- 
duced the  salaries  of  our  Consuls  at  Boston 
and  New  York  from  400^.  and  a  year, 

to  200?.  and  300/.  respectively.  At  Montc- 


information  from  all  sources  and  of  all 
kinds,  which  was  regularly  submitted  to 
the  Foreign  Office  and  to  tli  Board  o£ 
Trade.  He  would  also  venture  to  say, 
that  in  point  of  efficiency  and  ability,  in- 
stead of  meriting  the  censure  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  they  were  entitled  to  his  praiso 
and  commendation.  Among  the  dili'orcnt 
appointments  which  he  referred  to,  ho  put 
first  and  foremost  that  held  by  a  person 
who  had  the  misfortune  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, and  in  another  country,  to  have  had 
some  little  ditfcrcnco  with  tlio  hou.  Mem- 


video  the  Consul  General  had  a  salary  of  ber;  of  course  that  consideration  could  not 

1,400?.,  while  at  Buenos  Ayres,  for  what '  have  weighed  with  him  for  a  moment  in 
reason  he  could  not  see,  a  far  less  salary  I  wishing  to  reduce  the  salary  of  the  Consul 
was  paid.  The  reductions  which  ho  thought  i  at  Warsaw.  Now,  any  one  who  knew 
•hoold  be  made  in  our  consular  establish-  anything  at  all  of  the  scale  of  expense 


roents  amounted  to  16,250?.,  indepen- 
dently of  the  case  of  Borneo,  which  he  in- 
tended to  bring  as  a  separate  Motion  before 
the  Committee.  He  would  not,  however, 
ask  the  Committee  to  agree,  on  so  short  a 
notice,  to  a  reduction  of  16,250?.,  but 
would  confine  his  Motion  to  one-fourth  of 
4hat  9Bm. 

VOL.  CXYIIL  [nmiD  nunss.] 


incurred  at  Warsaw  by  the  gentleman  wlio 
held  the  rank  of  consul,  and  represented  a 
great  country  like  Engluud,  would  bo  of 
opinion,  on  eomparing  his  salary  with  that 
of  similar  officers  there,  belonging  to  other 
cnTintrt'""?,  thit  the  s.nm  was  rather  below 
thau  above  tho  amouut  that  a  person  in 
his  positioii  requifed.   He  said  that,  ia 

2  I 


Digitized  by  Google 


m 


{COMMONS^ 


Supply. 


964. 


Paris,  wo  harl  only  a  Conslil  at  200/.  a  j  the  expense  of  livings  at  tlsnt  plarf.  ho 
year,  and  asked  why  ono  at  Warsaw  re-  eould  not  suppose  the  Committee  would 
quired  a  higher  tnm  ptid  te  lihn  f  The  |  tdopt  the  dictum  of  the  hen.  Member. 
Englidl  Consul  at  Paris,  he  should  explain.  With  regard  to  the  Consul  General  at 
was  a  consul's  clerk,  who  merely  perform-  Erjvpt,  the  lion,  ifcniber  ob>(  i  .l  I  tl;;Ll  tlici 


od  giibordinatc  dt^ties  under  the  direction 
of  tho  embassy;  and  the  only  reason  he 
gart  liim  the  nnk  of  .contnl  was,  that  it 
would  better  enablo  him  to  pedbnn  certain 
duties  of  routine;  but  ho  was  not  an  inde- 
peudcnt  officer,  who  received  instructions 
mm  the  Secretary  of  State,  but  simply  a 
cunstd's  clerk,  attached  to  the  embassy  of 


office  of  consul-general  at  iSyna  iiad  been 
abolished,  and  tiiat,  therefore,  the  samo 
oourse  migbt  be  adopted  at  £gypt.  After 
tho  campaign  in  1841,  previoiat  to  whiela 
it  was  important  to  have  an  officer  irt 
Syria,  not  merely  c<Kiimercial,  but  poUu- 
cal,  wiib  liie  rtak  of  oootal-geiMru,  be 
thought  tbe  tame  reaaon  no  longer  emted* 


Paris.     Xow,  with  rc<xar(l  to  the  Consuls   and  he  took  advantaiiG  of  the  vacancv  in 


in  Wn^1;ichia,  Scrvia,  and  Moldav:;i,  they 
ail  liad  duties  more  of  a  political  than  of 
a  peculiarly  commenial  nature;  and  thoae 


the  olKce  of  the  cmhnsey  nt  Constanti- 
uoplo  to  transfer  to  that  capital  tho  Consul 
in  Syria.    But  the  same  ground  did  not 


proTincet  were  pacta  of  the  worid  in  whidi  apply  to  Egypt.  It  stood  in  a  very  differ- 
there  wore  countries  of  very  considerable  i  ent  political  position  to  S  vria.  Egypt  was 
interest,  and  therefore  it  was  important  to  t  governed  by  a  Fasha,  who  was  hereditary, 
have  persons  who  were  qualified  to  give  |  and  did  not  stand  in  the  same  rolatiaa 

both  political  and  eommereial  information.  |  to  the  Porte  as  other  Pashas.    He  had 

It  did  so  happen  that  one  officer  was  ab-  to  pay  a  fixed  tribute  to  the  Porto,  rceeiv- 
sent  on  account  of  ill  health,  at  the  period  |  the  revenues  into  his  own  treasury — ' 
to  which  tho  hon.  Member  adverted;  but ,  and  he  was,  therefore,  not  to  say  iudc< 


it  was  not  expeetod  that  every  offioer,  sta- 1  pmdent,  bnt  to  a  eertain  extent  goref- 

tioned  in  a  Soteiga  country,  should  per>  nor-in-ehitf  of  the  province  of  which  he 


petually  roinnin  at  their  posts — they  must 
occasionally  have  leave  of  absence,  either 
in  regard  to  private  affiyrs,  or  on  aeeovnt 
of  ill  health.  If  oonaala  were  aeTtr  al- 
lowed to  move  from  their  respective  sta- 
tions iintil  no  events  of  interest  happened, 
they  would  be  put  to  the  greatest  iueun- 
Tenience.  The  hon.  Member  taid  that 
the  Consul  Qenertl  atCoottaiitiiiople  onght 
to  have  liis  pay  reduced,  because,  nt  a 
former  period,  he  (Lord  Palmerston)  in- 
tended to  abolish  tbe  appmntment.  Like 
tbe  hon.  Member,  he  had  an  impression  at 
one  period  that  the  offirc  might  be  dis- 
pensed with;  but,  on  further  examination, 
lie  was  tiulislied  with  regard  to  the  import- 
ance of  the  officot  and  that  it  was  right 
and  proper  for  the  public  interest  to  main- 
tain the  Consul  General  at  Constantinopk. 
The  salary  he  received,  looking  to  ^e  im- 
portance of  his  duties,  was  not  mora  ^aa 
he  was  fairly  entitled  to.  With  regard  to 
Smymn,  the  hon.  Member  said  the  Consul 
received  a  year,  and  that  as  the  Com- 
mittee oil  Offipial  Salaries  recommended 
500k,  he  thought  the  snm  ought  to  be 
leduced  to  that  amount,  as  a  model  for 
the   salaries  of   all  other   consuls.  He 


was  Pasha.  Tho  Consul  General  in  Ej^ypt 
had  political  and  judicial,  as  well  as  com" 
mereial  dotiet  to  perform,  and  bis  potithn 
was,  in  many  rospeeti,  ardnoua  and  ra- 
"ponsible.  Moreover,  E,£ryi>t  ""as  now  the 
great  thoroughfare  for  English  travellers 
passing  to  and  from  India,  and  tbe  Consul 
General  had  dntiea  of  hospitality  devolnng 
upon  him  that  materially  infringed  on  hia 
income.  With  regard  to  Tripoli,  he  in- 
tended to  abolish  tiiat  C<Misul  Generalship, 
and  was  only  waiting  for  anthentae  infor* 
mation  as  to  the  length  and  period  of  the 
services  of  tho  gentleman  who  Timv  lirld 
the  office,  in  order  that  it  might  be  pre- 
ciseiy  determined  to  what  sum  he  was  en> 
titled  on  the  abofition  of  the  oflke.  MHth 
respeet  to  the  Oomala  General  for  South 
America,  they  were  diplomatic  mvl  poli- 
tical officers,  as  well  as  commercial  othcers. 
Tbe  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  know  wbj 
a  larger  salary  waa  given  to  the  Ceatu 
General  at  Monte  Video  than  at  Buenos 
Ayre'^,  The  reason  was,  that  at  Buenos 
Ayre^  there  was  a  Minister  ricnipoten- 
tiary,  and  tbe  Coasnl  waa  merely  a  com- 
mercial officer ;  whereas  the  Consul  at 
Monte  Video  had  duties  of  a  diplomatic 


(LordPalmerstouj  believed  tiiat  the  Consul  |  and  political,  as  weU  as  of  a  commercial 
would  tell  him  that  the  6001.  a  year  was  a  eharaeter  to  perform,  and  aeted  in 

 II  I    :j  *  j.t  J_*;  r^i  j.  .i«Ade-*  nrs^L  _ 


very  small  salary,  considering  the  dnties  j  sense  as  a  Charge  d'AfimiM.  With 

he  had  to  perfomi.    There  was  great  com-  to  the  Consul  General  at  Venezuela,  that 


merce  at  Stnyma,  and,  having  rej^urd  tolgCDtlomaa  had  very  lately  rendered  moat 
Viscount  Palmerston  ' 


Digitized  by  Google 


96a 


(lealinfT  vr^th 


{3m,Y  17,  1851} 


Supply. 


signal  sprrice  in  dealing  with  the  Vene- 
zuelan GoverDiucnt  upon  a  matter  of  gieat 
inlontti  and  iroporteaM  to  die  British 
merchants.     By  lli  ■   enactments  known 
always  to  the  Venezuelans  as  the  hi^  of 
deHpair,  tho  dobts  due  to  British  creditors 
ImuI  been  doomed  by  the  Bxeeulive  Ckmrrn- 
ment  to  confiscation.    But  owing  chiefly 
to  the  exertions  of  tho  Con'^nl  ('orforal, 
the  law  of  despair  bad  been  aunuUed,  and 
it  WM  to  be  hoped  Aat  tbey  mndd  boob 
receive  intelligence  that  the  claims  of  the 
British  merchants,  who  were  likely  to  be 
serere  sutirerers  from  that  enaotpient,  bad 
been  aetded  ia  »  MtisiMtory  aiumer. 
With  regard  to  tho  Consuls  in  North 
America,  the  salaries  of  two  of  them — 
those  at  Boston  and  New  York — had  been 
tlreody  rednee.   The  fedartloii  bad  beea 
eTon  carried  to  a  point  which  at  a  first 
glance  might  appear  too  low;  but  this  had 
been  done  m  eeosiderataoa  of  the  lai|^ 
enMrant  of  fees  vlueh  the  Comnle  et  Aeae 
ports  nem  «i^tled  to  leeeive.  Should 
there  be  any  falling-ofF  in  tho  amount  of 
the  fees,  such  a  dtminution  <^  ineomo 
nigbt,  periMpe^  fbtnish  «  siitteieiit  reuon 
for  restoring  the  Consuls  to  their  original 
salaries.    The  Consul  Generalship  at  Al- 
giers had  been  abolished,  and  a  Cooaul 
iad  Yiee-Coiiiri  bad  been  mMtntod.  He 
wee  abovl  to  aboliah  die  Consul  General 
at  Tripoli;  and  the  Consul  General  at 
Syria  had  been  abolished  without  any  sub- 
ititstton  wbotieever.  AfbsramoatniiMrto 
and  careful  consideration  of  the  entire 
qn^ctinn,  ho  was  compelled  to  say  that  ho 
eoulii  see  no  reason  whatever  for  the 
rede«tioii8  proposed  by  the  ben.  Uembor. 
It  was  impossible  to  lay  down  any  general 
rule  "by  which  to  regulate  tho  precise  sa- 
lary to  be  paid  to  the  diiferent  Consuls. 
The  ainottiit  most  of  neeeasity  depend  on 
die  expeiiso  of  maintenance  in  various 
places,  nnd  in  the  number  and  nature  of 
the  duties  to  he  performed.  Sometimes 
die  Oonsvl  was  a  resident  nerehant,  with 
an  establishment  of  his  own,  and  conid, 
therefore,  afford  to  discbarge  the  duties  of 
the  consulate  at  a  much  smaller  cost  than 
m  petvon  who  had  been  specially  deputed 
mm  this  country  Ibr  that  purpose.  The 
sppfinl  etrrTtm stances  of  each  particular 
caso  must,  in  every  instance,  regulate  tho 
•nowanee*  a«d  It  was  impoaaible  to  lay 
doimaii  ioiexiblenile  on  the  subject.  He 
could  onlv  «nv,  in  conclusion,  that  tho  snb- 
iect  of  consular  expenses  was  one  that 
bad  at  all  timee  eomiaaiidad  Ua  aoriona 


attention,  nnd  thai  it  should  i^iU^nys  con- 
tinue to  do  BO.  Ue  would  endeuvoui* 
beneefofwawU  as  be  bad  ever  done*  to 
keep  down  tho  expenses,  by  abolishing  all 
f  ffifos  that  wore  not  absolutely  essential, 
and  by  reducing  such  galurieti  as  might 
appear  to  be  greater  thaft  was  neeesaary. 

M"u.  ALCOCK:  felt  bound  to  express 
his  dissatisfaction  nt  tho  conduct  of  tho 
Consul  General  at  ii^eru.  Ue  thought  it 
the  doty  of  a  Goostil  to  esert  himMlf  to 
facilitate  commercial  nffoirs.  Bat  in  tho 
case  of  Peru,  in  the  important  article  of 
guano,  the  Consul  had  not  dotic  his  duty. 
A  monopoly  was  kept  up  by  tho  PeruTiaa 
Government.  Tho  importation  was  all 
but  cheeked,  in  consequence  of  the  heavy 
duty  placed  ou  the  article,  which  would 
ael  hsnro  been  the  oase  had  the  Oonsid 
exerted  himself.  He  wished,  therefore* 
that  the  British  Consul  General  at  Lima 
and  the  Government  at  home  would  uso 
HMht  iadnenoe  to  break  up  that  monopoly, 
which  had  the  effect  of  maintaining  the 
present  high  price  of  Peruvian  guano;  and 
he  thought  that  by  the  imposition  of  very 
high  eoalmna  dntiea  on  that  arUde,  the 
Chunoellor  of  tho  Exchequer  would  be  able 
to  bring  the  Govenuaeait  of  Fern  to  its 
senses. 

ViBOomn  FALMBBSTON :  I  can  aa- 

soro  mj  hon.  Frii<rad  and  the  Committee 
that  if  gtmno  is  not  more  plentiful  in  this 
country,  the  fault  does  not  rest  with  the 
Oonsnf  General  at  Pern,  and  indeed  I  nutj 
with  all  sincerity  add,  that  still  less  doea 
it  rest  with  mo.        is  now  two  or  three 

Crs  since  the  rigtit  hon.  Baronet — whose 
we  idl  so  much  deplore— Sir  Robert 
Peel,  who  took  more  interest  in  the  pros- 
perity  of  agriculture  than  many  gave  him 
credit  for — applied  to  mo  to  persuade  tho 
PeniTiaa  Ooremment  not  to  oontinne  that 
monopoly,  which  they  now  adhere  to,  but 
to  permit  guano  to  bo  imported  into  this 
country  in  greater  abundance.  Wo  made 
die  attempt  twioe*  hut  witbont  aneeeaa. 
The  Peruvian  Government  represented  that 
the  sale  of  guano  here  supplie*!  them  with 
the  means  of  paying  their  bondholders, 
and  that  dMy  eonU  not  iaeroaae  die  anp- 
pl . .  for  that  if  diey  did,  the  price  wonU 
fail,  and  they  would  consequently  be  una- 
ble to  fulfil  their  engagements.  1  am  very 
far  from  saying  that  this  was  a  just  or  snf- 
fiment  reason,  or  that  in  persuing  this 
eonrsc  the  Peruvian  Qovernmcnt  acted  in 
the  manner  best  calculated  to  promote 
eren  their  own  interetta.  On  the  eontrary, 
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I  believe  that  oTen  wiib  a  Ytetv  to  their  i  Mr.  URQUHART  objected  to  the 
oini  adratitnge,  their  policj  wa«  a  moai  |  Vote  for  the  saUiy  of  Sir  Jameo  Brodca 
mistakoi  one,  for  a  larger  consumption  of 

gnnno  would  Imve  supplied  them  with  in- 
creased means  for  jmying  their  debts. 
Whether  the  course  suggested  bj  the  hon. 

Member  would  operate  beneficially  on  the 
Peruvian  Government,  or  cause  a  larger 


aa  British  Consul  at  Borneo,  and  Governor 
of  Labuan,  on  the  ground  that  he  had 
been  engaged  in  commercial  transactions 
since  bis  appointment  to  thatejSee. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that, 

as  Consul,  Sir  James  Brooke  had  carried 


importation  of  guano,  is  another  question.  ;  on  negotiations  with  the  Goyemment  of 
I  confess  to  some  donbtb  on  the  subject ;  the  kingdom  of  Siam,  and  otber  Statea* 


for  eertainly  the  idea  of  imposing  a  prohi- 
bitory duty  on  an  article  with  a  view  to 
obtain  a  large  supply  of  it.  is,  to  say  the 
least  of  it,  nev  and  imnsnal.  And  I  ean> 
not  help  exprasnng  it  as  my  opinion,,  that 
if  the  proposed  prrdiibition  were  to  deprive 
the  Peruvian  Government  of  the  means  of 
payitig  their  debts,  the  Perorian  Ckyrera" 
nicnt  would  be  likely  to  submit  to  that 


deprivation  witli  nnirli  ijrcMtor  fortitude  than  |  actions  K 


He  was  not  aware  that  he  had  been  en- 

ga^ed  in  nnv  commercial  transactions. 

Mr.  URQUHART  was  not  satisfied 
with  the  general  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord,  as  he  bad  evidence  to  prore  that 
Sir  James  Brooke  had  been  engaged  in 

trade.   

Mr.  HAWES  said,  that  Sir  Jamea 
Brooke  might  have  been  engaged  in  trans- 


enrmc  trio  rhni-rir 


the  agriculturists  of  England  would  exhibit 
tn  beinc^  deprived  of  gnano. 

Ur.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  he  com- 
plained of  tho  consulnr  establishments  of 
the  country  generally,  as  being  salaried 
upon  an  extraragant  scale.  He  saw  no 
use  in  a  consular  establiehnHjat  both  at 

Alexandria  aiul  ut  Cairo  ;  and  he  thought  '  Extraordinary  E-tpcnses, 
that  one  instead  of  the  twu  would  be  suth- 1    Mr.  EWART  wished  to  know  whether 
cient  for  all  necessary  purposes.    If  onr  the  suggestions  he  bad  made  on  a  pra- 


ter of  tradin<^ 
transactions  before  he  was  Governor  of 
Labnan;  bnt  he  bad  the  dbttnet  assnranca 
of  Sir  Jaiucs  Brooke  himself  that,  sbce 
that  time,  he  had  been  engaged  in  no  com- 
mercial transaetious  whatever. 
Vote  a^ned  lo. 

(2. )  1 6,000{.,  Ministers  atFordgn  Conrta, 


Consul  General  of  Egypt  indulged  in  hos 
pitality,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  stated,  he 
thought  the  taxpayers  of  this  couoti^  ou^bt 
not  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  for  it.  He 
would  support  the  Motion  ef  his  bon. 
Friend  opposite. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that 
howorer  it  might  be  thongbt  unfair  to  tax 
the  people  of  this  country  for  the  bospi- 
tnlity  of  the  Consuls  in  Egypt,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  stiU  more  unfair 


vious  occasion,  which  had  been  assented  to 
by  tlio  nol)le  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  concerning  the  necessity  of 
examining  tho  eandt&teo  for  diplematie 
offices  as  to  tlieir  qualifications  for  such 
offices,  had  vet  been  carried  into  effect  ? 

Viscousx  PALMERSTON  repUed.  that 
he  quite  agreed  in  the  suggesUons  that  bad 
been  made  by  his  bon.  Friend,  and  could 
only  ]ilorid  as  an  excuse  for  not  having 
carried  them  into  effect,  the  overwhehiiing 


that  the  Consols  themselrea  dionld  be  pressnre  of  business  daring  the  present 


taxed  for  that  hospitality  which  tbej  were 
in  a  manner  compelled  to  show  towards 
Enj^ltsh  visitors  in  that  country. 

Mr.  LENNARD  be^^gcd  to  ask  if  then 
would  be  any  objection  to  Jajing  before 
the  House  for  the  future  a  statement  of 
the  amount  of  fees  received  by  the  differ- 
ent Consuls  ?  The  Consul  at  Rome  was 
in  the  receipt  of  a  large  inoome  from  fees, 
of  which  nothing  whatever  was  known. 

Vii,(joDNT  FALMERSTON  said,  ho  bad 
no  objection  to  such  a  statement  being 


Session  of  Parliament.  He  quite  agreed 
that  tho  candidntrs  for  diplomatic  offices 
ought  to  be  subjected  to  some  test  of  the 
nature  that  was  proposed,  and  trusted  that 
by  tlie  next  Session  he  sbonld  be  able 
to  satisfv  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mil,  W.  WILLIAMS  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
state  of  the  diplomatic  establishment  in 
Greece.  Bcpidrs  the  salaries  of  the  diplo- 
matic officers,  there  was  a  charge  of  Q5i)L 
for  translation  and  otber  extra  expenses. 


made.    No  part  of  those  fees  were  inclu-  He  could  not  oonceire,  either,  the  necessity 


dcd  in  the  Vote  asked  from  the  Com- 
mittee, 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  43  ; 
Noes  153  ;  Majority  110. 

VUeount  Pohimtlcn 


for  having  n  Minister  with  2,075/.  per 
annum — besides  other  officers — for  such  a 
petty  State  as  Wurtembur;^.  There  were 
also  extra  ebargas  amounting  to  5881.  for 
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the  diplomatic  establishment  of  that  State, 
fle  thought  the  expenses  of  our  estab- 
lisbinent  at  Buonos  Ayres  were  also  too 
great. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that 
there  were  many  documents,  statistical  and 
cotnnicrcial,  which  the  Ministers  were 
obligeil  to  send  over  to  tbia  comitrf  ,  wbich 
required  greftt  labour  in  tbeir  preparation, 
and  for  which  several  persons  had  to  bo 
employed  in  translating,  copying,  (fcc. 
With  regard  to  Wurtemburg,  that  was 
one  of  the  States  belonging  to  the  0«iv 
&ian  Confederation,  and,  as  such,  was  of 
peculiar  importance,  o?j>ocially  in  tlio  state 
io  rfhich  Germany  had  been  placed  tor  the 
hit  two  jenrs.   The  Minister  at  Buenos 


mcnt,  in  which  the  head  of  thr  cmlin^^sics, 
or  the  heads  of  the  Govci ninoiit,  did  not 
interfere,  and  iu  which  it  was  necessary 
to  employ  dragomen. 

Mr.  URQUHART  said,  he  objeeted  very 
much  to  the  emploj  mcnt  of  drogomen  (not 
English)  in  State  matters  re<^utriug  con- 
lidenee  and  seenritj.  He  did  not  consider 
the  explanadon  of  the  noblo  Lord  at  aU 
satisfactory. 

Vote  agreed  to;  08  were  also  the  follow- 
ing Votes : — 

(3.)  108,205l.»  Superannuation  Allow- 
ancea. 

(4.)  3,7507.,  Toulonese  and  Oorsioan 
Emigrants,  ^c. 
(5.)  2,0082.,  Vaecine  Establishment. 


Ayres  bad  to  draw  an  extra  sum  of  money  :     (6.)  325/.,  Refuge  for  the  Destitute. 


OQ  account  of  some  evtei-^ijt"'  oiilcnlations 
dist  had  to  bo  luado  there  with  respect 
is  bills  of  exchange. 
Mr.  UEQUHART  said,  Tory  little  bad 


(7.)  4.4502..  Polish  Refugoes  and  Dis- 
tressed  Spaniards. 

(8.)  Miscellaneous  Allowances,  formerly 
on  the  Civil  List,  Hereditary  Revenue, 


been  done  to  make  Englishmen  the  direct  I  &c 

mode  of  communication  between  the  MI-  '  The  CHANCELLOR  of  tiik  KXCTTE- 
nisters  of  the  Forte  and  this  country.  l^R  said,  the  item  for  Disscutiug  Aiiu- 
The  Turkish  Mmisters,  as  well  as  the  |  isters  had  been  frequently  objected  to  in 


noble  Lord  (Ytseonnt  Palmerston),  oom- 

municated  in  the  French  Innguni^e.  He 
proposed  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  7501, 
hr  interpretation. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  it  was 
desirable  that  the  interpreters  in  Turkey 
should  be  British  born,  as  they  were  in 
iQO:»t  other  countries.  Som^  years  ago, 
be  bad  applied  to  the  Yiee-ChnnoeHors  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities  for  a 
strpnh'  of  yonn^^  men  for  the  embassies, 
irtio  were  good  linguists,  and  could  supply 
in  Tarkcr,  for  instance,  the  place  of  the 
present  aracomen.  The  Vice'Chanodlors 
I'M  endeavoured  to  supply  that  want,  and 
he  Ijnpod  that  when  vncancics  occurred  in 
the  otiico  of  dragoman  on  the  Turkish  em- 
Wy,  to  be  able  to  stipply  their  places 
irith  EnglishiDMi ;  but  it  would  not  be 
fi^lit  or  proper  to  displace  the  present 
Occupants  of  that  oflke.  K  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford  bad  meant  to  in- 
^sste  that  the  head  of  oor  embassy  in 
Constrtntinoplc  was  not  qualified  to  com- 
ujunicato  in  the  French  language,  lie  was 
much  mistaken,  for  Sir  Stratford  Canning 
a  complete  mast^  of  the  French 
tongue,  the  ordinary  language  of  diplo- 
macy. The  Grand  Vixior  and  the  Turkish 
Minister  of  Foreign  Aifairs  both  spoke 
I^reneb.  But  there  were  many  matters 
which  passed  between  our  Embassy  at 
Cogalaatbople  and  the  Turkish  Govern- 


that  House,  and  the  QoTomment  had  come 

to  the  determination  not  to  propose  such 
an  item  hereafter.  Ho  hoped,  however, 
that  as  no  notice  of  the  withdrawal  of  tho 
Vote  bad  been  given  to  the  parties  in« 
tercsted,  tho  Committee  would  have  no  ob- 
jection to  agree  to  the  present  Vote. 
^  Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  had  great  objec- 
tions to  the  Vote.  He  would  more  that 
the  Chairman  report  progress. 

Mr.  HIJ^DLHY  1  inped  tliat  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  satisfied  with  the  ex- 
planation given  by  the  right  hon.  Chan- 
cellor of  ^e  Exchequer.  Ho  was  sure 
that  the  determination  of  the  Govornmcnt 
not  to  propose  the  item  for  the  relief  uf 
Dissenting  ministers  would  be  satisfactory 
to  the  Dissenting  interest. 

Mr.  KERSHAW  thought  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  a  course  which  was  wise, 
and  for  which  ho  was  exceedingly  thank- 
ful. He  hoped  that  the  GoTetnmont  would 
be  true  to  their  promise,  as  to  the  with- 
drawal of  tlie  item  in  question. 

Colonel  SIBTIIOUP  did  not  care  for 
the  promises  of  Govcruoient,  and  hoped 
that  the  Committee  would  be  divided,  espe- 
cially as  he  objected  to  the  proceeding 
with  the  business  at  this  hour  [a  quarter 
to  ouo  o'clockj  in  tho  morning.  The 
right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
threatened  the  House,  the  other  evening, 
that  if  they  did  not  pass  the  Votes  tbey 
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Imporialiuiis  of 


would  be  detained  until  the  middle  «rf ! 
August.  Well,  he  did  not  ove  if  they 
vrere;  he  had  nothing  else  to  4o  tiMUi  bis 
duty  ill  tliat  House.  Tlic  fact  was,  that 
the  Grovcrument  wanted  a  nice  comfoi'table 
prorogation,  and  to  pockot  their  salaries. 

Mb.  LUSHIN6T0N  bid,  y«Mr  after 
jMVt  made  objections  lo  tbe  Vote  foir  the 
snpport  of  Dissenting  ministers,  and  ho 
had  come  down  to  the  House  that  erooing 
fyr  the  purpose  of  nnewmg  Irie  proteet 
against  it.  How6Ter,  after  wbat  be  bad 
heard  the  right  bon.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  say,  he  thought  it  would  he  xm- 
Teammable  if  he  should  say  any  thing  on 
the  subject  at  present.  He  had  reason  to 
tliink  that  a  2:rt'.at  bo'ly  of  the  Dissenters 
would  he  verj'  weil  satisfied  with  the  course 
prupased.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  his 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lambeth 
would  not  persevere  in  his  Motion. 

Mr.  W.  WTLLTA^rS  Imd  received  so 
many  roprcscu  tat  ions  from  all  parts  of  the 
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MiNi-TBs.]  PcDuc  Bills.— 1*  CMau«f  i 

Re|nlntion  Aei  AmmKhnent. 
2*  lnh»bita4  Hotm  I>ut7 ;  Turnpike  Aoim 
Conttniuuioe  ;  Turupiku  Trusts  Arr*uj;<.iiiciu  ; 
United  Churcb  of  Ei^gland  imd  Ireland; 
ChumlMfl  and  C!liap«ls(Iraaii8) ;  Eodastastieal 

3*  Militia  ballots  ^^uspeoaion ;  Aasessed  TmxieB 
;  PlAUs  W«dE^  FIUMrisai4a. 


The  East,  of  STEADRROKS  feamii- 
eel  petitions  from  aiillers  in  tba  ewikk  of 

Ireland,  and  also  from  millers  in  the  Isle  of 
Ely,  Hereford,  Nottingham,  and  I^orthamp- 
ioaabire,  praying  for  the  iiapoiirioa  of  a 

duty  upon  the»importation  of  foreign  floor. 
The  noble  Earl  observed  tliat  the  millers  in 
the  south  and  west  of  Ireland,  were  greatlj 
reduced  in  otnmmataDeea,  m  eoiise<{aHiee 
of  the  enormow  impoi'tations  of  fordga 


uiaij  7    1  Wirt  v^vuvuiiuiia  ti  vtu  Ull  uai  LQ  Vtiu     n  i-i  ^i-  1  'IIJ 

 ^  *     .    .        .,      .      *  I  flour  which  were  tnUuia;  inace  in  ireiaod. 

country  agamat  tbe  item  m  question,  that  :  :V2i  ^au 


he  bad  felt  it  his  duty  to  object  to  it 
nowcver,  as  the  Oovemment  bad  pro- 
misod  that  this  should  be  the  last  year  ' 
that  they  voald  ask  for  it,  be  woold  not 
offer  it  any  opposition.    There  were,  how- 
ever, other  items  in  the  Yoto  to  wbicb  be 
objected,  and  he  therefore  hoped  that  tbe 
Committee  would  not  prooeed  fardierinth 
ibeoe  Votee  on  the  presoit  oeeaoioii. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

(9.)  650?.  Foundling  Hospital,  Dublin. 

The  CUANCilLLUR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  determined  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  reduce  the  grants  to  theDabhn 
hospitals,  with  the  exception  of  two,  to 

which  medical  schools  were  attaclied.  The  ibad  increased  cnormouitiy. 


He  understood  that  there  were  321  aaiUs  of 
the  first  class  in  Irekmd,  asd  tbat  iSie 
capital  invested  in  them  ninounted  to 
o.t  iOO/JOO?.  The  result  of  tbe  legislation 
of  Parliament  in  the  last  few  years  had 
hecn  to  impoverish  the  milling  trade,  aad  tt 
deprive  a  large  nnmber  of  peraons  of  their 
omploymcnt.  Tbe  petitioners  in  Eugltmd 
and  Ireland  denied  that  there  was  any 
want  of  skin  on  ^eir  part  ia  the  mana£aa> 
ture  flf 'fleur,  Iwt  Hut  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  compete  Buccessfully  with  the 
foreign  millers  under  the  pr&ieut  system. 
He  was  assured  that  the  quantity  of  wheat 
now  gi'own  in  Ireland  was  ouich  less  ^aa 
nsual,  while  tbe  imports  of 


fever  ward  at  the  House  of  Industry  would 
still  oontiiiue  to  receive  tiw  4imiairfied 

allowance. 

Mr.  CiIKXJAX  inquired  whether  tbe 
Govcmmeut  would  lay  on  the  table  of  the 
HouM  ibe  recommendation  of  ibe  Lord 
Lieutenant,  with  reference  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  tbe  gryitB  to  tbe  Dublin  hos- 
pitals. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  letter  of  tbe  Lord 
Lieutenant,  containing  the  reoommeilda- 
tion,  was  not  a  public  one. 

Vote  af/ned  to. 

House  resumed  ;  ResoliiUoos  to  he  re- 
ported To-morrow. 

Tho  House  adjomnad  at  a  'Quarter  ba> 
tote  Two  o'eloclc 


Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  it  would  be 
■apeewMc  to  give  protection  to  the  miller, 

without  also  recognising  the  claim  of  tbe 
farmer  to  protection.  He  was  fur  from 
denyiAg  that  there  wab  at  prescut  great 
dkareas  among  tlie  mifleca  ia  the  south  <d 
Ireland;  and  it  must  be  remembered  that 
they  could  not  have  the  sann^  advantages 
as  tho  miUera  of  Loadon  uud  Dublin  and 
oBieriaiyeyirte,  wbesaibflM  waa  access  to 
enormons  importations  of  forcii»n  gi  aiu.  He 
protested  ngainj^t  any  attempt  by  legisla- 
tion to  imprifve  tbe  couditiou  the  miliars 
aaadaea.  Ualoee -fhe  aoUe  Lord  eoald 
prove  that  the  manufacturer  of  flour  waa 
in  a  diti'ercut  position  from  the  manufao- 
turor  of  any  other  fitushed  <arttcle,  he  made 

out  no      wbetever.  He  did  «et  tUalc* 
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li«wiMr«  tb*t  the  tnid«  «f  tke  nillMs  gre- 

uerallj  was  so  bad,  seeing  tbat  though 
tbere  was  a  large  importation  of  foroi^ 
flour,  there  was  a  back  set  iu  the  increased 
importetion  of  foMign  gnMn,  whkk  miiit 
KO  to  the  miller. 

Loiii)  RKDESDALE  said,  tbere  were 
some  (Kiints  couuectod  with  tbb  question 
of  the  nillen,  that  ought  to  bo  fully  con- 
Mdered.  One  point  wm,  whether  it  was 
not  desirable  to  encourage  the  importation 
of  grain,  rather  than  of  flour.  One  ad- 
TAOtage  of  importing  grain  would  be,  that 
the  bran  could  bo  used  for  feeding  cattle. 
At  present  there  was  a  premium  on  the 
importation  of  flour.  lie  thought  this  was 
a  qneetioii  altogether  eepwate  from  the 
question  of  free  trade. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  remarked  that 
there  M  as  now  duublo  the  quantity  of  grain 
«nd  the  same  quantity  of  flour  imported 
that  were  imported  iu  1847  and  184o. 

Earl  GREY  .saiJ,  tlic  importation  of 
grain  or  flour  was  a  question  entirely  for 
we  partiee.  It  wae  not  the  bueiness  of 
ihe  Legislature  or  the  Gorerament,  to  in- 
fluence the  ])arties  one  way  or  the  other. 
Ail  they  had  to  do  was,  to  take  care  that 
the  yery  email  doty  thej  laid  on  was  in  a 
£yr  proportion,  so  that  t\wy  levied  the 
earae  dut}'  on  flour  as  on  wheat,  and  then 
the  parties  must  choose  for  themselves 
which  they  imported. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  presented 
petitions  from  We^t  Norfolk,  Waterford, 
Armagh,  Athlone,  and  other  places,  with 
the  same  prayer.  He  aaauied  their  Lord- 
ships that  the  greatest  ahirm  oootinucd  to 
be  felt  in  Ireland,  in  consequence  of  the 
still  increasing  importations  of  foreign 
:flonr.  The  importations  within  the  last 
fire  months  exceeded  tlioso  of  the  similar 
period  of  1S"0  by  1,301 1,000  cwtd.  Up- 
wards of  25,000  families  were  dependent 
ibr  a  aQbsiatenoe  on  the  milling  trade  in 
'Ireland,  and  if  the  land  were  thrown  out 
of  wheat  cultivation,  they  would,  of  course, 
lose  the  sourcea  of  their  employment.  He 
HBderstoed  that  a  leu  quantity  of  wheat 
was  sown  during  the  present  jear  Aan  for 
many  years  past,  ond  that  in  one  county 
alone,  the  falling-off  was  equal  to  11,000 
aotes.  Ireland  was  at  one  time  noted  as 
AOom-growiog  country;  but  the  courae  of 
recent  legislation  had  been  so  liostilc  to 
the  production  of  native  corn,  that  whole 
diatnets  which  were  once  devoted  to  the 
eolture  of  wheat  were  now  covered  with 
gross,  and  the  agneultural  population  worr- 
Syiog  by  hundreds  and  thousands  from  a 


eoQatry^lMn  fhej  eouid  no  longer  pt-aetise 
those  arts  of  industry  to  which  they  had 
been  from  birth  habituated,  This  was  one 
of  the  principal  reasons  why  the  land  in 
that  unhappy  oountrj  was  every  day  falliug 
oat  of  cultivation,  and  why  the  populatHHft 
was  dwindling  away.  The  foct  was,  tbat 
by  the  free-trade  system,  a  blow  had  been 
8truek*at  the  prosperity  of  Ireland,  ftom 
which  it  was  not  likely  that  that  country 
would  ever  recover.  Nor  would  England 
escape  unscathed  from  this  fatal  error,  for 
the  enormous  emigration  of  Irish  la* 
bourers  into  this  country  was  daily  de- 
pressin<r  the  labour  morket,  and  would  not 
fail  ultimately  to  operate  most  injuriously 
on  the  forthnes  of  the  EngKsh  labourer. 

LoaD  BERNE  RS  expressed  his  entire 
eoncurrence  in  the  sentiments  which  had 
lailen  from  the  noble  Earl.  It  wa»  his  firm 
belief  that  if  the  free-tradc  system  were 
not  altered,  neither  the  Irish  miller  nor  the 
English  farmer  would  be  able  to  oompeto 
with  the  foreigner. 

Petitions  rMd,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

INUABilKD  UULSE  DUTY  BILL, 

Order  of  the  Hajforthe  Second  Reading 

read. 

The  Matiqitess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  in  the  present  state  of  the  Uouse  he 
would  not  detun  their  Lordships  hmger 
than  to  state  that  this  was  a  Bill  to  relieve 
the  public  from  a  tax  of  a  much  more 
grievous  and  objectionable  character — the 
window  tax — ^for  Ihe  repeal  of  which  the 
country  had  been  calling  for  many  years. 
Tlie  amount  of  the  revenue  raised  hy  the 
window  tax  was  about  1,800,000/.,  and 
the  anticipated  roTenoe  to  be  raised  by  the 
house  tax  was  700,000^  He  was  opposed 
in  principle  to  any  relief  from  taxation 
which  imposed  one  tax  in  the  room  of  an- 
other; but,  looking  at  the  character  of  the 
tax  to  be  repealed,  and  that  which  the 
present  Bill  impo?5ed,  he  tliouglit  the  relief 
so  great  as  to  justify  the  measure  pro- 
posed. The  greatest  relief  that  would  be 
given  by  the  repeal  of  the  window  tax  and 
the  substitution  of  a  house  duty,  would  be 
in  the  great  agricultural  counties,  which 
would  be  reUeved  to  the  extent  of  three* 
fourths,  four-flfths,  and  six-sevenths,  dt 
what  they  at  present  paid.  Tlie  elasses 
who  would  next  be  benefltod  would  bo  the 
middle  and  poorer  classes  in  large  towns. 
The  noble  Marquess  concludt  d  hy  mmis^ 
that  the  Rill  be  read  a  Second  Time. 

Lobs  MO^'TEAULE  said,  this  tax 
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far  from  Mondering  this  to  be  vnjwt,  fcr 

such  liouses  woultl  produce  more  of  rent, 
if  bron'j;bt  into  thf  market,  than  tlie  man- 
sions ot  thu  rich  uud  noble.  He  foretold 
ihftt  there  would  be  hereafter  ae  great  % 
struggle  on  this  house  tax  as  upon  the 
former  one.  IIo  also  anticipated,  that  if 
there  were  admitted  to  be  a  necessity  for 
retaiaiDif  ihe  inceme  tax  permanentlj, 
there  was  no  excuse  for  refushig  to  re- 
medy the  anomalies  incident  to  it.  He 
deprecated  the  principle  of  sacrificing  aa 
important  portion  of  the  permaaoDt  re- 
venue  because  it  was  unpopular,  and  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  financial 
arrangements  of  the  ^^ear.  He  could  not 
approve  of  theee  arraagenieiitB,  the  prao- 
tical  effect  of  wliich  was  that  the  property 
tax,  peculiarly  a  tax  for  a  period  of  public 
exigency,  was  substituted  iu  time  of  peace, 
and  without  modifieatioii,  in  the  place  of  » 
fixed  and  permanent  tax.  Let  the  property 


fbrmed  one  nahi  clement  in  tibe  fimmeial 

arrangements  of  the  year,  on  which  ho 
conid  not  help  animadverting.  It  appear- 
ed that  1,100,000^.  of  the  revenue  were 
now  to  be  aaerifieed;  but  upon  what  prin- 
ciple was  this  year's  budget  arranged? 
AVIiv.  permanent  taxation  was  remitted — 
that  upon  which  the  puhUc  credit  mainly 
depended — and  temporary  revenue  waa  r^ 
tained;  and  of  this  temporary  taxation,  the 
income  tax,  by  an  Amendment  forced  npon 
the  Government,  was  retained  for  one  vcar 
only.  On  the  one  hand  1,100,000^  of 
permanent  revenue  were  thus  sacrificed; 
and  on  the  other,  more  than  5,000,000/, 
of  income  tax  was  renewed  for  a  year,  so 
that  in  the  event  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons not  renewing  it  again,  there  must  he 
a  permanent  deficit  exceeding  4,000,000/. 
He  observed  that  even  the  noble  Marquess 
waa  sensible  of  the  inoonvenience  generally 
attending  the  substitution  of  one  tax  for 

another,  even  although  the  tax  substituted  tax  be  perpetuated,  if  it  were  thought  no- 


migiit  be  less  obnoxious  than  the  one  re 
moved.  This  might  he  found  to  apply  to 
the  substitution  of  a  home  tax,  for  the 
window  tax.  He  warned  his  noble  Friend 
that  the  public  mind  was  peculiarly  con- 
stituted in  respect  to  taxation :  it  was  sb- 
gularly  sensitive  to  the  inconveniences  of 
existing  taxation-^asily  ohliHous  of  the 


cessary;  but  let  it  not  be  renewed  from 
year  to  year  in  this  way,  aecompanied  by 
the  repeal  of  permanent  taxes,  and  at  A 
sacrifice  of  the  financial  interests  of  the 
country.  He  objected  also  to  the  exemp- 
tion of  all  houses  under  201.  per  annum; 
as  he  always  had  objected  to  the  nemp- 
tion  from  the  ine'im<»  tax  of  incomes  under 


evils  ot  taxation  remitted;  and  be  predict- 1 150/.  a  year — a  proposition  which  appear 
ed  that  objections  would  soon  l»e  urged  ed  to  him  (in  the  abstract)  perfectly  Ja- 


against  the  new  house  tax — the  more  be- 
cause the  tax  was  new.  Indeed,  for  his 
own  part,  past  experience,  whilst  acting 
under  Lord  Althorp,  taught  him  that  a 
house  tax  was  open  to  serious  objections; 
for  it  depended  on  valuation,  which  was 
always  open  to  dispute,  being  a  mat- 
ter of  opinion,  not  a  matter  of  fact ; 
whereas  the  number  of  windows  was  a 
plain  matter  of  fact.  He  believed  that 
the  remission  of  the  window  tax  would 
he  oomplained  of  as  ehtefly  leUevioff  the 
higher  order  of  houses,  espeeudly  large 
mansions  like  Longleat  or  Woburn  Ab- 
bey, wlieroas  the  bouse  tax  would  fall 


cobioical,  unjustifiahle,  and  unrcasonalde; 

for  it  countenanced  the  idea  that  persons 
who  did  not  possess  a  certain  amount  of 
inoome  were  to  be  relieved  from  contribut- 
ing  to  the  resources  of  the  State,  os  being 
not  interested  in  the  public  expenditure, 
and  deriving  no  advantage  from  the  Army, 
the  Navy,  and  the  judicial  establishments 
of  the  country.  As  to  the  income  and 
property  tax,  lie  must  again  repeat,  that 
if  they  intended  to  perpetuate  it,  they 
should  never  do  so  by  renewals,  for  these 
continual  rcne\valshad  the  effect  of  placii^ 
the  tax  itself  in  danger,  and  led  to  repeals 
of  other  taxation  that  produced  no  good  to 


lightly  on  such  houses;  so  that  the  new  the  general  interesta  of  the  eountry.  On 
house  tax  would  have  the  appearanee  of  |  all  these  grounds  he  objeeted  to  the  Bill, 

I— ^:  K  .1-  and  to  the  finanoal  arranigement  of  which 

it  formed  a  part. 

The  Babl  of  STRADBROEB  did  not 
approve  of  tho  Bill,  nor  of  the  exemption 
of  houses  under  20?.  a  year.  The  natural 
efi'ect  would  be  that  there  would  be  a  great 


bearing  more  hardly  on  tho  poorer  than 
on   the  richer  cl.^.s^es.    The  tax  would 
press  more  heavily  on  sttoh  houses  as  the 
White  Lion,"  or  the  "  King's  Arms," 

than  on  magnificent  mansions,  the  rate- 
able value  of  which  might  not  be  so 


great;  value  necessarily  depending  not  on  temptation  to  hu'tld  houses  of  small  value, 
the  cost,  size,  or  beauty,  hut  on  practical  and  persons  would  escape  the  tax  who 

cf>M<!ideration!;,  such  as  tho  returns  for  a  '  derived  large  incomes  from  that  class  of 
business,  connexinn,  situation,  (Sec.  Uo  was  j  houses,  ^while  those  whoso  houses  were 


Lord  Monteagle 


\ 
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ctf  •  Iftde  greater  Yalua,  and  w«re^  per- 
haps, less  wealthy,  would  pay.    There  was 

no  limit  to  the  injustice  of  this  principle 
when  once  admitted;  and  he  thought  such  a 
tax  sbould  be  pud  equally  by  aU  olasscs, 
as  all  were  equally  benefited  by  the  pro* 
tection  of  the  law  and  ihr^  police,  or  the 
naval  and  military  estabiishmenta  of  the 
eovntry. 

Eakl  grey  protested  against'the  accu- 
racy of  the  statement  that  the  wiTiflmr  tax 
was  to  be  repealed  because  it  was  uupojpu- 
lar,  and  net  beeawe  it  was  objectionaele. 
Inquiries  of  late  years,  in  which  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Shaftcpbnry) 
Lad  taken  so  active  a  part,  led  to  the  cou- 
elimon  that  the  eperatton  of  the  vindew 
tax  on  the  healtH  ef  the  people  made  it  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  it  should  be  re- 
pealed. In  substituting,  then,  another  tax 
on  the  dwellings  of  the  people,  no  fairer 
prineiple  eenld  be  adopted  than  to  make 
the  fnll  on  the  value  of  the  houses;  and 
he  believed  that  it  would,  eventually,  fall 
on  the  persons  most  able  to  bear  it,  the 
ground  tandlorde.  The  window  tax  was 
unpopular,  because  it  was  liable  to  decisive 
objections  on  the  score  of  health.  He  con- 
curred in  the  sentiments  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Monteagle)  regarding  the  ineooveni- 
ence  of  the  position  in  which  Government 
had  been  placed  by  the  income  tax  having 
been  voted  only  for  one  ^ear;  bnt  he  was 
willing  to  trust  to  the  deeure  of  the  country 
and  the  House  of  Commons  to  maintain  the 
national  credit.  He  had  formerly  expressed 
the  opinion  that  incomes  under  150i.  a  year 
ought  not  to  be  exempted,  and  that  opin- 
ion he  Btill  maintained.  There  were,  how- 
ever, fiscil  consideratioiii  to  bo  taken  into 
account^  and,  from  tho  difficulties  inter- 
Tening,  it  had  been  thought  scarcely  worth 
while  to  collect  the  tax  on  incomes  less 
than  1.^07.  He  could  never,  however,  im- 
derstaud  the  grounds  on  which  parties  who 
Iiad  money  in  the  Innde  had  the  ineome 
tax  returned  to  them,  beca\isc  their  in- 
comes were  said  to  ho  loss  than  150^.  a 
year.  He  would  in  like  manner  admit  that 
theiemisiioB  from  taxation  of  allhooMe 
under  201.  value  was  not  a  correct  prin- 
ciple; but  it  must  not  be  f'n<;otton  that 
there  would  have  been  a  groat  practical 
ineonvemenee,  if  in  eubstitutiogone  tax  for 
another  they  had  imposed  on  a  vast  num- 
ber of  persons  a  heavy  burden  to  which 
thoy  had  not  before  been  subjected. 

The  Babi.  of  SHAFTBSBURT  had 
sincere  pleasure  in  bearing  his  testimony 
to  the  important  service  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  rendered  the  country  by  repeal- 


ing the  vindew  dn^r*  The  tax  bad  inte^ 
fered  meet  eerioiuly  with  the  moral  and 

physical  well-being  of  the  people.  Now 
that  the  tax  was  repealed,  great  facilities 
would  be  afforded  for  improving  thei  dwd« 
linga  ef  the  working  classes,  and  from  soeh 

improvement  he  anticipated  that  gi'eat  good 
was  destined  to  accrue.  The  relief  was 
not  to  be  estimated  by  the  mere  money  re- 
lief.   The  window  tax  had  interfered  with 

the  npfrntionR  of  the  Society  for  Improvinrr 
the  Dwellings  of  the  Poor.  They  had  been 
obliged  to  eonatmet  a  great  nomber  <rf  so* 
parated  dwellings  nt  the  sacrifice  of  con- 
siderable expenditure,  whicli  might  to  a 
great  extent  have  boon  saved  had  they 
been  able  to  ereet  them  all  under  one  roof. 
In  the  case  of  one  bnildmg  with  fifty  ten- 
aTits  under  tlin  ?.Lme  roof,  the  window  tax 
would  have  added  about  702.  or  80^  to  the 
annual  rental.  The  relief  which  had  been 
afforded  was  great,  and  it  would  result  in 
increased  health  and  the  improved  moral 
condition  of  the  vast  proportion  of  the  com- 
munity. 

The  Marque-ss  of  LAXSDOWNB  con- 
curred with  the  noble  Earl  wholiad  just  sat 
down  as  to  the  improvement  in  the  sanitary 
condition  of  the  people,  which  must  neces- 
sarily reaolt  from  tfie  repeal  of  the  window 
duty. 

the  Di  ke  of  ARGYLL  said,  the  whole 
of  these  discussions  tended  to  a  mucli  larger 
view  of  the  subjeet  than  they  at  first  indi- 
cated, since  they  showed  the  infinite  diffi- 
culty of  adjusting  direct  taxation  upon  an 
equitable  principle.  The  income  tax  had 
been  originally  agreed  to  to  accomplish  * 
certain  purpose  —  namely,  the  repeal  of 
other  taxes;  bnt  now  that  that  object  had 
been  attained,  kc  did  not  think  they  bhould 
go  on  repealing  one  indirect  tax  after  an- 
other,  and  maintain  the  obnoxious  principle 
of  direct  taxation.  The  whole  of  these  con- 
versations and  the  objections  urged  a^inst 
tilis  and  all  ether  direet  taxation,  went  to 
show  that  we  must  found  the  finances  of 
this  coimtry,  in  the  main,  on  indirect  taxa- 
tion. So  far  as  his  (the  Duke  of  Argyll's) 
own  opinion  went,  he  was  not  a  Proteetion- 
ist;  at  the  same  time,  if  it  were  admitted 
that  the  finances  of  the  country  should  be 
iiiaiiily  raised  by  indirect  taxation,  we  must 
go  upon  this  broad  prineiple— that  small 
taxes  must  be  raised  over  the  largest  pos- 
sible surface;  we  must  tax  those  articles 
which  were  moat  extensively  used.  Tliere 
was  no  abstract  objeotion  whatever  to  a 
tax  upon  bread,  any  more  than  to  a  tax 
upon  light,  or  clotlK"?,  or  any  other  n:  ticie. 
All  taxes  were  in  tlicmselves  an  evil;  and 
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if  taxation  was  not  imposed  upon  the  prin-  | 
c'tpic  of  protection,  he  (ltd  not  know  upon  , 
what  abstract  ground  any  oue  coulJ  eajr ' 
thai  iDdtreet  tautfon  tlwiud  noi  b*  Tailed 
from  food.  TLc  question  was,  bow  yov 
eould  best  raise  a  sum  of  mouej  equitably 
from  ail  classes.  If  it  were  desireU  to 
raise  a  larger  som  from  tbe  ricli  tlunt  the 
poorer  classes — wliicb  was  ouly  reason- 
able— then  the  articles  used  by  the  rich 
should  bo  taxed — their  carriages,  horses, 
aervanto,  ke. ;  b«t  the  other  daaaea  of 
the  coinmuuity  should  not  be  exempted; 
but  there  should  be  raised  in  small  sums, 
upon  those  articles  wLicli  wore  universally 
used,  »  considenble  portion  of  the  taxa- 
tion of  this  country.  It  was  one  of  the 
evils  of  a  weak  and  feeble  Government 
making  its  way  through  tbe  storms  of 
opposing  and  divided  partieav  that  it  was 
unable  to  act  vpon  any  one  broad  principle 
of  finance,  and  that  it  had  to  resist  the 
pressure  against  an  unpopular  tax,  by 
Bubatitating  in  ita  atead  some  odier  tax, 
which  Government  itself  confcsBed  to  bo 
founded  on  a  false  and  erroneons  prin- 
ciple. 

The  Eabl  of  CABLISLE  did  not  rise 
to  defend  the  atrength  of  tbe  Qovemmmit, 

or  the  principle  of  dii*ect  taxation  ;  he 
wished  merely  to  observe  that  if  the  noble 
Biihe  intended  to  hold  ont,  as  a  means  of 
getting  rid  of  tiia  income  tax,  a  reimposi- 
tion  of  duty  upon  the  admission  of  food, 
he  would  not  do  much  to  advanee  the  views 
he  profeeaed,  when  be  aaid  he  waa  ae  Pro- 
t^tionist. 

On  Question,  Ile.<olvf'd  in  the  Afirwta- 
live  ;  Bill  read  2"  accordingly. 
Hooae  adjourned  to  Monday  neit* 


HOUSS  OF  COMMONS, 

FrUhv.  Julv  18, 1851. 

Mmnss.]    ruBLic  Eii.i.s.~-2*  Onad  JnsfCc  ^ 
(Ireland) ;  Poor  Relief  Act  ContiauaDce. 
d""  Victoria  Park  ;  Coprhold  and  IncLasuro  Com- 
nii-sjori<M-s  ;    t'liriritalilt>   InstituCioOf  Notices  : 
Tithe  Kent  Ciiarge  Am-ssment. 

DAVID  SALOMONS,  ESQ -TUE  OAIII  OF 
AbJU  RATION. 
David  Salomons,  esquire,  reitiraed  as 
ene  of  the  Members  for  the  Borough  of 
Grenwicl),  cam'^  ♦o  tl)e  Table,  Uj  be  eworn; 
and  being  tcudcred  tlio  ^ew  Testament  by 
the  Clerk,  stated  that  he  deaired  to  be 
aworn  on  tbe  Old  Testament : — Whereupon 
the  Clerk  reported  the  matter  to  Mr. 
iSpeaker;  and  Mr.  Speaker  asked  him  why 
ho  desired  to  be  sworn  on  the  Old  Teata- 
mt;  he  anawerad  boeanae  he  eoMideied 


it  binding  on  his  conscience;  Mr.  S|>oakcr 
then  desired  the  Clerk  to  s\Tcar  him  upon 
tbe  Old  Testament;  tbe  Clerk  handed  to 
him  die  OU  Teatament,  aad  tendered  him 
the  Oaths;  and  he  took  the  Oaths  of  Alle- 
giance and  Supremacy,  repeating  tbe  same 
after  the  Clerk;  tbe  Clerk  then  proceeded 
to  adminiater  the  Oath  «£  Abyaratioa, 
which  Mr.  Salomons  read  as  far  as  the 
words  "  upon  the  true  faitb  of  a  Christian," 
which  he  omitted,  concluding  with  tbe 
worda  **  So  help  one.  Gad:*'— 
[Mr.  Salouons  then  read  tbe  following 
declaration  from  a  paper  which  he  held 
in  his  hand,  and  then  pushed  over  to 
tbe  Clerk  at  the  TaUe '*  I  hava  now 
talten  the  oaths  in  the  form  and  with 
the  ceremonies  that  I  declare  to  be 
binding  on  my  conscience,  in  accord- 
aaoe  with  the  atatate  1  aad  2  ^letorta, 
cap.  105.    I  now  demand  to  subscribe 
the  oath  of  abjuration,  and  to  deelaca 
to  my  propertv  quaiitication."] 
And  the  Clerk  having  reported  to  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  Mr.  Salomons  had  omitted 
to  repeat  the  words  *'  upon  the  tnic  faith 
of  a  Christian,"  Mr.  Speaker  desired  Mr. 
Salomons  to  withdraw:— He  thereopoa. 
retired  from  the  Table,  and  sat  down  upoa 
one  of  the  lowor  benches;  upon  wliieh  Mr. 
Speaker  informed  him  tiiat,  not  having 
taken  tbe  Oath  of  Abjmntion  in  tbe  form 
prescribed  by  the  Act  of  Parliament,  awt 
m  the  form  in  which  the  Honsp  lin'I  upon 
a  former  occasion  expressed  its  opinion  that 
it  ought  ta  be  taken,  be  eouM  not  be  al- 
lowed to  faraain  in  tbe  Honaa,  hut  must 
withdraw :  — And  be  withdrew  accorJuigly. 

Sm  BENJAMIN  UALL  then  rose  and 
said  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  n^nested  by  tbe 
bon.  Member  for  Groenwieb,  who  baa  pre- 
sented himself  at  the  table  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  the  Oath  preacribed  by  the  Act 
of  ParliaaMst,  and  by  tbe  lorma  of  tfaia 
House,  and  who  baa  propoeed  to  take  that 
oath  in  the  manner  must  binding  on  his 
conscience,  to  declare  to  yoa  and  the 
Uoaae  that  he  wtthdrawa  from  the  seat 
which  he  has  lately  oeenpied  in  defci-onoa 
to  your  high  autliority  as  pronouncing  the 
orders  of  this  House.  But  I  am  also  re- 
quested by  the  hon.  Member  to  state — 

Sir  FREDERIC  THBSI6£R:  Sir,  I 
rise  to  order.  I  apprel>end  that  the  wor- 
thy Alderman  has  not  obeyed  tbe  ordcra 
of  this  House.  He  has  not  withdraw*, 
butiaatpreaeat  standing  within  the  House, 
and  it  is  my  duty  to  oaU  attention  to  that 
circ  urns  tan  oe. 

Me.  speaker  :  The  baa.  Member 
miiat  vrithdraw. 
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{To  explain  Sir  f.  Theuger's  inierpo- 
4ilRon>  it  it  veeeaHiiy  to  tteto  tlMt  the  1mm. 
MonW  for  Greeuwidi,  ftpptreatly  not 

awar<>  of  the  invisible  line  erf  demarcation 
which  scparHtes  the  space  below  tlie  bar 
Hm  bodj  of  ibe  Howe,  hod,  daring 
B.    Hali's  •ddress,   gradually  ad- 


as  to  the  ulUmato  iasae  of  this  questiou, 
tbejr  will  do  jii«tiee  to  the  auiety  wfaieh 
thohon.  Member  {Mr.  Alderman  Salomons) 
naturally  entertains  to  vindicate  that  ^vhicli 
in  his  opinion  is  his  legal  right,  as  well  as 
to  the  oovrae  which  he  baa  taken  in  definv 
ring  to  the  wish  of  the  House,  with  a  mani- 


Tfttictjd  on  the  floor  towards  the  ch^r  till  ^  festation  of  respect  for  tlio  riglit  liou.  Gen 

tlenian  the  Speaker,  which  1  think  ought 
ever  to  be  dnwii  hj  every  persoo  aittbg, 
or  oUming  to  lit,  in  this  House.  There 
are  two  questions  raised  by  this  proceeding 
— one  is  the  right  to  ait  in  this  Uouso, 
^nd  Ae  other  is  the  Babili^  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  certain  penalties  if  he  should 
terrupted  mo — I  do  not  say  that  lie  did  so  improperly  take  his  seat.    The  object  of 
improperly— -I  was  aboot  to  procoi^  to  i  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  to  have  that  latter 
dukt  I  hftTe  been  requested  by  the  question  decided  in  a  Court  of  Law.  Now 


he  passed  this  imaginary  barrier.  Ou 
veeaTiBg  Mx,  Speeker*s  oraer  to  witbdnw 
«  second  time»  however,  be  inmediBtelj 

setrrcd.] 

S»  BENJAMIN  HALL  again  rose  and 
Ai  the  time  the  bon.  and  learned 

iho  Member  for  Abingdon  in 


hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  to  declare  to  i  it  seems  to  me  to  be  a  matter  of  very  grave 
the  House  that  his  only  ohjcct  in  talcing  '.  and  serious  deliberation  what  course  we 
the  course  which  he  has  adopted  was  to  !  should  pursue  in  thism»ttcr.  I  certainly  am 
try  his  legal  right  to  dt  as  a  represen*  |  not  prepared,  on  the  instant,  to  answer  the 
4l&ve  of  the  people  in  this  assembly.  It  ^  que<«tinn  (jf  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
is  not  the  intention — it  is  far  from  the  de-  I'ur  Marylebonc;  and  with  respect  to  that 
sire  of  the  hon.  Member  to  take  any  course  j  portion  upon  which  it  is  for  this  House  to 
vhich  may  be  either  displeasing  or  mcon-  j  decide,  namely,  the  right  of  the  hou.  Mom* 
Temnt  to  thb  Msembly;  and  I  have  now  ,  bcr  to  sit  among  us,  I  think  that  we  ought 
-only  to  nsli  a  question  to  which  I  should  tu  adopt  no  immediate  procecdinc;,  hut  that 
be  glad  to  receive  an  answer  from  my  right  ^  we  should  have  time  to  consult  the  Acts 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- .  of  Farliamcnt  on  the  subject,  and  gravely 
^Qcr,  in  the  absence  of  the  noble  Lord  at  to  ecmsider  llic  course  which  wo  should  pur> 


the  head  of  the  (lovcrnmcnt.  That  qnes-  sue.  I  think  that  no  procccdint^  should  he 
tion  tu  this  effect : — The  hou.  Member  taken  by  us  without  full  cuusideration. 
for  Greenwich,  as  I  stated  before,  is  only  j  After  all,  we  are  to  pronounce  our  opinion 


to  try  his  right;  he  is  anxious  to  j  upon  the  point,  not  perhaps  altogether  as 

put  himself  in  a  position  in  which  that  right  we  should  wibh,  but  as  we  may  feel  our- 
niay  be  fully  tried  by  the  legal  tribunals  j  selves  bound  to  do  under  the  Statute  and 
uf  this  realm;  and  I  have  to  mk  my  right  the  constitution  of  rarliament.  I  propose, 
~  '    '  whether,  if  die  -proceeding  with  a  view  to  onr  taking  up  this  snVject 


in  that  grave  and  deliberate  manner  in 
which  alone  I  tliink  it  can  be  advantage- 


•which  has  novr  been  taken,  is  not  sufficient 
to  allow  of  the  institution  of  a  prosecution, 
and  if  the  liou.  Member  will  cume  into  this  ously  discussed,  ihat  no  further  piuccediug 
Heme  as  he  is  prapared  to  do  immediately,  |  showd  talce  place  in  the  matter  at  present, 
and  lay  himself  open  to  the  penalties  of  but  that  when  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
the  law — if  fnieli  penalties  may  attach  to  of  the  Govoniment  shall  bo  present  on 
him — whciiicr,  lu  tiiat  case,  my  right  hou.  Monday,  und  after  hon.  Geiitleiueu  bhall 
Triend  will  take  the  course  which  1  think  |  have  bad  time  eareftdly  to  consider  die  sab- 
be  ought  to  take  uy>on  the  present  occa- 
sion, and  instruct  the  hon.  and  leariiod 
Attorney  Gt»ueral  to  prosccatc  the  hou. 
Member,  in  ecder  Aat  this  question  may 
tefUly  and  fairlv  tried. 

The'ClIANCKLLOR  OF  rm:  HXCHE- 
i^l^Eik. :  I  am  sotry  to  say,  in  the  unavoid- 
able abeeaee  ef  my  noble  Friead  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  I  hope  I  may  be 
permitted  to  state  the  course  which  I  think 
it  must  advisable  that  the  House  sliouid 
fnmue  upon  the  prosentooeaaioa.  I  mast 
first,  however,  observe  that  I  am  sure  that 


ject,  we  should  resume  the  proceedings 
precisnl  v  where  they  stand  at  this  moment, 
so  that  no  advantage  may  be  gained  or 
lost  to  any  party  or  to  any  view  which  any 
hon.  Gentleman  may  entertain,  whilst  wo 
shall  have  had  time  to  make  up  our  minds 
as  to  the  course  which  should  be  pursued 
in  lefcpsnee  te  this  tmportatit  suMeei. 

Sir  BENJAMIN  HALL:  I  enUrely 
concur,  as  far  as  I  am  conceraed,  in  the 
proposal  of  my  right  hou.  Friend,  and  I 
wish  to  give  ao^ee  that  I  shall  i-epeut  my 
question  on  Monday  next;  or  if  it  should 


w<katever  may  be  the  opinion  of  the  House  >  not  be  convenient  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
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io  tins  Home;  ami  therefore  I  apprehend 
that  no  question  of  that  de»criptMMi  cttt 
po8siblj  be  raised,    [^^r.  Serjeant  ^f^R- 
PHY  :  There  is  great  doubt  about  the  mat- 
ter.]   Mj  hon.  aod  learned  Friend  the 
Metiih«r  for  Cork  sajs  there  is  great  doaht 
about  the  matter.     But  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  not  in  Parliament  last 
jear»  and  he  therefore  b  not,  perhaps, 
anrare  that  there  »  on  the  Jooraals  of  this 
House  a  resolution  upon  this  very  question. 
Now,  I  apprehend  that  if  our  resolutions 
are  worth  anything,  there  is  no  questioa 
of  that  description  which  it  can  be  open  to 
us  to  iliscuss;  for  I  can  hardly  believe  that 
the  House  is  prepared  in  one  Session  to 
rescind  a  resolutiuu  to  which  it  aune  in 
the  preceding  Session,  aft«>  long  and 
anxious  discussion;  and  I  conclude,  there- 
fore, that  tiierc  tmist  be  p  >Tn;'  other  point 
which  th«}  riglit  huu.  Gcntieiuaa  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Szdiequer  proposes  that  we 
should  consider.    And  here  1  may  be  per- 
mitted to  Bay  that  I  think  'stc  fell  into  a 
great  mistaike  last  Session  in  the  coarse 
which  we  pwsaed  with  regard  to  Baron  de 
Rothschild.  It  may  be  in  the  recollection  ef 
the  House  that  on  tnc  Baron  de  RothschiId*8 
refusing  to  take  the  whole  of  the  Oath  of 
Abjuration,  I  roee  and  mored  that  Mr. 
Speaker  should  issue  his  wuraot  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  for  the  issuing  of  a 
new  writ  for  the  city  of  London,    i  was 
opposed,  upon  that  oeeasion,  hj  eereral 
hon.  Mwumts,  and  among  others  by  my  * 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Master 
of  tho  Rolls,  at  that  time  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, who  stated  that*  under  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  the  penalty  for  baring  refused 
to  take  the  oath  was  not  the  forfeiture  of 
the  seat,  but  merely  a  disability  to  sit  and 
vote.   Now,  I  think  that  my  right  hen. 
and  learned  Friend  wai  miataken  upon 
that  point.    I  have  very  carefully  con- 
sidered the  sulyect  since  that  time,  and  I 
have  eome  to  we  eonehiiion  ihat  the  pre- 
cedents in  the  case  establish  the  course  of 
issuing  a  new  writ  when  a  Member  refuses 
to  take  the  oaths  which  are  necessary  to 
be  taken  hefore  he  can  mt  or  rote  in  thia 
House;  and  I  helieTO  no  difierence  will  be 
found  in  that  respect  between  tho  Oaths  of 
Allegiance  and  Supremacy  and  the  Oath 
of  Abjuration.    I  tmst  I  shall  be  able  to 
satisfy  die  House  that  in  cither  case  where 
a  person  who  lias  l)Oun  elected  refuses  to 
take  the  Oaths,  his  seat  becomes  vacant, 
and  that  a  new  writ  onght  to  he  issaed. 
Now,  if  that  is  tho  question  which  the  right 
hon. Gentleman  theChanccllorof  t!iel?xcho- 
qucr  proposes  to  submit  to  our  considera- 


head  of  the  GoTemment  to  attend  here  on 
Tklonday,  I  shall  defor  die  theqnestion  until 

Tuesday. 

Mr.  T.  buncombe  :  I  wish  to  know 
what  is  the  question  that  is  to  be  resumed 
on  Monday.  It  appears  to  me  that  there 
is  no  question  heforo  tlic  House,  and  that 
tliere  can  be  no  adjournment  of  a  debate, 
because  there  is  uo  debate.  I  think  that 
there  ought  to  be  placed  before  us  some 

Question  upon  which  wc  conld  adjonm  the 
iscussion  until  Monday. 
The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
l^farylehone  put  a  question  to  me  whicli  I 
said  I  did  not  at  present  feel  myself  com- 
petent to  answer,  and  he  proposes  to  rc- 

riat  ttiat  question  on  a  fntnre  day.  What 
proposed  was,  that  no  proceeding  should 
now  take  place,  in  order  that  wc  should 
stand  on  Monday  precisely  as  we  do  at 
inresent,  hut  with  the  advantage  of  know- 
mg  what  is  to  take  place,  and  of  having 
had  an  interval  to  consider  what  it  may, 
under  tho  circumstances,  be  most  advisable 
for  the  House  m  for  any  hon.  Member  to 
do. 

Sir  FREDERIC  THESIGER:  If  I 
could  understand  that  there  was  a  question 
before  the  House  with  respect  to  which  we 
were  called  upon  to  decide^  I  should  be 

disposed  to  concur  in  the  suggestion  that 
has  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ohancellorof  the  jBzchequer,  that 
the  discoaston  should  be  postponed  until 
Monday,  in  order  to  aflPord  us  further  time 
for  considering  that  question;  but  I  feel  an 
equal  difficulty  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe)  in  under- 
standinr^  from  tho  statement  of  the  ri<j;ht 
hon.  (jrentleman  what  the  matter  is  which 


wo  shall  on  Monday  bo  called  upon  to  dis- 
cuss. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us 
that  there  were  two  questions  to  he  de- 
cided— the  first  being  the  question  as  to 
the  light  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich to  a  seat  in  this  House— and  the 
second  as  to  the  means  of  aft'ording  an 
opportunity  for  instituting  a  prosecution 
for  the  puipose  of  bringing  forward  the 
question  of  the  right  of  the  hon.  Member 
to  sit  and  vote  in  this  House.  Now.  I 
have  great  dithculty  in  understanding  what 
is  the  first  qtmtion  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  propoae  to  us  on  Monday 
as  tho  subject  of  discussion.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  whatever,  according  to  the 
former  decision  of  this  House,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  having  refused 
to  take  the  whole  of  the  Oath  of  Abjura- 
tion, is  utterly  incapable  of  taking  his  seat 
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OB  Monday,  I  sball  be  prepared  to 
him  upon  it.  Silt  if  that  is  not  the 
Uon  which  ho  menns  to  bring  forward 
•>>-an<l  I  cannot  assumo  thnt  there  is  any 
other,  notwithstandin-^  the  "  great  dottU '* 
df  my  boD.  and  leanied  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber  for  Cork  upon  a  settled  matter — I 
should  be  extremely  glad  to  know  precisely 
what  is  tho  point  witli  regard  to  the 
li^t  to  the  seat  whieh  the  rigiit  bon, 
GeaUeman  meaiia  to  brbg  under  our 
notice. 

Mr,  BERNAL  OSBORNE :  I  riee  to 
order.  I  ask  you,  Sir,  wbether  the  bon. 
•ad  learned  Gentlenian  is  in  order  in 
making  those  observations,  if  he  does  fiOt 
seaa  to  conclude  with  a  Motion  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  auJ 
kinwd  Gentieman  tbe  Member  for  Abing- 
don must  conclude  irith  a  Motion,  or  else 
be  is  not  in  order. 

Sir  FREDERIC  TUESIGER :  Then 
I  beg  leave  to  move,  at  the  instigation  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  that  Mr. 
Speaker  do  issue  his  warrant  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  for  a  new  writ  for  the  Bo- 
rough of  Greenwich. 

Motion  made,  and  Questiou  proposed — 

"  Tlat  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to 
ibe  Clerk  of  tho  Crown,  to  mako  out  a  now  Writ 
lot  tho  eUeting  of  a  Barnw  to  aenre  in  this  pro- 
«■!  hvfiunMi  i>r  tiw  DoroQfh  of  Greenwich,  in 

ti»  TfMjni  of  Diivitl  Salomons,  cswiuirc,  wlm  ha« 
nfuaed  to  take  tbe  Oath  of  Abjuration  in  tho  form 
ftttciiM  1^  Law." 

Tbe  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  very  mndi  surprised  at  the 
eemse  taken  by  the  hon.  and  learned  X}en- 
tleman  upon  this  occaHi  in.  A  few  minutes 
before  the  commencement  of  this  discus- 
sioQ,  I  stated  to  the  hon.  and  learnt  Gen- 
dansa  tbe  eoturse  wbich  I  proposed  to 
pursue  on  this  occasion,  and  he  expressed 
his  entire  concurrence  in  the  propriety  of 
takmg  that  course;  and,  as  far  as  I  could 
ndentand  from  ny  eommnnications  witb 
hou.  Members,  I  certainly  thought  it  was 
the  ireneral  Avish  of  the  House  that  no 
question  should  bo  raised  this  evening, 
ssd  that  we  should  not  enter  into  the 
whole  ease  in  wbat  would  perbaps  be  tbe 
most  objectionable  manner...  I  confess, 
therefore,  that  I  am  much  surprised  at  tho 
course  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
Btta  bas  taken,  and  I  tbink  I  bave  a  right 
to  esmpfaun  of  it.  It  is  no  doubt,  bow> 
Wer,  f'ompetent  to  him  to  pnvne  that 
sourae;  but  1  trust,  under  the  cacum- 
itsaees  of  the  case,  the  House  will  not 
isfess  to  acyonm  the  diseosaton. 


Sm  FRBDERIO  THSSIGER :  I  do 

not  mean  to  oppose  tho  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment; hut  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Mr.  B.  Osborne)  rose  to  call 
me  to.order  for  exceeding  tbe  proper  limits 
of  debate,  I  felt  it  necessary  to  conclude 
with  a  Motion,  and  T  made  a  Motion  wliich 
should  give  the  House  to  understand  tlie 
couroo  which  I  would  adopt  on  Monday 
next,  wben  tbe  question  sbould  again  come 
forward  for  discusuon.  I  have  not  the 
least  dcsire»  however,  to  v  iolate  the  under- 
standing to  which  I  admit  that  I  came 
with  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  upon  tlie  subject. 

Mr.  CIIISIIOLM  AXSTEY  :  I  rise  to 
ordor.  I  submit  to  you,  Sir,  that  the  V.m^. 
aud  learned  Gentleman  is  truveliiiig  into 
matters  that  do  not  now  come  properly  be* 
fore  ua.  I  wish  to  ask  wbetlicr  tbe  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  warranted  in 
rising  to  explain  to  enter  into  a  variety  of 
matters  not  properly  before  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  ALingdon  hns 
moved  the  issuing  of  a  new  writ  for  the 
borough  of  Greenwich,  and  ony  Membci: 
making  a  Motion  in  tbis  House  is  entitled 

to  a  replv. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE-' 
QUER :  May  I  he  permitted  to  interpose 
for  a  moment  ?  I  wish  to  prevent  the  sort 
of  feeling  wbicb  is  rising  'in  the  House. 
It  is  not  necessary,  on  a  proposal  for  ad- 
journing the  discussion,  to  enter  into  a 
lengthened  explanation  of  the  facts  of  the 
case.  Let  bon.  Gentlemen  recollect  the 
angry  feeling  wbich  prevailed  upon  tbis 
subject  last  yrnr,  and  which  it  must  be  our 
wish  for  the  future  to  avoid.  I  feel  per- 
suaded  that,  by  not  alluding  further  to  the 
question  at  present,  we  sball  best  ensure 
hereafter  a  calm  and  temperate  eouMdera- 
tion  of  the  subject. 

Sir  FREDERIC  THESIGER  :  It  is 
far  from  my  wish  to  produce  any  irritation. 
I  merely  wished  to  explain  how  I  was 
almost  forced,  by  the  interruption  of  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  to  conclude 
with  a  Motion.  I  have  not,  however,  tho 
slightest  intention  of  departing  from  what 
I  admit  to  have  been  the  understanding 
between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  th«i 
Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  and  myself. 
I  now  beg  leave  to  withdraw  tbe  Motion. 
It  has  serred  its  purpose,  and  I  do  not 
wish  to  persevere  with  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  rcithdraxcn. 

Further  proceedings  adjourned  till  Mon- 
dotjf  next. 
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SUPPLY—CIVIL  CONTINGENClEa. 

Order  for  Conimltto*^  rend. 

House  in  f  t,  nnittee  of  Supply;  Mr, 
Bernal  in  the  tliair. 

The  following  Vote*  were  ayreed  to: — 

(1.)  9,8<S3^,  House  of  Industry,  DuWm. 
^  (2.)  600^,  Female  Orphan  House,  Dub- 
lin. 

(3.)  1,7501.,  Westmordand  Lock  Hos- 
pital, Dublin. 

(4.)  G00^  Lying^-in  Hospital,  Dublin. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  that  great  be- 
nefits had  been  conferred  by  this  hos- 
pital on  the  ))Oor,  and  be  would  refer  the 

Comniittoc  to  tho  testimony  borno  iu  it;* 
favour  by  Sir  TIcary  Marsh.  Ho  lioped 
the  reduction  in  this  grant  would  not  be 
persisted  in  next  year. 

Mh.  W.  WILLIAMS  objected  to  these 
rotes,  as  taxing  the  peopU?  (if  this  country 
for  the  support  of  tlio  Irish  poor. 

Colonel  DUNNE  would  iiiic  to  know 
boir  the  bon.  Member  reconeiled  the  vote 
of  10,0002.  or  15.0001.  for  the  British 

Museum  to  his  conscience  ? 

.  The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER hoped  Mr.  Reynolds  would  agreo 
to  loAve  tho  matter  as  he  had  left  it  the 

other  evening,  when  a  promise  wns  given 
to  take  these  institutions  into  favourable 
consideration. 

Mr,  REYNOLDS  said,  the  Irish  people 
were  not  indebted  to  this  country  at  all, 
hut  were,  on  the  otlicr  hand,  defrauded  of 
a  large  portion  of  their  own  revenue.  A 
return  of  the  Irish  shoired  that  Ihe 

grofls  total  was  5,000,000^;  tho  annual 
expenditure  was  4,400,000/..  and  G2I,89H. 
remained  in  the  Exchequer  after  all  ox- 
peases  had  been  paid.  Let  any  Member  of 
the  Government  show  that  this  was  not 
correct  ?f  he  coubl.  Tie  would  prove  to 
any  jury  of  twelve  men  that  in  the  debits 
annually  made  to  Ireland,  she  was  defrandr 
ed  at  least  of  1,000,0001.  per  annum. 

Vote  agreed  to;  as  were  the  follow- 
ing 

(5.)  1,2001.  Doetor  Sterons's  Hospital, 
Dublin. 

<^    3fi40L  Fever  Hospital,  Cork-street, 

Dublin. 

(7.)  400;.  Hospital  of  Incurables,  Dub- 
lin. 
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Mr.  W.  WILLIAM^  ^^a^!.  1;  sV.onUl 
oppose  this  A'ote.  A  return  recently  laid 
before  that  House  showed  that  there  were 
451  eongrei^tioas  whose  minaters  receiv- 
ed this  grant;  these  congregations  tii'u} 
18,44H.  as  stipciuls,  or  about  40^.  a  year 
each  congregation.  They  comprised  86,450 
families,  or  432,350  persons,  giving  an  ag- 
gregate payment  for  each  individnrv!  to  his 
minister  of  forty-one  farthings  per  annum. 
The  same  return  stated,  that  no  class  of 
Dissenters  were  in  the  habit  of  paying 
little  to  their  ministera  as  those  receiving 
the  Parlinmpntary  grant.  The  I'rcsby- 
terians  of  the  north  of  Ireland  were  as 
wealthy  as  the  same  daaa  in  Bngland,  ft»d 
were  as  able  to  boar  the  expense  of  their 
own  ministers.  The  grant  was  equivalent 
to  about  Sol.  for  each  minister,  or  more 
than  doable  the  amooot  paid  by  their  oo»> 
gregations.  He  therefore  contended  that 
no  portion  of  tho  puhlie  t.axes  of  this  coun- 
try ought  to  bo  paid  for  tho  support  of 
these  ministers. 

Mr.  TORRENS  M'CULLAGH  said, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  had  sur- 
prised him  for  once.  He  had  expected  imn 
to  eom^tide  with  regretting  tho  paltry  na- 
ture of  this  grant.  The  calculation  he  had 
referred  to  was  made  by  a  person  called 
Duncan  Chisholm,  an  absconding  witness, 
who  eoneeenently  eoald  net  be  veiled  oa. 
The  hon.  Member  ought  rather  to  have 
proposed  a  reduction  of  the  enormous  re- 
venues of  the  Established  Church,  which 
had  not  man  neinbers  than  the  Presby- 
terian Church.  He  regretted  that  the 
forms  of  the  House  would  not  allow  him 
to  move  the  increase  of  this  extremely  in- 
efficient grant.  Seeing  the  way  in  whidi 
Duncan  Chiahelm  bid  tampered  with  the 
public  money  and  aeeoiints,  his  statemeota 
could  not  be  relied  on. 

Mft.  CORNBWALL  LBWIS  said,  bv 
could  not  agree  in  the  riews  of  tho  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  (Mr.  W.  Williams), 
because  ho  believed  there  was  scarcely  any 
▼ote  in  the  whole  series  of  Totee  for  tiw 
Civil  Services,  tho  di^Jlowaace  of  whids 
wonld  he  attended  with  worse  effects  tha» 
the  denial  of  this  grant.  This  grant  pap- 
took  of  the  nature  of  an  endowment  for 
Presbyterian  Church  in  Ireland,  and  was 
original!)'^  granted  by  the  Irish  Parlinment 

oted 
ng- 


(8.)  Motion  made»  and  Question  put-  \ i/th  century;  and  haying  been  vo 
*  '  '        \  regularly  ever  smee  ni«  Union  by  the  E 

That  »  sum.  not  exceeding  38,160^,  bo  ^  Ush  Parliament  np  to  the  present  day, 


granted  to  Iler  Majonty,  to  defray  the  Exi»».'n4«» 
of  Non-conforming,  Seceding,  and  Protestant  I'i  s- 
senting  Ministers  in  Ireknd,  to  the  Slst  day  of 
March,  1852." 


pectations  of  its  permanence  had  been  na- 
turally exated  by  its  long  continuance,  ic 
was  extremdy  modemta  in  amwiifc  hr  lis 
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it  Wire  soditoBly  willi.  |  but  Vj  the  inorea«ed  ratianco  of  that  body 

on  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 


purpose, 

drawn,  be  hcli"veil  it  wovjid  stir  tip  anj^ry 
feeliogb  ui  tlio  north  ot  Ireland*  which  Uiey 
mat  all  viak  to  ste  alUjad. 
Mb.  CHISHOLU  ANSTET  taid.  this 

Vote  was  tantamount  to  an  avowal  that 
these  grants  were  made  to  purchase  the 
loyalty  of  the  Pmbytoriani  of  the  north 
of  Ireland.  Thia  was  a>^-)unied  hy  the  tery 
worst  possihie  princiiilc  on  which  they 
could  legislate;  it  was  injurious  both  to 
the  people  who  recetTod,  and  the  Govera- 
ment  who  niade  the  grants.  The  tum  was 
confessedly  iiuulequate  for  the  purpose; 
and»  on  their  own  principles,  Grovemment 
were  bound  to  increase  it;  while  the  Com* 
mittcc,  hy  aflBrtning  the  principle,  pledged 
itself  to  increase  the  Vot(>  if  iieccs!5ary.  lie 
had  resisted  the  Vote  for  the  repairs  of 
Ifaynoeth,  and  on  the  same  principle  he 
should  oppose  all  those  partial  grams.  The 
Dissenters  of  Ireland  themselves  ohjected 
to  these  annual  eleemosynary  grants,  and 
woald  rejoico  in  their  withdrawal  altoge- 
ther. Th^  were  the  aouree  ef  bitter  feuds 
in  Ireland,  and  were  the  means  of  dividing 
the  bodiea  into  so  cnlled  orthodox  and 
heterodox  parties.  Ue  wouUl  have  the 
whole  of  thia  eUss  of  Votes  withdrawn, 
whereby  they  would  do  away  with  great 
diffenucea  betwoea  the  Diaaentera  Lheoi- 
selrcs. 

Mb.  W.  J.  FOX  objected  to  thia  Vote 

on  the  ?anio  ground  as  lie  had  opposed  the 
Mayuooih  gratit,  tlie  lie'jiuux  l)onuui,  and 
all  other  grants  Iruni  the  i^tate  to  an/  reli- 
gioiia  denominatioB.  It  was,  in  &et,  an 
endowment,  and  it  had  had  the  effect  of 
diminisliiuir  the  voluntary  support  of  the 
miniiiters  by  their  congregations.  When 
this  Vote  was  €r>t  granted  by  the  Iriah 
Parllaniont  in  17f>2,  it  was  only  8,100L; 
but  since  they  hud  had  a  pull  on  the  Eng- 
lish Exchequer,  it  iiad  gouo  on  increasing 
almost  every  year  ainee  the  Union.  He 
did  not  believe  that  the  Presbyterian  body 
had  increased  in  proportion.  The  number 
of  congregations  might  have  increased,  but 
there  had  been  very  little  increaae  in  the 
number  of  members.  It  \va^  increased  to 
I5,nonZ.  very  soon  after  the  Uniou — al- 
mofit  double  the  amount  thought  sufficient 
by  the  Iriah  Parliiment-  -a  proof  of  the 
greater  liberality  of  the  united  Legislature. 
He  shniild  support  the  Amendment,  though 


Mtt.  SUABMAN  CRAWFORD  would 
vote  against  the  grant,  as  be  always  roted 

against  all  grants  for  religtOttS  bodies.  He 

would  prefer,  however,  a,  gradual  diminu- 
tion  of  the  sum  to  its  immediate  extinc- 
tion. 

Ma.  G.  A.  HAMILTOX  said,  thegrant 
had  been  originally  made  in  IGI.J  l>y  James 
I.,  to  encourage  tlto  settlement  of  tScotch 
Presbyterians  in  the  north  of  Ireland.  It 
was  suspended  by  Cromwell  on  account 
of  the  unswerving  loyalty  of  the  Prcsb^-- 
terians  to  the  house  of  Stuart.  It  would 
be  seen,  on  reference  to  the  rotarD8»  that 
the  great  bad  only  been  increased  in  pro- 
portion to  the  po[mlation.  The  sums 
awarded  to  the  did'ercnt  minister^  922. 
and  692.,  could  not  bo  said  to  be  extra- 
vagant. 

Mii.  MUNTZ  said,  he  should  oppose 
the  grant  on  principle.  If  mado  to  the 
Presbyterians,  why  should  it  not  be  given 
to  the  Roman  Catholics  i  lie  had  op^ed 
any  endowment  of  thelLoman  CathdlCt  OB 
this  very  principle. 

itiu  KOCIIE  thought  that  retrench- 
ment  ought  to  begin  with  the  Established 
Churcli,  and  not  with  tho?e  who  dissented 
from  it.  This  grant  was  adapted  to  tho 
state  uf  things  in  Ireland.  If  the  volun- 
tary theory  was  to  be  oanried  oat,  let  them 
not  begin  with  these  small  grants,  bat  with 
tho  Established  Church. 

Alu.  il.  J.  O'CONNELL  said,  he  should 
support  the  grant.  Ue  was  certain  its 
withdrawal  would  bo  felt  l)y  the  Presby- 
terians as  a  very  great  bardship.  Con- 
sidering the  lengtli  uf  time  the  grant 
bad  euated,  he  tbooght  it  would  be  an  aet 
of  injustice  to  do  awav  with  il. 

Mil.  Aldermax  SIDNEY  would  veto 
against  tho  grant,  for  the  reohous  a.sstguuil 
by  tho  last  speaber,  as  well  as  on  aeeonnt 
of  what  had  oeen  stated  from  the  Trea- 
sury bench,  that  the  grant  had  been  in 
existence  upwards  of  two  centuries.  IIo 
thought  it  high  time  that  these  things 
were  done  away  with.  lie  had  a  memo- 
rial from  a  large  body  of  English  Disscn- 
tors,  requesting  him  to  oppose  a  similar 
grant-for  this  connttr. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  that  in  reply 
to  those  who  argued  that  the  Established 
bo  would  much  rather  see  the  vote  annually  j  Church  should  be  made  the  tirst  example 
dhpinished  nntil  it  was  wholly  withdrawn.  |  ef  reduetien,  that  his  objeetion  to  tfiis  vote 
He  was  convinced  that  the  Increase  ia  this  !  i*ested  on  a  different  ground  from  any 
grant  had  been  occasioned,  not  by  an  in- '  objection  to  an  Established  Cburcli,  be- 
ereaae  of  the  Presby teriau  body  in  Ireland,  ^  cause  Uie  preticnt  grant  was  paid  from  tho 
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public  taxes.  If  tbe  riglit  hon.  Ghaaeelkir 

of  the  Exchequer  would  promise  to  propose 
the  <rra(!ual  reduction  of  this  Vote,  as  ho 
had  done  in  the  caae  of  the  grants  to  the 
Dublin  Hospitals,  ho  should  not  think  it 

necessary  to  divide  tlic  Committee. 

The  CIIANCKLLOII  of  ttit:  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  could  not  hold  out  any 
such  promise  as  the  hon.  Member  wished 
for. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ajw  115; 
lioes  43  :  Majority  72. 

Vote  ayreed  to;  as  was  also — 

(9.)  6,5891.,  Concordatum  Fund  and 
other  Chnrities'and  Allowances,  Ireland. 

(10.)  141,000;.,  Harboara  of  Eefuge, 
postponed. 

(11.)  9,969i.,  General  Board  of  Health. 

Sir  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  said,  that 
.  the  Board  had  as  yet  accomplished  nothing 
whatever,  and  he  saw  no  reason  for  believ- 
ing that  the  plan  contemplated  by  the  Ge- 
neral Interments  Aot  of  last  Session  would 
erer  be  eai-ric  d  out.  Thej  had  expended, 
in  the  course  of  four  months,  upwards  of 
1,600/.  in  preliminary  expenses.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  take  care  that  they 
should  not  go  on  spending  money  in  mere 
speculative  Inquiries. 

Loud  SI'iYMOUR  said,  that  it  was  part 
of  the  General  Interments  Bill  that  the 
money  for  carrying  oat  tl^e  aeheme  was  to 
be  raised  upon  securities;  and  that,  owing 
to  tlio  difficiiltv  of  raising  the  money,  the 
scheme  had  not  been  carried  into  operation 
with  the  success  that  might  have  been 
hoped  for.  All  the  ground  round  London 
had  now  been  surveyed,  with  the  view  of 
ascertaining  a  suitable  site,  reference  being 
had  to  the  nature  of  the  soil  and  considera- 
tions of  that  description,  and  he  belicTed 
that  the  future  expenses  would  not  be 
great.  Tlie  only  question  now  was,  how 
the  future  opcratious  were  to  bo  car- 
ried on. 

Hr.  W.  WILLIAMS  s«d.  that  he  had 

received  numerous  communieations  on  the 
subject  of  these  burial  grounds,  expressing 
much  surprise  and  di^^appointmeut  at  the 
delay  that  had  tahen  })lace  in  respect  to 
them. 

Loud  SEYMOUIl  ^aid.  that  before thev 
could  close  up  the  intramural  burial  grounds, 
is  was  of  course  essential  that  some  other 
cemeteries  should  be  provided  for  die  re- 
ccptlon  of  the  dead. 

Mtt.  MO  WATT  said,  that  that  was  a 
fact  which  they  wore  all  perfectly  well 
•ware  of.  But  the  pohlie  eomplained  of 
80  much  time  hmng  lost  without  any  active 


measures  being  Ukea  for  the  establishment 

of  these  cemeteries,  and  for  putting  a  stop 
to  the  great  evil  which  was  so  generally 
complained  of.  Was  the  noble  Lord  aware 
that  in  the  very  churchyard  opposite,  St. 
Margaret's,  there  were  a  considt mile  num- 
ber of  bodies  iuferied  dnilv?  Why  were 
not  arrangements  entered  into  to  put  the 
authorities  in  possession  of  cemeteries  in 
the  suburbs?  The  measure  wa«  pr^ued 
forward  with  much  speed  in  the  last  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  on  ncconnt  of  the 
urgency  of  the  case;  and  yet  nothing  had 
been  since  done  to  give  enfeet  to  it.  He 
thotiglit  that  the  public  had  been  trifled 
with  by  tbe  Board  of  Health  on  this 
subject. 

Lord  SEYMOUR  said,  that  the  great 
difficulty  arose  in  respect  to  tbe  raising  of 
money  to  purchase  the  necessary  land  bpou 

the  securities  offered. 

Mk.  W.  J.  FOX  said,  as  the  cemeteries 
about  London  wwe  contemplated  to  be 
used  temporarily,  whilst  tbo  permanent 
places  were  beinc:  sonti^ht  for,  he  could  not 
see  why,  if  these  places  were  capable  of 
receiving  the  dead  of  London,  they  shoold 
not  be  made  permanent,  and  the  intnunnni 
grounds  closed.  Now  here  were  resources 
at  hand;  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  an 
absolute  prohibition  should  not  issue  against 
intramural  interments,  seeing  that  they 
were  the  source  of  much  mortality  io  this 
metropolis.  One  case  of  Asiatic  cholera 
hod  been  reported  in  the  last  week;  and 
he  therefore  thought  no  further  unneces- 
sary delay  should  be  permitted. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCnE- 
QUER  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  scouicd 
to  for<vet  that  in  the  event  of  the  intramural 
grn VI  yards  being  closed,  compensation 
should  bo  given  those  who  had  an  interest 
iu  them.  No>v  it  wns  iropossihlc  to  find 
the  means  for  such  compensation  unless  by 
levying  a  rate  in  the  different  parishes. 

Sm  De  lacy  EVANS  was  willing  to 
admit  that  there  would  be  considerable 
difficulty  in  putting  such  a  measure  as  the 
interments  Bill  into  operation.  But  though 
there  was  declared  to  he  a  diffiod^  in  oIk 
taining  the  funds,  yet  he  hoped  an  assur- 
ance would  be  given  that  the  measure 
would  be  put  into  Operation  at  the  carUcst 
possible  period. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCnE- 
QUER  said,  it  was  proposed  to  raise  the 
necessnrv  funds  on  certain  securities,  but 
parties  subsequently  objected  to  these 
securities  on  the  ground  that  there  would 
be  a  risk.    However,  that  difficulty,  he 
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trusted,  could  be  got  over;  but  within  tho 
last  fow  dajs  another  had  arisen*  whioh 

was  now  imdor  cf^ni'  l  ration,  and  lio  was 
not  prepared  to  say  that  at  that  moment 
he  saw  bis  way  clearly  through  it. 

8n  WILLIAlf  JOLLIPFE  said,  that 
if  the  Board  went  on  expcndinj^  mnney  in 
the  proportion  they  spent  it  dunng  the 
last  four  months,  it  would  bo  at  tho  rate 
<rf  some  5,0001.  a  year. 

Mr.  W.  J.  FOX  thought  tho  difficulty 
of  eomponsation  could  be  met  in  thia  way. 
On  the  interment  of  every  parishioner  a 
fea  WAS  payabia  to  the  pariso  d«rgjniaii. 
Let  that  principle  bo  extended  to  inter- 
ment'^ iii  tho  comctories,  and  then  a  suf^- 
cient  fund  to  compensate  tho  parties  hav- 
ing interests  in  intraraaral  grave-yards 
would  speedily  follow. 

Mk.  l^fOWATT  thought  if  tho  Corcm- 
nient  had  not  undertaken  to  legislate  on 
tho  snbjeot,  it  would  hava  been  long  ago 
put  an  end  to.  Tho  Government  were 
only  trining  with  tho  public  health  in  this 
vast  metropolis.  They  had  now  an  acces- 
won  of  nearly  2,000,(KX>  to  their  popula- 
tion, and  consequently  the  metropolis  was 
exposed  to  the  greatest  danger  from  epi- 
demto.  The  Government  might  talk  of 
^0  difl^lty  of  putting  the  Interments 
Bill  into  operation;  but  it  was  tbehr  own 
Bill,  and  tliey  were  bonnd  to  sec  that 
ample  provision  was  at  hand  to  carry  it 
into  effeet. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(12.1    11,500;.,  Inoomherad  Estates 

Commission,  Ireland. 
Ci»iONBL  DUNNB  said,  ho  wished  to 

ask  for  some  explanations  with  respect  to 
this  Vote.  The  4th  section  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  ^ve  power  to  appoint  a  Sec- 
retary, but  it  contained  no  authority  for 

tho  appointment  of  a  Ma.ster,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  appointment  of  a  Master  was 
entirely  illegal,  Tho  estimate  incloded  a 
sum  of  3.130^,  under  the  head  of  "  other 
pmvons,*'  besides  1,3702.  for  inoidental 
CTpen^ps.  and  he  tlionght  some  explana- 
tion should  be  atlbrded  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  those  sums  were  expended.  Mr. 
Baron  Richards,  the  First  Commissioner, 
received  1 .500?,  a  rear  for  his  services 
under  tho  Incumberod  Estates  Act,  in  ad- 
dition to  his  salary  of  4,0002.  as  a  Baron 
of  the  Exchequer;  but  he  contended  that 
the  public  were  entitled  to  the  learned 
Uaron's  services  in  consideration  of  his 
judicial  salary.  He  also  thought  the  ap- 
pointm«nt  of  Baron  Richards  as  a  Com- 
missioner  ^as  objcctum«hle»  heeanto  he 

VOL.  CXYill.    [iBDm  BBBIBS.]  ^ 


would  tbei'eby  be  prevented  from  attend- 
ing to  his  daties  m  the  Exchequer,  and 

great  inconvenience  might  he  occasioned 
in  consecjuence.  J'aron  Richards,  also, 
was  prevented  by  Lis  duties  us  a  Commis- 
sioner from  going  eircmt»  and  it  had  1>een 
therefore  necessary  to  send  a  barrister 
in  his  plaep.  lie  (Colonel  Dunne)  consid- 
cred  tiiat  the  proceedings  of  the  Incum- 
bered Batatet  Commission  were  spreading 
ruin  in  Ireland,  where  it  was  unsettling 
all  ideas  of  private  property,  by  giving 
what  was  called  a  Parliamentary  Title; 
hot  it  was  in  reality  nothing  but  a  Parfia* 
mentary  sanction  of  robbery.  Tho  Com- 
missioners commenced  by  stating  that  they 
had  had  applications  made  to  them  for  tho 
sale  of  property,  the  nominal  rental  of 
which  was  1,036,975?,,  but  the  real  worth 
of  which  they  took  at  850.000?.;  and  it 
appeared  that  they  had  sold  227,327  acres 
of  land,  of  whioh  210,000  acres  were 
a;  ibic,  at  an  aTenige  price  of  something 
like  O.-t.  an  acre,  as  cheap,  he  believed,  as 
it  could  be  bought  in  America  or  New  Zea- 
land. The  tneumbranoes  on  tills  land 
were  stated  at  4,082,192?.,  and  they  also 
said  that  they  had  received  for  it  only 
1,850,116/.;  what,  therefore,  was  to  be- 
come of  tiie  remaining  sum  of  near 
3,000,0002.  of  dehtsf  Ho  admitted,  in. 
deed,  that  in  many  cases  the  iiu  uinbrnnces 
on  an  estate  appeared  to  be  double  what 
they  were  in  leality,  on  account  of  a  prac- 
tice in  Ireland  of  giving  judgments  with 
the  mortgage  as  a  collateral  security.  One 
of  the  benehts  which  it  was  promised  would 
res6H  from  this  Court  was  tiiat  the  money 
received  on  account  of  sales  would  be  dis- 
tributed quickly;  but  it  appeared  that  al- 
though up  to  the  31st  of  March  last  the 
Commissioners  had  reeeived  1,850, II 6^, 
they  had  more  than  500,000?.  undistributed 
in  their  hands  on  the  Ist  of  May.  A 
policy  based  on  such  injustice,  and  carried 
ont  in  such  a  manner,  could  be  of  no 
benefit  to  any  country,  and  he  believed 
thnt  of  a'l  the  'mra'5urcs  detrini(?ntnl  to 
Ireland  that  had  been  passed  of  late  years, 
this  was  the  worst,  and'would  he  most  dis- 
astrous In  its  cITccts. 

Mit.  COHNK WALL  LKWIS  must  de- 
cliue  to  cuter,  on  the  present  occasion, 
into  tho  general  policy  and  operation  of 
the  Incumbered  Estates  Courts  in  Ireland; 
hut  ho  certainly  differed  entirely  from  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  as  to  the  tendency 
of  that  policy,  and  its  effects  up  to  the 
present  time.  He  (Mr.  C.  Lewis)  would 
oulv  r mark,  irith  regard  to  the  non-dia- 
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tribution  of  the  funds  under  tbe  watnd  of 
dm  Court,  the  main  object  of  die 
Inonubefed  Estetes  Act-wM  to  &eUttate 

transfers  of  property,  and  to  place  pur- 
chasers in  possession  as  soon  as  the  pur- 
chase was  effected,  instead  of  keeping 
tbeni  out  of  poMOBBion,  which  wooU  hiiVB 
been  the  effect  of  the  slow  and  tedious 
process  of  sales  heretofore  effected  under 
the  direction  of  the  Court  of  Chancerj. 
It  yna  the  doty  of  the  Oomt  to  distribtite 
^e  fund*  created  bj  purchases  among 
creditors,  nccordrns;  to  the  priority  of  their 
claims;  but  it  was  necessary  that  those 
ohiime  should  be  proved,  and  their  due 
priority  ttoertaimd,  end  that  prooeeseoald 
not  be  very  rapidly  performed.  There 
was,  however,  no  doubt  that  the  Incum- 
bered Estates  Court  proceeded  much  more 
rapidly  in  •the  distribtition  of  the  fimds 
than  the  Court  of  Chancery  would  have 
done.  The  hon.  and  gallant  ^lemher  for 
Portarlington  inquired  under  what  autlio- 
rity  a  Master  had  been  appointed.  He 
(Mr.  C.  Lewie)  apprehended  that  that 
oflScer  had  been  appointed  under  the  gen- 
eral authority  contained  in  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Act.  The  4th  section  of  that 
Aet  provided  that  H  choold  he  lawful  for 
the  Commissioners  from  time  to  time,  wiA 
the  consent  of  the  Treasnry,  to  appoint  a 
•ecretarv,  clerks,  mcsaengers,  and  tiicli 
other  officers  as  they  thought  proper.  A 
general  power  was  thns  given  to  the  CtiUh 
Tnissioners  to  appoint  officers,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Treasury,  to  carry  out  the 
Act;  and  he  believed  the  Master  of  the 
Court  had  been  appointed  mider  that  gen- 
eral aiitlioritv,  and  that  his  salary  had  been 
fixed  with  tiie  consent  of  the  TrcaRmr. 
With  regard  to  the  appointment  of  Barun 
Richards,  that  was  merely  a  temporary 
arrangement,  made  when  the  iMomherefl 
Estates  Court  was  originally  constituted, 
in  order  that  that  Court  niicfht  have  the 
benefit  of  his  knowledge  and  experienee. 
It  wee  true  the  learned  Baron  received  an 
additional  salary  in  eon^iidetatimi  of  his 
undertaking  duties  in  addition  to  those  of 
his  judicial  office;  mid  he  (Mr.  C.  Lcwisl 
thought  such  as  orrangenicut,  under  the 
eircumstaneee,  was  only  jut. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
extraordinary  circumstance  that  so  large  a 
■nm  aa  4,5001.  woe  put  down  in  tbie  esd- 
mate  to  **  other  persons  and  incidental  cx- 
penaee**'  He  fnnnd  in  other  estimates 
(and  very  pro|ierly|  tlie  niost  minute  de- 


tails; as,  for  instance,  ut  i'cutonviUo  pri- 1  discussing  the  principl 


son,  *'an  asaiatant  tailor,  201.,  and  a  char- 
iromin>  3U.,"  and  le  on.  He  donhtod 
whether  the  Cwuuiittee  voidd  do  right  im 

passing  stich  rncrne  charges  wifthottt  lOBM 
explanation  as  to  the  items. 

Mb.  HATCHELL  said,  that  the  Master 
of  the  Conrt-wne  tiie  gentlenMm  who  wa* 
originally  appointed  secretary,  and  who 
performed  duties  similar  to  those  of  the 
Master  in  the  Court  of  Chancery;  it  wa« 
foand  neceesaryio  devolre  them  upon  him, 
in  consequence  of  the  accumulation  of 
business  in  the  Court,  which  required  th© 
Commissioners  to  devote  the  whole  of  their 
attention  to  the  higher  duties  of  the  Court. 
His  lalarj  reaming  the  came,  and  nolhinif 
was  changed  but  the  name  of  his  office — 
a  step  which  was  thought  expedient,  in 
order  that  the  duties  performed  by  him 
shonld  be  properly  understood.  The  p«r> 
tit  n'  ir-  required  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
tlir  l  iiiversity  of  Duldin  (Mr.  Cr.  A.  Ham- 
ilton j  were  furnished  in  a  return  on  the 
table.  With  regard  to  the  head  "  inci- 
dental eacpeneee,*'  he  night  state  thmt,  im 
consequence  of  the  accumulation  of  busi- 
ness in  the  court,  it  had  been  found  neces- 
sary to  employ  additional  hands,  a  great 
many  of  whom  had  been  employed  in  ' 
niahing  the  numerous  and  dimcuU 
called  for  In'  that  Home. 

Mn.  KOCIiE  thought  that  the  principle 
of  the  Incumbered  Estates  Act  was  a 
good  one,  though  he  wished  to  guard  hiui- 
self  from  bmng  taken  to  approve  of  the 
manner  in  which  its  details  had  been  car- 
ried out.  JLlo  must  complain,  however, 
that  Government  did  net  prees  wiUi  suffi- 
cient vigour  the  Security  ibr  AdvBBoea 
Bill,  which  was  introdiice  l  two  yonr'^  n^o 
hy  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Master  of  the  Kolls,  and  which  waa 
abeohitelj  neeeceary  to  prevent  the  depre- 
ciation in  the  'Valne  of  property  which  had 
taken  place  in  eonsequenco  of  the  quantity 
of  laud  which  had  been  brought  into  the 
market  in  order  to  pay  off  the  iaoani- 
bmaeea.  lie  knew  a  ca.se  in  whioh  land 
was  recently  sold  at  Cork  at  five  T^nrs' 
purchase.  lie  did  not  see  why  there 
tihould  bo  any  delay  in  the  distribution  of 
the  laid  to  creditefe;  if  there  were  mat 
enough  Comnmsioners  to  do  the  iPod^ 
more  <i1)r.ii!d  he  appointed. 

biu  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE  said, 
that  the  Inenmbered  iBetatee  Aet  receive* 
the  general  aeeent  of  both  Irish  and  Eng* 
lish  Momhcrs  on  hotli  Fides  the  Hon?*, 
nor  was  the  present  a  fittino-  occasion  for 

ui  tW  Oeoft. 
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miAttwr  diffoMnoe  opinion  might  ex- 
kl  with  r«fefMi}e.to  lb«t  potat,  be  thought 
there  could  be  none  with  respect  to  its 
.etilciency*  and  to  the  manner  iu  which  the 
OomntaaioiierB  perfbtmed  tho  ditiMB 
4rtt8ted  to  them.  It  appeared,  by  a  return 
dated  July  17,  1850,  that  up  to  that 
Aime  the  (jomraifisionofs  had  sold  property 
niwtb  500,000;..  the  whole  of  whioh  they 
hoped  to  distribute  with  the  exception  •of 
2.'»,riO0^. ,  wliich  possibly  might  have  to  l)e 
lodginl  in  the  Court  of  Chancery;  that 
ihey  had  eetuaUy  dkAribated  100,000;., 
snd  hoped  to  diBtriUite  200,000/.  more 

befure  nptabcr.     The  totnl  nmnnnt  of  the 

Surcliase  monej^  of  the  laud  eoid  up  to  the 
0th  ManhhMft<wm8  1,850,1162..  and  they 
lied  dti^ributed  838,0002.  uprto  the  let  IS^, 
Loud  NAAS  said,  that  when  the  j^cn- 
mal  assent  of  ithe  Jrish  Mombors  wsa  gtvou 
to  the  Incumbered  Estates  Aot,  .they  l^d 
■ne  idea  of  the  enormous  .extent  to  which 

■ihc  fiprrntions  Under  it  would  prficecd. 
Bometiung  was  then  said  of  2,OiK^OO0^. 
<of  proper^  coming  under  it,  but  he  be- 
Jieved  that  the  Court  bed  aerr  in  its  hands 
propi^rt  J  on  wbtoh  there  ^njrc  1 7,,0OQ,0OOZ. 
of  incuQibrauces.  He  believed  bliat  the 
^effects  of  the  SHI  had  been  ^mte  different 
Awn  what  was  anticipated;  aadJielielieiv- 
ed  that,  aUlioii'»h  a  Gmall  men-ore  was 
neocssarj,  this  had  :S0  far  outrua  what  was 
expected  frm  it  that  it  had  done  much 
mm  'harm  ihm  good.  He  believed  that 
ihc  ^Toateat  escape  tlmt  Ireland  over  hnd 
was  frum  the  Secut  itv  t(jr  Advonces  Bill. 
It  saDctioncd  a  gcnertil  issue  of  papcr 
moncy  representing  land,  nvhidh  would 
have  'been  the    roneh  — igaiita  of  17B2 


over  again. 


Mr.  HONSELL  said,  he  must  differ 
£wm  Jh8  aoUe  Fiiend  ae  io  the  effiMt  ef 
the  meaaurc,  but  he  regretted  that  it  was 
not  aoconipauicd  by  the  Security  for  Ad 
Tances  Bill.  The  workiug  of  this  Act 
had  veveakd  a  state  of  -Aings  in  Ireland 
which  tf  known  before  woidd,  he  believed, 
have  made  the  House  more  dcsimns  nf 
passing  it  sooner.  Estates  to  the  value  of 
^,0002.  a  jmt  M  been  brongfak  imder 
the  Court,  and  the  incurobraaces  upon 
thorn  were  17,971,000/.  Out  of  1,650 
estates  which  had  been  brought  under  this 
Const,  one  half  liad  (been  .nnder  areoBMrers 
of  the  Conrt  of  Ohaneory.  He  would 
ask  his  noble  Friend  whether  any  country 
'  could  thrive  or  ipmeper  undor  sucii  a  skate 
ef  things.  The  Cemnmsieneie  had  die- 
charged  thmr  doty  .'in  the  most  satisfaotory 
mannecy  and  netiiiag  ooald  be  moie  xe- 


markable  than  tiia  eheapneao  and 
tion  of  the  prooilOi  They  had  distribirted 
and  allowed  in  payment  of  incnmbrancea, 
932,000^.  [Golond  Punkb:  J^o,  no!] 
They  elate  in  their  Tetams  of  the  Svd  ef 
May  that  838,000/.  had  been  distributed, 
and  that  94.000Z.  had  been  retained  for 
the  payment  of  iaoumbramoes.  The  es- 
nemai  of  Ae  Oommiieion  wete  imOf 
iXiSQOi^t  and  he  thought  Her  Majesty's 
Gnverament  would  do  well  to  reform  the 
otiier  Ceurte  of  the  kingdom,  and  endea- 
vour to  anid^e  them  work  as  dieaplj  aa 
the  Incumbered  Estates  Court.  So  &r 
from  thinking  the  Court  injuriouf,  ho 
thought  that,  if  neoessary,  the  Coumi»- 
aioners  sfaoidd  be  faewaaecL 

Sir  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  suggested 

tlifit  the  di^=cu9sion  was  passing  bcjond 
the  queattou  before  the  Committee. 

fiiK  HENRY  BABBOK  maistabad 
■that  this  was  a  fit  eeeasion  for  the 
pression  of  opinions  respecting  the  Incnm- 
beced  Estates  Act.  He  saw  iw  much  of 
Hie  rain  which  bed  orertaken  many  fainl» 
lies  throQgii  the  working  of  the  Act,  to  lit 
silent  when  ^'  licard  this  described  as  a 
hertcficial  measure.  The  market  bad  been 
glutted  with  landed  property,  and  estaim 
•had  eoBoegnendy  sold  for  twelve  or  thir> 
teen  years'  purchase,  instead  of  twenty  or 
twenty-five.  Creditors  had  been  ruiaed» 
He  knew  an  estate  sold  for  22,0002,  wheie 
the  eneumbranccs  were  27,000{.,  the  in- 
t-ercst  of  which  had  always  been  well  paid» 
and  left  the  oicner  a  dear  income  of  o6Ql* 
a  year. 

Colonel  DUNNS  aaad,  he  believed  thfr 

Act  had  robbed  the  proprietor,  the  puisne 
creditor,  tho  widow,  and  the  orphan.  To 
sell  at  twelve  years'  purchase  estates  weHh 
twm^,  was  Tobbery.  He  could  not  think 
that  due  diligenoe  was  ooed  in 
the  money. 

ilR.  ROCHE  regretted  that  there 
a  defieieney  on  Bales,  owing  to  ihe  depw« 
elation  caused  by  the  potato  disoagr,  nnd 
thr  fiirt  of  Yitnrc  money  having  been  lent 
than  the  land  was  worl^;  but  the  case 
would  be  worse,  unleos  Ae  fiecurity  for 
Advances  Bill  were  passed,  and  £a^iall 
capital  fittmctcd  to  the  country. 

Mu.  KKXi\t*LDS  would  not  vindioate 
tiie  deteils  of  the  Aot;  bnl  he  was  pre- 
pared to  raise  his  voice  in  eupport  of  tho 
Act  itself,  as  having  done  greater  sorvioe 
to,  and  couferred  more  iiubatautial  benefit 
upon,  tho  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  than  all  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  had  been  poued  by  tbie  Uoaoe  for 
2  £  2 


Digitized  by  Gopgle 


W9 


ICOICMONS}       CMl  ObfiltNyMelM.  1000 


4k  lialf  century.     He  admitted  ihat  pro- 1  The  people  of  Inverness  attribnted  the 

pcrty  in  Ireland  had  Leon  sold  at  twelve  washinij  anav  of  tlieir  bridge  to  the  canal 
years'  purchase,  but  not  that  that  was  accident,  ami  having  obtained  the  opinions 
oelow  its  value;  because,  when  au  estate  of  engineers  in  »Scutiand  to  that  effect, 
vras  offered  in  Dublin  in  the  Incumbered  appealed  to  him  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Estates  Court,  but  uiiliicuaibcrcd  by  a  Exclie(]uer),  on  tlu'  strength  of  those  opiu- 
pauper  population,  anil  the  purchaser  had  ions,  to  rebuild  tiio  biidire.  Mr.  AValker, 
a  fair  guaraatee  of  between  4  and  5  per  the  Englibb  engineer,  did  not  concur  in 
cent  for  his  inyeslmeot,  it  was  not  sold  at  the  opinion  of  the  Seoteh  engineers,  and 
twelve  or  ciglitecn  years,  hut  often  ranged  |  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  EAclu-quor). 
between  t'V  'iity  and  twenty-four  years  pur-  after  considcrin;^  the  ciiTUin stances,  eainc 
chase.  As  uu  iu&tance  of  this,  he  might .  to  the  same  cuncluaion;  but,  under  aii  the 
mention  the  sale,  the  week  before  last,  of  I  cirenmstanccs  of  the  case,  and  especially 


Lord  Eelinore's  extensive  estates  in  Cavan 
and  Fermanagh,  producing  between  5,OO0Z. 


as  there  did  not  appear  to  be  any  funds  at 
Inverness  for  tlio  re-establishing  of  tlie 


and  G.OUO^.  a  year;  and  tlie  average  num-  |  important  conunuuicatioii  which  bad  been 
ber  of  years'  pnrehase  which  that  property  j  destroyed,  he  thought  it  best  that  half  the 

had  brought  in  the  Court  was  as  close  as  ]  expense,  7,700i.,  should  bo  granted  by 
might  be  to  twenty-one,  whilst,  instead  of Parliament,  and  that  tlio  rnmninder  should 
being  in  the  bauds  of  one  sole  proprietor,   be  advanced  as  a  loan,  and  made  a  charge 


as  before,  it  had  been  sold  in  twenty-two 

portions,  and  had  thereby  created  twenty- 
two  additional  fee-simples.    He  could  not 


on  the  eounty. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  was  on  principle 

fstrongly  opposed  to  the  Vote,  and  w  uj!d 


agree  that  the  C'omuusaioners  hod  slutted  .  take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  against  it. 
the  market  bj  forcing  more  land  mto  it  |  The  moat  eminent  engineers  hstd  atated 
than  there  was  money  to  purchase  with;  i  that  the  destruction  of  the  old  bridge  was 


and  he  knew  that  when  t1i  •  Commissioners 
had  been  pressed  to  adjourn  sales,  they 
bad  invanablj  complied.  He  (Kr*  Rey- 
nolds) did  not  want  English  capital  to  flow 
into  Ireland;  that  would  be  only  increasing 
the  number  of  absentee  proprietors.  He 
■believed  that  both  England  and  SeoHand 
would  be  benefited  bj  an  Ineombered 
Estates  Act ;  in  many  instances  estates 
brought  to  the  hammer  would  produce  no 
avrplus  for  the  mortgagor. 

Sir  henry  BARRON  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
Dublin  could  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
aeenes  to  which  he  (Sir  H.  Barron)  had 
feferred;  and  that  he  bad  drawn  upon  his 
imagination,  which  was  oxooodingly  fertile, 
for  several  of  his  statements.  He  was 
ifttite  mistaken,  for  instance,  when  he  said 
that  by  the  sale  of  Lord  Belmore's  estates 
twen^\-lwo  additional  proprietors  of  land 
had  been  created. 

Vote  agrud  tot  m  vere  also  the  fol- 
lowing Votes  of 

(13.)  4.993Z.,  Lighthouses  Abroad. 


not  cau.sed  by  the  OTorflowing  of  the  C!ai»* 
doniau  Canal. 

Sn  FRANCIS  BARING  said,  it  was 

quite  true  that  Mr.  Walker  was  of  opinioa 
tbat  the  destruction  of  the  bridge  wa?  v.ot 
occasioned  by  the  overflowing  of  the  canal. 
He  fe^  bound,  howerer,  to  state,  that 
some  engineers  who  were  sent  down  by 
the  Admiralty  did  not  concur  in  Mr.  Wal- 
ker's opinion,  but  thought  that  there  was 
some^blame  in  connexion  with  the  canal. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  he  must  com- 
plain that  a  rule  vrm  laid  down  by  the 
Admiralty  department,  that  when  a  joint- 
stock  company  or  a  benerolent  individual 
determined  upon  rescuing  from  the  sea 
what  was  called  shore,  before  being  per- 
mitted to. commence  such  an  undertaking, 
they  were  required  to  lodge  a  iMge  mm  of 
money  for  a  preliminary  sui-Tcy$  and  if 
they  were  unable  to  lodge  that  money,  the 
work  was  stopped.  In  the  same  breath 
that  the  Lords  of  tbe  Admiralty  laid  down 
that  rule,  they  came  forward  to  aid  the 
inhabitants  of  Inverness  with  7,700i.  of  the 


(14.)  1 30,0002.,  Census'of  the  Population,  j  public  money  for  the  purpose  of  building  a 
(15.)  7  JOOl. ,  New  Bridge,  .Inverness.    |  bridge, 

Mr.  DUNCAN  thonght  it  rather  too 


The  CHANCELLOR  of  tue  EXCHE- 
QUER begged  to  remind  the  Committee 
of  the  necessity  of  this  Vote.  About  a 
year  and  a  half  ago,  a  great  flood  took 
place  in  the  north  of  Scotland,  which  burst 
the  bank  of  (he  Caledonian  Canal,  and 
washed  away  the  old  bridge  of  laverness. 
Mr.  Re^noldi 


much  to  say  that  the  engineer  of  the 
Caledonian  Canal  would  send  in  a  report 
against  himself.    Scotobmen  were  not 

generally  guiltv  of  such  indiscretion. 

Mh.  w:  WILLIAMS  said,  ho  wtwld 
not  trouble  the  Committee  to  divide. 
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Vote  agreed  to ;  as  was  also  the  Vote  for 

(16.)  7,000/.,  Cholera  in  Jamaica. 

(17.)  15,0002.,  Hunterian  CoUectioD 
(Collego  of  Surgeons). 

TI.e  CnAXUELLOR  op  the  BXCHE- 
QUER,  in  proposinf^  this  Voto,  said,  that 
I)r.  John  iluuter,  having  left  an  anatomi- 
cal nraseum,  wfaioh  wm  eommitted  bj  the 
Government  of  the  day  to  the  charge  of 
the  College  of  Surgeons,  the  duty  devolved 
on  that  body  of  preserving  those  spoci- 
mens,  of  admitting  the  pnUio  under  oer- 
tain  restrictions,  and  of  giving  a  eoime  of 
lectures  on  seionce  generally.  Tho  College 
of  Surgeons  had  most  faithfully  discharged 
the  trust  confided  to  them.  They  had 
lai^cly  added  to  tho  museum;  they  had 
expended  on  it  and  the  theatio  no  loss  a 


Captain  Layard  in  canying  on  his  excava-' 
tions  at  the  mound  of  Susa,  with  a  view  to 
the  discovery  of  any  ancient  monuments 
that  might  he  there  deposited. 

Vote  agreedto;  as  were  ako  the  A>1ioir- 
ing  Votes  : — 

(19.)  500/.,  E.xcavations  at  Susa. 

(20.)  10,0001.,  Woiks  at  Spurn  Point, 
River  H  umber. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  144,0001.  bo 
granted  to  Iler  Migest/,  to  defray,  in  ths  jesr 
1851,  the  Ezpeue  of  oonsuructiag  Harbours  of 
Refbge." 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  hoped  this  Yote^ 

would  be  postponed  until  the  Committee 

was  ill  j>o«isnssion  of  some  farther  infor- 


sum  than  180,000/.  of  their  own  money;  umtiuu  uu  the  subject.  The  report  con- 
and  at  this  moment,  in  point  of  pntho-  taining  the  items  of  expenditure,  though 
logical  science,  it  was  now  the  fii  st  mu-  delivered  this  morning,  had  not  yet  reach- 
pcnm  in  the  country.  It  had  been  lately  cd  the  hands  of  many  Members,  and  those 
found  that  the  present  building  was  not  who  had  received  it  wore  prevented,  by 
snAcient  for  the  purpoees  of  tiie  museum,  I  the  shortness  of  the  time,  from  inspeoting 
with  a  due  regard  to  the  convenience  of  the  document. 

tho  pnhli<\  in  its  increased  extent,  and  an  '  Mr.  AGLIOXBV  trusted  the  Govem- 
application  had  been  made  to  the  Govern-  i  ment  would  not  object  to  a  postponement, 
aaent  for  a  grant  towards  making  the  re-  m  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  who,  he 


quired  addition  to  tho  museum,  and  for 
enlarging  the  theatre  for  the  delivery  of 
the  lectures. 

Sir  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  begged  to 
tender  his  thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  for  tho  oncoiirngeniont  tlio  Govern- 
ment wero,  by  bringing  forward  this  Vote, 


7.       -  - 
giving  to  medieal  science. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(18.)  1.000/.,  Babylonian  and  Assyrian 

Inscriptions. 
Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  said,  that 

the  Committee  was  aware  of  tlio  discove- 
ries which  had  been  under  the  direction  of 
Colonel  Kawlinson  on  the  supposed  sites 

of  ancient  Babylon  wid  NinoTeh,  and  that  |  submitted  in  regard  to  the  works  in  the 
under  his  superintendence,  and  with  great  I  Channel  Islands.  Tho  right  hon.  Member 
labonr.  many  inscriptions  had  been  collect-  '  for  Ripon  (Sir  J.  Graham),  who  also  had 
eo.    A  portion  of  these  had  been  pub- 1  required  further  information,  was  not  pre- 


regretted  to  say,  was  absent  from  indi^ 
position,  and  who  had  paid  great  nttontion 
to  the  subject,  was  desirous  of  bringing 
the  Vote  under  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  COBDEX  observed  that  ho  had  not 
had  time  to  road  the  additional  report, 
whieh  had  only  been  delirered  to  Memhera 

that  morning,  and  he  bdiered  many  others 

were  in  the  same  position.  lie  hoped  the 
Vote  would  not  be  pressed  until  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Hume),  at  whose  instigation 
the  postponement  had  taken  place,  should 

have  had  an  opportunity  of  examining  tho 
additional  information  which  had  been 


lished  in  fac  nmiU  by  the  Asiatic  So- 
ciety; hut,  having  only  limited  funds,  and 
the  expense  of  publishing  tho  entiio  being 
beyond  their  means,  they  had  applied  to 
the  GoTemment  for  a  public  grant  to  en- 
able them  to  complete  this  Tory  interest- 
incr    j'uhlication,  and,  a?    no  very  largo 


sent. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tiie  EXCHE- 
QUER regretted  that  the  information  hnd 
not  been  placed  in  the  hands  of  Members 
eariier.   The  present  Vote  had  already 

been  once  postponed,  and  if  it  was  not 

taken  to-night  it  might  oceasir  ii  the  delay 


amount  was  devoted  to  literary  purposes,  {  of  a  week  in  getting  through  the  estimates, 
they  might  fairly  recommend  to  the  Com- 1  of  which  two  other  Votes  only  remained, 
loittce  a  Vote  in  compliance  with  such  ap-  '     Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  the  Vote 


plication.  He  might  a<«  well  take  tho  same 
opportunity  of  stating  that  the  next  Vote. 


hnd  hccMi  postponed  in  order  that  further 
information  might  be  obtained  with  respect 


;60O2.,  was  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  i  to  some  of  its  details.    That  information 
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could  not  then  be  acted  on,  aft  it  had  only 
tlmt  day  been  kid  on  the  tahk  of  tbe 
House. 

The  CHAKOELLOR  or  tbi  BXGHBi- 
said,  tliat  nine  out  of  tBik  parts 

of  the  information  had  boon  befiire  the 
House  previously  in  the  eyidonco  he  "gafe 
bdEbie  the  CommitiM.  The  mly  odmoii 
was  aa  to  the  money  which  had  hen  t»- 

pendcd  since,  and  the  p  rub  able  asMMUtt  re- 
paired to  coinplfto  tlio  works. 

Colonel    SIBTHOKF    objected  to 


charge  for  carrying  on  the  worka  during 
the  present  yenr,  m  the  Channel  Islands, 
walk  ^0,OOUL  Hit.  doubled  whotlier  the 
island  where  the  havhaai!  wae-  htam§  eon- 
atrueted  was  worth  Mi  mneh. 

Mil  COBDEN  wa»  q«ite  willing  to  ad- 
mit  it  wa&  rigbc  to  atteiupt  to  improve  the 
hanbean  ol  HarwkdH  Btowar,,  aaid  Fort- 
land.  His  objection  was  to  the  item  fox 
the  Channel  IalaudB>,  particularly  for  the 
works  at  Aldorney.  Tho  estimate  for  tlie 
works   there   was   (i20,U0O^.,   u£  wUick 


Totes  behig  postponed  on  acecnint  ef  th»|  126^QQQi.  hndi  hesn  expended^  a»  thai 

absence  of  individual  Members.  He  had 
himself,  at  considerable  pcrsonrv!  incon- 
Tenience,  hurried  down  to  tho  liou»e  be- 
fore bieek&st»  in  the  expeetataon  thaftHie 
hon.  Membw  for  Greenwich  was  to  take 
bis  seat  at  twelve  o'clock,  but  had  been 
disappointed,  and  tho  consequence  was, 
that  he  bad  been  deprived  of  his  breakfaat, 
and  compelled  to  nuuce  *  Teiy  hnnied  dia- 
aer  in  ordcv  to  be  at  the  Hooie  agun  at 
feur  o'clock. 

Ma.  AGLIONBY  said,  it  was  no  nn- 
eireumstnnce  for  that  House  to 
indulgence  to  private  Members  on 
postponed  Votes;  but  if  doing  so  on  the 
present  occasion  woukl  prevent  the  e!=ti- 
mates  being  finished  to-night,  and  ob- 
itniet  the  general  busiaesa  ef  the  eonn- 
«ry,  he  wovhL  not  say  anothar  word  em  ths 
subject. 

Sm  GEORGE  PECHELL  bore  testi- 
mony, as  a  naral  man,  to  the  advantages 

the  worhs  which  had  heeft  oaoied  out 
at  Bover  and  Portland. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  did  uot  object  to 
the  charge  for  the  works  at  Dover  and 
ForHandy  but  only  te  that  for  the  wodw  In 
tiio  Channel  Islands.  He  wanted  tO'hmw 
the  grounds  on  which  that  enormons  and, 
as  he  considered  it,  useless  expendiCnre 
wiae  to  he  ineuned. 

GifTADi  SCOBELL  waa  ci  opuMV  Aat 
no  money  spent  in  preparations  for  war  or 
the  protection  of  peace  waa  of  irroater  ad- 
Tantage  than  that  expended  in  the  eoQ> 
atnietioa  of  haihoam  of  refi:^  Ajahe 
waa  infimaed,  tim  works  at  these  harbooxs 
were  all  in  progress,  and  the  question  was 


there  would  still  reuMin  to  be  spent  in 
strncting  a  Imrbunr  r>f  refuge  at  Alderney, 
which,  was  au  iftUkod  about  cwo  miles  long 
by  Of  mile  and  a  quaarter  hwad^  neaiij 
500,0001.  o£  money.  With  re^udV  ito 
udvantacroa  as  a  harbour  for  our  comraer- 
cial  marine,  lie  bi>!ievod  AlJerney  waa 
never  used  as  a  uaruuur  m  ume  of  ^eace, 
and  if  it  waa  merely  as  a  fortiieation  m 
time  of  war,  was  it  neeeasary  to  oarry  wm 
outposts  100  miles  away  from  our  own 
shores,  and  fortify  an  isiaud  witiiiu  a  doeen 
miles  or  so  of  the  Freioh  eoast,  in  a  plaee 
where  the  navi|fation  was  ao  daagerooa 
that  few  ships  would  venture  to  £ro  near 
it?  This  was  a  very  different  tiiin:^  to 
fortifying  oiu:  own  uuat»is.  This  was  car- 
rying on  a  war  of  aggression*  a^paliia* 
France.  He  hoped  the  Vote  would  net  bo 
pressed. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thjs  EXCH^ 
QUEEaaid^be  muat  deny'that  th»  worka 
in  the  Channel  Islaada  wane  heiag  con^ 

Rtnieted  with  a  view  to  any  extensive  or  ag'- 
gressive  operations  jigainat  France,  The 
object  of  the  works  was  to  al£ord  protoe- 
tkmta  onv  shipping  tiaufe,  in  pas-sing  up 
and  down  the  Channel.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Both  (Captain  Scobell) 
had  said  truly  that  the  want  o£  a  harbour 
in  the  locality  in  question^  was  modi  felt 
in  the  lust  war,  when  French  privateers, 
issuing  from  St.  MjJo,  inflicted  great  in- 
jury on  our  shipping,  and  were  the  cause  of 
a  loss  not  of  a  few  thousands,  but  probably 
of  mtOiMs.  lie  depsoeated.  war  aa  arada 
aa  tha  llcaiL  Miember  fur  the  West  Riding; 
but  we  could  not  shut  fuir  ey«»fl  to  the  pes- 


whether  they  should  carry  ouS  whatt  tiiey  >  aibiltty  oil  liar,  and  the  Gowernment  would 
Ind  begun.  He  had  lodosd  oiter  the  re>  negleeti  ita  duty^in  noi  takit^  means  to 
fort  which  had  been  delivered  that  mor- 1  protect  ear  eommerce  in  the  event  of  war 


mng,  and  he  had  no  doubt,  from  what  he 
collr'rtfd  from  it,  thnt  t]ie  harbours  in  tho 
Channel  liilauds  would  be  of  very  great 
adfantage,  aad  supply  a  want  ymh.  was 
OKBorieneed  scvcrolv  during  the  last  war. 
lis.  W.  WILLIAMii  said».  thai  the 


breaking  out.  The  work^  in  th<^  Channel 
Isbinds  hatl  not  been  underi-.iken  in  an 
aggressive  or  olleasive  character,  but  merely 
to  protaet  enrsalvea  aad  am  tuade. 

Mb,  HILNE&  GIBSON  hoped  the  ships 
OB  war  tteamars  which  were  to  protect  oar 
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nMvbani  ^»els  wonld  notf  be  sent  to  Alder- 
He^  Id  the  eTent  of  a  war,  for  if  they  were, 
Ihej  would  be  of  Tcry  little  use,  because  all 
|b«  B'nglish  vessel*  nvngating  theChmiBl 
kept  as  close  to  the  English  shore  as  pos- 
sible and  avoided  the  Channel  Islands;  and 
a  war  steamer  at  i^pithood  would  a&rd 
xnnoh  mora  efivetiTe  proteotiaiL  to  them 
than  if  stationed  at  AlddmiJ.  He  very 
much  doubted  wlirvther  those  war  steamers 
themselves  would  be  aofo  at  Aldernej, 
when  the  wovke  there  wvre  completed. 
What  eharaeter  they  anght  eventually  as- 
enme,  after  so  enormous  a  mini  liad  been 
expended,  he  did  not  know;  he  had  been 
nfbnned  that  the  aeeess  end  egress  te  «&d 
from  the  islaud,  surrounded  as  it  was  by 
strong  tides  and  sunken  rocks,  would  be 
attended  with  the  greatest  danger  to  their 
knr  steemers;  that  in  nmning  ta  that  is- 
land' on  some  eoessions  thej  iranld  lose 
some  of  their  most  valuable  vessels;  and 
that»  instead  of  Alderuey  being  a  harbour 
ef  refuge,  it  would  tmn  ont  to- be  a  harbonr 
«f  destraction.  Believinu:  it  wonld  be  an 
Improper  place  for  a  harbour  of  any  kind, 
and  that  it  would  bo  altogether  useless  to 
protect  the  En^isli  trade  in  ti^e  Cfaamd, 
fie  should  .suppwt  the  Motion  for  postpon- 
ing the  V((ti'. 

Sir  FRANCIS  BAIUNG  was  willing 
to  admit  his  right  hen.  Friend's  bi^  au- 
tikoritj  on  naval  matters ;  but  without 
meaning  any  disrespect  to  him,  he  might 
observe  diat  this  was  a  subJiact  which  had 
been  considered  by  a  Comonssion  of  naval 
«fllcers  and  military  eu^^nuccrs  who  had 
reported  in  favour  of  this  harbour,  and  that 
tiie  Duke  of  Wellington  entertained  a 
strong  opinion  as  to  tiie  importance  of  this 
station.  He  was  not  aware  cither,  in  a 
niilifnry  point  of  view,  that  it  was  a  bail 
position,  should  there  be  a  war,  to  place 
war  steamers  for  watching  the  motions  of 
aaj  foreign  Power  that  mi||^  be  disposed 
to  assail  us  in  that  quarter.  [An  Hon. 
Mbmbbr  :  Cherbourg.]  It  was  of  great 
importance  to  h{^vo  a  station  at  Aiderney 
for  watching  Cherbourg. 

SiH  THOMAS  ACLAXD  would  sup- 
po^e,  as  the  works  had  been  undertaken 
uuder  good  advice,  that  due  discretion 
had  been  exercised  as  to  the  position 
■whir  ;i  had  been  selected.  Ho  would  re- 
mind the  C'onimittee  that  I'Vanco  had 
thought  it  necessary  to  expend  some  mil- 
Bom  in  constructing  and  fortifying  the 
>iarhnnr  of  Cherbourjj;,  which  was  within 
thirty  or  forty  miles  from  onr  Cbanncl 
Islands. 


Caftaix  SCOBELL  said,  that  in  what 
had  fallen  from  him  before,  ho  had  abstain- 
ed from  giving  any  upiuiou  as  to  whether 
tluse  harbours  of  refuge  irare  in  the  right 

positions  or  not.  Ho  presumed  that  that 
point  had  been  settled  lonj^  before  he  had 
entered  Uiat  House,  and  therefore  he  had 
eonfined  hims^  to  the  more  general  ques- 
tion of  the  Vote. 

^Mi;.  COBDEX  called  upon  the  Commit- 
tee not  to  spend  the  enormous  sums  set 
down  in  tbe  estimate  upon  Aiderney  and 
Jersey.  It  was  useless  to  complain  of  the 
excessive  weight  of  taxation,  so  long  as 
they  reconciled  it  to  themselves  to  spend 
500,0001.  on  these  harbours.  This  was 
an  aggressive  Motion.  It  was  an  attempt 
to  fortify  a  place  fifty  miles  from  the  Eng- 
lish coast ;.  and  i£  they  had  money  to 
waste,  they  would  not  be  justifled  b  duow- 
ing  it  away  in  such  a  manner.  It  was  for 
better  to  sacrifice  what  Im  l  l  ^en  spent  on 
Aiderney,  than  to  go  on  spending  i>U0,000j. 
more  npon  it.  Ho  beliofed  that  if  these 
harbours  wmti  to  be  made  now,  they  would 
never  be  commenced.  He  should  propow 
as  an  Amendment,  to  rcduco  the  Vote  for 
tlm  Ghsanal  lalaads  by  C0,000t. 
Motion  made^  and  Question  put— 

"  That  a  kuiii.  not  exceeding 84,000/.,  hegranb. 
dd  to  Umr  MM«stjr,  to  dAfinji,  in  tiw  jrear  1861, 
tlw  Eiqiense  of  oomtmotnig  Uarirauis  of  Refhf»." 

Ma.  HENLEY  complained  of  being 
placed  in  a  difficulty  by  the  conrso  taken 
by  the  Goremmcnt.  Tliis  Vote  was  on  a 
former  occasion  postponed  in  order  that 
information  might  be  produced.  The  in- 
formation had  not  been  laid  before  the 
House  until  that  morning,  and'  no 
one  had  yet  had  time  to  consider 
it.  Uuder  these  circumstances  the  Com- 
mittee was  eaUed  upon  to  sanction  a 
great  expenditure,  with  an  intimation  from 
the  Cnvcrnmeot  that  this  was  to  be  the 
last  Supply  night. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  21; 
Noes  57  :  Majority  36. 

Original  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

(21.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed— 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  50,000/.  bo 
granted  to  Uor  Majosty,  to  coiiipleto  tho  sum 
noccHsary  to  dcfny  tbe  Charne  of  Civil  Contia> 
<,'t  aL  iL  b,  to  the  31tt  dflj  of  Mueb,  1803.** 

Ma.  HUTT  said,  as  this  Vote  inclnded  a 
sum  for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trad^ 

ho  was  anxious  to  sny  a  few  words  on  the 
suhject,  because  the  noble  Lord  the  Sec- 
retary for  Foreign  Afiairs  had,  on  Monday 
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iMt,  mtde  a  stfttementto  ihe  House  whieh 
he  ()fr.  Hutt)  would  not  presume  to  say 

wns  crroncoiis,  Imt  -^vlijcli  he  rrrtainly 
thought  was  incomplete,  and  therefoio  cal- 
culated to  deceive  the  public.  The  uoble 
Lord  ttnted  on  Mondaj  night  that  ihe 
Slave  Trade  had  recently  undergone  a  very 
remarkable  diminution.  The  truth  of  that 
statement  he  (Mr.  Hutt)  was  ready  to  ad- 
mit. The  ^minution  was  a  very  gratifying 
fact.  No  doubt  it  was  in  a  great  measure 
owing  to  tlic  tenacity  of  purpose  nnd  char- 
acteristic energy  of  the  noble  Lord.  But 
let  them  not  bo  misled  by  present  appear- 
ances. Let  them  not  be  misled  by  what 
hnd  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  so  as  to 
mistake  their  position  in  this  matter,  and 
the  grouuds  upon  which  their  Iiopes  for 
the  futare  were  founded.  AboVe  all,  he 
would  ask  them  not  hastily  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  painful  subject  which 
it  was  his  duty  to  bring  before  the  House 
in  the  course  of  last  Session,  relative  to 
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next  year.  Id  1847,  a  Committee  of  that 
House,  appointed  to  inqiure  into  the  sub- 
ject, almost  unanimously  rcporteJ  that  it 
appeared  to  them  that  the  Slave  Trade  in 
Brazil  nerer  had  attained  so  great  a  height 
as  in  the  year  1847.  The  years  1848» 
1849,  and  1850,  were  equally  remarkable 
for  activity  in  the  ISlave  Trade.  Well 
then,  be  thought  it  was  quite  clear  that 
the  Afriean  squadron  had  not  effeet* 
ed  the  gratifying  results  described-  hy 
the  noble  Lord.  He  thought  there  was 
reason  to  apprehend  that  that  vicissitude 
which  had  attended  the  Slave  Trade  in 
times  gone  by,  might  probably  attend  it 
hereafter.  There  coiilJ  be  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  the  Emperor  and  Legislature  of 
Brazil  were  most  auxious  to  put  down  the 
Slave  Trade,  hat  it  was  also  true  that  the 
Brazilian  Government  were  now  aolbg 
under  circumstances  extremely  favourable 
for  carrying  out  their  anti-slavery  purposes, 
which  circumstances  could  not  be  expected 


the  meritH  of  the  African  squadron,  had  to  eontinue  for  any  length  of  time.  The 


been  finally  disposed  of.  It  was  not  the 
African  squadron  thatwaii  suppressing  the 
Slave  Trade.  That  squadron  was  now 
eontrihuting  to  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade  precisely  what  it  had  contributed 
during  the  last  thirty  years  that  it  had 
been  in  operation — little  or  nothing.  Did 
any  one  suppose  that  after  having  been  in- 
operative, or  at  least  only  partially  opera- 
tive (as  he  thought  every  one  must  admit). 


pestilence  which  had  carried  off  so  many 
of  the  slaves  itriportcd  into  the  Brazils  last 
year,  had  deterred  a  vast  number  of  pcr^ 
sons,  formerly  engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade« 
from  carrying  on  their  former  traffic  in 
slaves.  But  the  alarm  occasluncil  Ly  tliat 
mortality  was  not  likely  to  last  for  many 
years.  But,  above  all,  he  would  ask  the 
Committee  to  attend  to  this  fact,  that 
slaves  were  at  that  moment  uncommonly 


for  thirty  years,  the  African  squadron  had  '  cheap  in  Brazil.  It  was  n  fact  which  de- 
all  of  a  sudden  become  so  Tronderally  sue- ;  served  the  utmost  attention,  that  uotwith- 


cessful  as  the  noble  Lord  wonld  have  them 

helievc  ?  The  noble  Lord  appeared  to  have 
acknowledged,  with  great  justice  and  liber- 
ality, on  Monday  night  last,  the  e.xei  tions 
which  had  been  made  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment of  Brazil  towards  the  suppression 
of  the  Slave  Trade.  It  had  been  remark- 
ed liy  Mr.  Burke,  that  the  Slave  Trade 
could  only  be  suppressed  in  the  country 
where  it  ended,  that  was,  the  importing 
country.  It  was  notorious,  that  whenever 
the  Governors  of  the  West  India  Islands 
earnestly  set  their  faces  against  the  Slave 
Trade,  the  Slave  Trade  in  those  islands 
miiformly  became  almost  extinct.  In  1842, 
the  Brazilian  Government  undertook  to  do 
precisely  what  they  were  doing  now;  they 
j)rohibitod  the  sale  in  open  market  of  slaves 
imported  from  Africa.  The  consequence 
was,  tliat  tlic  Slave  Trade  almost  disap- 
peared. Init  lot  them  mark  what  followed; 
the  Brazilian  dovernnient  having  adopted 
that  measure  of  suppression  in  defiance  of 
the  public  opinion,  were  turned  out  in  (be 

Mr.  SuU 


standing  all  the  exertions  of  the  Afriesa 

squadron,  notwithstanding  the  fleet  cm- 
ployed  on  the  coast  of  Africa  and  South 
America,  the  number  of  slaves  imported 
into  Brazil  in  1646,  184D,  and  part  of 
1850,  was  so  great  ^t  the  alatre  market 
was  actually  glutted.    And,  notwithstand- 
ing the  great  number  of  slaves  carried  off 
by  yellow  fever  in  1850,  uotwilbstanding 
the  unusual  demand  for  labour  consequent 
upon  the  great  development  of  agriculture 
in  Brazil,  he  could  state,  on  t^c  !•  au- 
thority, that  slaves  at  this  moment  were 
being  sold  100  per  cent  cheaper  than  in 
1845.  Whether  the  Braailian  Government 
would  be  able  to  interfere  between  the  ile- 
mand  and  supply  of  the  ticxI  few  ycni-s, 
would  have  yet  to  be  determined.    Ail  tim« 
was  certain  was,  that  every  one  in  this 
country  wished  that  the  Brazilian  Govern- 
ment mifrht  pv.cceed  in  putting  an  end  to 
the  supply  of  ?]are  labour.     He  thought 
he  had  shown  that  there  were  no  suflicies* 
grounds  for  concluding  that  woKcrdap- 
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,proftching  the  eeiiiun  eztmction  of  the  I  hat  eoDfirm  the  result  of  everything  which 
Slavo  Trade;  and,  above  all,  he  thought  I  Mud  on  ft  former  evening.  The  rcsalk 
lie  had  stated  Bufficiont  to  sliow  tlmt  it  was  !  of  my  statement  was  the  great  diminution 
not  bj  means  of  the  African  squadron  that  I  of  the  Slave  Trade — and  that  mj  bon. 
were  to  erriye  at  so  gratifying  a  result,  j  Friend  has  now  completely  confirmed.  I 

never  stated,  cither  then  or  at  any  other 
time,  that  I  relied  entirely  on  this  portion 
of  the  squadron  on  the  coast  of  Africa,  for 
accomplishing  the  object  we  have  in  view. 
My  etetemcnt  has  eiweya  been  that  that 
is  an  essential  clcniont  in  our  plnn  of  at- 
tack, but  that  that  alone  could  nut  be  ex- 
pected fully  to  accomplish  our  object.  I 
agree  entirely  with  my  hon.  Friend,  that 
for  the  full  accomplishing  of  tlio  ^uppres- 
thc  Bishop  of  Oxford)  sat  last  year  upon  sion  of  the  Slavo  Trade,  you  must  act  upon 
this  subject.  That  Committee  stated  that  the  point  where  it  ends  ;  but  I  dtllcr  with 
the  expense  of  tho  squadron  had  been  |  htm  entirely  aa  regards  his  opinion  that  it 
greatly  exaggerated.  Iff  (Mr.  ITutt)  would  13  inincces^ary  to  exert  any  action  upon 
not  charge  the  Bishop  of  Oxford  with  hav-  the  point  whore  it  commences.  Von  must 
ing  uttered  any  thiug  Jesuitical;  but  that  apply  your  means  botii  at  the  heginniiig 
was  a  sentenee  of  most  oracular  ambiguity.  1  and  the  end»  and  then  you  may  expect  to 
"W'liat  was  meant  by  tlie  oxprcs*rfon  ?  How-  attain  success.  Now,  iny  lion.  Friend 
ever,  the  15ishop  of  Oxford  had  appended  says  I  did  full  justice,  as  i  meant  to  do, 
to  tho  Report  of  the  Coiumittco  a  state-  to  the  very  valuable  and  prait>eworthy 
ment,  from  which  it  appeared  thai  he  set  |  eonrse  which  the  Government  of  Brazil 
down  the  expense  at  100,000?.  per  annum.  |  is  at  present  pursuing  in  this  respect.  Tlie 
AYitii  very  great  !;tliour  he  (Mr.  Hutt)  had  circumstances  which  led  to  that  were 
obtained  iufonuuiiuu  from  diil'erent  depart- 1  many,  and  tho  causes  arc  various,  cxter- 


At  that  advanced  period  of  the  Session  he 
did  not  wish  to  trouble  the  Committee  with 
further  observations  upon  this  subject;  but 
hefore  he  sat  down  he  would  venture  to 
jnake  one  remark  with  respect  to  the  ex- 
pense of  the  African  squadron.  A  vast 
deal  of  pains  bad  been  taken  to  conceal  the 
real  expense  occasioned  by  our  efforts  to 
pnt  down  the  Slave  Trade.  A  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords  (presided  over  by 


inents  of  the  Government  on  this  subject;  nal  and  internal.  There  has  been  no  doubt 

and  he  was  inclined  to  believe  that  this  !  a  great  change  produced  in  public  opinion 
Commission  to  put  down  slavery  cost  us  in  Brazil.  Perhaps  tho  cimngo  is  not  so 
between  600,0002.  and  700,0002.    They  great  as  the  increase  wltich   has  taken 


iroted  annually  7,000»000{.  for  the  sup 

port  of  their  Navy;  and  if  they  considered 
the  amount  of  their  squadron  on  the  coast 
of  Africa,  he  did  not  think  that  they  would 
eonsiderthe  amount  had  heen  nnderstated* 

ViscouxT  PALMERSTON:  Sir,  I 
am  sorry  that  it  so  happened  tlm  other 


place  in  the  expression  of  an  opinion  which 

for  a  long  time  has  prevailed  among  the 
native  Brazilians.  Tho  party  that  sup- 
ported the  Slave  Trade,  and  tiio  practices 
of  the  Slave  Trade,  were  chiefly  foragners 

— rortiiguese  and  others.  Tho  real  Bra- 
zilians had  long  felt  not  only  tho  disgrace, 


evening  that  I  did  not  wait  until  we  hod  i  but  the  cui  so,  which  the  Slave  Trade  in- 
an  opportnnity  of  hearing  the  opinion  fiicted  upon  their  empire.    But  I  must 


of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hutt)  on  this 
subject;  but  tho  IIousc,  on  that  occa- 
sion, appeared  to  wish  that  I  should  then 
malce  the  statement  which  it  was  anxious 

to  hear.  And  although  I  was  sorry  to 
make  it  in  the  abseiice  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
yet  I  can  assui'e  hun  that  it  was  not  from 
any  disrespect  towards  him,  or  from  any 

wish  to  take  advantaire  of  his  absence. 


tell  ray  hon.  Friend  that  the  two  parties 
in  Brazil— that  party  on  the  one  hand  who 
practise,  and  patronise,  and  support  the 
Slave  Trade,  and  that  party  on  the  other 
hand  who,  from  patriotic  and  enlightened 
feeling?,  wish  to  sec  it  cca«e  ;  these  two 
parties  did  look  with  the  most  anxious 
feelings  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Oom> 
mittce  of  my  hon.  Friend,  to  the  Report 


My  hon.  Friend  stati'd,  in  the  ont«et  of  of  that  < 'nrrrnif  t^-i",   and  to  the  decision 


the  observations  whicli  he  has  just  made, 
that  many,  or  at  least  some,  of  the  state- 
ments which  I  made  wore  erroneous, 

tliough  he  did  not  impute  to  mo  any  in- 
tention to  misrepresent.     lie  omitted,  1 


whicli  this  llouao  would  pronounce  there- 
upon; and  tliat  everything  that  was  cor- 
rupt, and  base,  and  di.sgraeeful  in  Brazil 
clung  to  the  opinions  of  the  Report  of  the 
Cominittee  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  that 


tfamk.  to  specify  in  what  the  error  con-  everything  that  was  honourable  and  patri 
eisted.    And  in  fact,  as  far  as  I  under-  otic  in  the  country,  was  anxions  that  the 
Atood  the  drift  of  what  ho  stated,  be  did  |  Government  should  pursue  and  persevere 
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in  tlic  conrse  wliich  had  been  taken  for 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade.  Mj 

waa  Twy  mar  doiiig;  at 
TOriod»  rery  great  tniscfiief  on  this  subject. 
Sir,  T  remember  it  vrn^  stated  by  a  ^rv&t 
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hon.  Friend  that  however  grt  at  tho  ?ncnc<=ts 
at  pt^eut  maj  have  been,  it  is  uut  eom- 
pma;  tftat  we  BitntBatre8fto»toi^8pecdilj 
upon  its  befng  permanent;  titot  wa  zuust 
contfmre    to  exert   those-  means  irhich 


piiilbsopher,  that  half  of  the  erils  of  man>  .  haw  produced  that  aiicccess  ;  that  we 
xind'aTtse  from  the  Tiiees  of  men-,  Bnt  tftat  |  tnost  gTre-to'i!re*%aii!{an  party^who  wiA 
tfie  other  half  arises  from  their  erroneous  to  get  rid  of  tlie  Slave  Tnuto,  rtiat  support 

opinions.  Xow  I  mnst  tell  my  lion.  Friend  which  lias  enabl  '1  tliem  to  acconiplish  the 
that,  though  I  give  Iiitn  full  credit  for  the  results  upon  whieli  wc  all  congratulate  our- 
utinost  sincerity  iu  the  opinions  which  from  ■  selves;  and  then  I  think  that,  iu  the  course 
time  to  time  lie  Baa  expressed  uponrtRfa  i  (^ncrdlataot  period,  tftie  etnuU'j  mar^  re- 
subject,  and  though  I  am  convinced  that  joice  at  the  success  of  that  constanej,  that 
hv.  himself  would  be  fixr  from  desiring  to  perseverance,  that  generous  determination 
tritness  the  atrocities  and  calamities  which  •  of  the  British  nation  bjr  which  (and  not  by 
tiae  eDfbrcement  of  hie  opinions  troald  Innre  I  any  condhct  tihis  Hottse  or  that  Gorern* 
ocearioned— I  must  tell  him  that  the  ment,  who  have  only  been  the  organs  of 
opinions  which  he  hns  expressed,  and  nation  nl  f-  eling  upon  this  subject )  this 
which  I  am  afraid  he  still  entertains,  '  country  will  have  the  satisfaction  nf  !?aTin£r 
would,  if  they  had  prevailed,  have  opened  ,  accomplished  a  work  which,  li  uaiiuus  && 
Ae  floodgates  of  iniquity  upon  the  world;  welt  as  mdividnab  reap  tiie  heneflt  or  meet 
IbtA  they  would  have  deluged  Africa  and  the  punishment  of  good  and  bad  actions^ 
Amerirn  with  misery  and  crime,  and  would  will,  I  trust,  tell  to  ^e  advantage  of  the 


hare  produced  results  which,  I  am  sure, 
myhon.  Friend,  when  he  calmly  consid- 
ered the  liuUtcr,  would  never  have  forgiven 
himself  for  liaving  been  the  unintentional 
instrument  of  producing.  Now,  Sir»  my 
hon.  Friend  has  stated  that  in  which  I 
ftilly  agree  with  him,  namely*  tilat  we  meet 
not  trust  too  confidently  that  that  which 
now  exists  will  be  entirely  permanent. 
lij  hon.  Friend  has  made  a  lit^e  mistake 
fa  his  statements.  He  says  thart  the  price 
ef  shvres  in  Brazil  has  faried  100  percent. 
It:  has  varied  100  per  cent,  btit  in  tho  op- 
posite ilirection  to  that  which  he  has  statfed 
to  tha  IIou:$e.  He  says  the  price  of  ^aves 
is  160  per  oent  lower  thair  it  waa*  I  htf- 
ficvo  r  cau  inform  him,  on  the  best  autHo> 
rity,  that  it  was  this  year  higher  100  per 
cent,  as  compared  with  what  it  had  been 
ft  Tec7  short  tnae  before;  [Mr.  Binnrr 
When  ?  1  r  think  about  January  the  price 
rose  to  doubl  j  f'  what  it  had  been  in  the 
conrse  of  tho  precetling  year.  But  he  has 
also  made  a  mistake  in  the  amount  of 
dare  itnportaCion  in-  the  year  1850-.  It  isr 
quite  true,  as  he  states,  that  in  184^7, 1848,. 
and  ISiD,  the  amount  of  importation  was 
rery  great;  but  in  the  year  1850;  the 
smomit  imported  was  ratlter  lese  than  one" 
half  of  what  had  been  imported  in  the  year 
])ir>f(,,-r.  ^  \U\  TIrTT  :  I  only  spokr-  rrf  the 
beginning  of  tho  y«ar  1650.  j  The  begins 
uiug — well;  just  so.  I  took  tho  whole 
^ear.  Bat  the  great  diminutron  has  been 
m  the  present  year,  when  the  action  of  the 
BraziHan  Government  has  come  into  frill 
play.    I  quite  agree,  however,  yrith  my 

ViscowU  Falmersion 


British  people. 
Mr.  HILKBH  GIBSON  said*  he  wished 

to  offer  a  remark  on  the  somewhat  lofty 
flight  in  which  the  noble  Lord  had  de- 
scribed the  results  that  in  his  view  would 
have  followed  from  the  adupiiou  of  the 
opihibm  entertained  by  the  hoe.  Member 
for  Gateshead  (Xfr.  Hutt).  He  (Mr.  M. 
Gibson)  had  always  been  induced  to  be*, 
lieve,  and  the  evidence  he  had  read 
sfceugflieneJ  thait  belief,,  that  t]le>Bqii«droii 
on  the  coast  of  AlUea,  Iftough-  mable  to 
prevent  tlie  Sltave  Trade,  was  nevertheless 
able  to  increase  the  horrors  of  the  middle 
passage,  aud  had  occasioned  a  greater 
waste  of  life-  Hbm  16'  t6e-  Slave  Tradb*  had 
never  been  interfered  with  by  force  of 
arms.  The  noble  Lord  had  himwlf  ad- 
mitted that  daring  tho  years  hS4!7,  lb4S» 
ami  1*849^  while  mder  the  aotive  operas 
tions  of  the  squadron  the  Slave  TradiB-WM 
in<^rpising  rapidly,  and  that  it  wa»  only 
when  the  Brazilian  GDvernnient,  acted 
upon  by  public  opinion,  had  come  zealously 
iote  the  field,  that  we  iritaessed  the  grati- 
fymg  result  of  its  diminution.  He  had 
alvrays  contended  that  there  was  only  one 

Sower  in  the  world  which  could  put  it 
Dwnr  in  Brasil,  and  tba>  wae  the  fematioii 
of  pvbliic  opinion  against  it.  It  was  tltet 
power  which  had  put  it  down  in  the  Brit- 
ish colonies,  and  that  would  abolish  it  in 
Brazil.  Opinion  had  progressed  faster  in 
Bnmil  with  referenee  te  its  abolition  than 
it  had  done  in  this  country.  It  took  thirty 
years  to  convince  the  English  bishops  that 
the  tirade  was  a  sin  and  a  curse;  it  also 
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jetan  of  couflibt  ia<botbH<Kise»  to  pro- 
•  mmhB  iumMMnoithe  vndaoi 


We  ovgfat  tor  encour- 
tlift  fr>p!in[^  in  BraziK  infl  rru'^  thn  BVa- 
aHians  full  credit  fw  what  they  htui  done; 
MiAia  Ai»  audi  •Ant  wi^^-  might  ma- 
tiffii^  assist  a  causo  we  bad  av'dvepiy  at 
keart.  0«  the  contrary,  ooarae  -rrhich 
Bng^d  ought  to  take  was  tiD'OWiek  the 
ining  spirit^  ttiidt  to^  give  it  proMOieiiae  in 
aawliwg'far  tha  grMi  ramlbi  whidi  had 
kwppowd,  and  fop  the  as  grvnt  results 
ivkkb  were  anticipated.  lie  hated  t^o 
ShMr  Titador  mi  ofiidbnni«^  th«  frute  ol 
Slaw  Tnido  ss  atrooglj  aa  it  was  pos- 
8!h1r  fur  anr  man  to  do.  All  that  lie  dis- 
sented from  was  the  doctrine  that  we 


{JviY  18,  nSi)      Civil  ConfSngmeks.  1014 

the  Eui  of  Aberde^  intonated  that  the 
Engliflk  ChwraawnV  waa  ftir  froin  dounig 

a  continuance  in  the  mode  of  adjudicating 
on  Brazilian  ships  taken  by  English  ships, 
practised  without  the  ju8<aficati^  of  a 
treaty;  andl  thail  A«  l^tiali  Omwrammt 
would  be  ffeadjto  recommend  the  adopCi<Hr 
of  other  meastires  to  I^arliament,  so  soon 
aa  lAie  Brazilian  GovcrQuient,  by  its  policy^ 
enaUad  tkem-  to  do  bo.}  The  nobw-  Lord 
would  perhaps  state  if,  in  his  opinion,  the 
proper  time  had  oQmo  for  tike  zcjpaal^  tiie 
Brazilian  Act. 

Ymaom  PALMEBSTON  r  I  da  not 
consider  that  the  time  has  coaOw 

Mil.  CARDWELL  said,  he  satr  a  ^cat 
inconsistency  in  the  argument  of  the  right 


alone,  and  we  only,  had  aeoomplishod  the  I  Eoa.  Gentleman  who  had  just  reaomed  nia 


it 


results  before  us.  He  wanted  to  get  rid 
•f  the-  intolerahlo  conceit  wliich  would  ho 
manifested  if  one  country  was  permitted 
to  suppose  tliat  by  a  coercive  prooOia 
had  eoropellcd  another  country  to  do 
tiiin  ilistasteful  things.  And  as  now,  ac- 
cording to  the  admistiion  of  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Brasilian  Government  was  taking  effi- 
cient steps  to  put  an  end  to  tlie  Slave 
Trade,  he  (Mr.  U.  Gibson)  wi.-lied  to  ns-k 
the  nohle  Lord  whether  tlie  Govenuncnt 
of  England  was  prepared  to  act  in  accor- 


seat.  Tiie  right  Lou.  Gentleman  concur- 
red in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  ^roinber 
fur  Gateshead  (Mr.  Hutt)  that  the  squad- 
ron was  inefficacioaa,  and  tliat  the  im- 
proved poKcy  of  Bnuil  would  not  be  perw 
mancnt;  and  yet  he  proposed  to  tlir-  v.nh\ri 
Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary  to  abandon 
those  very  means  on  which  it  would  be 
the  noble  Lord's  duty  to  fiiU  baek»  upon 
the  failure  of  the  influences  novr  applied 
for  the  suppression  of  the  infamous 
traffic.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 


dance  with  the  proBiise  made  by  the  Earl  tended  that  the  squadron  had  done  fittle 


of  Aberdeen,  when  lie  introduced  tlie  Act 
known  as  the  Brazilian  Act,  wberebv  the 
English  cruisers  were  authorised,  'without 
any  rofcfoiiea  to  traatyrightOk  to<dcal  with 
Brazilian  ships  in  the  manner  permitted  b\^ 
the  laws  of  England  on  the  Slave  Trade  ? 
The  promise  of  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen  was, 
that  i«  wetdd  propose  ibe  repeal  of  that 
Act  whenever  the  conduct  of  the  Braailian 
Govrrnmcnt:  would  justify  liini  in  datng 


or  nothing,  and  that  the  policy  of  the 
Brazilian  Government  had  done  every- 
thing in  effecting  the  result.  But  what 
kadladueed  the  new  policy  of  the  Brazilian 
GoTemmcnt  ?  The  noble  Lord  had  .spoken 
of  the  decrease  in  the  >Sbive  Trade  in  1S.50; 
and  the  reply  was,  that  this  was  true 
only  aa  reapeisted  the  lartter  part  of  the 
year,  because  in  the  early  part  of  1850 
the  Brazilian  Slave  Trade  had  been  most 
so;  axui  what  he  (Mr.  M.  Gihswi)  now  '  prosperous.  But  what  had  b^en  the  state 
Mhwd  the*  nobl»  Lwdw  me,  friwtber  he  |  of  aflnn»  theSp  'ia  Aie  centry  ?  On  thv 
eoald  hold  oat  any  hope  that  the  present  table  of  the  House  of  romtnons  had  been 
Govoninient  would'  come  forward  to  repeal  a  Report,  sanctioned,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
th«  obnoxious  Act — aa  Act  which  the  pre-  ^  by  the  majority  of  a  Committee,  strongly 
•aai  liordr  OhaaceBan      ftnd?  ^  *  reeonnnendW  the  abolition  of  the  Bqinu»> 

phwe  in  Plu-liamont,  had  pronounced  to  he  ron.  This  tact  was  immediately  known 
in  violutioii  of  the  law  of  nations,  and  only  in  Brazil;  and  well  therefore  mij^ht  the 
adopted  becausa  of  the  power  of  a  sluong  Slave  Trade  have  been  prosperous.  The 
#wuiti.f  over  •  weak  eonntay  t  Ua  (Mr. !  Report  of  tlie  Committee  waa  eotttended? 
M.  CKbson)  thought  that  a.  pronuse  of  this  against  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  time, 
«haAmcter  iaa  matter  of  this  kind  was  in  with  all  the  force  of  his  influence,  m  a 
tiie  nature  of  a  stipulation,  and  was  to  be  ^  manner  which  was  greatly  to  his  credit; 
regarded  aa  aol  leaa  binAnf  en  the  Oe»>  |  aai  when-  the  news  ef  tw  resnlt  mred 
wrnment  succeeding  than  on  the  Govern-  out  at  Brazil,  the  prosperity  of  the  Slave 

Trade  immediately  ceased.  The  hon. 
Member  did  not  contend  but  that,  in  the 
latter  part  ef  1800,  it  waa  entirdyredn^d 

Member  saift 


;r.t  wliich  entered  into  the  engagement. 
The  wot'd^  of  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen  wci» 
dtrtmet.  [The  hon.  Member  bore- read  tiw 
mmim  extraatad  6om' 
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the  diminution  was  owing  to  the  change  in 
tbd  policy  of  the  firaziliau  QoTBrnment. 
Was  there  no  evidence  of  the  cause  of  the 
ehaniro  ?  After  the  evidence  had  reachod  ' 
Brazil  that  this  liouse  bad  reversed  the 
opinion  of  its  Oommittee,  and  had  sopport* 
ed  the  Government  and  the  Executive  of 
Great  Britain  in  thf»  determination  to  re- 
press the  slave  traffic,  the  Foreign  Minister 
of  Brazil,  in  the  Chamber  of  Representa- 
tives,  said,  in  reference  to  a  dispute  whieh 
hnd  unfortunately  arisen  with  this  oonn- 
try— 

"  W©  (the  Government  of  Brazil)  will  do  every- 
Xhlng  to  maintAin  the  diguity  of  our  country 
Tkguinst  all  assaults  ;  luit  if  yoii  imagine  th.it  when 
a  ooant^  like  Groat  Britaiu  has  set  herself  ia 
earnest  rar  the  extiaetion  of  theilavo  trade,  you 
can  maintain  it,  jott  greatly  deceive  joond^rei." 

And  that  declaration  was  recmved  with 

opplatisc.  Surely,  after  this,  it  was  easy  I 
to  understand  wliy  the  policy  of  Brazil 
bad  changed.  The  right  hou.  Qentloman 
had  said  that  onr  own  bishops  had  only 
been  convinced  of  the  crime  of  the  Slave 
Trade  after  thirty  years  of  agitation  and 
discussion,  and  that,  consequently,  we 
could  not  expect  as  rapid  convictions  on 
this  question  in  Brasil.  Bat  there  could 
be  no  tloulit  whatever  that  tho  Brazilian 
policy  had  heen  very  rapidly  changed 
after  certain  events.  Ho  (Mr.  Cardwellj 
denied  most  emphatically,  howoTer,  that 
tbey  could  attribute  tho  benefits  effected 
to  the  recent  policy  of  Brazil.  \youKl  the 
blave  Trade  have  been  lessened  in  Cuba  if 
it  was  not  owing  to  the  squadron  ?  He 
believed  that  the  whole  OTidence  substan- 
tiated tlio  real  value  of  our  squadron.  The 
hon.  Gcutlonian  said,  that  wlmt  was  hap- 
pening now  had  happened  before  in  1842. 
In  1842  the  Brazilian  Goremment  attempt- 
ed to  repress  the  Slave  Trade.  In  1842  a 
part  of  the  fleet  on  the  coa.st  of  Africa  was 
withdrawn  for  the  Chinese  expedition,  and 
notwithstanding  the  policy  of  Brazil  being 
then  in  favour  of  repression,  the  diminished 
t  ;VIcacy  of  the  squadron  was  immediately 
felt  ill  tho  increased  prosperity  of  the  Slave 
Trade.  The  House  had  to  look,  in  decid- 
ing' on  the  Talne  of  the  squadron,  to  what 
had  takffli  place  before  the  change  of  policy 
on  tho  part  of  Brazil.  A  bove  2,500  miles 
on  the  African  coast  wcro  exempted  from 
the  horrors  of  the  Slave  Trade;  22,000,000 
of  people  had  been  made  secure  and  free; 
and  22,000  ton.s  of  British  vessels  were 
engaged  in  tho  palm-oil  trade  iu  those 
places  where  no  other  trade  but  tho  trade 
in  slaves  had  ever  before  heen  known. 


They  had  relieved  the  whole eoasl  of  Afiie* 
from  tluB  trade,  with  the  ezoeptaon  of  the 

coast  occupied  by  the  Portuguese  colonies 
in  tlio  south;  and  here  there  were  partioti- 
iar  difficulties,  not  the  least  of  which,  a.t 
certMtt  times,  had  been  the  absence  alto- 
gether  of  the  squadron.  No  one  had  ever 
.contended  that  a  perpetual  police  of  ships 
on  the  African  coast  was  the  only  means 
of  repression  of  the  Slave  Trade.  There 
were  two  other  great  influences  coincidently 
at  work— the  one  commerce,  and  the  otb^r 
Christianity.  And  how,  he  would  ask, 
could  commerce  be  carried  on,  and  Chris- 
tianity make  progress,  where  rapine  end 
piracy  were  permitted  to  prevail  ¥  In  pre- 
venting:^ rnpine  and  piracy  we  irave  protec- 
tion to  the  beginnings  of  legitimate  trade 
until  they  bad  grown  up  and  gained 
strength;  and  by  the  presence  of  the 
I  squadi-on  wo  taught  tlic  niitivc-.  of  Africa 
that  they  could  not  get  a  profit  by  the 
Slave  Trade,  because  we  were  determined 
to  prevent  them,  and  that  thej  could  get  s 
profit  bj  other  traffic,  because  in  any  other 
traffic  we  were  willing  to  encourage  and  to 
support  them.  We  had  gained,  it  was 
certain,  all  that  it  was  possible  to  gain , 
down  to  the  Bight  of  Biafra,  and  even  in 
many  places  south  of  the  line.  The  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  themselves  admitted 
that  by  the  combination  of  measures,  hj 
the  squadron,  and  by  the  new  policy  of 
Brazil,  tho  Slave  Trade  on  the  coasts  of 
Brazil  had  been  almost  annihilated.  He 
(Mr.  Cardwell)  concurred  entirely  in  what 
had  been  said  by  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
true  philanthropy  on  this  subject  which  in- 
fluenced his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  ITutt);  and 
he  was  sure  that  the  admission,  that  in  the 
whole  course  of  this  century  the  traihc  in 
slaves  had  never  been  so  slight,  would  be 
on  all  hands  most  gratifying.  Some  months 
ago,  it  was  beyond  doubt,  there  had  been 
great  dissatisfaction  and  discontent  among 
the  people  of  England  on  this  matter.  That 
dissatisfisotion,  however*  had  never  been 
excited  on  the  mere  score  of  expense. 
Tlio  public  did  not  desire  to  have  the 
character  of  England  brought  in  question 
by  fiiilure,  and  did  not  desire  to  throw 
away  1,000,0002.  annually  in  an  endea- 
vour which  was  generally  represented  as 
unsuccessful.  But  now  that  the  great  fact 
had  been  admitted — now  that  it  was  allow* 
ed  that  the  traffic  in  slaves  had  never  been 
so  low,  he  would  not  be  afraid  of  any  ap- 
peal which,  under  such  circumstr.nces, 
might  bo  wade  to  the  people.  And  having 
himsdf  the  honour  to  represent  that  valu- 
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able  commerce  which  came  to  tho  porta  of 

tliig  country  from  South  America  and 
round  t)io  Ilnrn,  from  India,  and  from 
China,  he  would  say  that  he  waa  not  pre- 
pared for  any  miserable  economy  to  surrcu- 
aer  the  African  scan  to  the  porposes  to 
which  Sir  Charles  Ilotliain  and  every  naval 
officer  competent  to  give  an  opinion  had 
declared  they  would  bo  converted — os  the 
nest  and  Abode  of  pirates;  tho  dealen  in 
that  infernal  traffic  which  was  the  SCOQrge 
and  disgrace  of  human  nature. 

Mr.  HUTT  must  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  whether  he  re«Ily  meant  to  say 
the  squadron,  in  its  operations,  had  di.sfin- 
gnished  between  shiiis  going  to  Cuba  and 
those  going  to  Brazil  ? 

Mr.  CARDWBLL  said,  the  sonrces  of 
supply  were  entirely  different.  The  squad- 
ron had  e.xtirpated  the  Slave  Trade  in  tho 
nurthorii  parts,  from  which  Cuba  solely 
derived  its  supply;  Knt  had  not  extirpated 
it  south  of  the  line,  in  the  Portuguese  co- 
lonies, which  supplied  Brazil,  aod  for  tho 
reasons  he  had  given. 

Sib  ROBERT  H.  IN6LIS  rose  to  ee^ 
knowledge  the  obligation  which  he  and  all 
who  had  t.Tkon  part  in  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade  felt,  to  the  noble  Viscount, 
who  had  now,  he  would  not  wt  completed 
his  work,  but  had  so  far  advaneeci  bis 
efforts  for  its  suppression  as  to  justify  the 
most  sanguine  hopes  of  his  ultimate  suc- 
0088.  None  of  them  looked  for  the  sup- 
pression of  the  Slave  Trade  to  anj  one 
means,  and  they  agreed  that  other  means 
as  well  as  the  squadron  were  inevitably 
neeessary.  He  was  hound,  however  un- 
willingly,  to  say  that  he  entertained  still 
all  the  o>»jections  he  had  felt  la^t  vcim-  to 
that  measure  of  commercial  policy  by  w  liich 
with  one  hand  thej  had  opened  a  market 
to  alavo  labour,  while  with  the  other  hand 
ihey  sought  to  prevent  it.  lie  would  not 
say  another  word  to  disturb  the  tranquillity 
and  harmony  of  the  diseussion;  but,  thank> 
in^  the  noble  Lord  for  the  part  ho  had 
taken,  he  heggcd,  in  conclusion,  to  express 
a  hope  that  the  noble  Lord  would  extend  to 
our  colonies  on  that  coast  the  benefits  of 
ateani  navigation,  which  had  contributed 
so  greatly  to  the  eommeree  and  civiUsation 
of  otherparts  of  the  world. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  there  were 
several  Votes  under  the  head  of  Civil  Con- 
tingencies, on  which  it  would  be  necessary 
for  him  to  take  the  opinion  of  tlic  Commit- 
tee. The  iirst  was  a  vote  of  3491. 1 St.  Id, 
for  the  expenses  incidental  to  the  passage 
of  the  Bishops  of  Gibraltar,  Borbadoes, 


Jamaica,  Antigua,  and  Newfoundland. 
He  thought  it  was  quite  suiKcient  tu  give 
the  bishops  free  passage  in  ller  Majesty's 
ships,  without  maintaining  them  on  tho  way. 
There  was  then  a  vote  of  137^.  19s.  6c?.  for 
constituting  and  appointing  the  Bishops  of 
Quebec  and  ifontreal,  and  a  sura  of  7oL 
I5s.  for  entertaining  tho  Danish  Governor 
on  tho  coast  of  Africa.  These  were  small 
sums,  hut  he  objected,  to  their  allowance, 
on  account  of  the  principle  involved.  There 
was  also  a  charge  of  250?.  7.^.  Iti.  for 
robes,  collars,  badges,  <kc.,  fur  knights, 
and  184?.  4i.  for  the  marshal  of  the  cere- 
monies. Surely  the  gentlemen  who  rc- 
roivfd  the  honour  of  knirflithood  niii^lit 
atiord  to  pay  for  the  decorations  incidental 
to  their  newly-aoqnired  honours.  There 
were  other  items,  however,  of  niore  impor- 
tance, to  which  he  objected  on  tiie  ground 
of  principle.  There  was  an  item  of  2,844?. 
3s.  Gd.  for  the  expenses  of  tho  Queen 
Dowager's  funeral;  an  item  of  61 2f.  2i-.  7^^^?. 
for  the  funeral  of  the  Princess  Sophia; 
and  another  of  3^3?.  78.  \d.  for  that  of 
the  Duke  of  Cambridge.  Now,  when  ft 
was  borne  in  mind  that  the  late  Queen 
Dowager  had  an  allowance  of  100,000?. 
per  annum,  and  Marlborough  House,  on 
which  lO.OOOi.  had  been  expended  to  make 
it  fit  for  her  reception,  independently  of 
annual  grants  for  repairs,  il-c  .  he  thouijcht 
it  too  hard  that  the  public  should  bo  sad- 
dled with  the  expense  of  her  funeral.  Her 
late  Majesty  had  left  a  large  sum  of  money 
to  her  relatives  in  Germany,  and  it  was 
only  fair  to  the  people  of  this  country, 
who  had  made  her  sueh  an  enormous  oU 
lowanoe  when  living,  that  her  assets  should 
bear  the  expense  of  her  funeral.  The 
Princess  Sophia  had  also  a  large  allow- 
ance firom  the  public,  and  the  charge  for 
her  funeral  ought  also  to  be  borne  by  tho 
property  of  which  slie  died  possessed. 
With  regard  to  the  charge  for  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge's  funeral,  the  remarks  which 
he  had  mide  with  reference  to  the  lato 
Queen  Dowager  applied  with  equ  al  cogency 
to  that  item.  The  late  Duke  received  an 
allowance  of  27,000?.  a  year  for  a  great 
number  of  years,  and  left  a  large  amount 
of  property  behind  liim,  out  of  which  his 
funeral  expenses  ought  to  have  been  paid. 
There  was  next  a  chanw  of  lOOl.  for  au- 
diting the  accounts  of  Ifaynooth  College. 
To  this  item  he  was  also  opposed,  for  he 
had  never  heard  of  such  a  charge  on  ac- 
count of  any  other  institution  of  the  kind. 
He  would  read  over  the  itrais  to  which  ho 
intended  to  object 
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lnaic.1,  Barbadoes,  Gibraltar,  Antigua,  and  Now-  ' 
ibandland,  340/.  13*.  lA;  CoostHtfting  and  ap 
pointing  Bishops  of  QnebM  mmI  Monlraal,  181^. 
19«.  Qd.  ;  Entertainioeirt  of  the  "BuA  of  Elgin, 
78/.;  Ditto  of  the  Diiniah  Govr  rnor  on  tlic  coast 
cf  AiHoat  7d/.  15s.;  Robes,  collars,  badges,  &c., 
fbr  knifhtfl,  950/.  7s.  \d.;  Marshal  of  the  Cere- 
BJOnie^.  184/.  4*.;  Funonl  of  the  late  Quc<>n  Dow- 
agor,  '2,6iU.  iis.  Gd.;  Ditto  uf  tb«  late  I'riu^Mias 
BophiA.  612/.  2t.  Id.;  Ditto  of  the  lat«  Duko  of 
Cambridge,  3631.  7s.  Id. ;  Auditing  the  accounts 
of  t^nootli  College,  lOOL;  EjimtwfMui  olergj 
vTSootiaad,  1,9002.** 

Wbj  BhonU  the 'people  cif  thii  •eemiiy'lm 

saddled  with  tfaeae  expenses  ?    He  sliould 
propose  that  these  itema  Aovid  he  4»- 
ellowed. 
Melieii 


**Thiit  a  nam,  not  excoedinp  4  4.218/.  lOt.  9d. 

ho  granted  t<>  1T<t  'M'.>i<>sty,  to  r()Mi])k'te  tlie  sum 
neoMvary  to  defray  the  Charge  of  CItU  Contm- 
t»  tJw       d^r  of  MM,  IMt." 


'  Expenses  for  pnssa'TP'!  of  the  Bishops  of  Ja-  ]  amounts  themselves,  for  they  were  ciccofl 

'        ~  ingb'  Hiodei'ate.    With  respect   to  the 

Queen  Dowager's,  the  fa&t  would  dnnhtlcm 
reuuun  In  tiie  meoiory  of  mmt  Ikon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  Her  Majesty  had  left  a  paper 
requesting  her  funeral  to  be  of  a  very  un- 
osteotatiaus  charact^.  Thoiigli,  of  coarssw 
it  was  on  ft  aotnewbai  eitoiMve  icele,  St 
was  an  exceedingly  modeet  one*  nnwiiitor 
ing  her  exalted  rank. 

Colonel  blBTUOEP  said,  he  had  ever 
felt  the  grealeet  raepoet  for  the  kle  Qi 
Dowager,  but  would  keTO  heea 
pleased  not  to  have  seen  the  e.^penwe  «f 
her  funeral  taken  out  of  the  p«>okeis  of 
Ae  people.  He  wouUliave  Jiieii  glMl4» 
joiii  in  •  testimonMl  ,to  her  liilnnii  m  « 
monument,  or  m  any  otJier  ■wnv;  and  he 
coidd  not  vote  vith  the  hon.  Meo>ber  ie 
denying  thet  jUAttte  h»  •eekkiehle 
character.  lie  would  liave  been  muifc 
hotter  pleased  if  the  hon.  lieumber  had  tn> 
eluded  the  «ote  at  l,0&jL  Sor  the  salarise 
Bad  eqieBees  of  the  OomeiiiDleacii  for  Ihe 
Exhibition  of  the  Industry  of  AH  Kationi^ 
as  it  was  called.  1^'^  Hid  heard  the  Crys- 
tal PiUace  described  a»  an  amicable  and 
harmenieae  -flenfiwleroiiott;  but  he  en- 
tertained one  opinion  about  it — that  it  wee 
a  gross  fraud  on  the  puMic.  raiacd  up  by 
bom  and  for  what  puipose  i  For  a  littb 
popularity  to  eertMtt  iadiwdiiab.  one  yat 
Fecsonage  was  fed  and  clothed  by  ihie 
conntry,  aud  he  regretted  that  that  illu*- 
trious  individual  had  adopted  a  eourae 
wUeh  naee  than  anaAer  nas  ii^urioaa  i» 
the  people  of  ooantxy  and  tu  the 
spectablc  tradosmon  wlio  would  be  im- 
poverished hereafter,  and  which  did  ne 
credit  to  himself.  The  Szlubi^  hal 
brooght  up  a  vast  namher  of  unsoapfal- 
Ing  ppoplo  from  the  country,  wlio  would 
be  obliged  to  part  with  a  good  deal  of 


Mr.  COENEWALL  LEWIS  said,  that 
ihe  Vote  taken  Jest  year  for  Civil  Contin- 
gendee  was  100,000^.  but  the  subi  aeto- 

ally  expended  was  only  05,0(10?.-  n  prottv 
conclusive  j)roof  of  the  desire  of  the  Go- 
Tonuueot  to  promote  econotay.  With  jie> 
q»eet  to  the  items  for  the  trayelling  ex- 
penses of  the  bishops,  he  had  only  to 
remark  that  these  fdlowan(»]8  had  for  a 
oonsiderable  time  paat  heen  regularly 
made,  and  therefore  no  new  principle  was 
inToIved  in  the  Vote.  The  stipends  of 
these  bishops  were  not  large,  and  some  of 
ihem,  as,  for  instanee,  the  Bishop  of  Gib- 
xaltar'a,  was  supplied  from  voluntary 
sources.  It  was,  therefore,  only  reasfm- 
ablc  that  tlieir  travelling  expenses  should 
he  defrayed,  especially  as  they  wore  ex- 
ceedingly moderate — the  oharges  for  the 
visitation  of  the  Bishop  of  Antlgna,  for 
instance,  only  nnioiinted  to  192. 15s.  The 


next  item,  relaiiti^  to  the  charge  for  en-  their  money  in  ofdor  to  gratiTj  their 


tertaining  the  Daniah  Governor,  arose  on 
the  occosinn  of  the  cession  of  the  Danish 
forts  on  the  coast  which  had  been  pur- 
chased by  this  country,  aud  could  not 
OCear  -again.  The  charges  for  badges, 
collars,  Arc,  of  knights  had  formerly  been 
borne  on  the  Civil  List,  until  they  were 
transferred   to  the  Oiril  Contingencies. 


osity,  and  who  would  then  go  bach  te 
several  parishes  without  being  able  to  p^y 
their  tradesmen.  '*  Evil  commuuicatious 
corriipt  good  manners.'*  Nine  montha 
henoe  would  sho»-  the  country  the  conse- 
quences of  the  E.\h"l))Ui  n.  He  objected 
to  it  because  it  encouraged  the  foreigner, 
who  would  go  home  and  laugh  at  then. 


The  charges  for  Royal  funerals  had  also  j  and  say,  as  he  believed  an  emi 


lip'^'i  nhvuvs  defrayed  out  of  the  Civil 
Liat,  fur  it  had  never  been  the  custom 
that  members  of  the  Royal  Family  should 
be  compelled  to  make  testamentary  pro- 
vision for  their  obsequies.  If  the  prin- 
ciple of  the^e  charges  was  admitted,  it 


reigner  had  said,  that  Englishmen  were 
digging  their  own  graves.  He  (Colond 
Sibthorp)  had  never  yet  gone  to  see  the 
Exhibitioa.  though  Jm  did  not  pledge  hios- 

self  that  he  would  not  go;  hut  he  declared 
that  at  the  nr^^^'ent  moment  he  had  not  the 


would  be  dithcuk  tu  find  fault  with  the  slightest  cuiiuiiity  to  see  what  he  believed 
Mr.  W,  Wmam  ^ 
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He  Bupposwl  lie  was  a  Commissioner,  who 
hod  got  hold  of  some  of  the  public  iuonoj, 
•ad  iitIm)  liopad  to  get  more.  He  wiiMd 
to  know  from  the  rigUt  lion.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  it  was  intended  to 
keep  up  the  building  in  Ujrde  Park?  whe- 
mittv  in  i*ot,  they  would  dwe  to  JMiep  it 
-op  after  the  contract  which  had  been  en- 
tered into  to  the  contrary!?  With  reepect 
to  the  sum  4^  1,0652.  whiob  was  now  aak- 
ed  to  pay  the  expeuMe  of  <4lie  Comaue- 
eioncrfi,  he  begged  to  say  Unit  if  it  was 
true  ti  nt  the  Commisaionf^r?!  were  extract- 
ing B4>  many  hundred  thuuijands  of  pounds 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people  by  tricks 
aad  manoeuvres  which  a  oonjuror  would  be 
nsTinnifd  of,  he  di(]  not  eee  why  the  Com- 
xuiasioners'  e^^penees  alionld  Aot  be  paid 
ftem  that  aouroe.  Rather  ibaa  oae  ihera 
paid  ouiaf  ithe  >paklb  |M»e,  he  confcased 
111  ^voTild  be  willing  to  pay  tlipm  liim-i  If. 
TV  ith  respect  to  the  buUdingt  be  aiuoerely 
wished  -Hiat  Maae  idAetiqB  from  above~ 
some  storm  of  fcail»  <ar  ihe  Jike — would 
knock  it  end  over  end,  nnd  than  ihtar 
would  he  no  continuation  of  it. 

The  >CiEULI9CELLOB-or  SXCHS- 
QUSB  begged  to  inform  tibe  hoa.  jnd 
gallnnt  Member  tlint,  ns  he  might  have 
learnt  from  the  newspapers,  he  was  always 
crpen  to  the  jnaeeipt  of  .eoBeeienee  money,; 
«nd  that  if  the  boa.  and  gaUaat  liembor 
would  ti-ansmit  him  the  sum  required  for 
the  *e»peacoB  of  tiie  Commi^sioDecs,  he 
woold  promise  him  that  it  should  he  ac- 
knowledged in  tlic  Times. 

Colonel  Sir>TIiORP  stl^.I,  that  the 
Ught  hon.  Gentleman  received  public  mo- 
ney; be  (Colonel  Sibthorp)  did  not;  would 
the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  jeia  hinaa  pay- 
ing the  sum  in  question  ? 

Sir  UARRY  VERNE Y  could  not  agree 
with  tlie  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  with 
respect  to  the  item  for  robes,  collars, 
badges,  «tc.,  for  knights.  lie  thought 
that  this  was  an  expense  which  fell  legiti- 
mately upon  the  public — seeing  that  tl^ese 
deeorations  were  aeaaUy  conferred  upon 
naval  and  military  men  for  their  public 
services.  Indeed,  he  thought  that  these 
honours  ought  to  be  conferred  withouL  any 
aiq»eaia  whatever  to  (the  partiee  reoeiaiBg 
them.  InfitanccB  had  come  under  his 
knowledge  where  some  of  the  ]if!:^hcr  uiih- 
tary  orders  had  put  individuuls  to  very 
serious  expense. 

Mh.  EDWAKTS  regretted  he  had  not 
had  the  .adyanti^ge  of  haariitg  the  ^peeeh  of 
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absent  from  the  House  at  the  moment,  and 
thoreroip,  alon^  wltli  many  othe»rs,  he  felt 
himself  placed  sumcwbat  in  a  dilemma  aa 
to  hie  Tote.  la  the  first  plaoe,  he  helieved 
that  the  money  asked  for  had  already  beea 
paid,  and  ho  did  not  see  how  the  Ilouse 
could  well  disallow  it.  Id  the  next  place, 
he  approved  of  tome  of  the  iteaie,  whlla 
he  disapproved  of  others.  For  instanoi^ 
since  he  had  had  the  honour  of  a  scat  ia 
that  House,  he  bad  never  voted  the  appro- 
priatioB  of  the  public  money  for  the  niMD- 
tenance  of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in 
Ireland  or  elsewhere,  and  yet  here  he  was 
caUed  v^n  to  vole  1002.  for  auditing  the 
aeoonale  of  liaynoodi  College,  and  anoAer 
.large  sum  towards  the  supportof  the  Roman 
Oatbtdic  clergy  in  Canada.  UiiIosb  the 
hoD.  Member  could  give  some  satisfactory 
■oeeon  tfiar  inokidtng  «o  great  a  vasieky  tf 
interests  in  the  same  category,  he  {Uau 
£dward«)  would  decline  voting  altogether. 

Mb.  G0R^±:  wall  LEWIS  'said.  that 
tUs  mttB  aiaee  aot  of  the  ireoaFareaee  of 
the  expenses  of  Mayaoeth  College  from 
the  Annual  Estimates  to  the  Consoli  latetl 
Kuad.  Formevly  'these  expenses  cam6 
aanaally  aadw-tha  pavtsiea<of  Pecfiament; 
but,  in  Gonseqoeace  .of  the  change  whieh 
took  place  a  few  years  ago,  it  had  become 
necessary  that  the  aooouute  should  be  caM> 
fully  anduted. 

Mr.  EVELYK  deists  on  said,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  €.  Lcwi.-^\  Imd  re- 
minded the^Committee  of  the  .teetaroeutary 
direetica  of  the  late  'Queen  Boweger,  that 
her  funeral  should  be  conducted  witbont 
ostentation  and  in  a  implo  manner,  in  ao- 
cordanoe  with  her  character.  Kow.,  it4id 
not  e^ppear  to  some  Gentlemen  that  tha 
eaqpeaditare  which  took  place  was  quite  in 
accordance  with  that  direction.  It  was 
said  that  a  very  large  sum,  amounting,  he 
believed,  to  about  1,000^,  bad  been  paid 
in  the  shape  of  fees  to  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  of  Windsor.  He  wished  to^aow 
if  that  was  true  ? 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  could  not 
state  how  aiaoh  had  been  paid  to  Uie  Deaa 
and  Chapter  of  Windfiov,  hut  ho  believed 
that  a  oon.siderable  sum  bad  been  paid. 

Sir  13Ei^ jam IX  HALL  said,  in  that 
oaae  he  should  wish  the  Vote  to  be  poK- 
poncd  till  they  had  an  accurate  statement 
of  the  amount  of  the  fee  so  paid.  The 
Dean  land  Gbautcr  uf  Windsor  were  about 
lhadeheet-eeele8iailical>o(»;KiratioB  in  the 
countr}',  and  he  could  not  understand  why 
the  paUi^i  ehould  be  failed  .^poB  to  pay 
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sum  for  the  interment  of  tlie  Ute|etrennistancei  of  tbe  case  migbt  be.  The 
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this 

Queen  Downgcr.  To  nny  proper  pnymcnt 
thece  coulil  he  no  oltjection;  but  the  pay- 
ment of  such  a  fee  as  1,000^.  for  the  de- 
pomt  of  a  body  in  the  Chapel  Royal,  and 
to  a  rich  cccloj^in.-itical  chapter,  performing 
fen'  or  no  iluiies  whatever  in  tlieir  eccle- 
siastical eupauity,  w&a  one  of  the  grossest 
oases  ever  broneht  before  the  notiee  of 
that  House.  Ho  hopcil  the  Tote  would 
he  postponed  till  they  had  some  explana- 
tion. If  It  were  not  postponed,  he  should 
TOte  against  it. 

Mr.  SPOONER  hoped  some  further 
explanation  would  be  given  respecting  the 
sum  said  to  be  paid  to  the  Dean  and  Chap* 
ter  of  Windsor  for  the  funeral  of  the  late 
Qtteen  Dowager.  Surely  some  of  the 
Members  of  Government  could  explain  it. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUBR  oonid  not  state  ezaetlj  what  this 
sum  was.  It  was  paid  by  the  Lord  Cham- 
berlain's department.  TTe  would  state  to- 
morrow on  tlic  Report  what  it  was. 
.  Mr.  MOWATT  said,  «is  eharM  in  tiie 
pnbUc  Votes  was  a  flagrant  vioMtion  of 
decency,  considering  the  very  large  income 
of  100,0002.  a  year  which  her  late  Ma- 
jesty had  enjoyed,  and  that  she  had  died 
in  possession  of  Ter^  considerable  pro- 
perty. The  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Wind- 
sor, like  all  other  chapters  be  was  ac- 
quainted with,  bad  seised  on  the  oppor- 
tunity of  adding  to  their  improper  gains. 
On  this  ground  the  Vote  ought  to  be  post- 
poned, that  due  inquiry  might  be  made, 
and  these  corrupt  bodies  ezpoeed,  if  neecfl* 
aatj*  Bearing  in  mind  the  prodigious 
revenues  of  the  late  Duke  of  Cambridge, 
and  the  amplo  amount  settled  on  the  pre- 
sent Duke,  the  Goremment  ought  not  to 
have  lent  themselves  to  the  ontrsge  on 
public  decency  of  saddling  the  c.tpenseg  of 
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result  was  that  the  whole  inatter  wag  left 
in  doubt  and  uncertainty — the  consequence 
of  its  being  in  the  hands  of  the  Treasury 
instead  of  in  the  hai^s  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners.  He  had  applied  to  tho 
Comraisaioners  for  information  with  respect 
to  three  unions  lu  the  county  which  he  re- 
presented; but  all  he  eonid  learn  was  that 
the  annuity  was  fixed  at  the  maximum, 
and  therefore  no  information  was  neces- 
sary. In  respect  to  three  other  unions  in 
the  county  ot  Donegal,  in  which  he  was 
interest  1,  lie  found  that  tho  annuity  was 
fixed  nt  twenty,  at  thirty,  and  at  forty 
years,  and  it  turned  out  timt  the  union 
which  had  suffered  the  most  was  that 
which  had  to  pay  in  the  least  time.  He 
had  understood  that  the  expenditure  of 
1849  was  taken  as  the  basis;  but  that  was 
a  most  nnfiur  test,  as  the  potato  crop  was 
that  year  the  best  since  the  famine.  If 
the  years  1848  or  1850  had  been  taken, 
the  exnendituro  would  have  been  found  to 
be  such  as  to  make  the  union  of  which  he 
spoke  entitled  to  have  the  payment  ex- 
tended  to  the  longest  period.  Tie  also 
complained  that  the  right  hon.  ChanceU(Hr 
of  ttie  Exchequer  should  have  takmi  his 
basis  of  calculation  of  the  expenditare  of 
the  union  from  Schedule  B,  which  was 
notoriously  inaccurate.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  professed  to  regard  local  ctr- 
curostanccs,  and  yet  the  actual  levy  was 
Os.  Id.  in  tho  pound,  instead  of  the  5.<.  10<^. 
put  down  in  Schedule  B.  The  right  hon. 
thmtleman,  in  that  particular  instance,  had 
certainly  disregarded  both  theeqprity  of  the 
case,  and  local  circumstances. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHEc- 
QX7EB  could  not  plead  guilty  to  the  ohai^ 
made  against  him.  The  provision  of  the 
law  T'-ri'?  that  the  payment  should  bo  made 


the  late  Duke's  interment  on  the  country.  |  in  twenty  years;  but  that,  in  the  case  of 
The  Committee  iltetcM Ayes  43;  *'        -     ■       ■■    >  .i  a  — 

Noes  69  :  Majority  26. 


Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mfi.  CLEMENTS  said,  he  must  com- 
p1(un  of  the  course  pursued  in  fixing  the 
annuities  payable  by  the  electoral  divisions 
of  each  union  in  Ireland  under  the  13th 
and  14th  Victoria,  cap.  14.  The  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  had  referred  to  each 
union  to  say  Bow  long  a  period  it  required 
to  repay  the  annuity;  and  each  union  fixed 
of  course  as  long  a  period  as  possible. 
But  the  right  hon.  Oendeman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  fixed  some 
arliitrnry  rule  of  his  own  from  which  he 
refused  to  deviate,  whatever  the  individual 
Sir  B.  Hall 


the  most  distressed  unions,  it  should  be  ex- 
tended to  forty  years.  Tho  unions— not 
unnnturallv,  |n"rliaps— wished  that  in  any 
case  tho  period  should  be  forty  years;  but 
that  he  thought  unfair,  and  wonld  not 
accede  to  the  suggestion.  The  reason  the 
year  1849  was  fixed  vpon  as  the  test  of 
expenditure  was  because  it  happened  to  be 
the  year  preceding  that  in  which  the  Act 
passed.  He  conld  not  be  supposed  to 
know  the  circumstances  of  all  the  unions 
in  Ireland,  and  was  compelled  to  act  npoa 
the  report  of  the  Poor  Law  CommisMoners 
in  respeet  to  local  circnmstances.  He 
stated  distiuctiv  that  in  every  case  which 
had  been  brought  under  his  consideration. 


Digitized  by  Google 


1025 


Supply— 


{July  18, 1851}      Cfhil  GmUnffeneUt.  1036 


a  longer  period  had  been  givon  in  rofer- 
«iee  to  the  circnmBtanoes  of  eaeh  hiuod. 

Mu.  CLEMENTS  said,  he  was  one  of 
the  guardians  of  the  Milford  Union,  and  he 
wrote  to  the  Commissioners  to  ask  irbat 
ihvf  were  doing,  and  ihej  nfbaed  to  u- 
form  him,  saying  they  were  acting  not  for 
themaelres,  but  for  tho  Treasury,  He 
then  wrote  to  the  Trcxisury,  but  thcj  took 
cm  not  to  re^Iy  to  him  until  he  zetiiraed 
here.  He  pointed  oat  to  the  right  hon. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  as  re- 
garded that  union,  his  figures  were  wrong. 

Snt  PERCY  NUGBNT  admitted  that 
the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  right  in  endeavouring  to  get  back 


Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
The  following  Totes  were  then  affr$ed 

to 

(22.)  469,8292..  GommiBiariat  Depart- 
ment. 

(23.)  44,6131.,  Half-Faj  CommiaMUiat 

Department. 

On  the  Vote  of— 

(24.)  809,4962.,  Post  Office  Facket 
Sendee, 

Sm  De  lacy  EVANS  said,  he  hog- 
ged to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  proposed  naval  retirement  scheme,  as 
aflbcting  uaTBl  offieen  of  long  and  distin- 
guished service,  who  may  not  have  com- 
pleted their  six  years'  command  at  sea, 


the  raoncj  as  quickly  as  possible;  but  he !  through  no  fault  of  their  own  ;  aod  with 
hoped  that  he  wonld  take  the  sevofal  cases  a  -view  of  i^rding  them  ilM  benefit  of  the 
into  consideration,  and  have  a  reiision,  equitable  provision  for  the  Arm j  in  refer- 
which  would  settle  the  matter  more  satis-  enco  to  the  required  six  years*  field-officers' 
factorilj  to  the  guardians.  effective  duty  in  that  braneh  of  Her  Ma- 

Sn  LUCIUS  O'BBIBN  said,  the  Com-  -  - 

mittee  was  not  at  all  aware  of  the  burdens 

<?a^t  on  some  of  these  unions.  In  the  reconsidering  his  scheme,  seeing  the  in- 
Tuliagh  Union  there  was  a  charge  of  justice  which  he  proposed  to  commit  upoa 
2i»  lua.  to  meet  these  repayments,  which  officers  of  distinguished  services. 

SlE  FRANCIS  BARING  did  not  wish 
to  reopen  the  question  to  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  referred.  He  had  been 
presMd  on  a  fbrmer  occasion  to  hold  oot 


jesty's  service.  He  urged  upon  the  First 
Lora  of  the  AdmiraltJ  tile  propriety  of 


meet  these  repayments,  which 
wonld  last  for  fiirtj  years,  independent  of 

the  current  expenses  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor,  which  amounted  in  one  electoral  divi- 
aion  to  15f.  lOd.  in  the  pound.  The  ag- 
gregate of  the  rate  which  had  been  levied  |  expeetations  tliat  it  was  his  Intention  to 
in  Irelnnd  for  the  last  two  years  amounted  ^  reconsider  the  subject,  but  he  held  out  no 
to  4,000,000^  In  some  other  unions  the  i  expectation  of  the  kiud.  He  had  stated 
rate  amonnted  to  as  mnch  as  15$.  in  the  that  the  plan  he  had  proposed,  and  indeed 


pound.    He  asked  how  it  was  possible  for 
any  people  to  contend  against  such  a  state 
of  things? 
Sir  BENHAM  NORRBYS  said,  tiiat 

If  a  rate  of  Ids.  lOd.  had  been  levied  on 
anv  uSion  in  Ireland,  the  rate  in  aid  must 
hare  been  most  unjustly-  and  unfairly  dis- 
tributed. He  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  W.  Somervillc)  would  inquire  into  the 
facts  alleged  bj  the  hon*  Member  for 
€iare, 

Sn  WILLIAM  SOlfSRVILLE  said, 
that  ho  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
mention  the  name  of  the  particular  union 
in  which  the  rate  of  1 5s.  had  been  levied, 
la  order  that  he  might  aseertun  whether 
ihe  statement  wa»  correct. 

CoLoxEL  SIRTIIOKP  moved  the  re- 
daction of  the  Vote  by  1,065/.  17«* 

Motion  made,  and  Qtmstioit  put— 

**Thata  sum.  not  exoeeding  48,934/.  0«.  8<f. 

be  grantod  to  ITor  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Cbargo  of  Civil  Contin- 
gMMlM,to  tfas  aiat  dagr  of  Marefa,  18M." 

The  Committee  divided  ^--^yes  33  ; 
Noes  81  ;  Majority  48. 

VOL.  CXYUL  [zaiRD  sbbdu,] 


any  other  plan  which  was  at  all  efficient, 
must  be  baaed  upon  the  principle  of  re- 
moving certain  officers  from  tlie  active  to 
tlw  retired  Kst.  It  was  his  object  to  re- 
move the  lower  class  of  officers,  the  com- 
manders, and  liontcnnnts,  but  he  couM  ?iot 
fairlj  and  justly  do  so  without  dcahug  m 
the  same  manner  with  the  higher  class  of 
officers,  who  had  strong  and  powerful  in- 
terest both  in  that  and  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  He  thought,  however,  it  was 
only  a  matter  of  justice  that  a  plan  which 
a£Fected  the  prospects  and  feelings  of  tho 
lower  class  of  officn-s  should  apply  also  to 
those  higher  in  rank.  It  must  not  be  sup- 
posed that  there  was  any  injustice  done  to 
those  officers.  By  the  old  pnetiee,  offi> 
cers  who  received  their  fla^s  rose  upon  tho 
list  till  they  obtained  a  certain  amount  of 
pay,  but  they  were  never  employed  upon 
active  service.  All  he  asked  was,  that 
they  should  rise  in  rank  just  as  they  did 
before,  that  they  should  receive  exactly 
the  same  pay,  and  that  ther  should  be 
placed  upon  the  reserved  list,  their  services 
being  called  for  onlj  in  eases  of  extreme 
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neorasifej.  He  did  not  think  tliie  arrange- 
■MOt  would  8«lif«et  dMm  tt  any  hardship 
or  iajastico.  If  the  Committee  should 
decide  ngainst  him,  he  would  Low  to  their 
decision  ;  Lut  he  thought  it  would  l»c  roost 
tmfair  to  deal  with  the  lower  ciaes  of  ofU- 
cers  upoD  principles  difibrmt  "fna  thote 
on  which  thcv  detilt  witk  iheliigher  class. 

Mr.  J.  A.  SMITH  considered  that  it 
would  he  very  unjust  that  an  officer  who 
bad  l>een  mnble  to  oomplete  hk  M'ter- 
"nee  in  consequenee  of  illness  brosgkt  on 
by  the  disclinrgc  of  liis  duties,  should  he 
deprived  of  the  benefits  of  the  naval  re- 
tirement scheme  :  such  exceptional  «ase8 
diMMUiPod  tilo  ftttwwtioii  of  the  OoMniiDOBt. 

Sib  GE0B6B  PECHBLL  said,  ikoA 
in  his  opmion  the  njotires  of .  the  right 
h(m»  Baronet  (Sir  F.  Baring)  had  been 
grea%-  mieeoBitnied ;  tmt  iD-endaavoiiriDg 
to  defend  die  right  hon.  Gentlemao,  lio  Jud, 
on  several  occasions,  brought  odiarn  npnrt 
himself.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
plan  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  ope- 
nto  onjueUy  wilii  ngwA  to  bmmij  offiem 
who  might  have  served  double  the  time 
required  in  vessels  of  an  inferior  rate  ;  as, 
for  instance,  brigs  and  ocffvettes.  Why, 
wben  Sir  John  fioM  i«tamed  from  the 
Korth  Pole,  was  he  to  be  told  that  he  was 
not  fit  to  remain  on  fhr^  active  lirt  ?  He 
(Sir  G.  Pechell)  maintained  that  there 
were  many  men  upon  the  active  list  who 
irere  not  so  eligible  for  eomroand  as  softie 
of  those  who  were  placed  on  the  retired 
list.  He  would  ask  vrhcther  there  were 
not  some  oihcers  on  the  active  list,  with 
ngard  to  •whom  then  was  a  regidalBeD,  or 
«B  nndentendnig,  tbai  they  should  not 
have  the  opportuHf  «f  hsiating  tbeir 
ibgs? 

Captaix  SCOBELL  said,  under  the  ex- 
isting arrangement  it  was  in  the  power  nf 

the  Admiralty  to  keep  an  officer  from  ad- 
Tancing  by  not  employing  him.  The  First 
Ijord  had  the  power  over  the  post  captains 
of  keeping  them  vnemployed  and  wasting 
th^  turn,  therehj  hnnptnfl  a  stigma  upon 
them.  But  the  system  extended  to  a 
lower  grade.  A  commander,  uuless  he  had 
been  two  years  afloat,  could  not  be  pro- 
moted. With  the  Hentenatits  it  was  jint 
the  same,  and  they  must  be  afloat  a  certain  ' 
period.  He  knew  that  the  list  of  officerB 
wa&  a  large  one,  and  that  all  could  net  be  i 
employed;  but  what  he  wanted  was  to  aee  | 
fair  piny,  and  that  interest  should  not  pre- 
Tail.  Those  lieutenants -i^-ho  had  not  s^^rved 
two  years  could  not  become  commanders, 
aud  the  effect  of  that  was  that  more  thui  | 


c«ea 

half  the  lieutenants  nover  got  beyond  thai 
rank.  Tfaera  <hey  stayed,  lJ>ere  €key  Kviecl* 
and  there  they  died.  But  who  had  placed 
them  (m  that  list  ?  After  thirty-five  years 
of  peace  the  Goverameut  foirad  themselves 
so  overwhdmed  with  the  number  of  officera, 
that  ikegr  warn  eUiged  to  hsM  a  leaerrad 
list,  a  retired  list,  and  an  active  list.  The 
injustif«  wn"*  not  so  much  in  givin??  awaj 
the  public  money  as  it  was  to  the  servioe. 
ThwB  wave  «Mnj  feasons  whj  ihb  sdMBSB 
should  be  reconsidered,  and  he  hepad  thai 
the  First  Lord,  to  ^vhnm  he  gtivo  prrffTt 
for  a  wish  to  reform  the  abuses  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, wv)uld  be  so  good  as  to  reconsider 
il  Bnt  lie  wanid  advise  the  Coomitttee 
to  watch  over  the  fair,  just,  and  equitable 
interests  of  the  officers  of  the  Nary.  They 
had  Boanwa;  but  if  they  hod  not  efficient 
offieem  to  oonrasand  them,  they  wwidd  nw 
the  day. 

Siu  FRANCIS  F.  APJNG  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Oiiiecr  had  sketched  ex- 
actly the  picture  which  he  (Sir  F.  Baring;} 
wished  to  impiwe — the  state  of  the  Nary. 
There  was  a  large  list  of  captains  who 
could  not  be  employed;  the  same  with  com- 
manders. The  yerjf  evil  was  that  you  had 
«  bfger  Hat  than  jeo  «add  eaaploy,  and 
the  reduotion  of  the  list  was  what  .he  had 
in  v!f»w.  No  PYf^fem  roTiW  he  devised  by 
which  some  gaUant  and  cihcient  offic«^ 
were  not  left  unemployed.  It  was  an  evil 
which  had  been  creeping  on  frsas  darto 
day,  and  he  had  been  most  an.xions  to  find 
a  remed}'  for  it.  Notwithstanding  all  ti:at 
had  been  said,  ho  felt  that  the  arrangement 
whieh  had  been  nada  was  one  wliieh  wonld 
be  not  only  beneficaal  to  the  bn( 
one  which  lie  had  rcf\?on  to  believe  was  not 
disapproved'  of  by  some  of  om*  meet  eft- 
cient  officers. 

Xk«b  JTAAB  -wisbed  to  know  why  inm 
steamships  were  excluded  from  the  con- 
tract packet  service.  In  no  science  had 
thene  been  so  much  improvement  of  late 
years  aa  that  cfboflding  iron  ataamwsessls; 
aud  the  foraona  nannnrted  with  it  declared 
that  the  puperiority  of  iron  over  wood  in 
the  construction  of  large  vesada  was  un- 
doubted. One  gentleman  said  tint  if  there 
was  a  likelihood  of  these  vessels  being  em- 
ployed in  the  packet  service,  he  could  build 
one  of  4,000  tons  that  should  average  a 
speed  of  eighteen  miles  an  hour.  There- 
ftre  it  was  •  ^eatisn  §at  the  CfiwattMi, 
whether  the  Admiralty-wew  iiwtifiod  ia^ 
orders  they  had  given  iqmntne  erperrment 
bein^  made,  and  whether  they  were  justi- 
fied in  excluding  those  iron  ships  from  tiio 
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packet  «:prvlf'c  ?  The  practical  effect  of 
the  Admiralty  regulationii  was,  that  those 
who  wore  tnclined  to  baild  large  vessels 
vcif  deterred  from  doing  bo.  Tic  doubted 
"whether  the  inaptitude  of  iron  vessels  in 
time  of  war  was  a  sufficieut  justification 
Ibrezelndittifihem^m  the  packet 

Sm  FRANCIS  BARING  said,  he  must 
refer  the  nohlo  Lord  to  the  evidence  that 
liad  been  taken  before  the  Committee, 
-wliere  K  htA  beea  •rranged  that  the  vends 
hy  which  the  packet  service  should  ho  per- 
formed should  he  fitted  for  wnr  Those 
were  the  terms  of  the  contract;  and  it  had 
uafortaimtel;  Unrned  oirt,  upon  txpenmmts 
which  had  been  instituted  at  Portsmouth 
ky  the  Government,  that  nn  Tron  phip  ^ns 
not  a  good  war  vessel;  and,  m  short,  that 
-SO  fur  MpreMDt  eneriMOO  wont,  it  imb 
utterly  uawt  for  warlike  purposes.  Under 
ihese  cireurostaneop,  the  GoToruBient,  in 
carrying  out  the  plan  according  to  tiie  in- 
'leiitioiM  of  PariiaiMDt,  bad  «i«l«did  iron 
ressek  from  dM  contract  aerviee.  If  tbc 
noble  Lord  f^<nM  prove  by  experiment  that 
iron  ships  were  available  aa  war  ships, 
fhoQ  bo  •mdi  reaier  mora  BOPfioei  mm 
AO.  AHor  more  •  xjx  ionee  it  might  not 
prove  fnipossible  to  make  them  ftvailahle, 
and  iron  had  been  proved  to  be  the  ci^eap- 
oil  sMterial;  bat,  under  pfoioit  dvnna- 
•taneeB,  it  could  not  be  done. 

Sm  THOMAS  AC  LAND  hogged  to 
draw  attention  to  the  propriety  of  e«tab- 
JMuBg  a  Irao  of  naokota  akoglbe  ipoiton 
ooost  of  AMoa  down  to  Fernando  Po— « 
Bnbjcet,  he  could  assure  the  Committee, 
of  great  interest  to  many  peraont.  No 
moasoTO  oodd  movo  tond  to  olMvto  ibat 
extensive  line  of  eamtXJ  from  its  present 
condition  of  barbansm.  He  also  wished 
to  kAow  itf  any  new  arrangements  had 


lie  hoped  that  the  Government  would  not 
lose  sight  of  the  recommendations  of  tho 
Committoe  whte/b  oat  on  ibh  aabj^,  and 

would  give  notice  when  the  time  for  ro- 
ncwitscf  tlippo  contracts  arrived,  in  order 
that  the  country  might  derive  as  much 
advantage  aa  posnUe  from  poblie  eompe> 
tition. 

Sir  FRANCIS  BARING  said,  that  the 
recoititnendations  of  tbo  Committee  had 
been  considered,  and  %  feSr  opportunity 
would  be  given  for  public  competition 
when  the  time  for  leaewing  the  contracts 
arrived. 

Ms.  SCtTLLY  saad,  be  srast  eomplaia 

of  the  very  inadequate  and  defective  pro- 
vision that  waa  made  by  tho  Post  Office 
authorities  for  the  conveyance  of  letters 
by  cross  posts  from  one  town  to  anotbor  in 
the  south  of  Ireland,  It  often  happraod 
that  letters  which  had  only  to  be  conveyed 
some  twelve  or  fourteen  miles,  men  de- 
layed earn  days  on  tbe  mad. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QrKR  would  promise  that  the  matter 
siiouid  engage  his  serions  attention.  He 
^nU  inqmre  into  H,  and  see  wbetber  H 
might  not  bo  possible  to  adopt  effseliTO 
measures  for  the  redress  of  any  such 
gQevaace  ae  that  alluded  to  by  the  boo. 


Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  that  aqthhig 
could  he  more  absurd  than  some  of  the 
Po&t  U£ce  r^ndations  ia  Ireland.  A  letter 
ham  Mallintieao  to  Glonmel,  twelve 
miln  distant,  woa  sent  round  by  Dublin, 
and  had  to  trarel  200  miles  before  it  was 
delivered.  Tho  mail  bags,  instead  of 
being  conveyed  by  rail,  were  «lltan  carried 
by  a  pedestrian  postman,  or  also  in  a 
jingle,  which  travelled  only  at  Ao  rat»  of 
four  miles  an  boor. 


boon  node  witb  tbe  Amerioan  or  PoniB^J    lb.  CLSICENTS  eouplamed  that  fto 


snlar  and  Oriental  Companies  to  prevent 
them  from  being  called  upon  by  the  Go- 
Teramcnt  to  touch  at,  or  depart  from,  any 
port  tbat  might  bo  thought  proper!  He 
thought  Plymouth  or  Falmouth  would  be 
better  tlmii  Southampton.  Since  South- 
ampton was  selected  as  tbe  point  of  de- 
fwrtare,  a  great  change  bad  been  inado  n 
the  facilities  for  comnMniieatioii  bj  failway 
with  the  western  ports. 

SiK  FRANCIS  BARING  said,  there 
vac  uotbing  in  Ao  eoatMot  to  praoavt  a 
flhaiige  in  tbe  port  of  d^anwa  «nd  ar- 
rival, on  payment  of  fair  compensatioa  to 
the  contracting  oon^niea. 

Ub.  HSKLET  and,  ibat  upwoida  of 
800,0001.  WM  Totedfor  tbo  packk  sflrneo. 


steam  packets  ptfiw  between  Holylioad 
and  Kingstown  travclTcd  at  too  slo^v  n  pace. 
They  oould  make  tbe  passage  muck  more 
rapidly,  being  good  boats,  were  it  not  that 
they  were  prevented  from  so  doing  by  tbe 
terms  of  the  contrfiet  betwccu  tlnj  Ad- 
miralty and  the  eompaoy.  The  contract 
was  given  «t  io  tery  low.«  nrte  tbat  tbo 
company  had  to  travel  slowly  m  oidor  to 
save  fuel  and  spare  the  machinery. 

Mjl  COWPER  said,  that  the  boats  tra- 
v«M  at  a  rate  suficiently  rapid  fior  tbo 
requirements  of  the  public  servioo*  Tbsj 
maintained  a  good  uniform  pace,  and  de- 
Uvered  the  mails  according  to  the  time  re- 
mnod  by  the  ooaditioas  of  tbo  ooolraet 
He  bad  not  board  tbat  Ae  Pott  Offieo 
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authorities  liad  to  couipiaia  of  delays  or 
want  of  ponctaalitj. 

Vote  agreed  to;  oa  were  alto  ihe  fol- 
lowing Votes  : — 

(25.)  103,700i.  Disembodied  Militia. 

(26.)  500,0002.  to  discharge  the  like 
Amount  of  Supplies. 

TTouso  rosnmcd.  Reaoltttions  to  be  10* 
ported  To-morro'>'. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Tvro  o'clock. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
iSfofurviay,  M$  19»  1851. 

IbiniTKS.]  Public  Bills.  —  l"*  Soap  Duty  Al- 
lovftDCM ;  Creoenl  Board  of  HwUh  (No.  3) ; 
Militia  Faj. 

V  Owwswnm  of  Hikib  by  Bailmy. 

SLTi'LY— i  L-XLRAL  OF  THE  QULtN 
DOWAQER. 

On  bringing  up  Ae  Report  of  the  Com- 
mitter! of  Supply, 

Sm  ?,KX  .T  AlsrTX  IT  ALL  begged  to  re- 
mind tiiu  ri^Ut  lion.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
oeUor  of  l^e  EzebequeTf  tbat  he  had 
promised  to  iaqidre  into  the  amount  of 
the  fee  paid  for  opening  the  vault  of  the 
Chapel  Royal,  Wiudsor,  for  the  interment 
of  her  Ukte  Majesty  the  Queen  Dowager. 

The  GIIAXCELLOll  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  had  not  replied  to  the 
questions  put  to  him  on  the  previous  nio-ht 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  M&ltuu  (Mr.  i^. 
Beniaon),  becauBO  he  did  not  thhik  himaelf 
at  liberty  to  make  statements  without  being 
satisfied  of  their  accuracy.  He  had  since 
then  made  inquiries,  and  the  fact  tamed 
oat  to  be  aa  he  had  suspeeted,  namely, 
that,  instead  of  the  fee  being  1,00(K.,  its 
actunl  amount  was  only  2201. 

SiK  BENJAMIN  II ALL  thought  it  did 
not  matter  whether  it  was  1,000^.  or  2202. 
Whatever  Its  amount,  it  was  a  most  dis- 
graceful charge.  The  Government  might 
depend  upon  it  that  these  exposures  of ' 
ecclesiastical  peculations  would  do  more 
than  nnything  to  injure  the  Church  in  this 
country.  It  was  time  the  Government 
interfered,  and  put  a  f5top  to  this  system 
of  extortion.  Lot  him  tell  the  House  what 
were  the  facts.  The  Chapter  was  origi- 
nally established  as  a  part  of  the  most 
noble  Order  of  the  Garter;  and  comprised 
a  dean  and  fifteen  canons,  afterwards  re- 
duced to  twelve.  In  1840  it  was  deter- 
mined that  in  future  there  should  only  be 
four  paid  eations,  and  four  without  pay— 
taking  care,  of  course,  of  the  vested  in- 
terests— and  the  establishment  at  present 
>  consisted  of  the  dean,  seven  paid  canons. 


and  one  unpaid  canon.  Now,  when  the 
qneatimi  was,  whether  a  fee  should  be  ex- 
torted at  all  for  the  funeral  of  the  Queen 

Dowfl^rpr,  the  House  ought  to  have  some 
idea  of  the  property  they  held,  and  he 
would  take  it  from  their  own  returns.  In. 
1838,  a  Committee  was  appointed,  ealled 
the  Church  Leases  Committee,  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Xorthampton  (Mr. 
Y.  Smith)  was  Chairman,  and  its  object 
was  to  endeavour  to  ascertain  the  value  of 
eeolesiastical  property,  aa  well  as  the 
mnTiiif  r  in  which  it  was  leased,  and  to 
rccomnioud  some  remedy  for  the  evils 
complained  of.  Letters  were  sent  to  the 
bishops,  the  deans  and  chaptons,  the  eha|i> 
ter  clerks,  and  all  the  proper  officers;  but 
would  it  be  believed  that  the  bi.<^hAp-<, 
and  the  chapter  clerks,  following  the  ex- 
ample of  their  bisliops,  refused  in  many 
instances  to  give  any  information  what- 
ever ?  The  letters  which  came  from  the 
bishops  and  chapter  clerks  were  of  so  ex- 
traordinary a  character,  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridjire 
(Mr.  Goulburn),  whom  he  (Sir  B.  Hall) 
looked  upon  as  the  pnid  representative  of 
the  Archbishop  ol  Canterbury  in  that  House, 
moved  a  Resolution  to  the  effect  that  they 
should  not  be  published,  and  it  was  only 
by  tho  casting  vote  of  the  Chairman  that 
they  were  given  to  the  world.  Son)e  of 
the  bishops  denied  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  some  of  them  even  refused  to 
give  any  answer  at  all.  By  perseverance, 
however,  they  had  obtained  a  good  many 
valuable  returns — valuable  so  far,  at  lcat>t, 
as  they  showed  to  some  extent,  the  amount 
of  the  Church  property.  When,  therefore, 
the  dean  and  canons  of  Windsor  dcmaiidcd 
from  the  public  a  fee  of  220^  for  allowing 
the  last  remains  of  tho  Queen  Dowager  to 
he  placed  in  the  vault  of  St.  George's 
Chapel,  it  should  be  known  that  the  annual 
'  value  of  their  estates  was  53,315/.  If  nTiy 
Geutlemau  doubted  the  accuracy  ot  tins 
statement,  he  would  refer  him  to  page  584 
of  the  appendix  of  the  Committee's  report. 
Their  gross  income  was  returned  at  22,  ^751. 
ill  the  Sessional  Paper  of  1847;  but  the 
management  of  their  property  was  so  bad 
as  to  show  an  annual  loss  to  the  Church 
of  3U,840?.  in  consequence  of  taking  fines 
on  leases.  This  was  really  then  one  of  the 
grossest  cases  of  ecclesiastical  corruption 
ever  broujdbt  befmre  the  public.  It  might 
he  said,  '"Don't  show  up  individual  cases;** 
but  it  was  necessary  to  do  so  in  drdcr  to 
expose  these  disgraceful  practices.  He 
found,  then,  that  the  Bean  of  Windsor  was 
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ibe  Hon.  and  Rer.  George  Kerille  GrenTiDe 

with  a  salary  of  1,2002.  He  was  also 
chn plain  to  Her  Majesty;  Master  of  Mag- 
dalen College,  Cambridge;  and  Registrar 
of  the  Order  of  the  Garter.  The  canons 
were  the  Hon.  and  Rev.  H.  C.  Cast,  with 
a  salary  of  about  1,200?.,  Rural  Dean, 
Rector  of  Cockayne,  Hat^v  (vjJue,  accor- 
ding to  the  Ckigy  LUt^  1511.  a  year),  Rec- 
tor of  Sywell,  Northainptonsiriio  (value 
492?.),  and  Rector  of  Scott  Willougbby 
(i2o/.);  Rev.  Charles  Proby,  a  paid  canon, 
Vicar  of  Twiokenham  {7171,  to.whieh  he 
presented  himself  as  a  mraibor  of  the 
chapter),  and  Vicar  of  Bishops  Tuckbrook 
(205?.);  the  Rev.  Dr.  Keate,  a  paid  canon; 
the  Rer.  David  Markham,  a  paid  canon. 
Rural  Dean  and  Rector  of  Hrcat  Horkc- 
sley,  Essex  (CGO?.)  ;  the  Rev.  William 
Canni^,  paid  canon ;   the    Hon.  and , 

Rev.  Sdward  Hoore,  mud  canon,  and  |  money,  and  wished  ^to  take  from  the 

Rector  of  West  llsley,  Berkshire  (557/.),  j  people  of  this  country  a  paltry  220h  be- 
to  which  he  had  presented  himself;  fore  they  would  allow  the  Queen  Dowager 
Lord  Wriotbesley  Russell,  Canon  of  Wind-  to  be  buried,  there  would  be  a  general  cry 
■or»  Rector  of  Chenies  (388{.),  and  De-  from  one  end  <^the  Kmgdom  to  the  other 
puty  Clerk  of  the  Closet  to  the  Queen;  that  we  must  have  reform  in  every  part  of 
the  Rev.  Frederick  Anson,  Canon  of  Wind-  tlie  Establishment.  He  repeated  that  it 
aor.  Rural  Dean,  Rector  of  Sudbury,  Der-  was  a  disgrace  to  the  dean  and  chapter  to 
bjshire  (7471.)  Hoir  was  it  possible  that  |  make — and  to  the  Ghyremment  for  sane- 
the  Church  Establishment  coiud  be  main-  tioning  this  demand;  and  he  begged  to 
tained  if  such  charn;es  wero  to  bo  con-  give  notice  that  ho  should  on  Monday  move 
stautly  mode  ?  It  was  quite  evident  that ,  ^r  returns  of  the  sums  paid  to  the  dean 
these  parties  eonid  not  discharge  the  duties  |  and  chapter  since  1817  on  the  occasion  of 
of  their  ol&eB.    How  could  a  canon  reside  ;  the  burials  of  members  of  the  Royal  Fa- 


bat  what  they  had  to  fear  for  was  its  ^Esei- 
pllno,  and  the  mismanagement  of  its  affairs. 

There  had  just  come  out  in  one  of  the  most 
unusinc  and  clever  publications  of  the  daj 
a  dcetch  of  three  bisoope,  admirably  repre- 
senting the  Bishops  of  London,  Oxford, 
and  Rochester,  frightened  at  the  ghost  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  (Mr.  Horrauui),  and  boltinff  off  as 
fast  as  they  could  irith  the  spoil  th^  had 
secured,  while  on  one  of  tbo  ba<»s  carried 
by  the  Bishop,  of  London  was  tbo  signifi- 
cant sum  of  30,0(M){.,  Ae  income  <mtieh 
that  gentleman  took  from  the  property  of 
the  Church.  When  the  public  read  on 
Monday  in  the  public  journals  that  the 
Dean  and  Canons  of  Windsor  bad  property 
to  the  amount  of  53,315?.  a  year,  and  yet 
sent  to  the  Chancellor  of  tlie  Exchequer, 
who  had  quite  enough  to  do  with  his 


in  his  canon ry  and  perform  the  functions 
required  by  three  separate  cures  ?  It  was 
an  abomination  nnder  wliich  no  Church 
eonld  exist.    But  what  were  the  circum- 

stttTiccs  of  this  case  ?  Whv  here  wo"  fin 


niily.  Tie  did  not  propose  to  rescind  the 
Vote  to  which  he  haid  drawn  the  attention 
of  the  House.  The  sum  had  been  paid, 
and  with  all  his  ingenuity  the  right  hon. 

PlinneoUor  of  tlio  Exchequer  would  not  be 


Illustrious  Personage,  remarkable  for  the  ,  able  to  get  it  back  from  an  ecclesiastical 
ezcellenee  of  W  condnet,  admirable  in ,  corporation, 
every  relation  of  life,  exompUiry  for  her 
chanties  —wliich  these  men  were  often  em- 
ployed to  dispense — and  for  her  hospi- 
talitj,  of  which  they  were  often  nartakers, 
and  yet  no  sooner  was  she  talcen  from 
amonj^  us  than  they  sent  to  the  Treasury 
and  demanded  2202.  for  suffering  her  to 
be  interred.  How  could  these  thin^,  he 
repeated,  go  on  ?  They  had  had  a  dtscna- 
sion  on  the  1st  of  July,  and  the  exposures 
which  were  then  made  would  not  fall  to  bo 
freshened  and  reriTed  by  the  matter  the 
House  was  now  deflating.  When  this  went 
forth  to  the  country  it  could  not  fail  to  in- 
crease the  impression  that  we  must  have  a 
reform  in  the  temporatittes  and  disciptinc 
of  thft  Church.    As  he  had  said  the  other 


The  CHANCELLOR  of  ihb  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  ho  was  little  prepared  for  this 
discussion,  which  he  did  not  think  had 
been  introduced  in  a  yery  creditable  man* 
nor.  Last  night  the  sum  was  stated  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  bo  1,0002.,  and  now  it 
turned  out  to  be  only  2202.  He  hoped 
that  the  answw  he  had  giren  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  operate  as  a  warning  to 
hoTi  ^fcTriV»ers,  and  deter  them  from  making 
statements  in  that  House  for  which  there 
was  not  sufficient  authority.  The  fee  paid 
for  the  interment  of  the  late  Queen  Dow- 
ager, was  the  customary  fee  for  ceremonies 
of  that  nature.  In  all  cases  fees  were 
charged  for  opening  a  vault;  and  he  must 
say  that,  considering  the  sums  which  he 


'^'ght,  quotin^Dr.  Ainnkl,  lie  luul  no  fear  had  known  to  be  paid  to  clergymen  on  the 
with  regard  to  the  faith  of  their  Church; '  biu:ial  of  persons  of  high  rank,  this  charge 
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did  not  appear  to  Iiim  to  hm  tbc}  axtraor- 

dinarj. 

Mr.  QLADSTOITE  thonght^thal  if  tlna 
hon.  Membar  for  Morjlcbono  (Sir  B.  HaD) 

•wa3  anxious  to  do  justice,  }:(^  coulil  not 
limit  the  returns  to  the  pcrioti  siaee  1817. 
It  mighft  be  very  oonTonient  to  him  to  keep 
out  of  view  the  fact  that  these  fees  hod  ex- 
isted from  time  immemorial;  but  that  uas 
really  a  most  important  element  in  the 
case,  and  be  boped  tbe  h<m.  Baronet 
would  make  bis  return  extend  to  the 
earliest  date  to  rrkiek  refefenee  could  be 
made. 

Sm  BENJAMIN  HALL  said,  he  would 
eztwd  it  to  tbe  commeneemettt  of  tba  ptd- 
aent  centun- 

Mr.  GLADiSTONE  said,  it  was  to  bo 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
been  so  accurate  in  his  statement  as  he 
might  havi'  been.  ITe  had  said  tint  the 
Chapters  had  denied  the  right  of  I'ajlia- 
ment  to  inquire  into  their  revenues.  [Sir 
B.  HaUi  said,  tlir  t  tlic  Bishop  of  Exeter 
had  doiif-  o.]  What  ho  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
was  coguLsaut  of,  was,  that  instead  of  the 
Gbapters  denying  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment, it  was  the  Biahop  of  Exeter  denying 
the  n<x!it  of  a  Committee  of  this  House. 
Tbe  Chapters  had  not  denied  the  right  of 
Pezfiament  bat  of  tho  Crown  to  inq^uire. 
He  knew  that  the  hon.  Baronet  thought 
little  of  a  constitutional  point;  but  if  he 
was  a  lover  of  freedom,  as  ho  said  he  waa, 
be  wonM  hare  some  regard  for  the  privi- 
legee  of  Corporations.  The  hon.  Baronet 
knew  little  of  the  history  of  England  if  he 
did  not  recogni^  the  important  services 
wlueb  Corporations  had  rendered  to  the 
eause  of  liberty.  Tho  hon.  Baronet  saw 
a  dean  who  v,-.-  "  honourable"  as  well  as 
"rererend,"  and  had  two  or  three  livings, 
and  be  thought  at  once  that  he  liad  got  a 
case;  but  the  fool  was,  that  the  dean  had 
no  cure  of  souls  whatever.  lie  formerly 
indeed  had  a  cure;  but,  from  a  high  sense 
of  duty,  he  had  resigned  it  on  his  appoiut- 
mrat  to  the  deanery.  The  hon.  Baronet 
seemed  to  tliiuk  the  registrarsbip  of  the 
Order  of  the  Garter  was  an  office  of  such 
enormoQs  weight  and  responsibility  as  to 
moke  it  imposaible  for  tbe  rev.  gentleman 
to  be  that  as  weH  as  the  Dean  of  Windsor 
and  Master  of  Magdalen.  It  might  be,  in- 
deed, questioned  whether  the  twu  latter 
offiiMs  ought  to  he  held  by  one  person; 
bat  the  late  Sir  Robert  reel,  than  whom  no 
man  was  more  pure  or  strict  in  his  adminis- 
tration of  Church  patronage,  had  conferred 
the  deaneiy  of  Wells  on  lie  Master  of  Bal- 


liol.  He  believed)  that  most  of  tbe  Chapter 
of  Windsor  bad  ineemee  liimited  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  tberdbte  be  did  not  miderstaBd 

what  personal  interest  they  could  have  in 
the  fcp?.  Tt  was  tho  duty  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet vihea  he  made  cbarges— eapeciollj 
charges  wbieh  ba  bad  fniened  witb  & 

great  deal  of  declamation — to  aatkff  bioi* 
self  that  they  bad  some  foundation,  and 
not  to  wait  for  their  denial  ka  that  Housa 
to  discover  that  they  were  net  joatified  bj 
the  facts.    Tie  woald  take  tbat  oppertn- 
nity  of  making  a  few  remarks  on  a  subject 
of  which  lie  had  given  notice,  and  his  oU- 
swvaUona  sbonld  ae  very  brief*  as  be  £d 
not  at  presant  eontomplate  any  nractieal 
measure.    The  House  would  recollect  tKat 
last  Session,  during  a  discussion  upon  the 
Australian  Colomcfi  Bill,  bo  thought  it  bia 
duty  to  call  attention  to  tho  condition  of 
tbe  Colonial  Church;  and  be  bad  no  duubt 
tlrnt  now,  on  resuming  the  subjeci,  he 
should  have  tiie  friendly  consideration  of 
tbe  boD.  Baronet  (Sir  B.  Hall).    If  the 
case  of  tbe  English  bishops  had  given  the 
hon.  Baronet  pain,  that  of  the  cobnial 
shops  would  assuredly  afford  him  very  sin- 
eere  gratification;  beeanso  he  found  that 
the  Bisliop  of  Sydney,  out  of  an  income  of 
2,000^.  a  year,  had  deliberately  sacrificed 
the  sum  of  1,000Z.  a  yexu*  for  the  porpo&e  of 
increasing  the  epieeopol  body  in  New  South. 
Wales.    lie  hoped  the  boti.  Barnnot  was 
not  so  narrow-minded  as  to  take  a  pleasure 
only  in  finding  faulL    He  would  grant  that 
this  gentlemaa  waa  a  tHsbop,  and  he  knew 
that  that  was  a  grave  offence;  but  still  he 
had  been  consecrated,  and  could  not  help 
it  now.    Considering  then  that  it  was  un- 
usual ta  find  persons  in  office  giving  up  so 
largo  a  portion  of  their  iucome,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  admit  that  all  bi- 
shops were  not  reduced  to  the  lowest  depth, 
of  moral  degradation.    Tba  bisbops  and 
clergy  in  tho  Colonies,  however,  were  iu  a. 
condition  of  considerable  difficulty  wiih. 
regard  to  other  matters.    Thej  found,  ia 
so  far  aa  tbe  law  was  eeneemed^  a.  eammor 
nity  almost  entirely  separate  from  the 
Churcb  of  Englaud.    That  was  to  say,  that 
the  Ecclesisasticol  Law  of  this  country 
partly  extended  to  tba  Cekaues*  anal 
partlv  (I'd  not;  and  as  it  was  itnpossiblo 
to  say   which  portions  of  the  law  were 
applicable  to  the  ColouLil  Churches,  they 
were  placed  in  a  most  emharrasaiog  po* 
sition,  because  they  bad  neither  the  au- 
thority of  an  estabhshraent,  uor  the  freo- 
dom  of  a  voluntary  religiun,  to  furoi  r«^;u» 

lalicmB  by  tbe  eonaMn  eoaaent  of 
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nembers  for  their  own  govomment.  The 
e^ct  ol  Ai»  state  of  legal  d^rikt  wm  to- 
btiug  alMJDt  a  position  of  practical  diaabil- 
tly.  The  ckim  of  justice  iu  this  matter 
mM  pifun,  and  it  i4>p€ared  to  hint  to  he 
ipsry  deaiiikbl*  that  the  House  i&ould  deal 
■with  tho  cnsc.  These  bishops  were  com- 
pletely seirei-ed  and  cut  otl'  from  the  tem- 
poral advantages  which  tlie  Church  Estab- 
iiahaieit  at  home  enjoyed.  A  system  of 
perfect  rellgiaus  equality  prevailed  io  New 
South  Wales  and  all  the  Anstralliin  Colo- 
nieis  and  he  coutouded  tlmi  the  iluuso 
•hould  proceed  to  deftae  \h»  pontwn  of 
these  bishops,  clergy,  and  laity  in  commu- 
nion with  till"  '"'litirch  of  England,  not  by 
giving  them  any  of  tiie  staius  of  an  estaU- 
MflMBt*  by  so  tUMUMipating  ihem 
from  the  trammels  of  the  lavr  in  this  coun- 
try as  to  give  them  tho  fi*cedom  that  was 
tojojed  by  other  commuuities  of  Christiims. 
Dnrmg  the  last  Seieion  the  Hoow  b«d  not 
shown  a  disposition  to  take  any  step  with 
rcferoticc  to  the  Australian  Colonies  in 
particular;  but  in  the  interval  between  the 
iwo  Sei»i0M»  mMrkabls  oirewMtaotes 
had  occurred  in  distant  colonies  to  show 
the  necessity  for  the  interference  of  the 
fieose  in  this  matter.  In  Aostralia,  ow- 
mg  t»  tiie  m^Mtt  waat  ef  rule*  of  predical 
^KseipUne,  tho  bishops  of  the  various  dio> 
ceses  who  met  together  in  Sydney  in  <  V. 
tober  last  had  found  that  they  were  uut  in 
•-oontfUoD  in  w1u«h  il  woaUl  be  a«fe  for 
them  to  attempt  aoj  neile  o£  pteoeeding 
to  form  rules  for  the  government  of  their 
own  religious  community.  Thej  had  ac- 
^o'^glj  agreed  that  tiieiriiieetiDg  should 
1>e  legSiided  in  tho  light  of  a  private  con- 
ference, and  that  it  should  not  pretend  to 
•npr  authority  whatever.  They  were  in 
thig  position,  tbat  they  could  not  asseuible 
tiie  olergy  or  laity  firsoi  their  different  dio- 
oeses,  and  could  form  no  valid  system  of 
jpsgulations  to  govern  their  churches,  be- 
esue  ibef  did  not  kuow  wbetlmr  diey 
would  not  be  liable  to  a  penalty  under 
Act  of  Parliament  in  this  country  for  as- 
sembling synods  or  convocations  without 
the  consent  of  the  Crown.  In  the  ether 
end  of  tiie  world,  also,  difiS^cidtics  of  an 
analogous  character  had  arisen.  The  Bi- 
shop of  Toronto,  acting  upon  his  own 
judgment,  and  taking  a  differsnt  view  of 
1km  risky  bad  wwinHined  his  clergy,  ae  wdl 
m  representatives  cho^'on  bv  the  lay  com- 
municanto  throughout  his  diocese,  to  meet 
Mm  and  dsliberatetpom  their  affinn.  Tbat 
assembly  had  presoMled  an  address  to  the 
Crowa,  wbiob  be  naa  foile  sore  tiie  Qo> 


vemment  would  think  was  entitled  to  its 
favonrable  consideration,  and  in  which  they 
set  forth  the  amazing  difficulties  with  which 
they  had  to  contend,  owing  to  that  state 
of  fototH  legal  anarchy  in  ^hich  they  were 
placed.  They  asked  ftv  a  synod  or  coiw 
vocation,  to  be  composed  of  both  clergy 
and  laity;  but  with  that  request,  he  thought, 
it  was  not  in  the  power  of  Her  Mujesty 
simply  to  comply,  because  it  would  impart 
to  the  Church  a  legal  authority,  or  at  least 
a  quasi-legal  authority;  and  it  Mould  be 
most  injurious  to  the  social  couditiou  of  tho 
Gotony,  and  to  the  Cboreh  itself,  for  them 
to  attempt  to  alter  its  position  as  regarded 
their  relations  with  otlier  religious  bodies. 
The  remedy  for  this  state  of  things  would 
be  sioBply  a  declaration  of  the  LegisUtura 
that  they  would  leave  the  Colonial  Church 
free  to  exercise  its  powers  for  the  control 
of  its  owu  aifaird,  like  the  members  of  other 
religious  denominatioBS.  The  aoooants  of 
both  synods  had  reached  England  too  lato 
to  frame  any  measure  upon  them,  and  ho 
did  not  therefore  intend  to  move  any  reso- 
lolioDr  hot  merely  te  ezpresa  his  hope  Aa* 
the  Government  would  take  up  the  quae* 
tion  during  the  next  Session.  If  the  Go- 
verumcut  would  not  take  it  iu  hand,  and 
ne^more  oompetent  person  in  this  or  the 
other  House  would  do  so,  he  intended  him- 
self to  propose  to  Parliament  at  the  outset 
of  the  next  Session  the  enactment  of  some 
enabling  Bill  whidi  should  give  te  the  bi- 
shops, clcEgy,  and  laity  of  we  Church  of 
England  in  our  colonial  possessions  that 
freedom  (subject  to  reservations,  if  thej 
thought  fit),  for  the  praettoal  purposes  of 
seeariB^dSiadpUBe  amongthemselTes,  whidt 
every  oAer  religious  communion  enjoyed, 
and  to  which  they  were  fairly  entitled  after 
having  been  deprived  of  all  die  advanlagte 
of  the  Establishment—advantages,  hoi^ 
ever,  which  he  had  no  wish  now  to  confer 
upon  them,  and  which  they  had  no  dispo- 
sition to  elaira  for  themselves. 

Sill  Be  lacy  EVANS  said,  itvas  very 
gratifying  to  heiir  of  the  generous  conduct 
of  the  Bishop  of  Sidney;  but  he  could  not 
go  along  with  l&e  right  hon.  Gentleman  ia 
the  exaltiiig'  tone  in  which  he  had  spokaa 
of  episcopacy  ht  the  colonies.  The  redac- 
tion in  the  number  of  bishops  in  Ireland 
waa  a  most  important  measure;  but  it  had 
been  followed  up  the  increase  of  those  in 
the  colonies,  and  now  there  wn"?  not  a  rock 
on  which  the  En^lbh  flag  had  been  planted 
iriatk  had  net  its  bishop.  It  was  Tain  la 
deny  that  they  had  been  appointed  at  the 
ej^ense  of  the  eountry,  fisw  he  wouM  TCft> 
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ture  to  say  that  *'  in  meal  or  In  mnlt,"  in 
one  way  or  another,  they  rcceiverl  the  pub- 
lic money.  Nor  was  this  aii.  They  were 
not  content  with  bialiopst  for  lie  dared  My 
that  before  long  they  would  lukTe  an  treh- 
bishop  in  Australia.  He  was  not  much 
ycrscd  in  synodical  action,  but  bo  had  a 
sort  of  idea  tbntitwM  eometliiiig  that  was 
not  for  the  benefit  of  die  community.  At 
all  events,  that  was  the  result  of  his  im- 


COLOXEL  SIBTHOKT  ^ns  a  sincero 
friend  to  the  EstaWished  Climch,  and  bad 
always  regarded  with  aduiiratiou  tiic  charac- 
ter of  tlie  late  Qneen  Bowager;  Imt  he  con- 
fessed that  bis  indignation  Knew  no  bounds 
when  he  found  that  a  fee  was  exacted  by 
the  dignitariea  of  the  Church  for  consigning 
to  the  tomb  the  remains  of  so  good  and  so 
illustrious  a  lady.  The  Dean  and  Chapter 
of  Windsor  ouiijht  to  have  con sidrn-'il  them- 


pression  from  the  proceedings  of  the  Synod  selves  honnured  t!mt  their  chapel  had  bccu 


of  Thurles.  But  they  were  not  content  with 
making  them  bishops:  they  must  each  be 
my  lord  bishop,  and  then  they  had  com- 
plaints because  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops 
of  the  Colonies  wore  also  called  "my 
krd."  He  hoped  that  mdL  nmseose  would 
be  diseonntenanced.  It  was  qoite  enough 
to  have  hish  ip^  without  calling  them 
lords;  and,  for  that  matter,  our  Colonies  in 
the  United  States  were  quite  as  religious 
as  any  other,  and  he  belieYed  they  never 
had  hishops.  With  respect  to  the  item 
objected  to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  B. 
Hall),  he  had  only  to  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  repreeented  the  great 
monastery  of  Enghtnd  was  not  himself  pre- 
pared to  ptate  who  received  the  fees  in 
question,  find  therefore  he  oucrht  not  to 
tuuut  tiiu  huu.  Baronet  with  similar  igno- 
rance. Bnt  the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  stated  the  other  night 
that  the  dean  and  canons  did  receive  the 
fees.  This  was  a  right  royal  illustration 
of  the  general  comption  of  the  Choreh. 
A  Roman  Catholic  constituent  of  his,  who 
vn<'  lamenting  to  him  that  the  Papal  Bill 
lunl  been  brought  forward,  said  he  regret- 
ted still  more  that  the  conduct  of  the  lead- 
ers of  his  sect  had  rendered  it  necessary; 
but  he  added  that  he  thought  the  Church 
of  England  was  sinking  from  the  same 
causes  as  had  led  to  the  overthrow  of  his 
own  Chnreh  at  the  Reformation,  namely,  it 


selected  as  the  last  resting  place  of  so  ex- 
cellent a  person;  and  it  was  monstroas 
that  they  snould  have  thought  of  eztortiii^ 
any  fee  whatever.  This  matter,  however, 
showed  the  absurdity  of  votiug  money  on 
account,  for,  as  tiie  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  B. 
Hall)  had  said,  it  Nvas  paid  and  could  ttOt 
bo  obtained  back.  He  tbought,  however* 
that  the  riGfht  hon.  Chaiu-ollor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, whose  coffers  had  oi  course  been 
^led  by  free  tnule,  shonld  pay  this  item 
himself.  It  might  make  bun  more  caa- 
tious  in  future. 

Me.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  Qladstone)  bad  acted  with  his  usual 
adroitness  in  turning  the  discussion  from 
the  question  before  the  House  to  the  state 
of  the  Colonial  Church,  but  he  did  uot 
think  that  he  had  mnoh  mended  the  mat- 
ter. When  they  complained  of  the  enor- 
mons  revenues  of  English  dignitaries,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  of  a  colo- 
nial bishop  that  was  contented  with  2,0001* 
a  year— just  as  much  as  fire  French  hi* 
shops  received. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :    It  is  not  so.    I  . 
said  that  the  Bishop  of  Sidney  who  had 
2,0001.  gave  up  l.OOOt.  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Established  Church  in  New  South 
Wales. 

Mb.' W.  WILLIAMS  :  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  questioned  whethor  the 
sinking  under  the  weight  of  its  own  dean  and  chapter  actually  reottved*  these 

corruption;?.  Tn  fact,  if  the  exertions  of  fees;  but  the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  {Mr.  I  E.xchequcr  had  stated  so  last  night 


Horsman)  and  those  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Marylebone  (Sir  B.  Hall),  did  not  pre- 
vent it,  he  much  feared  that  some  cata* 
strophe  most  fatal  to  the  Church  Establish- 
ment in  this  country  would  soon  take  place. 
The  question  which  they  were  discussing 
a  much  larger  one  than  at  first  sight 


The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER I  I  beg  tostote  that  I  said  no  such 

thing. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  considered  that 
it  was  quite  disgraceful  to  the  Chancellor 
cl  the  Bxehequer  to  defisnd  svdi  a  pay- 
ment as  220{.  for  bnxial  fees  for  the  lato 

seemed,  for  the  Intcrmrnt  Bill  bad  not  i  Que,  !!  Dowaffor  out  of  the  ta.xcs  of  the 


been  carried  into  effect,  and  tlie  evils  of  in- 
tramural interment  were  still  perpetuated 
from  exactly  the  same  cause,  namely,  be- 
cause an  arrangement  had  not  yet  been 


country.  He  realiv  considered  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  worthy  to 
be  entrusted  with  the  disposal  of  the  vast 
revenues  of  this  country.    As  for  what 


made  with  the  LoiidonclergyrespeetiDgfees.  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
8W  X)c  L,  Etam  ' 
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had  said  retpMtbg  their  obllgatiotit  to 
Ecclesiastical  Corporations  for  their  exer* 
tions  in  the  cause  of  liberty,  he  wished  he 
would  point  out  one  rinoe  the  estthKBh- 
ment  ox  the  Pnvtestant  Church.  It  was 
tnie  that  there  w<i5  Archbishop  Lan^on 
some  six  or  seven  hundred  years  ago — 
rVr.  GLAiMTOin  :  Arehbishop  Saneroft.] 
WoU»  el  all  events,  that  was  only  one  in< 
stance.  By  the  rig^t  hnn.  Gentleman's 
admission,  the  number  was  rery  small. 
As  e  member  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  wishing  to  see  it  prosper,  he  (Mr.  W. 
Williams)  hoped  tint  a  reformation  of  its 


the  dean  end  canons  in  trust  for  the  use  of 

those  knights.  It  was  notorious  that  on 
the  death  of  the  Frinoess  Charlotte  great 
dispetes  erose  between  the  Prince  Regent 
and  the  Dean  and  Canons  of  Windsor  on 

the  subject  of  the  interment  of  the  Prin- 
cess. It  was  even  said  that  the  Prince 
Regent  had  sttit  to  the  dean  and  chapter 
for  the  key  of  the  royal  vault.  Tlio  Prince 
Regent  had  a  perfect  nght  to  do  that,  for 
it  was  a  royal  chapel  and  the  property  of 
the  Crown.  The  eeen  and  chapt«*  bad  no 
right  whatever  to  the  property.  It  be- 
longed to  the  order  of  which  they  were 


temporal  concerns  might  take  place  at  no  l  merely  the  priests.  In  former  times  they 
distent  time.  had  to  say  a  owtam  nnmber  of  masses, 

Ifn.  CHRISTOPHER  said,  the  hon.  f  but  now  they  bad  to  say  a  certain  number 
Baronet  (Sir  B.  Hall)  had  spoken  of  rural  of  prayers;  hut  they  had  nothing  whatever 
deaneries  as  if  they  were  valuable  pieces  |  to  do  with  the  property,  nor  were  they  en-> 
of  preferment,  whereas  he  ooght  to  have  tided  to  demand  any  he  on  the  intMuient 
known  that  clergymen  filling  those  ofSces  of  a  member  of  the  Royal  Family.  Ho 
received  no  pay  for  their  services  ivhatcvcr.  '  u?pd  to  wonder  hoiv  they  had  become  pos- 
The  Rev.  Mr.  Cust  had  been  represented ;  sessed  of  their  great  wealth;  but  having 
as  a  great  pluralist,  but  the  linng  of  Scott  taken  some  pams  to  ascertain,  he  hod 
WiUonghby  was  one  of  very  trifling  amount,  I  found  that  it  was  doired  from  the  residue 
and  the  parish  only  contained  ten  inhabi-  of  th<^  charitable  trusts  df  the  order.  Tf 


tents.  The  whole  parish  belonged  to  Mr. 
Cast's  brotfier.  Ban  Brownlow,  who  had 

presented  the  hon.  and  rer.  gentleman  to 
it  in  order  tliat  he  might  restore  the  rhiirch 
at  his  own  expense.  If,  then,  the  other 
easee  were  like  this,  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  go  fat  very  little.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentlrmnn  opposite  (Sir 
Do  Lacy  Evans)  seemed  to  expect  much 
good  from  the  exertions  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Cockermouth  (Mr.  Horsman).  That 
hnu.  Gentleman  had  held  up  the  conduct 
of  a  clergyman  belonging  to  the  county  of 
Lincoln,  whom  ho  had  accused  of  riding 
ahont  the  emmtry  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
mcr_  n  curate  to  perform  the  duty  which  ho 
ought  to  have  done  himself.  He  (Mr. 
Christopher)  had  made  inquiries  into  that 
ease  also;  and  he  found  that  the  rev.  gen- 
tleman alluded  tc  liriil  lost  his  curate  on  a 
Friday,  and  not  wishing  that  the  church 
should  bo  closed  on  the  following  Sunday, 
and  being  unable  to  perform  the  duty  him- 
self, he  had  been  obliged  to  send  to  a  con- 
siderable distance  to  procure  assistance. 


the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  divided  the 
House,  he  (Colonel  Salwey)  should  go  into 
the  l(ilil»v  witli  him. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  said,  he  would  deny 
that  the  old  CathoUc  Church  of  this  coun- 
try had  fallen  under  the  w«gfat  of  its  own 
corrnptiona.  It  had  certainly  been  assailed 
by  the  weapons  of  corruption,  but  it  was 
so  assailed  from  without.  He  must  say 
that  this  discussion  was  exceedingly  gra- 
tifying to  him  as  a  Roman  Catholic,  be- 
cause he  thought  it  must  satisfy  everybody 
that  before  they  were  justified  in  attacking 
the  Pope  and  Cardinal  Wiseman,  in  all 
the  moods  and  tenam  they  had  done,  they 
ought  to  have  set  their  own  house  in 
order  first.  He  very  much  regretted,  he 
must  say,  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
OonUeman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, who  v,'as  also  Member  for  Windsor, 
was  not  there  to  defend  his  constituents, 
and  to  protect  the  rights  of  the  Dean  and 
Chapter — rights  whieh  he,  from  his  posi- 
tion, must  be  better  acquainted  with  than 
anv  other  ^fember  whatsoever.    He  he- 


He  protested  against  the  hou.  Gentleman's  ,  licved  that  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  B.  Hall) 
praottee  of  bringing  forward  oases  which  deserved  the  gratitude  of  the  oommnnity 


were  trumped  up  in  a  most  unwarrantable 
manner,  and  which,  on  inquiry,  vanished 
into  nothing. 

CoLmrsL  SALWEY  said,  that  the  whole 

of  the  property  of  the  Windsor  Chapter 
belonged  to  the  -Military  Kniijlits,  and  was 


for  his  zealous  exertions  to  expose  the 
abuses  of  the  Established  Church;  and 
though  the  hon.  Baronet  pursued, .  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  a  course  which  did  not 

make  good  his  claim  to  the  appellation  of 
Conciliation  Ilall,  he  (Mr.  Reynolds)  no- 


placed  by  Queen  Llizabeth  in  the  hands  of  i  verthelcss  oS^ered  him  his  thanks  for  his 

i 
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mMritoriottft  oonduet  with  respect  to 
iiMtiaal  matlcira.  He  hc^ed  tkat  the 
faau  Banmet  wcroUl  exert  Umself  (»lMh*lf 
of  ib»  Catholics  and  Diraanter»».  and  aare 

them  from  the  injustice  and  ^gaoBunj  of 
contributing  to  tliu  support  of  tho  bishopa 
of  a  Church  in.  wliick  tbej  did  not  believe. 
He  (Vr.  RejoaU*)  wonld  oolj  atf  llHfc  he 
wu  a  sincere  advocate  of  tlie  vdmitarj 
jwmciple,  for,  not  to  speak  it  irreverently, 
he  thought  it  only  fair  that  thoae  who 
dxmeed  ought  to  pay  the  [Hper. 

Uk.  HAWBS  said,  in  refeieM  to  tiie 
speech  of  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  fur  the  University  of  Oiford  (Mr. 
Gladfitouuj,  he  should  he  sorry  that  aoy 
atatenMoi  eommif  from  tiuit  ngbl  hm, 
Cbntleman,  with  reference  to  so  important 
a  subject  as  the  colonial  bishoprics,  should 
he  supposed  to  be  treated  with  iodifference 
hy  the  Colonial  Office.  However^  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  poiated  oat  ^ 
course  which  he  intended  to  pursue  upon 
this  subject  next  Session,  it  was  simply 
his  (Mr.  iiawea's)  duty  to  state  that  there 
vma  no  preaent  intention  on  tiio  portof  the 
Qovcmment  to  introduce  any  measure  for 
regulating  the  affiairs  of  the  fil-^*^  ef 
England  in  the  colonies. 

Sir  Db  LACY  EVA^^'S  woaid  remind 
tiw  House  that  ofm  tke  dieenioiea  vhieb 
had  iakm  place  some  time  since  upon  the 
subject  of  the  naval  retired  list,  alhisioiMJ 
had  been  made  by  himself,  which  had  been 
replied  to  by  the  right  hoiw  GoatlHaaa  tha 
Sunt  Lord  of  the  Admiral^*  WTt&  reference 
to  a  gallant  officer.  Sir  George  Weatphal. 
What  he  (Sir  De  Lacy  Evans)  had  stated 
was,,  tliat  Sir  €Seorge  Westi^uJ  had  made 
applicaticm  to  t^  "kilke  Lord  AnaVliittOiha 
employ^l,  but  that  he  had  been  miahle  to 
obtain  a  ship.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
oa  the  contrary,,  had  stated  his  belief  that 
'  8k  George  Westphal  eooU  ntl  haae  hmm 
rtaif  nnxiuiis  to  olrtain  employment^  be- 
cause, had  be  been  so,  his  friendship  with 
&ir  George  Cockbum  would  roost  probably 
isve  aaenred  Bim.  one.  Tbia  statement 
had  wounded  tbo  fecfingt  of  that  gattaat 
officer,  and  hn  was  now  requested  hy  Inm 
to  read  to  the  Uousc  a  communication 
which  had  just  passed  between  the  gallant 
'attsdod  to  nd  Sir Goorge Woib- 
il.    Tbat  ooBmvMtian  vat  M- 


"  ^  CUffor4«treet,  July  17. 
''TkmWeKtjIbzi-^  mrm^umm  of  nqr ' 

ing  seen  in  the  newspapfrs  what  passed  in  tlie 
House  of  Commons  respecting  you  some  oveninga 
ago^  I  consider  H  to  be  doe  to  yon  to  stBto  that 
you  quitccil  yonr  station  a*  oaptaun  of  nf  iagvhip 

Mr,  Bejfnoldt 


oa  the  NortkikaMneaa  and  Weii  India.  rtation% 

owing  to  yoaraalremeljrdangenms  state  of  bemith, 

from  fovcr  contracted  by  your  professional  exer- 
tions in  the  West  Indian  cliniate,  which,  I  aasora 
yw^ eaand lao'at ttvtfnM  Tny  gieia  ragnfe^  •■ 

I  cannst  heaitat'O  to  my  I  coniudered,  and  still 
consid«B,  you  to  be  one  o£  th«  most,  able  and  ctB- 
eienC  ofBoos  of  your  rank  in  our  naval  service; 
and,  as  you  were  fully  aware  of  my  ititi-ntion  (if 
oinnimstancc3  bad  caused  me  again  to  hoist  my 
flag)  to  have  applied  fiw  you  as  my  captaii^  I  «Hh 
u<»t  but  fear  this  eouidiwition  may  have,  ia  mbb 
ilegree,  jireventcd  your  pressing  for  empLoymeat, 
as  you  luiglii  othcrwiae  have  done.  I  will  «till 
hope,  however,  that  your  gallant  war  sernoci^ 
and  woandtFMrivcd  by  you  in  batllMr  wfA  ev 
enemies  afloat  ajid  a>liore,  may  procure  for  you 
yet  sack  fiirther  command  aa  may  prevent  oar 
country  losing  the  bonefft  of  your  sernoM  in  ths 
higher  ranks  of  the  profession,  while  you  pi>8s<  >s 
snch  health  and  strength  as  you  happily  now  du. 
Believe  me,  mf  ter  Wes^hal,  always 
and  truly  years,  '*  G.  Cc 

"  Captain  Sir  George  Westphal,  U.S." 

Sib  FRANCIS  BARING  could 
iba  ban.  and  gallant  Gentleaaa  that  be 
had  strangely  misconceived  what  he  had 
stated  on  this  subject  in  a  previous  debate, 
if  he  supposed  that  he  had  intended  to 
utter  ana  eiagb  word  ta  iba  disparage- 
ment of  Sir  George  Westphal  or  any  othor 
officer.  Tic  was  fully  sensible  of  tlic  dis- 
tinguished merits  of  Sir  George  Wcstobal, 
and  being  aware  that  Sir  George  Codi- 
bom  entarliiiaJ  tba  bigbaat  opiuiaa  if 
him,  ho  had  said^  wbat  be  new  was  willing 
to  repeat,  that  if  Sir  Georsre  Westphal  had 
made  an  earacat  application  on  tlie  sabjeet 
«»lba  Adnbally,  noAmg  mM  htm  hm 
mow  pvobable  than  that  he  would  haft 
been  employed  in  active  aervice.  Theft 
was  nothing  in  Sir  George  Cockbum  s 
flatter,  as  read  by  the  bon«  and  galkat 
Mwitag;  to  aoatoadht  tb^atotaawat  ^oA 
he  (Sir  F.  Baring)  had  made  a  few  even- 
ings sinec,  and  which  be  still  adhered  to, 
nunely,  that  there  was  no  reason  to  befiere 
tfairt  for  aoaoa  tana  aaat  any  application 
had  beea  made  hy  Sit  Wtrtphal 
for  employment  in  active  service. 

Sir  Dk  LACY  EVANS  :  I  anun  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  tliat  he  ia  IB  OlilR 
Sir  George  Weetphal  iMda  rioted  ipfM- 
cations  to  AMuitLj  1m  Utd  Aaok- 
land's  time. 

Sib  GJEOKGE  PECHELL  said,  hj 
fftlrely  caweuif ai  m  oaacything  that  toa 
been  said  in  commendation  of  Sir  f/eor^ 
Westphal  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Westminster,  and  agreed  witii  him 
thinking  that  it  was  to  be  regrsttad  that 
tba  aaoBtvy  ahaoild  ba  dof riaedcf  tbaaftiv* 
gerrices  of  such  a  meritorioaa  officer. 

ABxaui.  DUND  AS  aai^  be  had  kaovn 
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Sir  fiaorgA  Weatphal  fiv  mtof  y«Hi»  and  |  nel  tbbk  tlMl  ty*-  langnag«  oa  fk«  paii 

could  hear  testluiony  tu  the  valuo  of  that  of  the  gnll&nt  Admiral  la  at  all  called  for. 
officer.  The  fact  of  tlie  ca5e  ^^na  this,  I  cannot  see  tlie  least  rpawn  for  all  tlua 
however — Sic  George  Wcat|>hai  luad  bceo. .  warmth,,  aud  I  beg  to  ti&y  that  i  am  at 
bailluteejMiB  MdeMMMtlifttMikM*  hbtatiWif  he  pl^^  [Loud  triet  of 
post  captalu,  ami  he  re<}iuced»  theiefore,  "Order!  "J 

two  years  :nul  eleven  montlis  to  complete  Mk.  SPEAKER  :  I  must  again  call 
Ikia  tuue.  lie  itad  uot  applied  tor  getieral  on  the  hou.  aod  gaiiaut  ^eiuber  for  Weat* 
 a*  the  Admiralty;  W  he  helieved  j  anoater  far  &  retractatioiw  He  baa  allowed 


that  La  1836  or  lS37k  when  there  was  a  an  exprefleton  to  escape  from  him  which 

has  given  offence,  and  he  surely  must  liim- 
aelf  pereeive  the  ueceaaity  of  withdrawuig 
it. 

Sm  Dh  lacy  EVANS  :  Well,  Sir, 
T,  of  course,  how  to  jour  authority,  and 
wiihdrau'  ouy  expression  that  may  have 


prospect  of  a  war  witli  America,  be  ilid 
WBita  lar  a  coiumauii,  &a  ha  kuevr  tke  eua^t; 
bnfc  liaM  tkaa  tbm  had  betn  bo  applica- 
tiao  on  the  part  of  Sir  George  Westphal. 

Sir  De  LACY  EVANS  :  I  beg  leave 
to  dcuy  that  statement  moat  distiucUy. 


ADMnuL  DUNDAS :  I 


to  know  ffiHm  oi 


whether  suck  lanf|;uage  ia  to  be  oaed  in 
this  House  ?  If  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  be  in  order  h^e  in  uaing  auch 
Itngnnge,  I  beg  to  say  I  aholl  not  eouidnr 
him  so  out  of  doors. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
lion.,  and  gallant  Member  for  Westminster 
iMviag  Mid  ioniethiiiK  oiBmire  to  th« 
faaa.  and  galkni  Mombor  for  Greenwi^^ 
will,  I  am  sure,  see  the  propriety  a£ 
tracting  the  offensive  expression.. 


to  anybody. 


Ai  MiR  iL  BUNDAS  I  WtU, 

satisfied. 

First  twenty  Eoaoh^ioas  read  a  second 
T««Btf-int  Rooktim  md  *  teewid 

time. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  moved*  that  the 
Yott  for  Civil  GotitiBgtn«M  be  redneedby 
220l*t  tfM  aneuai  of  the  fee  to  which  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Windsor  claimed  to 
be  entitled  for  opening  the  vault  of  St. 


Bb  Dk  LACY  BYANS:  H  I  bare  George'a  Chapel  to  admit  the 


angaardadlj  nttnad  an  offimnve  expres- 

mon,  I,  of  course,  can  have  no  Lo^itatinn 


the  late  Qneen  Dawagar. 

Ameiithr.ent  proposed  to  be  made  there- 


ia  withdrawing  it;  but  uidced,  Su',  i  sub- :  unto,  by  leaving  out  '*  dO,OOOt.."  and  in 


wok  dmi  I  baira  not  given  yagk  aaoae  fur 
offence  to  aay  ana.   On  tha  asatrary,  I 

feel  that  I  om  the  aggrieved  party.  I 
maiic  a  statement,  and  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant. If  eoiibw  fbr  Gtaanwiab  paranptorily 
contradicted  it.  I  aaaerted  thai  Sir  George 

We&tplial  had  applied  fur  service  to  tlie 


aerting  "  49,7802.'*  ii 

Question  put.  "  That  fiO^OOOI.  staai 

part  of  the  iLesolation." 

The  House  diaidtd : — Ayes  37  ;  Noai 

29  ;  Majority  8. 

Ill  H(  lutiou  agreed  to. 

Sill  GEORGE  PECHELL  said,  he 


Adukahy  in  Lord  AuekUud'a  timet  and  wished  to  call  the  attmttioa  of  the  Uooaa. 
the  gillant  Admiral  daaied  Ae  Bfatonwat..  I  to  Aft 

Admuul  DUNDAS  :  I  said  nothing  ]  naanaen, 
about  Lord  Auckland — I  have  nothing  to  sent  in  a 
do  with  Lord  Auckland,   I  said,  and  1 1  place  in  Oetober„  1S04,  under  a  s^uadroa 
 ^»  tbaia&oca  tba  feriad  I  lure  inaB<^;  oanmaadtd  bj  Gaptoin  Grahatt  Hoava^ 


«f  aartaia  anrviting  oi 

auurines,  who  had  been  pre- 
sttccessful  action  wbick  took 


-tioned  these  is  no  record  at  the  Admiralty  |  when  certain  Spanish  frigates  were  eap> 
of  Sir  (j'ern  ^e  Wcstplml  having  applied  tured,  and  others  sunk.  The  case  had  re- 
for  active  stu-vice.    i  really  da  not  under- 1  ceived  the  speeial  approbation  of  tke  Ad- 

niiial^,  bai  their  claiiui  fw  naval  medala 
had  been  rejected.  Ho  had  now  to  urge 
tlmt  uicdaU  ■howld  ha  gnutaA.  fo>  tlMft 
engagement. 

TEAKGIS  BAEIKG  »ad.  Ant, 
in  awarding  these  naval  madala^  tfM  Qo- 
vernmcnt  had  acted  upon  tlse  recommen- 
datioa  of  &  committee  of  naval  and  military 
oSaaia.  Intbniaatvnationfl  given  to  tbJk 
cooMMttaak  tbara  wna  ngtbiag  wbidk  would 


Mr.  speaker  trusted  that  tha 
and  gallant  Member  for  Weatminiiter  would 
not  hesitate  to  express  hi&  regret  for  any 
^niasaian  oC  bk  ihat         bav&  ^van 
'fffr'*^  to  any  other  hon.  Member. 

Sia  Be  LACY  EVAXS  :  I  have  said 
that  Sir  George  Westphal  applied  for  ac- 
tiro  aartiae  in  the  time  of  Laid  Anebbrnd, 
jiad  I  rciUly  cannot  withdraw  that  state- 
ment, for  I  have  the  authority  f  George  hare  precluded  them  from  awarding  me- 
Waa^phaL  himaelf  for  it.   X  mu4t  say  I  do  I  dala  in.  this  particuhM'  case,   had  they 
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thought  it  desirable  ;  and  they  \aA  cer- 
tainly not  been  niggardly  in  their  recom- 
meudaUoD  of  medals,  for  19,500  medals 
kftd  been  dutributed.  Tlie  ComnuttM 
were  fally  sensible  that  die  eondnet  of 
those  who  took  part  in  the  action  was 


regarding  the  distribution  of  these  medals; 
bat  I  assure  the  House  the  Army  are  not 
without  their  grievances  upon  this  matter. 
AlUiovgh  we  we  all  compelled  to  be  fl«kit- 
fied  with  the  decisions  of  those  gallaat 
officers  who  form  the  Committee,  still  the 
highly  meritorious,  yet  they  were  not  of  general  opinion  is,  that  mainr  most  Ueserr- 
opinion  lihet  ihe  engagement  was  of  snffi- .  ing  offioert  era  Tietime  of  the  ralee  wlik& 
cient  importance  to  jietify  •  medal,  this  Committee  have  laid  down.  Amongst 
This  particnlar  action  was  commenced  bo-  the  numerous  complaints  which  have  come 


fore  the  war  had  been  actually  declared, 
and  there  were  other  peeaBar  eironiatances 
connected  inth  it ;  but  the  prini^de  on 

which  he  now  refused  to  reopen  the  matter 


to  my  knowledge,  I  shall  <M>ly  instance 
one,  wat  of  a  galiant  eavaliy  officer,  whoee 

unlucky  fate  it  was  to  he  severely  wounded 

a  day  before  each  of  three  of  the  chief 


was,  that,  having  been  fairly  and  fully  Feninsolar  actions — I  think  Busaco,  Tala- 


inqnired  into  bj  a  Committee  of  effieen, 
he  did  not  think  it  desirable  for  the  House 

to  interfere  with  such  awards. 

Captain  SCOBELL  said,  he  must  com- 
plain that  the  principle  on  which  medals 
were  granted  was  veiy  firalty.  By  that 
system  a  midshipman,  a  midshipman's 


Twa,  and  Salamanca— 4o  as  to  Iins  mable 
to  join  his  regiment  in  tboso  actions,  con- 
sequently, not  being  present  at  any  of 
them,  be  has  received  no  medal.  Now, 
Sir,  from  ihe  severity  of  those  wooads  the 
health  of  my  gallant  friend  has  greatly 
suffered,  and  he  13  oblirred  to  be  almost 


boy,  or  a  purser's  steward  (the  last  of  cased  in  steel  to  enable  him  to  move  about, 
wliom  would  be  in  the  cockpit  and  know !  This,  Sir,  I  think,  is  a  ease  of  real  hard' 


nothing  about  die  battle),  would,  if  in  a 
particular  action,  go  about  decorated,  while 
the  most  meritorious  officers  and  men, 
diovgh  ihej  bad  serred  dmring  the  whole 
Freneb  war,  received  no  medal.  Tu  t  ike 
a  case.    Just  before  the  great  battle  of 


ship;  hut  still  the  Committee  adiien  te 

their  rule,  and  will  not  listen  to  any  repre- 
seutatioQ  upon  the  peculiarly  and  deserv- 
ing case  of  my  gallant  Friend.  * 

Sm  HENRY  WILLOUGHBY  said,  be 

was  anxious  to  call  the  attention  of  the 


Trafalgar,  Sir  John  Louis  was  detached  j  House  to  a  question  of  constitutionalpria- 
on  an  ezpedidon  widi  fife  sul  of  the  line.  |  dple.   Dnnng  the  last  few  years  Votes 

He  went  much  againstbis  will,  and  having ;  had  been  taken  of  above  l,0O0,00OL  for 

used  all  speed,  retiirned  jii<'t  after  the  I  money  paid  in  excess  on  the  nnvf\l  erpen- 
engagement.    The  consequence  was,  that  j  ditare— that  was,  of  money  paid  over  and 


tfaongh  it  was  bj  bis  means  the  prizes 
were  saved,  Sir  John  Louis  himself  did 

not  f  litaiii  a  medal  for  Trnfalfrar.  To 
take  another  case  :  an  officer  who  had 
destroyed,  at  different  times,  a  hundred 
Frenim  vessels  in  the  Mediterranean,  had 

tuki-n  ■several  batteries,  and  had  been  at 


above  the  Paifiamentary  grant.  Tlisre 
was  no  snch  Tote  this  year ;  but  the  Hooae 

would  ma1-c  a  mistake  if  they  supposed 
that  no  excess  of  expeuditore  had  occurred 
during  the  year  1849-50.    The  laet  was 

that  above  100,000^  had  been  so  paid, 
chiefly  in  branches  Nos.  5,  13,  ni)d  14; 


number  who  had  not  received  medals 

so  '^mnll,  tluit  lin  thought  the  Government 


tlie  end  of  his  extraordinary  exploits  pro-  ;  but  under  the  Appropriation  Act  the  Trea- 
moted,  did  not  receive  the  medal.    The  j  sury  was  enabled  to  appropriate  any  8iir> 

I  pins  on  any  other  branch  to  such  expendi> 

turo.  In  1842-50  supplies  to  the  amount 
might  very  properly  award  them  medals  if  1  of  nearly  500,000^  over  and  above  what 
the^  found  on  inquiry  that  the  services  in  !  was  required  bad  been  voted,  the  sum 
which  they  had  been  engaged  entitled  { voted  bavins  been  7,021, 742^,  and  the 
them  to  such  honorary  distinction.  Ke  sum  actually  expended  6,609,052/.,  so 
saw  no  remedy  but  the  grant  of  a  war  |  that  the  sum  of  100,000Z.  which  was  in 
medal  for  all  the  survivors  of  the  war,  excess  had  been  paid  out  of  that  surplus 
following  the  precedent  established  by  the  without  any  Vote  of  the  House,  and  unac- 
distribution  of  mednh  to  t^i'^  "^Tirvivors  of  companied  by  anv  chprl;^  wliatrvrr.     It  did 


the  glorious  struggle  iu  the  Peninsula 

CoLOSBL  CHATTERTON  said:  I  would 
not  intrude  any  remark  upon  the  Honse 


not  say  much  for  the  vigilance  of  the  House, 
that  they  should  have  granted  500,0001. 
more  than  was  re<iuircd  ;  but  he  was  quite 


upon  this  subject,  did  I  not  foar  my  silence  willing  to  admit  that  tliusc  intrnstod  Avith 
may  be  construed  into  a  supposition  that  1  the  administration  of  tiie  naval  department 
the  Navy  alone  had  any  cause  of  complaint  were  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the  country 
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Ibr  90i  hftymg  expended  the  money  after  that  Ibe  adTUiee  notea  alioiild  Ve  reeeipted 


ihej  bad  oVtdned  it.    But,  as  by  such  a 

mode  money  could  be  spent  without  any 
control  being  e.xerciscd  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  ik  bdhored  ihem  to  look  closely 
into  the  amoiwt  of  the  Eatimaiea.   In  tiie 

items  of  stores  and  wages  alone,  for  ex- 
ample, no  less  a  sum  than  330,0002.  above 
what  was  required,  had  been  Toted  In 
1849-50»  and  the  whole  of  that  might 
hare  beon  expended  on  other  branches. 
He  pressed  this  question  because  it  was  one 
of  oonatitntional  principle.  That  Houae 
waa  responsible  for  supply  and  expendi- 
tiire,  and  it  received  the  praise  or  blame 
of  the  country  mainly  according  as  it  dis- 
chained  that,  one  of  its  ehiefest  dnttet,  the 
strict  guardianship  of  the  public  money. 
He  shouUl  be  obliged  if  the  rio-ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty would  explain  the  payments  in  qpes- 
tioDf  and  he  trusted  that  in  fatore  EaU- 
mates  would  not  be  presented  wh'.ch  would 
be  so  greatly  in  excess  of  oxpcudilure. 

Sib  FRANCIS  BARING  would  ehear. 
fully  concede  the  constitutional  prin^ple 
that  tlie  H  iise  of  Commons  should  vote 
the  expenditure;  but  he  could  not  but 
think  that  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  conToyed  a  great  compli- 
ment to  the  department  of  wliich  he  (Sir 
F.  Baring)  was  the  head.  He  was  quite 
willing  to  have  it  stated  that  he  had  been 
earefal  of  the  public  mon^,  and  ho  hoped 
always  to  be  open  to  the  same  obnrL'o. 
*  There  was,  of  course,  a  great  difficulty  in 
framing  exact  naval  estimates;  and  if  the 
estimate  upon  one  branch  failed  to  be 
equal  to  the  expenditure,  it  then  became 
necessary  to  resort  to  the  Treasury  for 
power  10  apply  any  balance  upon  any  other 
branch.  It  was  desirable  that  this  practice 
should  be  resorted  to  as  little  as  possiblp. 
and  ho  had  always  endeavoured  to  avoid 
extremes,  and  to  make  the  estimates  square 
as  nearly  as  might  be  with  the  expenditure. 

Subsequent  Resolutions  agreed  to, 

VEROAMTILE  MARINE  ACT  AMENS^ 
MENT  BILLw 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee;  Clauses  1  to  16 
inclusive  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  movod,  as  an  Amend- 
ment on  Clause  17,  pngc  6,  lino  I,  to  leave 
out  from  the  word  **and"  to  the  word 
*'the,"  line  4,  and  from  the  word  "sea- 
man," line  14,  to  the  end  of  the  clause. 
The  clause  provided  for  the  repeal  of  the 
13th  and  i4th  Victoria,  cap.  93,  sec.  61, 


when  diaoonnted  for  any  seaman*  and  that 

the  boldfr  Tni<:^ht  ptic  for  the  recovery  of 
the  same,  provided  the  seaman  had  been 
properly  discharged  by  the  master,  or  had 
sailed  from  the  fori  of  departure.  The 
effect  of  the  Amendment  would  bo  to 
make  the  grantor  of  advance  notes  entirely 
responsible  for  tiiem,  and  in  no  ease  to 
exempt  him  from  their  payment,  whether 
the  man  had  left  the  ship  or  not,  it  having 
been  shown  that  the  holder  had  given  pro- 
per yalue  for  them.  His  olijeet  waa  to 
rcii  11  1  the  giving  of  such  notes  (which  were 
usually  for  two  months'  wages  before  the 
ship  sailed)  so  hazardous  as  greatly  to 
cheek  the  practice.  He  did  so  beoause 
he  considered  that  the  practice  led  to  reck- 
less and  improvident  habits  in  sailors,  to 
desertion,  and  to  fraud.  The  late  atrooi« 
ons  cases,  of  burning  of  ships  in  India  by 
native  seamen,  wfls  attributable  to  the 
system  of  rtdv^nce  notes  :  these  native  sea- 
men— he  would  not  believe  British  seamen 
capable  of  such  a  diabolical  aol^-4here  was 
littie  doubt,  set  fire  to  the  shipa,  in  order 
that  they  might  not  have  to  work  for  the 
money  they  had  received  and  spent.  AU 
though  the  Amendment  might  be  coaisider- 
ed  an  extraordinary  one  to  be  proposed  by 
a  shipowner  as  he  was,  ho  was  satis6M 
that  nothing  short  of  some  such  enact- 
ment would  check  a  system,  the  suppres- 
sion of  which,  he  was  confident,  would  ulti- 
mately prove  highly  beneficial  both  to  the 
shipowner  and  the  seaman. 

Mr.  CLAY  approved  of  the  Motion,  but 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  aboBsh  the 
tickets  altogether,  or  to  limit  them  to  one 
month.  Two  months'  pay  was  about  the 
price  of  a  kit,  and  consequently  seamen, 
knowing,  that  they  could  by  means  of  these 
tickets  procure  n  ricAv  Icit  for  their  next 
voyage,  were  in  the  habit  of  pledging  the 
old  one.  Hcuco  arose  the  habits  of  im« 
providence  complained  of.  It  was  observed 
that  a  ship's  carj  oiiter  seldom  pledged  liis 
chest  of  tools;  and  the  reason  was,  that  as 
two  months'  pay  would  not  buy  a  new  one, 
he  was  aware  that  if  he  did  so,  he  would 
not  get  a  fresh  berth.  The  limiting  of  the 
tickets  to  one  month,  would  produce  a  simi- 
larly beneficial  result  to  common  sailors* 

Mb.  LABOUCHERB  said,  that  the 
whole  question  of  advance-notes  was  one 
of  very  considerable  difficulty,  and  he  ad- 
mitted that  the  sailor,  when  he  had  ob> 
tained  them,  waa  too  apt  to  take  the  ear- 
liest opportunity  of  leaving  his  ship.  His 
hoD.  Friend  (Mr.  Auderson),  as  a  remedy 
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fur  tiuit  eril,  proposed,  ikot  ifait  Ut  ilmdd 

"be  illegal  to  grant  •dnmce-notes  to  uQtn, 

but  that  tlio  shipowner  should  do  so  at  fais 
own  risk,  and  that  they  should  be  always 
recoTerable  against  him,  even  tliough  the 
■Mmaa  aliMld  have  darted.  And  -^ts, 
his  hon.  Friend  thoo^t,  t\  ould  make  the 
shipowner  cantiotra  )inw  he  granted  ad- 
Tanoe-notes  except  to  men  whom  he  knew 
to  be  wfrdiy.  Hk  (Mr.  Laboiielm's) 
ietati  Iiowever,  ^vas,  that  the  Amendment 
might  operate  too  stringentlj,  and  that  its 
effect  ^Toold  be  to  put  an  end  to  the  whole 
i^ft/Um  irf  •dMOM-Botcs.  whiclk  be  bifivved 
would  be  »  Terj  giwk  bwlairip  te  die 
sailor,  as  it  "would  he  Ae  means  of  (^'^priv 
in^:  tliem  of  making  the  necessary  pur- 
ehuscb  for  their  voyage.  Under  ^ese 
«ire<imetaiiee8,  be  tnuied  that  Ins  b<m. 
Friend  vevld  not  persist  m  bis 
ment. 

Admiral  BOWLES  suggested  tltat  the 


«ho«ldbeluMleato« 
la  ibe  hope  of  nesl  yeer  beng  eUe  to  dk- 

pense  with  them  altogether. 

Admiral  BUNDAS  said,  there  was  im>- 
ibing  «  esflor  wes  so  sentitlfe  eboat  es  Ue 
pay,  and4t  weald  be  belterto  kmm  tinigs 
as  diey  were. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  that  his  object 
was  to  teaefa  the  seamen  habits  of  prori- 
denoe  aed  sdMependeooe,  wbidi,  mm  a 
tolerably  extcosiTe  experience,  he  was 
convinced  was  not  '^o  difficult  fip  wni,  often 
supposed.  As,  however,  he  had  had  but 
little  opportunity  sinoo  tbe  Bittinw printed 
of  considtb^  shipowners  en  tbe  wiA^t, 
end  there  were  bo  few  Members  connected 
with  tbe  shipping  interest  present,  he 
would  not  press  his  AnwdbuenL 

AmendflNBt  wiMrmmm. 

ClnnB©  ttgreed  to;  as  were  the  sncceed- 
iGg  clauses  np  to  Clause  24  inehtsive. 

Admi&al  BOWLES  then  proposed  the 
fbUowing  deesi  • 


object,  and  perhaps  wben  Ibe  bee.  a&d 
geuant  Admiral  heard  it  be  weeld  eonesi^ 

to  withdraw  his  own  Clau'^c,  nnd  allow  his 
(Mr.  Labouehere's)  to  stam!  in  its  plaw. 
[The  right  hon.  Gentleman  thcu  read  iiis 
profMiBed'olanse.] 

AxMiiuL  BOWLES  said,  he  was 
rondy  to  gi^^e  up  his  own  clanse  in  fai 
oi  the  ono  which  bad  inst  been  read, 

8iB  JAMES  GBAHAM  eeid,  tbei  be 
looked  upon  the  Clause  as  a  most  salntsij 
one.  In  Tier  Majesty *s  servioo  the  pre- 
sumption always  was  against  tbe  loss  of  a 
vMeel,  and  tmra  was  no  ease  an  whieb  a 
tceeel  was  lost  in  the  Qoeea's  eeirise, 
however  high  might  hn  the  repTTtr.tion  nr 
standing  of  the  officer  in  command,  In 
whi^  every  circumstance  connected  with 
the  tianseiiliea  nas  not  M\f  iinraet^ted. 
He  mu3t  say  also,  eonsldtrring  tbe  great 
nimiher  of  merchant  ships  that  were  lost, 
and  tbe  high  rate  of  tbe  insoranees,  tb«^ 


"  Whonovor  ths  cww  of  any  BritiBh 
which  shnll  have  been  wreolied  or  abandoned  on 
tbe  high  aeas  shall  arrive  at  anf  pbwe  ont  of  Her 
Majc-<ty'3  dotitiuiouH,  it  8h.-ill  be  lawful  for  any 
naval  officer  in  ooiuinand  of  aojr  ship  of  ILer  Ma- 
jcBtj,  or,  in  the  abssnee  «f  any  naval  officer,  for 
the  consuLir  officer  within  wb""^!"  m-r^Tiln*!'  vii  -li 
plapc  shall  ho  wtnatod,  to  .Hummon  a  naval  court 
to  inquitt)  into  tho  causes  of  such  shipwreck  or 
abandonment,  and  the  aaid  naval  court  shall  send 
to  the  Hoard  of  Trade  a  report  of  the  result  of 
such  inquiry,  together  with  such  remarks  on  tbe 
oondnot  of  tibs  master  and  erew  ef  ^  tbin  so 
loitaralNHidoiwies  tfas  ' 


Mr.  LABOnCHERE  said,  he  had  pre- 
pared a  Claase  to  effect  preeiadjihe 
Mr,  Labouchere 


hh  opinion*  ^ 
ways  be  against  of  the  tosscI,  wed 

that  something  lilce  an  inquest  should  take 
place  in  Cfrerj  case.  He  was  sore  tbat 
Ibe  uyeluui  weald  be  Toiy  vadb  bi  fasear 
ef  insnraaces.  It  appeared  to  him  to  be 
an  exoeVeDt  priDciple.  and  his  only  donbt 
was  whether  ultimately  it  would  not  bave 
to  he  carried  nroch  further. 

Glaoee  tigreedto;  as  were  ^e  famaniiiy 
Clauses,  and  also  the  schedules. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  proposed  the  inser- 
tion of  tiic  foUowiug  C  lause,  being  the  first 
of  Ibiee  of  wbieb  1m»  bad  given  neCioet^ 

"  That  so  much  of  the  Act  7th  and  8th  of  Vic- 
toria, caj).  112,  ?er.  50,  as  exempts  Soanit?n  quit- 
ting Merchant  Ships  and  entering  on  board  «f  a 
■hip  of  war,  from  IbrfUturs  of  tfidr  wagss,as  ia 

other  cmofi  of  breaches  of  llMir  SltfsISB  sf  SfB^ 

mcnt,  shall  be  repealed." 

He  contended  that  the  prorislon  which  he 
proposed  to  repeal,  conferred  an  arbitrarj 
power  npon  Queen  s  offioeiBy  wbiA  ooea- 
sionallj  was,  and  freqaentlj  might  be,  ex- 
!  ercised  to  the  great  loss  and  injnry  of  the 
owners  of  merchant  rcsscls.  At  the  same 
time  its  effect  was  of  a  demoralising  ten- 
den<^,  for  it  afforded  a  direct  premium  for 
ill-bchaved  and  niutinously-disposcMl  sailors 
to  break  their  contracts  vi\*h  their  employ- 
ers, and  desert  from  tlie  merchant  service 
into  ibe  Mavj.  He  woald  etete  a  eaae» 
which  he  thought  Would  be  strikingly  iOa^ 
trntive  of  the  detriment  suffered  bo<h  by 
shipowners  and  merchants,  from  the, law 
as  it  now  etood.  A  sbip  oaHed  the  Amm 
RoherUon,  belonging  to  a  friend  of  hil» 
badreoentiyanifed  ia  London  from  CI ' 
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twelve  of  the  crew,  Laving  first  refused  to 
work,  left  the  ship  and  enteretl  on  board 
two  ships  of  war,  the  Medea  and  MoyalisU 
•B  that  tMSm,  whem  ibej  w«re  fotami^ 
and  the  ma«tar«(KnpeUed  to  pay  up  to  the 
day  all  their  wag^s and  delivpr  thf^ir  elofhest 


«on^elled  to  mII  fM«  of  ikt 

cargo.  Those  proceedings  oecupied  nearly 
fonr  monthn,  during  which  time  the  Atma 
JScherUon,  with  her  valuable  cargo,  lay  es* 
poMd  m  ihe  nwdatead  «f  Algoa  Bay,  mod 
vti0  mA  torn  aenlh-easterly  gales,  which 
drove  on  shore  nnd  totally  destroyed  se- 
b«th  of  which  would  have  been  iodeitod  i  veral  yesaels;  a  fate  which  would  certainly 
iHii  they  qotttod  the  ship  under  a«y  other  ha;ve  heen  hers  hti  Ae  net  bton  ioniithoi 
diWrMttftTes,  They  were  the  best  sr-a-  with  gronnd  tackle  of  a  vefj  snpenorde* 
Tnpn  ivhirh  the  Anna  Robertson  linil.  The  Rcri|itioTi.  The  loss  to  the  owners  of  the 
master  iiad  c;reat  difficulty  in  replacing  ship  and  cargo,  caused  by  the  circumstances 


them,  and  after  a  detention  of  ten  days, 
mhm  m  eoDssqiMBoe  of  the  wMingm  ihe 
south-west  monsoon,  every  day  was  of  the 
utmost  consequence,  he  was'  obliged  to 
jpiooecd  to  sea  with  a  crew  of  inferior  men, 
wUkfy  and  miit  to^  seMMiii*s  datj,  hot 
wudk  as  he  eould  piek  vp.  On  his  voyage 
towards  England  he  eneormtered,  off  the 
Cfl|>e  of  Good  Hope,  a  heavy  gale.  The 
bmh  wUah  he  got  el  H<mk-£iii^,  heing 
■Net  flf  them  siekly  and  denttatcd,  were 
eeon  knocked  up,  nn  l  hocametmfit  for  du^. 
In  this  state,  but  after  the  gale  had  bud- 
aided,  he  waa  met  and  hailed  by  Her  Ma- 
|00ty*e  eteem  ytmtl  tte  Hmmu,  then  pro- 
ceedhig  on  service  from  tlie  Cape  to  A)goa 
Bay.  The  commander  of  the  Hermes  first 
asked  ihe  master  of  the  Aima  lioberttou, 
mke&t&t  hii  ehqi  km  leaky?  ead  heing 
answered  in  the  negative,  he  then  inquired 
if  he  wished  to  go  into  Algoa  Bay.  The 
maater  of  tiie  Atma  Hsbettion  replying  la 
Ibe  aMamitn,  tm4  ihet  he  hefl  «»  way 
of  his  erew  skir «ad  disabled,  that  he  ^nd 
it  difficult  to  -ivwk  his  ship  ;  the  eom- 
manderof  the  Jlermcs  said,  "  Then  1  will 
take  y«a  in,"  and  neomdingiy  took  the 
^Uf  in  tow  and  hrenglit  her  into  Algoa 
Bay,  the  whole  service  occupying  but  a 
few  hoars,  and  the  weather  moderate.  On 
the  ship  bong  anchored  in  Algoa  Bay,  the 
ewneeedlflr  el  the  Bermm  hr^ht  *detm 
egirinBt  the  Meter  of  the  Anna  Robertson 
for  Rnlvac;p^  and  on  500^  being  teuderorl 
to  him  for  the  servioe  rendered,  he  refused 
to  leMfl  it*  etathig  the*  he  wvM  take 
Bofting  lets  then  what  the  law  would  give 
him.  lie  accordinjrlr  hulLrcJ  a  claim  of 
3,500{.  in  the  Admiralty  Court  at  the 
Cspe  of  Good  Hope,  and  arrested  die  ship. 
After  must  deii^  eiesed  faf  the  the  proee- 
cution  of  the  suit,  an  award  to  the  extent 


1 ,500?.  was  given  in  favour  of  tl 
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mander  of  the  Hermes.  A  dfficulty  tiien 
erose  as  to  rnsieg  fends  te  disdiarge  this 
claim.  Themeter  of  the  Aniw  R<SerUon 
used  every  endeavour  to  obtain  it  ea  ad- 
Tenee,  but  was  unsnceeaeftd,  and  as  a  dernier 


which  lie  had  just  detailed,  is  estimated  at 
•et  loM  than  ^HOQL  Vow,  he  hed  ae 
hesitotion  in  saying,  that  every  fact  which 
he  had  stated,  could  be  satisfactorily  sub- 
Btautiated.  And  what  was  the  state  of  the 
hm  mVUk  this  yreaented  to  their  eonaifa^ 
atioA  f  Why,  that  (he  lev  Meetioned  the 
taking  awsy  of  the  crew  of  n  merchant 
veasd,  hy  the  commander  of  a  ship  of  wee, 
to  eneiiattectoBtae  to  endanger  her  htSmg 
naiigetod;  eni  ivhen  Ais  proceeding  on 

the  part  of  one  nffirrr  had  rendered 

the  ship  iielplefts,  tlic  l.uv  then  enabled 
aiNxther  naval  odoEcer  to  take  advantage  of 
that  nimeeMlBiif  11  for  his  private  hene- 
fiit,  and  for  a  few  hours'  senice  performed 
with  n  ship,  the  property  nf  the  pubhc,  and 
he  a  paid  servant  of  the  public,  to  make  as 
it  weM  e  priee  «f  her,  and  enl»|eot  the 
parties  conecnied  in  her  to  the  heavy  tiA 
and  loss  which  he  had  just  stated.  He 
tmsted  that  with  such  facts  xu»  these  before 
them,  Ae  Ceeamiltee  worfi  he  eonTjeeei 
of  the  aeoenity  of  alterMgalaw  ae  kijari- 
on?  nnd  npprrssirr  in  its  operation,  nnd  he 
should  eeitainly  press  his  Amendment  to« 
division. 

danse  hro^tght  up^  and  read  W 
Sin  FRAIJCIS  BARING  said,  that 
there  had  been  last  xmr  n  dineu'^sion  upon 
this  very  subject,  and  upon  that  occasion 
very  greAt  eomphunts  had  heen  nwde  ef 
the  operation  of  this  clause  of  the  7th  ead 
8th  nf  Victoria.  At  that  time,  however, 
he  staged,  and  he  now  repeated,  that  be 
had  itened  Terj  striet  regiuatisas  npoa  the 
subject,  and  tibat  any  complaints  with  re- 
ference to  it  which  miifht  be  made  to  the 
Admiralty  would  be  f«il]y  investigated  by 
them.  He  particularly  requested  Gentle- 
men epon  Aet  oeeaaien,  when  they  had 
any  eomplaints  to  mako,  to  forward  them 
at  onre  to  thr  Admiralty;  and  he  thoiirrht 
It  rather  hard,  therefore,  now,  upon  otbccrs 
en  the  other  eide  «f  the  glohe,  thatehaigto 
should  he  Hide  ngainst  them  in  the  House 
of  Ccnnmons  without  any  notice  having 
been  given  to  the  Admiralty,  more  particu- 
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larly  because  he  had  stated  hoQk  pulllidy 

and  privately  liIs  readiness  to  go  into 
any  complaints  that  could  ho  bronr>;lit  \>c- 
fore  hira.  One  of  the  directious  wiiich  ho 
had  given  upon  this  point  WM,  fhst  ft  re> 
porti  in  every  case  compliuned  of,  thoaUl 
oe  sent  to  the  Admiralty,  containing  a 
statement  of  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  men  had  entered  the  naval  8«r?ice; 
and  he  was  hound  to  say  that  tl  oso  reports 
did  nrt  entirely  coincide  with  the  stories 
which  lie  sometimes  hoard,  nor  did  they 
lead  hitn  to  ubaudou  the  improssiouhe  had 
formed,  that  this  provbion  was  «  great 
protection  to  the  seaman.  In  some  points 
of  view  it  might  possibly  act  injuriously  to 
the  owners;  but  be  hoped  that  the  Com- 
mittee»  m  their  anxiety  to  do  justice  to  the 
owners,  would  not  emtirftly  oreriook  the  m- 
terests  of  the  seamen.  Owners  were  not 
always  aware  of  what  took  place  on  board 
when  their  ships  were  at  sea;  and  there 
were  anstaneee  before  hini  which  led  him 
to  beliere  that  it  was  not  always  the  fault 
of  the  seaman  or  of  the  naval  officer  when 
A  man  left  his  ship  and  joined  the  Navy. 
Snppose  ft  oftse  in  which  the  master  of  the 
vessel  either  acted  oppressively,  or  thought 
it  his  interest  to  get  rid  of  an  inconvenient 
man,  the  man  would  have  no  protection 
whatever  unless  he  volunteered  for  the 
Queen's  serrice;  and  if  he  were  deprired 
of  that  protection,  he  would  be  left  com- 
pletely at  the  mercy  of  tlic  master  of  the 
vessel.  It  could  not  be  said  that  there 
was  any  breach  of  futh  with  the  owner  of 
the  merchant  Vessel  in  that  cas^  for  he 
engaged  his  men  with  the  full  Icnowledge 
that  they  might  enter  the  Royal  Navy  if 
they  wore  so  disposed.  The  directions  of 
the  Admiralty  to  officers  coromandmg  Her 
Majesty's  ships  were  tliat  tliey  should  re- 
ceive no  man  unless  he  left  his  ship  per- 
fectly well  manned ;  and  they  were  distinctly 
warned  that  they  should  use  no  temptations 
whatever  to  induce  men  to  leave  their  ships, 
for  if  they  did  so,  their  conduct  would  be 
liable  to  severe  censure.  He  trusted  that 
the  Committee  would  come  to  the  same 
OOnclasion  as  they  had  done  last  year,  and 
that  they  would  thinlc  it  of  importance  fur 
the  Navy,  and  still  more  for  tlic  pcaman, 
that  this  provision  should  remain  law. 

Mb.  RIGARDO  was  yerj  mneh  aston- 
ished at  the  course  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
Hitherto  he  (Mr.  Ricardo)  had  laboured 
nnder  the  impression  that  the  law  now 
complained  of  was  instituted  solely  for  the 
purpose  of  manning  the  Kftvy,  bnt  now  it 

BirF,  Baring 


appeared  thai  a  second  ohf  cot  of  it  was  to 

protect  the  seaman  agnin'^t  the  ill-trcat- 
ment  of  the  master,  if  it  ^rore  a  protec- 
tion for  the  seaman,  why  not  allow  hiu  to 
deaert  into  the  merchant  serrice  from  the 
Royal  Navy,  because  if  a  Queen's  ship  ^ 
not  happen  to  be  lying  in  the  port,  the  sea- 
man would  have  no  protection  at  all  ?  He 
mast  aho  compUtn  of  the  state  of  the  law 
in  this  respect,  for  there  could  be  no  donht 
that  it  oppratod  as  a  great  hardsliip  npou 
the  mercantile  marine,  lie  honod  Ida  hon. 
Friend  would  divide  the  Couuuittoe,  and, 
if  he  did  so»  he  should  certainly  vote  with 
him. 

Mr,  WAWN  would  support  the  Ajnend- 
ment.  He  really  thought,  now  tlie  Navi- 
gation  Laws  had  heen  repealed,  that  the 
offiowa  of  the  Naty  shonid  be  compelled 
to  render  every  assistance  to  the  merchant 
service,  instead  of  being  invested  with  such 
arbitrary  powers  as  they  possessed. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  roffratted  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Anderson)  was 
about  to  divide  in  a  Committee  so  thinly 
attended.  The  question  at  issue  was  one 
1^  VMy  eonriderahle  importance,  and  he 
should  he  sorry  if  it  were  to  go  to  the 
country  that  it  had  been  decided  upon  in  a 
House,  in  which  there  were  not  at  the  most 
liberal  calculation  more  than  fifty  or  sixty 
Members.  He  certMnly  nerw  woold  hare 
consented  to  the  repeal  of  the  Navigation 
Laws  if  he  had  conceived  that  they  should 
therefore  be  called  upon  to  abandon  the 
power  which  Hw  Majesty's  Xavy  possessed 
on  distant  foreign  stations,  in  peace  as  well 
VL"^  in  war,  of  admitting:  freely  on  board 
Queen's  ships  seamen  quitting  their  en- 
gagements on  board  merchant  vessels,  with 
this  reservation,  that  while  ,bo  rec^viog 
them  proper  precautions  should  be  taken 
not  to  disable  merchant  vessels.  The 
crew  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  were  constant- 
ly being  diminished  by  deallis  in  distant 
quarters  of  the  world;  and  if  the  com- 
manders of  those  ships  were  not  allowed  to 
receive  volunteers  from  the  merhant  ser- 
vice, their  force  would  become  inefficient 
and  incapable  of  protecting  our  merohant 
marine.  As  he  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiral- 
ty, there  had  been  recent  regulations  issued 
with  respect  to  the  practice,  cheching  tha 
abuse  of  power  on  the  part  of  Qnem'a 
officers.  In  defence  of  the  abuse  of 
that  power,  he  had  not  one  word  to 
say;  but  he  did  say,  with  regard  to  tho 
use  of  it,  that  with  respect  to  the  safeij' 
of  our  trade  itself  on  any  foreign  stations. 
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it  was  Indispeorable  that  the  praetiee  ehoald 

he  presenrcd.  He  had  heard  it  termed 
"  desertion,"  this  quitting  a  merchant  ship 
to  eater  the  Queen's  ship;  but  he  held  it 
to  be  neoessaij  to  naintMQ  the  honour  of 
that  service  tMt  at  all  times  it  shoold  be 
open  to  the  reception  of  volunteers.  Now, 
there  was  a  yqtj  strong  feeling  that  im- 

Sreaament  ahooM  cease.  He  had  always 
oabted  whether  in  time  of  war  it  vonld 
be  possible  to  dispense  with  impressment. 
But  if  it  should,  surely  it  wa<»  ihp'w  duty 
to  keep  open  to  the  utmost  cxtcut  every 
faeility  for  volanteering.  •  Ndthw  oooid  it 
bo  said  tlmt  there  wtis  any  breach  of  agree- 
ment in  this  matter,  because  every  master 
of  a  ship  when  he  entered  into  a  contract 
with  bis  seamen,  knew  that  this  law  exist- 
ed. He  admitted  that  the  OTstem  had 
be^n  in  past  times  abused;  but  ne  believed 
now  that  every  proper  precaution  had  been 
taken  to  prevent  aonte.  If  not,  let  other 
steps  be  adopted.  He  had  no  douht  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  F.  Baring) 
would  not  object  to  lay  upon  the  table 
the  regulations  which  the  Admiralty  had 

issned  on  this  subject,  and  then  let  Ae  |  purpose,  heeanse  what  these  naval  offi- 

commercial  interest  point  out  their  objec-  cers  had  done,  the  law  authorised.  Tho 
tions  to  those  regulations.  All  ho  main-  right  hon.  Memher  (Sir  J.  Graliam)  con- 
tained was,  that  thiii  power  must  be  up* !  tended  for  the  contiauanco  of  the  law  on 
bald.  In  war  it  was  a1»o1ntelj  necessary  |  two  grounds ^Ist.  Because  it  was  neees- 
•^4lk  paaoO  it  was  directly  necessary  in  sary  for  rccroiting  the  G^e^vs  of  .ship.s  of 
many  cases,  and  expedient  in  all.    The  j  war  on  foreign  stations;  and,  l^nd.  Tlmt  it 


teen  monllis  ago  that  a  frigate  bad  assisted 
eight  merchant  vessels  from  California* 

whose  crews  had  entirely  deserted  them. 

Mr.  ANDJBKSON  trusted  that  after  the 
observations  which  had  lUlen  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of  the 

AdtTiiralty,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Ripon  (Sir  James  Crraham), 
and  the  gallant  Admiral  (Admiral  Dundas) 
near  him,  the  Committee  would  indulge 
him  with  its  attention  to  nnr  or  two  ob- 
servations in  rppl}'.  The  First  Lord  nf  the 
Admiralty  said  tlaat  any  coses  of  hardship 
nnder  thu  law  would  reeelTe  consideration 
if  presented  to  tho  Admiralty.  Now,  he 
begged  to  ask  the  First  Lord,  and  also  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whether,  if 
the  case  which  he  had  stated  were  pre* 
seated  to  them,  duly  substantiated*  tBey 
were  prepared  to  indemnify  the  owners  of 
the  Anna  Robertson  and  her  cargo  for  the 
loss  they  had  snsti^ned  ?  Neither  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  ventured  a  reply; 
but  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  would  answer  for 
them — neither  of  them  could  appropriate 
a  farthing  of  the  public  money  to  such  a 


principle  of  volunteering  must  be  main- 
twned  to  the  utmost  posidbb  extent; 
and  he  shoidd  extremely  regret  if  in  a 

hasty  manner,  and  in  a  Committee  so 
thinly  attended,  so  great  a  priuciple,  con- 
nected with  tho  maintenance  of  the  effi- 
deney  of  the  Qaeen's  naval  swrice,  should 
he  sacrificed. 

Mr.  FORSTER  had  no  confidence  in 
the  discretion  or  forbearance  of  Queen's 
officers.  The  system  was  beyond  doubt 
a  most  intolerable  grievance,  and  it  had 
mot  with  an  extrciuoly  bad  defence  at  the 
bauds  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  J. 
Graham}.  It  could  no  longer  be  en- 
dured. 

ArtMiRAL  DUNDAS  said,  it  was  impos- 
Bibie  to  bit  still  and  hear  one's  profession 
abused  in  this  way.  Two  or  three  British 
merchants  had  got  into  the  House,  and 
they  constantly  at  tho  end  of  every  Ses- 
sion fired  otT  tlicir  guns  and  attomptr  d  to 
destroy  the  British  Navy.  It  was  only  in 
the  House  of  Commons  that  he  heard  the 
Navy  abused,  and  in  that  House  he  re- 


was  necessary  for  protecting  seamen  from 
ill  usage  on  board  merehant  ships  at  foreign 
places.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  could  see 

no  neccsity  for  it  on  the  first  ground,  for 
seamen  could  be  sent  abroad  to  recruit  the 
crews  of  chips  of  war»  the  same  as  soldiera 
are  avat  to  recruit  regimoits.  But,  ad- 
mitting that  there  was  a  necessity,  why 
was  the  pbipowncrs'  interest  to  be  sacri- 
ficed for  the  public  benefit  {  They  niudt 
remember  diat  Ac  shipping  is  no  longer 
(and  in  hb  opinion  happily  so)  a  protected 
interest.  They  had,  therefore,  no  more 
equitable  right  to  subject  the  shipowner  to 
loss  and  ri»  for  tho  purpose  of  manning 
the  ships  of  the  public,  than  tbey  had  to 
pull  down  a  man's  house  for  widening  a 
public  thoroughfare,  without  indemnifying 
him  for  the  valne  of  it;  and  indemnifica- 
tion was  all  that  his  Amendment  proposed. 
If  a  necessity  for  turning  tho  ships  of  the 
public  into  receptacles  for  dishonest  sea- 
men really  exists,  at  least  let  the  public 
indemnify  the  shipowner.  That  was  all 
he  asked.    As  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlo- 


grettcd  to  say  he  seldom  heard  anything  of  man's  second  ground — protection  to  mer- 
their  good  deeds.    Why,  it  was  only  eigh- 1  chant  seamen,  be  surely  must  have  over- 
VOL.  CXVllI.   [thibd  series.]         ^       2  M 
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b^lnd  d»  hot,  that  at  this  tety  noment 

Aey  (the  Committee)  were  engaged  in 
iHnkinc  an  Aft  of  Parliament  that  would 
giro  lo  merchunt  soamen  an  o&Ay  and 
Munmarj  remedy  in  foreign  plaoM  for  mj 
ill  treatment  they  might  receire.  And 
now  for  the  gallant  Admiral  below  him 
(Admiral  Dundas),-  who  had  accused  bioi 
(Mr.  Anderson)  of  Abating  Hkt  aawl  pio> 
fession,  and  of  firing  off  guns  at  the  end 
of  the  Session  to  destroy  the  Navy:  hf 
thought  he  might  safely  appeal  to  the 
(Joiumittec  whether  anything  which  bad 
fRUon  from  him  doserred  to  be  termed 
abuse.  The  naval  officers  alluded  to  had 
only  done  what  the  law  authorised,  lie 
had  stated  facta  which  bad  only  rery  re* 
oeotly  come  to  hU  knowledge,  and,  in  dis- 
charge of  his  imblio  duty;  and  bolieiing 
them  to  he  correct,  he  Ind  mnde  use  of 
them  without  feeling  any  necessity  for 
considering  whether  they  might  be  palat- 
sble  or  not  to  the  gsUsat  Oiber. 

Motion    made,     and     Question  put, 
Tim!  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  Seoond 
Time." 

The  Committee  <liei(iMi ;  —  Ayes  12; 
Koes  32  : '  Majority  20. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  tlicn  profo^oJ  his 
second  Clause,  which  was  as  follows  :  — 

"That  tofh  provisions  of  tho  Genoral  Merchant 
Seamen's  Act  (8th  and  9th  Victoria,  cap.  112), 
and  of  tlip  Mercantile  Marine  Act,  19.^0,  as  com- 
pel seamen  ia  the  mercbaDl  service  to  obtain  and 
pradooe  registry  tickets,  sktidl  be  r«p«al«d.'* 

The  House  would  perhaps  recollect  that 
hat  Session  he  had  pointed  ont  fvlRy  ^e 
absolute  uselessness  of  the  register  ticket 
system  for  the  chief  ohjcct  of  its  estab- 
lishment, namely  to  facilitate  the  manning 
of  the  Nsvy — ^thet  these  tielets  m?g|ht  be 
purchased  of  crimps  for  half-a-crown  each 
— that  they  led  to  wholesale  falsehood  mv] 
fraud  among  seamen,  and  to  place  them 
more  under  the  oontrol  of  crimps.  In  8up> 
port  of  these  assertions  he  would  again  refer 
to  the  evidence  given  before  the  Navy  Es- 
timate Coinniittce  by  the  gallant  Admiral 
the  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  F.  Berke- 
ley), a  Lord  of  theAdmiralty,  whose  dnties 
were  chiefly  diteeted  to  the  manning  of 
tho  Navy.  That  ji^allant  Officer  stated  in 
a  very  decided  manner  that  tho  registra- 
tion and  ticket  system  was  altogether  use- 
less as  to  any  facility  for  manning  the 
Navy,  and  that  it  operated  so  vexatiously 
towards  British  seamen  as  to  drive  ihcm 
in  disgust  to  seek  employment  in  the  ser- 
Tice  of  foreign  eonntries.  He  (Mr.  An- 
dmon)  was  not  opposed  lo  nit  registration; 

JUr,  Anchrtm 


on  the  conirnry,  he  considered  tlmt  a 
gistration,  v-liich  might  be  CEtnblished  at 
every  custom-house,  where  soamcH  should 
be  paid  their  wages  on  concluding  a  voy- 
age, Md  rsgisters  kept  of  their  dumelen, 
and  to  facilitate  the  manning  of  merchant 
vessels  by  bringing  the  seamen  and  ship- 
master, or  owner,  in  Gommanicsiion  with 
eaoh  other,  without  the  interrentkm  of 
crimps,  wOsHd  do  mnch  good  ;  and  if  a 
seamen's  savings  bank,  where  thev  could 
deposit  a  part  of  their  balance  of  wages, 
under  a  Government  gnarantee,  aud  at  an 
encouraging  rate  of  intevost,  wtnre  added,  it 
would  tend  much  to  improve  their  habits, 
and  do  more  for  their  beueiit  than  all  the 
shipping  masters  in  the  world. 

Mb.  LABOUGHSfiB  said,  he  ngaided 
the  subject  as  of  too  important  a  diaraetar 
to  bo  disposed  of  in  an  incidental  manner 
upon  a  Bill  of  this  description.  It  was  one 
which  ought  to  be  carenilly  considered  hj 
the  House,  and  only  decided  after  full  ana 
mature  deliberation.  Tho  present  system 
of  registration  bad  been  discussed  upon  the 
Mercantile  Marine  Bill  last  year,  and  again 
when  the  Bstimates  were  before  tlie  Henscu 
ITis  own  imprec^KMi  was,  not  that  the  pr»- 
ent  systeni  was  not  susceptible  ofimprove- 
meut,  l^ut  he  should  be  very  much  afraid 
of  sweeping  away  the  system  of  registry 
tickets  before  they  were  fully  preparsd 
with  some  effici'  iit  substitutr.  JJc  pro- 
mised, however,  that  his  continued  atten- 
tion should  still  be  given  to  the  subject. 
He  need  hardly  nound  the  Oemraittee  tiia* 
he  had  undertaken  the  winding  up  of  th* 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund;  but  he  was 
afraid,  unless  he  had  some  such  check 
against  fraud  and  persecotion  as  these  ro^ 
gistry  tickets  provided,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  aecMDplish  it  in  a  satiafoc^ 
tory  manner. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  that  as,  in  the 
present  state  of  the  Hoose,  he  Mt  thai  it 
would  be  useless  to  go  to  a  division  on  any 
question  in  which  the  Government  did  not 
concur,  he  would  not  trouble  the  Commit- 
tee to  divide. 

Clause  negatived. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  then  proposed  bis 
third  and  last  Clause,  which  wasia  tho  fol- 
lowing terras  :— «• 

"  That  such  povisions  of  this  Act,  and  of  tho 
Meroa»U]«  Marfara  Aet,  I860,  as  apply  ts*tbs 

eonal  supervision  uf  shippinc;  mnhters  orcr  the  en- 
gagements and  diacbarge  of  se.imrn,  shall  only  be 
applicable  wImb  tbo  serviocs  of  a  shipping  master 
for  tb.1t  purpose  sknll  be  required  by  tbo  master, 

I owner,  or  auy  seamen  or  seamen  concernsd  in 
sodiengsfameBt  or  disoliaife ;  and  notidaf  csa> 
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iained  in  Ihe  Mid  Acts,  or  either  ef  them,  sbaU 
imfborlM  any  sbippiDf  master  to  Interftn  bk  tbe 
engagement  or  discharge  of  any  seaman  or  seamen 
anlcss  the  master  or  orvmer,  seaman  or  leamea, 
shall  request  the  uiterfereneoofMdi  sfaipfiafaM- 
ter  for  that  purpose." 

His  object  simply  was  to  inake  tbe  super- 
vision of  shippiog  masten  »  TQlimtarj 
afttter,  dependeni  tipon  Ibe  dewre  ef  me 

mnFtcrs  or  sailors  to  employ  tlicm  or  not, 
as  they  tlionc'ht  fit.  He  saw  no  reason 
irhj  the  niastt^r  and  the  seaman  should  ixoi 
^  »b1e,  if  lliey  mvineUj  thought  fit»  te 
conclude  their  own  errangemente  vidieiit 
the  intervention  of  these  snipping  officers. 

Ma.  LABOUCUEUE  said,  that  al- 
though thb  propositiea  wm  hreughAhelbre 
the  Cemmittee  in  tbe  iBodcet  goiae  of  a 
clause,  yet  that  it  wa?,  in  fnct,  a  proposi- 
tion to  repeal  the  most  important  provision 
of  the  Merca&ti^e  Mariiie  Act  of  last  SeS' 
«0D*  end  el  utM  this  Bill  in  eenw 
partiealen,  an  amendmeiU.  The  most 
imporfnnt  portion  of  that  Bill  was  that 
which  proridod  for  the  eatabliabmcat  of 
flhippiag  nfliow  fey  iMlon»  w  eider  to  f  ro- 
vide  wet  their  eogeganiMiie  sheeld  be  made 
in  a  r^Tilar  nnd  uniform  nianncr,  and  to 
secure  them  against  the  monstrous  evils 
erisiegfirom  tbe  emplojmeot  of  criiaps  aud 
ihe  ordkHurj  gthhetweeae.  He  b«lief«l 
that  the  system  of  Shipping  offices  was 
working  satisfsctorily  to  all  classes  of  the 
mercantile  aionQc;  and  from  the  porta  of 
Lendoa,  Urened,  Briatol,  the  Clyde,  and 
deewhece^  he  Bed  received  the  moat  grati- 
fying <i?sn  ranees  of  tlie  mode  in  which  it 
was  workio^y  and  ef  the  benefits  which  it 
iras  coo&fruig,  both  upon  the  owners  of 
ehipe»  and  i^ea  that  class  whtdkhe  valued 
quite  as  much  aa  the  ghipowners — the 
sailors  employed  in  the  navigation  of  their 
vessels.  If  it  were  made  optiou^ii,  as  his 
hM.  Friend  propoaed,  whether  the  erimp 
or  tbe  tupping  officer  should  he  employed, 
then  all  the  arts  and  seductions  of  tbe 
crimps  would  be  exercised  in  order  to  lead 
Ae  sailers  away  from  the  regular  Shipping 
efficc»,  and  the  mun  principle  of  the  BiU 
of  last  Session  would  be  destroyed. 

Mil.  MOFFATT  said,  he  differed  en- 
tirely from  tiie  right  bon.  Gentleman  as  to 
the  weriting  of  tM  Ifareantne  Uariae  Aet 
in  this  particular;  for  he  confidently  aa 
scrtcri  that  it  had  been  productive  of  great 
inconvomeuee  both  to  the  shipowners  and 
eeatneB.  He  dmied  ihai  it  had  ■aeceeded 
in  putting  down  erkniw.  Newcaatle,  Sun- 
derland, Southampton,  Yarmoitt!i,  and 
otli<  r  ports  had  prayed  for  the  .nbulin 


in  of 

these  ;SbippiBg  oi&ccdj  aod  he  trusted  thatl^veu  a  completely  opposite  dccissiuu 

'       2  M  2 


hb  hoQ.  Friend  (Mr.  Anderson)  wonld 
divide  tibe  Committee. 
Mr.  ANDERSON  aaad,  he  woaU  net 

press  the  clause. 
Clause  negatived. 

Preamble  agreed  to;  House  resumed ; 
Bill  rq»orted, 

CO^'V£IANO£  OF  MAILS  BI  &AILWAT 
BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  rend. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS,  in  mov- 
ing the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  said, 
be  hoped  the  ITouso  wonld  not  find  it  ne- 
cessary to  discuss  tbe  measure  upon  thet 
eeeanm.  Ha  had  bemi  Indneed  to  mtro- 
duce  some  important  alterations  into  tbe 
Bin  in  consequence  of  representations  made 
to  bim  at  a  conference  with  several  gentle- 
men connected  with  the  railway  interest. 
All  bo  then  asked  tbe  House  to  do  was  to 
allow  the  BiU  to  be  read  a  second  time, 
and  afterwards  to  be  committed  pro /ornK?, 
in  order  liiat  it  miglit  subsequently  be 
printed  in  the  farm  in  wluch  it  would  n)ti» 
m&tely  come  before  the  House. 

Ml*.  GROGAN  said,  lie  thought  tbe 
meaaurc  too  important  a  one  tu  he  brought 
on  for  a  second  reading  on  a  Saturday,  and 
at  tbe  end  of  the  Session.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  alter  for  tbo  benefit  of 
tlie  Post  Office  authorities  tbe  existing  law 
it  had  been  interpreted  by  one  of  tbo 
law  eourts  in  Irdaad. 

Mr.  GLYN  said,  that  he  did  not  mean 
to  pledge  himself  to  tbe  support  of  tbo 
Bill,  but  be  thought  it  a  fair  proposal  that 
tb^  should  then  read  it  a  second  time» 
and  that  they  should  afterwards  commit  it 
p7'0  formdr  with  a  view  to  allow  of  its 
being  subsequently  brrmi^lit  under  their 
notice  in  aa  amended  form. 

Mb.  BECKETT  DENISOUT  said,  that 
parties  connected  with  tbe  railway  interest 
complained  that  the  Bill  would  compel 
them  to  carry  tbe  mails  on  new  and  on 
less  favourable  terms  than  heretofore.  He 
did  not»  however,  object  to  the  proposal 
that  the  measure  should  then  be  read  a 
;  pcnnd  time^  and  afterwards  committed  fro 
Jorum, 

Mb.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  smd,  it 
was  quite  tnie»  as  intimated  by  tbe  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  {Mr.  Grogan),  that 
one  of  the  Courts  in  Ireland  bad  given  a 
decision  against  a  ehim  of  the  Post  Office. 
But  the  Court  appeared  to  have  come  to 
that  decision  with  considerable  hesitation, 
and  one  of  the  Courts  in  Scotland  had 

The 
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1>rescnt  mcaaure  would  clearly  define  the 
air  ntion  the  aubject  tu  dispute. 
Bill  read  2». 

Tlic  House  a^onmed  at  «  quarter  after 

Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
M<mdc^,  My  21,  1851. 

Mt9fi7TB8.]  Public  Bills. — 1"  Tithe  Rontchnrgo 
AsteaamMit ;  Charitable  Institutions  Notices  ; 
Viotorfa  Park ;  Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and  Tithe 

Coniiuis'^iiins. 

2*  Woods,  Forests,  {to. 

Repwted,^^SKDMiS»  and  N«w  BtmiBwiolc  Boun- 
dary :  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  ;  Turnpike 
Trusts  Arraogemcnt ;  Inhabitod  Uouse  Duty. 

3'  Burgesset  aod  FfeeoMB't  FailiaiiMiitMy 
Franeluae. 

ECOLESIASTICAL  TITLES  ASSUMPTION 
BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 

in^  read. 

The  Mauquess  of  LANSDOWNE : 
Hy  Lords,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading 

of  this  Bill,  the  object  of  which  is  suflSci- 
entlj  indiprsted  by  its  title,  it  will  be  my 
duty  to  tj.xplaiu  to  the  House  the  grounds 
upon  which  it  is  proposed  for  the  approba- 
tion of  your  Lordships.  My  Lords,  I  must 
confess  in  the  outset  that  that  is  a  duty 
which  it  is  painful  to  me  to  discharge;  bo- 
cause,  my  Lords,  I  cannot  dissemble  that 
to  me,  who  have  been  for  the  last  forty 
years  and  upwards  a  strenuous  advocate, 
tinder  all  and  the  least  favourable  eirciim- 
stauces,  of  the  claims  of  my  Roman  Catho- 
lic fellow-countrymen  of  this  United  King- 
dom— who  have  omitted  no  opportunity  and 
no  CNorliou  within  inv  reach  in  and  out  of 
this  and  tlie  other  IJouso  uf  Parliament  to 
procure  the  sanction  of  the  Legislature  to 
those  claims  which  I  conceiTed  to  be  their 
dne — ^it  is  most  particularly  painful  tome 
to  take  any  course  which  may  by  misrcpro- 
sentatioD,  by  misconstruction,  urmifiappre- 
hension,  he  deemed  inconsistent  with  the 
course  that  I  have  hitherto  pursued,  or  to 
be  in  anyway  injurious  to  tlie  feelings  and 
claims  of  a  body  which  1  so  entirely  respect 
fur  their  many  virtues,  and,  in  many  in 
Stances,  for  dieir  most  warm  and  devoted 
loyalty.  But,  my  Lords,  it  is  not  with 
tlicm  we  have  to  deal,  hut  it  is  with 
the  conduct  of  a  Foreign  Power,  and,  my 
Lords,  it  is  some  consolation  to  me  to  con- 
sider that,  in  now  addrcssinif  the  House 
upon  this  subject,  it  will  bo  no  part  of  ray 
duty  to  cuter  into  any  consideration  of  the 
character  and  doctrinal  teaching^  of  the 


Roman  Catholic  rcl;^.ion.  It  is  also  a  con- 
solation to  me  to  thiul^  that,  as  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  prove  to  your  Lordships,  in  what 
I  have  to  propose  for  your  adoption  this 
night,  I  have  nothing  to  propose  in  the 
slightest  degree  inconsistent  with  the  ex- 
ercise of  that  religion,  which,  having  once 
placed  under  the  protection  of  the  princi- 
ples of  religious  liberty,  we  are  still  dis- 
posed so  to  protect.  I  have  to  show  vour 
Lordships,  in  the  first  instance,  that  a  ne- 
cessity has  arisen  for  introducing  some 
legislation  on  this  subject— some  enacts 
ment  to  guard  ajjainst  that  which  few  per- 
sons can  doubt  has  assumed  the  appear- 
ance, and  in  my  view  of  this  subject  has 
had  the  reality,  of  an  aggression  upon  the 
part  of  a  Foreign  Power.  ^ly  Lords,  I 
shall  have  to  prove  that  the  measure 
which  I  have  to  propose  will  not  in  any 
degree  place  any  new  impediment  upon  the 
exercise  or  administration  of  that  religion. 
My  Lords,  if  I  do  not  prove  both  of  tb<»&o 
cases,  I  am  ready  to  say — reject  this  Bill. 
If  there  has  been  no  aggression — ^if  nothing 
that  has  been  done  on  the  part  of  any  Fo- 
reign Power  is  calculated  to  throw  dishon- 
our upon  the  Crown,  and  interfere  with  the 
prerogative  of  the  Sovereign  of  this  coun- 
try, 1  say,  reject  the  Bill,  because  it  is 
unnecessary.  If,  my  Lords,  there  is  any- 
thinf^  that  interferes  with  the  practice  of 
that  religion  which  we  all  wish  should  be 
practised,  I  say,  again,  reject  this  Bill,  bO" 
cause  you  do  not  mean  to  withhold  any 
part  of  those  privilefrcs,  or  of  those  rights, 
from  your  Roman  Catholic  fellow-citizens. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  have  to  state  (and  I  shall 
have  to  state  them  very  shortly,  because 
all  the  facts  are  familiar  to  your  Lord- 
shi[is),  that  within  some  few  months  past 
a  Rescript  and  other  documents  have  ap- 
peared sanctioned  by  the  Court  of  Rome, 
and  assuming  to  itself  in  tlus  kingdom,  in 
distinct  and  unqualified  terms,  the  right  to 
confer  territorial  titles  in  this  country. 
My  Lords,  this  right  has  been  praj^ticallv 
assumed;  it  has  been  loudly  proelumed,  I 
will  not  say  in  what  terms,  because,  a'^  I 
consider  them  to  be  otrcnbive  terms,  and  I 
have  no  desire  to  add  to  any  acrimony  that 
may  arise  in  the  course  of  this  discussion 
by  dwelling  upon  the  offensive  nature  and 
character  of  those  terms,  repeatedly  used, 
ignoring  the  power  and  existence  of  the 
State  and  Sovereign  of  this  country — it  is 
sttfleient  for  me,  without  dwellim:,'  updn 
those  terms  so  ostentatiously  employed,  to 
deal  with  the  act  itpelf,  1  say  that  that 
act  has  been  committed,  that  it  is  avowed. 
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and  that  it  lias  been  committed  and  atow- 
ed  without  haying  been  preceded,  aocom- 
p^ed»  or  followed  by  any  explaoatioa  cal- 
ouUtod  to  initiate  ttie  ofleDiive  ehuaoter 
of  thataggiresMon.  My  Lords,  I  aaj  that 
has  befen  a  peculiar  character  of  thr^e  pro 
ceedings,  and  one  with  ro<?poct  to  which 
jrou  have  to  deal.  Now,  luy  Lurdii,  m  that 
an  asBumption  of  any  imporlaaea,  or  n 
not  ?  My  Lords,  I  need  not  recite  to  your 
Lordships  the  terms  of  the  Bill  which  I 
have  to  propose,  which  is  a  short  one,  and 
whiek  b  in  yonr  Lordahipa'  hands.  The 

aneation  that  I  have  to  answer  is,  "  Why 
o  you  move  at  nil  under  tliose  circum- 
stAnces  ?  "  My  answer  is,  because  the  raove- 
ment  has  been  made  against  us;  because 
that  mov«neDi  u  of  no  instgnifieant  value 
or  consequence;  because  there  is  a  degree 


the  foreign  department  of  this  Oovern-- 
ment,  that  it  ha?  ?o  steadily,  and  some 
have  thought  so  stifily,  refused  and  pre- 
vwitad  the  QBe  of  foreign  titles  and  foreign 
ataUon  in  this  country,  exo^  in  iwy  rare 
cn<^.<y^  and  under  very  rare  c'reumstancea. 
They  have  refused  it  because  they  felt  that 
such  titles  ought  tu  flow  from  the  fountnia 
of  honour,  and  that  the  fountain  of  honour 
ought  to  be  preserved  untouched  to  the 
Crown,  and  to  the  Crown  only.  And  Par- 
liament itself,  which  has  at  different  times, 
with  eaution,  no  doubt,  interfered  more  or 
less  with  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown  in 
other  duties  and  privileges  belonging  to  it, 
has  constantly  observed  tho  most  entire 
forbearance  on  this  point,  and  has  never 
presumed  to  suggest  to  the  Crown,  or  to 
interfere  with  the  Crown,  in  that  which  it 


of  assumption  of  power  in  the  terms  which  felt  to  bo  its  first  and  exclusive  prero<Tativc 


have  been  used  upon  this  occasion  incou- 
siatent  with'  the  rights  of  the  Grown.  My 
Lords,  It  is  all  lerj  well  to  saj  that  these 

titles  arc  of  no  consequence,  are  not  ne- 
cessaril}-  attended  with  or  accompanied  with 


and  right,  to  determine  who  shall  wear  and 
who  use  dbtinetions  of  this  natui^e.  My 
Lords,  this  consideration  rctninds  me  of  a 
somewhat  ]iomoly  ?ayiniT  of  a  Sovereign 
of  this  country,  whom  we  all  consider  to 


power.    But,  my  Lords,  if  the  assumption  i  have  been  one  of  the  greatest,  and  whom 


of  iheee  titles  is  left  unnotieed  and  unre* 

E roved,  the  time  will  come  when  they  will 
e  followed  by  an  assumption  of  power. 
Vy  Lords,  I  say  jrou  must  in  the  outset  of 
the  matter  protest  against  that  assump- 
tion. My  Lords,  can  it  be  said  that  titles 
are  of  no  importance  ?  They  are  things  of 
substance,  although  they  appear  to  be  only 
things  of  show.  It  was  not  because  Mr. 
Selden,  one  of  the  most  patriotic,  and 
learned,  and  distinguished  men  that  this 
country  ever  produced — it  was  not  because 
he  entertained  a  childish  reverence  for 
titles,  that  he  spent  a  great  part  of  his  la- 
horuius  life  in  an  examination  of  their 
origin  and  nature — bti?  it  was  because  he 
felt  them  to  be  intimately  connected  with 
those  monarohioal  principles  to  which  he 
was  attaehed,  and  because  he  considered 
them  to  have  a  most  material  effect — first 
upon  tho  ima^^inatinn,  and  subsequently 
upon  the  actions  ot  men.  I  know  that  all 
toe  wisest  men  of  this  eoontrj  have  ever 
attached  an  importance  to  titles  so  used 
and  employed;  but  if  they  have  so  regard- 
ed titles  of  a  mere  profane  nature,  how 
much  more  important  must  they  have  re- 
gnrded  ecclesiastical  titles  whidi  a  foreign 
Power  has  for  its  interest  to  dispose  of  bv 
assumption,  and  by  ap?itrr/ptiou  only.  My 
Lords,  I  have  always  attached  great  im- 
portance to  this  subject.  I  have  always 
relt  it  to  be  a  rerj  wise  system  upon  the 
part  of  this  GoTomment,  more  especially  of 


even  the  Roman  CatiioGes  acknowledge  to 
have  been  one  of  the  ablest,  of  our  Sove- 
reigns—I mean  Queen  Elizabeth.  I  say 
this  subject  reminds  me  of  a  homely  Baying 
of  hers  (but  which,  like  all  her  homely  say- 
ings, have  a  great  deal  of  d^th  and  of 
truth  in  them),  when  it  was  proposed  to 
her,  and  urged  upon  her  by  some  ot  her 
Ministers,  to  permit  the  ancestors  of  a 
noble  Lord  in  thb  House,  who  had  won 
great  distinction  in  the  East — In  wars  In 
which  tln«  eountry  was  not  concerned,  to 
wear  certain  orders  and  certain  distinc- 
tions which  had  been  conferred  on  him  by 
a  foreign  Power,  she  said,  No;  She  did  not 
choose  to  have  her  sheep  tarred  by  other 
shepherds.  My  Lords,  I  say  again,  that 
this  is  a  homely  saying,  but  it  is  a  wise 
one — one  on  which  your  Lordships  will  do 
well  on  all  occasions  to  act.  I  say,  there- 
fore, my  Lords,  that  this  is  in  reality  a 
thing  of  substance,  though  apparently  a 
thing  of  form,  and  that  your  Lordships 
will  only  do  your  duty  in  preserving  un- 
touched in  the  Crown  that  i  iirht  which  has 
been  so  distinctly  and  ostentatiously  as- 
sailed by  a  foreign  Power.  Now,  my  Lords, 
I  would  observe  to  your  Lordships,  that 
while  we  all  resent  these  procecdiiifjs  of 
the  JSce  of  Rome,  we  have  had  nn  opportu- 
nity of  showing  at  least  that  we  reuugnise 
in  the  fullest  degree  that  obsenrance  of 
form  that  attention  to  the  rights  and  inde* 
pendence  of  other  countries,  which  we  claim 
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from  this  and  from  cvcrj  other  foreiori 
Pofwer  towards  ourselves.  My  Lords,  tre 
hare  recently  had  on  opportunitj  of  show- 
tag  that  m  o«ur  own  ti^e.  iM  aany 
jesrs  hare  elapsed  aoMO  we  fmioled  a 
Bishop  of  Gibraltar,  and  a  Jsfshop  of 
Jerusalem.  Now,  inj  Lords,  did  we  ap- 
point these  bishops  m  the  same  navMr 
Md  in  the  same  mode  at  tha  See  of  Rome 
has  made  these  appointments  of  which  we 
complain  ?  No  such  thiirr.  q-jive  to 

the  Bishop  of  Gibraltar  tcnitonoi  aatiio- 
lity,  beeaoM  Gibraltar  is  a  teiritoiy  be- 
longing to  tlie  Crown;  bai  to  the  Bishop 
of  Jerusalem  we  gave  personal  authority 
only — implying  thereby,  that  we  claimed 
no  figfaft  to  oaale  a  tenitorial  jnrisdietton; 
and  that,  hy  appointing  the  Biohop  of 
Jerusalem,  we  only  incnr.t  to  Mve  to 
Chri!5tians  resident  iu  that  part  of  the 
world  the  benefit  of  episcopal  snperintend- 
enee.  Kow,  nj  XfOras,  nobodf  wishes  to 
deny  to  the  Roman  CathoUes  of  this  United 
Kinf^om  the  benefit  of  episcopal  superin- 
tendence. We  wish  to  secure  to  them 
sooh  BaperiateBdeoee  as  they  may  think 
necessary  for  the  exeroiseof  thoiridi^on; 
and  if  they  tfunk  it  important  to  hare  epis- 
oopal  superintendence,  I  should  not  be  in- 
disposed to  allow  them  to  have  it,  provided 
the  appointment  were  nnaeeompanied  hj  an 
usurped  authority.  But  now,  on  the  sub. 
ject  of  recognifiint:^  this  foreign  authority, 
I  know  it  is  asked  why  wc  hare  mored  in 
this  matter  ?  and  I  know  that  Ihera  are 
SOnewho,  admitting  the  offensive  character 
of  tho  prf^ceeding  which  has  taken  place, 
and  the  impropriety  of  the  terms  which 
hare  been  employed,  nevertheless  are  will- 
ing timt  we  noaM  do  nothing  upon  this 
subject — who  say,  "  The  public  feeling  has 
been  aroused,  and  not  unDatnrally;  but 
who  knows  that  that  feding  won't  subside  ? 
Do  nothing;  wait  tffl  H  does  sobeide.  We 
admit  that  an  aggressive  aet,  or,  at  lesit, 
an  act  having  the  appearance  of  aggres- 
sion, has  been  committed  by  the  Conrt 
«f  Rome;  but  who  knows  that  it  will  be 
fisllowed  by  any  other  ast,  and  who 
Trno'vs  that  any  dangerous  consequences 
will  ensue  from  it;  wait  and  see."  Why, 
iny  Lords,  I  say  that  the  surest  way  to 
prodnoe  these  eonseqnenoes — the  sarest 
way  to  mstntain  alive  the  state  of  in- 
dignation in  this  eonntrr  upon  this  subject, 
would  bo  to  show  to  this  country  a  Parlia- 
nent  determined  to  do  nothing  on  this  sub- 
jeot.  I  say  that  that  is  the  way  to  eneon- 
raofe  the  Court  of  Rome;  and  cvenr  one 


CoTirt  at  diffprf-nt  times,  nw^t  hnre  seen 
how  it  has  felt  its  way  in  these  usurpatioits, 
and  observed  which  ai  them  will  be  tole-^ 
rated,  and  wteh  wffl  no*  ■  wfcieh  admit  of 
beiag  repeated,  and  which  wiU  not>-whi  A 
admit  of  being  a^c^vntpd,  and  which  wit! 
not;  and  I  ask,  after  observing  the  history 
and  p^y  of  the  Covt  of  Eewe,  asa  tern* 
porsl  as  well  as  a  spiritual  Government, 
are  Tint  your  Lordships  satisfied  that  no 
surer  mode  could  be  had  recourse  to  of 
inviting  the  aggressionn  uf  the  Court  of 
B«me,  than  by  shewing  the  Conrt  of  Rome 
that  yon  ase  not  preperad  te  make  a  stand 
upon  principle,  or  to  express  a  national  opin- 
ion upon  this  subject  when  the  rights  of  the 
Crown  am  aesaned.   My  Loids,  I  thera- 
fbee  think  I  have  said  enongh  to  shew  te 
your  Lor(1':b.ips  that  this  is  not  an  nrrnsioTi 
on  which  it  is  possible,  consistentiy  with 
respect  to  the  Crown,  and  with  respect  to 
the  feelings  of  the  people,  for  Parliament 
to  remain  silent  and  acqui^cent,  opposini^ 
nothing  bnt  a  species  of  indiifcrentism  to  a 
course  so  distinctly  marked,  and  so  openly 
avowed.   Well,  my  Lords,  I  vriH  now  go 
from  that  part  of  the  subject.    There  re- 
mains for  mc  a  point  which  1  hold  to  he  no 
less  important  a  part  of  the  argument  I 
have  to  lay  before  your  Lordships,  namely, 
to  prove  that  the*Cathelie  religioo  in  the 
Catholic  sense,  and  with  legitimate  Catho- 
lic objects,  will  in  no  degree  be  impeded  or 
embarrassed  by  the  operation  of  this  Bill. 
And,  my  Lords,  on  this  partef  the  subject 
I  am  justified  in  at  once  thrawing  the  onnr 
probandi  upon  those  who  may  oy>pn°p  this 
Bill,  because  it  is  for  them  to  point  to  any 
one  portion  of  the  Bill  by  means  of  whi<tt 
this  emharnMsroent  esn  be  eSeeted.    I  am 
not  now  speaking  of  that  interference, 
which  I  hold  to  be  unnecessary — -that  in- 
terference which  I  hold  to  be  unlawful,  not 
oader  this  Bill,  bnt  mdawfnl  by  the  eonsti. 
tutioQ  and  law  of  this  eonwtry-— by  thatlaw 
and  constitution  which  wa?  not  l+^s'^  strong, 
hot  more  strong,  in  Catholic  times  than  it 
is  now.    Because,  my  Lords,  I  will  only 
ask  yon  to  go  back  to  the  prseeedings  that 
took  place  in  this  country  long  ago,  in  ro- 
fwence  to  th^  acts  of  the  Court  of  Rome — 
I  mean  the  proceedings  opon  what  is  called 
Lalor's  Case,  whioh  eoenrred  in  the  rein 
of  James  L    [2  EoxoeWi  8Me  Trials, 

^ri?  ]     Thrrip  prorrn»linT;8  TOU  will  find  in 

the  report  of  the  law  othccrs  of  tli«  Crown. 
They  state  the  reasons  for  the  partienlar 
mode  of  proeeediog  whieh  Aey  adopted; 

and  as  these  reasons  are  very  singular  and 


who  has  observed  the  proceedings  of  that  1  curtOOS,  I  will  take  the  liberty  Ot  reading 
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them  to  yoar  Lordships,  because  they  are 
faU  of  seoic,  full  of  meaning,  and  full  of 
lidnietaMi  with  ngard  to  tht  Mlnvet. 


"  Wo  did  porposoly  forhcnr  to  proceed  apalnst 
him  ufiou  any  latter  law,  to  ibo  oud  that  such  as 
ignorant  might  bo  informed  thai,  loqg  before 
llenry  was  born,  divers  laws  were  made 

against  the  usurpations  of  the  Bishop  of  Rorno 
iifMMi  tin  riglits  af  ttw  Orowa  of  England,  woU 
as  Shan*  and  Mren  as  anr  statates  which 
have  been  made  in  later  tisMs  ;  and  that  therefore 
we  made  choice  to  profiled  upon  a  law  in.i<io  more 
than  200  joars  past,  when  the  King,  tho  Lords, 
and  GommoM  whicb  mada  tbe  lam,  and  the 
Judgrs  whioli  fntf  rpri't  _tlir>  laws,  did  for  t)i'" 
mo»t  part  follow  the  same  opinions  ia  religion 
which  weM  tasgkt  and  hali  in  tta  Ctmtt  «f 
Rome." 

They  go  on,  in  a  gttbsequent  part,  io  Mj — 

"  For  the  Commons  of  Fns^land  may  be  an  ox- 
.waple  unto  aU  other  subjectx  in  tlio  world  in  this, 
that  Umf  lUkTe  ever  been  tender  and  sensible  of 
Uie  wrongs  and  dishonours  offered  unto  their  kings, 
aod  hare  ever  contended  to  nphold  and  maiutaiu 
tiMir  bioiiovr  and  soTeveignty. 

My  Lords,  I  mj  that  tbete  Uwi  Ibave  vmr 

been  in  force  for  certain  purposes,  and  were 
only  partially  repealed  by  what  ia  called 
the  Emanoipation  Act,  which  ^-anteJ  to  the 
Booaan  Catholiea  of  the  United  Kingdom 
idUBflise  privileges  and  inkiensc  advan- 
tri!Xf";  hut  which  wisely  reHcrvpil  to  the 
CrowD  privileges  upon  eertaiii  points,  iu- 
duUiog,  amongst  uther&,  that  must  itnpor- 
tMit  OM,  nnmety,  the  Tight  of  appointing 
bishops  to  particular  sees.  My  Lords, 
under  the  laws  existing,  as  I  bare  shown 
jou,  from  a  vei-y  early  period,  repealed  only 
partially,  and  only  sought  to  be  w  repealed 
under  that  Aet  by  which  yon  made  them 
les.s  soTcrc,  those  bishops  arc  prohibited 
from  takiiii^  any  title  conferred  by  the 
Court  of  Rome.  Under  the  Emancipation 
Ael,  nererthdoM,  all  the  fuaotkNu,  aU  the 
adnrfaiitratioiia,  and  all  the  doti^  of  tho 
Roman  Catholic  religion,  have  been  satis- 
iactoi  ily  performed.  And,*  my  Lords,  I 
npeal  to  jour  vecoUeetion,  whether  when 
nat  Ael  passed,  the  Catholics  did  not  ex- 
press their  gratltiido  for  it  ?  whether  they 
did  not  express,  by  a  public  declaration, 
their  entire  acknowledgn>eni  of  tho  kind- 
ness  of  Parliament  in  passing  tiiat  Aet  ¥ 
whether  they  did  not  state  that  that  Act 
would  confer  on  them  inestimable  priri- 
leges,  lor  which  they  owed  an  infinite 
Mnoont  of  gratitnde  ?  My  Lords,  I  tbera- 
fsra  say  it  is  too  late  now  to  tell  you  that  it 
is  impossible  to  perform  the  funcfinns  of 
tho  Koman  Catholic  religion  nnticr  that 
Act.  You  cannot  be  told,  when  the  bishops 


l,lS:il}        Atsumpti&ti  Uill.  lOtO 

have  fully  exeroised  their  mtuistr^itions 
under  that  Act,  when  under  the  uamo  of 
vicars-apostolie  (nader  which  name,  as  I 
have  been  informed,  one-third  of  tha 
bishops  of  the  liomaa  Catholic  world  per- 
form their  functions)  these  bishops  have 
basneoahlad  to  discharge  satiafaetorilj  aU 
the  fonetions  which  they  had  to  perform — 
I  >av  you  cannot  be  told  that  this  Bill  will 
at  ail  embarrass  the  exorcise  of  the  Catho- 
lic religion  in  this  country.  No  impedi- 
ment under  the  existing  law  baa  been  of» 
fered  to  ordinations,  to  marriages,  to  any 
of  thesp  pncrcd  rites  which  derive  their 
authority  from  the  Church,  and  which, 
we  all  adnit,  ave  necessary  functions  of 
a  r^giotts  body-^notioas  which,  £ur 
from  ^T^^^h^ng  to  disturb,  we  must  all 
wish  to  secure;  but  which,  nevOrtheless, 
we  ssalend  may  be  secured  hereafter 
as  they  have  been  secured  hithMto, 
without  any  violation  of  the  prerogative  of 
the  Crown.  If  your  Lordshipa  will  look 
to  tiie  very  fnU  and  instructive  evidence 
wUdi  waa  ^?en  before  a  Conuatttoe  of 
this  Hoflsa  8j  Dr.  Doyle,  you  will  find  a 
careful  enumerntion  of  all  the  rites  and  all 
the  duties  of  the  Komau  Catholic  religion. 
Ton  w3l  find  tiiat  there  are  none  of  those 
duties  and  none  of  tl  >  i  rites  deseribed 
by  him  to  be  essential  to  the  performaneo 
of  the  rites  of  the  Catholic  rcliii-inn.  which 
have  not  been  since  performed,  which  may 
BOt  be  performed,  and  which  will  not  be 
performed,  when  this  Bill  shall  have  been 
passed  into  a  law,  without  let  and  without 
hindrance,  and  with  that  satisfaction  to  Her 
Majesty's  Catholic  subjects  which  thej  < 
not  fail  to  appreciate  when  they  come  to  i 
this  Act  strip jicfl  of  all  those  misrepresen- 
tatiotis  with  wiiich  it  has  suited  certain  par- 
ties  and  certain  interests  to  cloak  it.  Now, 
mj  Lerds,  I  therefore  think  your  Lord* 
ships  need  not  he  under  atiy  apprehenrica 
that  you  are  disturbing  the  functions  of 
tho  Catholic  religion.  My  Lords,  I  sliould 
be  prepared  to  sacrifice  much,  and  to  nMur 
risk,  befeie  I  would  consent  to  disturb  the 
religious  peace  nnd  religious  independence 
of  a  large  portion  of  iny  fellow-subjects. 
But  because  I  feel  there  is  no  such  appre- 
heosioB,  becaase  I  feel  that  there  is  no 
such  intention,  and  that  there  is  no  such 
aoridontal  result  to  be  apprehended  from 
this  iidl  if  it  pass  into  a  law,  1  venture  to 
reconuneiid  it  to  your  Lordships'  approba- 
tion. My  Lords,  if  I  am  askra  whether  I 
con<^if?cr  this  Bill  to  be  essential  to  the 
nmiritonanco  of  the  Protestant  religion? 
I  niuiit  answer  that  I  do  not — because,  my 
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Lords,  I  am  ooe  of  tbosc  that  think  tho 
Protestenl  religkm  does  not  ntt  for  its 
support  on  Acts  of  ParUament,  or  upon 
contrivances  of  any  sort.  My  Lords,  I 
am  one  of  those  that  think  it  is  with  the 
Protestant  religioii  as  it  is  vidi »  SCtto. 
In  the  words  of  a  celdnated lawyer,  orator* 
and  poet,  I  agree — 

*•  What  ooaititiitM  the  State  f 
Not  loftjr  twtUementi 

nigh  walla  or  iina^  1  l;  itci. 
No — Man — high-miuded  maa." 

And  so  I  say  it  is,  with  regard  to  any  reli- 
gion, that  its  real  security,  and  its  hest  se- 
curity  depends  npoD  the  mieerity,  the  vir- 
tues and  conduct  of  those  who  are  its  pro- 
fessors. But  because,  my  Lords,  I  do  be- 
lieve it  to  bo  independent  of  protection  as 
long  as  these  virtues  are  preserved,  I  am 
'  nevertheless  of  opinion  that  it  is  ioeumbent 
upon  the  country  and  Incumbent  upon  Par- 
liament to  proclaim  its  adherence  to  tho.sc 
opinions  which  I  Lave  expressed,  and  its 
determination  to  support  tke  Crown  in  the 
maintenaDce  of  all  its  privileges,  connected 
as  those  privileges  are  both  with  the  State 
and  with  religion.  And,  my  Lords,  I  think 
it  is  a  doty  whioli  jon  owe  to  your  Sove> 
feign,  it  is  a  duty  which  yon  owe  to  the 
people  of  this  country,  to  stamp  these  opin- 
ions with  your  approbation,  and  to  recog- 
nise, by  this  declaratory  euacimcut,  what  > 
the  privileges  of  the  Grown,  in  connexion 
with  religion,  has  been,  and  what  you  are 
determined  it  shall  always  be.  My  Lords, 
I  therefore  think  that  your  Lordships  will 
do  well  to  pass  this  Bill,  as  I  trust  you 
win  pass  it,  hj  a  large  majority.  I  belieTO 
there  never  was  a  moment  when  the  pct  plc 
of  this  country  were  more  resolutely  deter- 
mined to  maintain  their  own  faith,  and 
to  maintain  their  own  religion,  and,  above 
all,  to  maintain  undisturbed  and  uninter> 
fcred  with,  by  any  foreign  Power,  that 
most  sacred  gift  oi  God  tu  man,  the  liberty 
of  oonsoience  and  the  right  to  free  bquiry. 
Tititf  are  determined  that  they  will  pre- 
serve these  rights;  and  I  bolicvn  thcj  are 
disposed,  as  far  as  is  consiftent  with  these 
rights,  to  give  all  due  freedom  and  all  due 
fincility  to  the  enjoyment  of  the  opinions 
and  reunions  liberty  of  others.  But  these 
have  no  right  to  come  to  us  and  say, 
"  Because  you  have  given  us  much, 
therefore  mve  us  more}  because  you  have 
given  us  that  whicli  Is  essentiid  to  our  cha- 
racter as  citizens  and  inhabitants  of  a  free 
country,  allow  us  to  encroach  upon  the 

irerogatires  of  the  Crown.*'  Why,  my 
lOrds,  wo  might  say  to  them — '*  We  ate 

T%e  Marqwit  of  LantdowM 


disposed  to  withdraw  no  privilege;  we  give 
you  aU  diat  you  can  have  under  the  Bnun* 

cipation  Act,  and  under  every  law  most 
favourable  to  you  that  has  been  passed 
within  the  last  hundred  years.  Come  to  Lou- 
don, if  you  win,  and  build  up  a  St.  Paul's 
in  London,  although  you  would  not  allom 
n?  t  )  build  a  St.  Peter's  in  Rome.  Wo 
have  given  you  that  which  you  do  not  con- 
cede to  us;  we  wish  to  see  those  privileges 
undisturbed;  but  while  you  baTO  them  un- 
disturbed, do  not  make  it  a  part  of  your 
system  to  attack  us,  and  assert  that  func- 
tion which,  beyond  all  others,  FarUameut 
has  held  most  eaered  as  resting  in  the 
Crown,  and  in  the  Crown  alone."  My 
Lords,  I  beg  to  more  the  Second  Beading 
of  this  Bill. 

Moved— Th&t  the  Bill  be  now  read 
The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN*  said, 
that  although  he  was  always  reluctant  to 
obtrude  himself  upon  their  Lordships* 
attention,  he  confessed  that  on  that  oc- 
canon  he  had  felt  some  anxiety  to  anul 
himself  of  the  earliest  opportunity  to  lay 
before  tho  House  the  views  which  he  took 
of  the  Bill  now  under  consideration,  and 
the  fiselings  and  motives  which  had  induced 
lum  to  adopt  the  course  he  had  hitberto 
pursued,  and  in  which  he  Intended  to  per- 
♦'evere.  In  doing  that,  he  was  n^o•^t  cor- 
tuiuly  not  disposed  to  imagine  that  hu 
ougu  to  entertain  any  hope  of  making  an 
impression  on  their  Lordships*  mincU,  or 
of  obtaining  for  himself  any  «ympnthy  or 
concurrence  from  any  large  portion  of  the 
House*  He  merely  desSred  to  be  consid* 
ered  as  giving  vent  to  the  dictates  of  his 
own  conscience,  and  expressing  his  deep 
conviction  of  what  was  due  to  the  cause  of 
truth  and  justice.  It  had  alw^s  been  his 
opinion  that  the  great  act  of  Catholic  re- 
lief was  carried  in  opposition  to  the  feel- 
ings and  wishes  of  a  numerical  majority 
of  the  people  of  this  country.  That  was 
his  opinion  at  the  time,  and  it  had  been 
confirmed  since  by  the  demonstration  he 
had  recently  witiir"^:;ofl,  and  the  excitement 
that  had  taken  place.  This  excitement 
had  been  general,  and  was  perfectly  na- 
tural, not  only  from  the  feelings  in  which 
it  had  originated,  but  from  the  active 
means  employed  to  give  it  force  and 
vigour.  So  far  as  it  had  been  a  demon- 
stration of  sound  Protestant  feelings,  be 
entirely  rejoiced  and  concurretl  in  it.  IIo 
thought  it  was  highly  satisfactory  to  wit- 
ness it;  and  that  it  was  of  infinitely  greater 
importance  and  value  in  the  preserratiCQ 
of  the  Protestant  rdi|^on  of  uiis  country 
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ao^Mt  aoy  aggrankm  Aan  raoli  s  wnteh- 

ea  piece  of  legislAtion  as  that  now  on  the 
table  of  the  House.  But  in  m  far  that 
demonstration  had  degenerated  into  a  mere 
No-Popery  '*  cry»  or  *  blind  hatred  of 
iboBoman  Catholic  refigbn,  as  too  fre- 
quently had  been  the  cnsc,  then  lie  liad 
no  Rvmpathy  with  it.  Tt  was  said  that  no 
such  exciiement  as  tiiiis  had  taken  place 
since  the  Bofolntioii.  -It  night  ho  so  ; 
and  undoubtedly  the  opinions  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people  of  this  country  must  be 
always  treated  with  the  utmost  raipeot 
and  deforonce;  noroHiioless,  in  matters 
nf  tliiskind,  numhon  were  not  infallible. 
Their  Lordships  "vronld  recollect  that  not 
since,  but  shortly  before  tho  Rcrnlution, 
excitement  of  a  somewhat  similar  descrip- 
tion waB  jprodnood  by  a  somovbat  umilar 
cause.  Their  Lordships  would  recollect 
that  on  that  occasion,  to  use  the  words  of 
lit.  Macaulay,  *'  the  capital  and  the  whole 
oountrr  went  mad  widk  hatred  and  fear." 
Their  Lordshipsiwoold  reoolleot  aho,  Aat, 
although  that  excitement  was  as  general 
as  the  present,  the  country  in  a  very  short 
time  became  thoroughly  ashamed  of  the 
ddnoion  under  whieh  it  had  Uhonred;  and 
be  confessed  that,  when  he  felt  oppressed 
by  the  unanimity  which  prevailed,  and  the 
number^  arrayed  M^ainst  him  on  this  sub- 
joet>  ha  thought  of  the  Fopidi  plot,  and 
vaa  eomforted. 

The  noble  Marquess  hfid  felt  the  painful 
position  in  which  his  duty  hod  placed  him 
that  CTcning — he  had  felt  that  the  act  in 
wlueh  he  was  engaged  was  alien  firom  Uie 
course  he  had  pursued  thrnurrh  a  long  po- 
litical life.  He  (Lord  Aberdeen)  had, 
though  differing  from  the  noble  Marquess 
on  maajt  on  moot,  snbjoets,  humbly  sup- 
ported mm  in  the  efforts  he  had  made  m 
the  cause  of  religious  liberty,  and  in  se- 
curiog  the  rights  and  priTileges  of  their 
Bonaa  Catholie  ftlloir  enbjeeto.  The 
BoUe  Marquess  was  the  laot  person  tn  the 
world  deliberately  to  support  or  counten- 
anco  anything  thatsaYOured  of  persecution 
or  harshness.  But  the  noble  Marquess 
miut  reeoUeot  that  penecotion  was  a  re- 
lative term.  He  did  not  speak  of  tmner 
times  of  persecution  ;  but  if  they  consid- 
ered the  difference  of  those  times,  it  was 
Tory  posaible  that  measares  which  then 
might  have  appoHed  to  he  liberal  and  in- 
dulgent, would  now  have  the  character  of 
a  very  scant  measure  of  toleration.  He 
had  heai-d  over  and  over  again,  twenty 
timea  in  that  Honse,  from  the  woohaok, 
from  Lord  Eldon,  of  the  greet  names  of 


Lord  Somers  and  Ifr.  LoelLe,  who  held  the 
optniOttB  which  he  had  himself  adopted 

respecting  the  condition  of  the  Roman 
Catholics ;  but  he  (Lord  Aberdeen)  felt 
that,  whatever  justice  there  might  be  in 
those  views  in  the  days  r^errea  to»  they 
'.vcTc  entirely  inapplicable  at  the  present 
time.  The  noble  Marquess  also  turned  a 
deaf  car  to  those  professions  of  toleration 
from  the  woolsaek.  Notwithstanding 
the  absence  of  the  grosser  evidences  of 
persecution,  yet  he  believed  that  Roman 
Catholics  would  feel  this  measure  in  its 
conseqaeneoB  to  be  a  grievanee  btolerable. 
perhaps  more  so  than  those  civil  disabilidea 
from  which  the  noble  Marquess  and  him- 
self had  united  to  relieve  then)  ;  for  al- 
though those  disabilities  might  have  been 
oppressive  and  vnjnst,  jet  it  was  at  least 
within  the  province  of  the  State  to  inflict 
them.  But  they  were  now  going  out  of 
their  province ;  the  were  dealing  with  that 
whieh  was  beyond  thehr  control,  and  were 
thereby  inflicting  wounds  whioh,  although 
not  apparent  in  a  material  sense,  would 
operate  as  severely  on  the  conscience  as 
the  restrictions  to  which  ho  had  alluded. 
Aa  had  been  truly  observed  by  Mr.  Hal- 
lam,  in  his  Constitutional  History,  in  deal- 
ing with  religious  sectaries  there  was  no 
middle  course  between  the  persecution 
that  eiterminated,  and  the  toleration  which 
saUsfied.  They  had  for  200  long  years 
been  doing  their  utmost  to  exterminate, 
bat  they  had  failed  :  they  had  entirely 
changed  their  principles  of  government ; 
and,  especially  for  the  last  twenty  years* 
they  liad  made  a  rapid  progress  in  extend- 
ing the  principles  of  toleration — a  courso 
they  haa  adopted  when  they  found  that 
extermination  feiled.  By  the  present  Bill 
they  were  about  to  take  the  first  retro- 
grade <=top  in  the  path  of  intolerance. 
How  this  would  end»  and  to  what  it  might 
lead,  no  mam  eonld  tell.  Now  ^s  Bill 
dealt  with  a  matter  purely  spiritual,  and, 
as  such,  contained  the  grievance  to  which 
he  had  referred.  The  noble  Marquess 
would  not  deny  that  the  creation  of  bishops 
was  an  aet  purely  spiritual.  It  was  true 
that  they  were  accustomed  here  to  connect 
with  the  episcopal  character  the  incidents 
of  temporal  rights  of  Loidd  of  Parliament, 
and  ofoarontes,  conferred  by  the  Grown; 
but  a  bishop,  as  a  mere  bishop,  had  not 
only  no  temporal  authority,  but,  properly 
speaking,  he  had  no  title  of  dignity.  It 
was  a  spiritual  office  in  the  Church,  and 
many  ensted  without  any  of  those  inci- 
dents with  which  the  episc<^al  character 
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tbey  were  accnatomi^d  to  recogtii?©  was 
clothed.  If  they  denied  a  Church  its  re- 
gular  govomiuoDt,  they  uo  longer  tolerated 
ika4  Olmeli.  Did  tkej  mmm  to  reAiM 
t#  the  Roman  CathoHe  peo{^  of  this 
countrv  the  gorernment  of  their  Oharoh 
by  bisltops  in  ordiouy  ?  If  to,  they  did 
mt  tolerate  thftt  Ghmwi.  All  be  desired 
wee  the  regaiareonsUtutloti  of  that  Church 
— thr>.  regular  constitution  of  the  Cliurch 
imder  bishops  —  not  the  exceptional  go- 
vernment as  it  had  existed  theretofore. 
Ifo  one  woald  denjtiiat  die  regular  Chereh 
Wts  governed  by  bishops  and  not  by  vicsrs- 
apostolio.  He  would  refer  to  a  remarkable 
Statement  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
behind  him  when  he  moTed  the  repeal  of 
the  mass  of  odious  statutes  which  had  too 
long  disgrar-f  l  t!ie  Statute-book,  and  espe- 
cially the  statute  of  13th  of  Elizabeth, 
which  forbade  communication  with  Rome. 
That  forbidding  of  eommuaieation  with 
Rome,  in  fact,  dented  the  possibility  of 
the  existence  of  regular  bishops  in  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Church.  His  nubio  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  said— 

<*Th«y  tolfltmted  the  OaCboUe  pralates,  and 

they  knew  that  those  prelates  could  not  carry  on 
their  Church  establishment  or  eondact  its  disoi- 

J>linc  withoat  hoIdiDg  oominunicAtiou  with  the 
'()[)«  of  Uoiiu*.  No  Roman  Citliolic  bishop  ooald 
be  cr.\-\tfd  without  tUc-  autliority  of  a  Bull  from 
the  ro]>o  of  Rome  ;  and  many  of  the  obsenranees 
of  their  Ohnrch  required  tbs  MOM  saactioa.  The 
moment,  therefore,  that  tbey  MMtfofMd  the  ob- 
8crvaTK-«'s  of  the  Roin;iii  Catholic  religion  in  this 
QOuatry,  tboy«  by  implieatioa,  allowed  the  com- 
Btimieation  prshlbited  hf  tVim  statute,  and  for 
vhicli  it  im[>os(Nl  the  iioiiaUics  of  high  treason. 
If  the  law  allowed  t]us  doctrine  and  diseipUtte  of 
the  Rontan  <  'atholic  Ghuroh,  it  >boiild  be  permit* 
ted  to  bo  carried  on  p<  rfoctly  and  properly,  .and 
that  could  not  bo  doae  without  such  couimtmi- 


It  was  abrard  to  aappoae  tliat  RoMan 

CSatholie  hiahops  could  be  created  without 

the  autlio'-ify  nf  the  Pope.  But,  in  addi- 
tion to  that  statement,  he  found,  in  an 
answer  to  an  address  from  the  clergy  by 
tlie  right  rev.  preUie  the  Bishop  ot  Hor* 

wicb — an  answer,  be  might  be  permitted 
to  say,  full  of  wisdom,  moderation,  and 
justice — that  right  rev.  Prelate  said — 

Au  epiiscupiil  Church  ia  not  tolerated  if  we 
interfere  with  its  liberty  to  appoint  bishops,  to 
deteriniin'  their  luimhfi-  and  rank,  and  to  bestow 
OD  them  any  title,  provided  lboa43  titles  infriuge 
on  no  existb^  ri|^ta.*' 


Infringing  on  existing  rights  !  Weve 
any  bishops  whose  righta  were  ittfitnged 


on  ?    They  could  not  suppose  an  episcopal 
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privileges  which  they  now  denied  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church.  Ho  miijht  rest 
bis  (%se  here  ;  but  he  would  oak  the  nght 
roT.  Prelates,  who  regarded  with  eadi  care 
tlie  apostolical  8U(»;es8ion,  how  they  would 
feel  if  the  due  exercise  of  that  character 
and  power  were  to  be  mterfered  with  and 
thwarted  so  aa  te  impede  the  Tegelar  finie- 
tion  of  that  principle?  Let  them  reeet- 
lect  that  the  Roman  Catliolics  had  adopted 
the  same  view  of  the  constitution  of  their 
Church,  and  they  were  doubly  bound  to 
adhen  to  it,  hecanse  Uiej  mmt  refsr  to 
the  supreme  head  of  their  Chnreh  as  the 
source  from  wliich  tlie  powor  and  sacred 
character  of  the  episcopal  body  would  be 
derived.  He  asked  for  tlie  Roman  Cathe- 
lic  Church  no  mora  than  the  State  allowed 
to  the  internal  government  of  every 
dissenting  Church  in  the  kingdom.  He 
wished  to  put  Uie  Roman  Catholic  Church 
on  no  other  footii^  than  a  dimmitbg 
Church.  It  was  so  regarded  bj  law,  and 
so  he  desired  it  to  be. 

Now,  the  history  of  this  Bill  was  some> 
what  iingnlar.  There  had  been  three 
editions  of  the  Bill,  all  of  whieh  he  had 
before  him.  It  was  certainly  no  rare  event 
that  any  measure,  in  its  progrei>s  through 
Pariiament,  should  meet  with  many  alter- 
ations, and  should  cooM  to  that  Home  in  a 
condition  very  different  from  that  in  which 
it  wns  introduced;  but  when  the  Govcrn- 
moit.  after  mature  consideration  of  severs^ 
aeaths,  pradoaed  a  Bill  which  thejthoi^ 
adequate  to  the .  urgenc}'  of  the  oaaOr  ttl 
whielt  pmvifled  a  remedv  fm-  this  n^i^ros- 
sion  of  whwli  they  complained;  and  when, 
aAtx  it  read  a  first  time,  the  propo- 
sers, of  their  <mn  aeeoid  aad  mere  mottoa, 
imparted  to  it  a  new  character,  and  stmdk 
oTTt  al!  that  eonstitutcd  its  force  and  vigour, 
aud  then,  atter  another  stage,  allowed  the 
^  to  he  not  only  restored  to  tfie  atn»gth 
ci  which  they  bad  deprived  it,  but  to  re- 
ceive additional  strlngener  at  the  hands  of 
their  i^pooeuts,  was  a  history  not  very  in- 
teUigihte.  He  ooald  not  anderstaad  Uie 
coDtrivaaeea  by  wfaidi  it  had  been  brongbt 
into  itg  present  .«ihape.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Firs*^  Lnrd  of  the  Treasury  had  offered 
the  Bill  in  it&  maxtiuum  fonu  of  legislation 
for  the  aeeeptaaee  of  his  right  hm.  Friend 
Sir  James  uraham  and  himself.  AUlioagk 
less  otfensive  than  in  its  first  shape,  they 
stiil  perceived  in  it  the  principle  of  intole- 
laoce  and  persecution,  and  they  rejected  it 
acccNrdingly.  It  was  fortonato  tJ^y  had 
done  bo;  for  most  iis.surcdly  they  could 


Church  to  cxi.st  without  those  rights  and  j  never  hare  consented  to  such  a  change  as 
The  Earl  of  Aherdeen 
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had  now  taketi  place  ia  the  whole  character 
<if  the  measure. 

Hia  firsi  graat  ol^«ctIon  to  the  BUI  was, 

that  it  was  at  variance  with  the  fair  inter- 
pretation of  the  Relief  Act.  By  the  24th 
section  of  the  Relief  Act,  it  was  enacted — 

"  XhA4  if  say  porsoa  sftor  tinA  f-'i"'i^'v*^^''it}f"\ 
«f  tlMt  Aet,  otluw  than  tke  p6rwn 

tli  r  .'d  by  law,  shouM  ;i9iianio  or  u  -  thciiamo, 
style,  or  title  of  an-hbishop  of  any  pravinco,  bi- 
4Hf  «f  aay  bishoprie,  or  dean  of  nnj  dwnery  in 
Ea|:i:lnnd  or  IreLind,  )iu  should  for  cragf  tmikO^ 
iL'Uce  Ibrteit  and  pay  tho  sum  of  lOUi." 

Now  tho  fair  logical  iufereuee  from  that 
provision  was,  that  tho  assumptkm  of  titles 


becaaso  it  would  hare  been  just  as  easy  to 
proktbit  the  aaBumpiion  of  titles  in  Great 
Britain,  as  it  was  ia  Bngland  and  Ireland* 
had  it  been  desired.  This,  therefore,  was 
the  first  prent  objection  he  had  to  this  Bill. 
He  thought  it  to  be  a  breach  ot  iaith — a 
TioiatioD  flf  tint  gmt  Aet  which  ha  hwn* 
bly  CKWtrihatad  to  npport;  and  be  woiiU 
liot  he  a,  party  to  any  provir^ion  that  inter- 
fered with  the  privileges  which  he  consid- 
ered were  int^ded  to  be  eenlerred  upon 
the  Soman  Catholics  of  this  country. 

But,  let  him  ask,  what  had  been  the 
acta  done  to  warrant  this  Bill  ?    The  noble 
Marquess  had  tulked  lu  high-souudiug  lan- 
Bot  peesesaed  bj  bishops  of  the  BtlabliBhed '  guage  «f  the  aggresaea  eoauDitted,  and  of 


Ohurch  was  not  forbidden.  By  m  well- 
known  nil<^  of  law,  assertio  tmi«.«r  eft  ex- 
clttsio  alteriits.  Again,  that  was  a  penal 
danse,  and,  according  to  the  rules  of  law 
and  jnettee,  they  were  boatid  to  construe 
it  strictly,  and  not  to  extend  it  to  that 
which  was  not  cxpros.^ed.  He  had  the 
honour  of  being  a  Member  of  the  Ca- 
hinetby  which  the  R^ef  Act  was  brought 
in,  prMOfcd,  and  paaeed.  He  would  not 
undertalte  to  ?ay  what  wcro  the  intentions 
of  His  Majesty's  Ministers  with  reference 
40  that  particnlar  point;  he  spoke  only  of 
his  ownhnpreesions;  bat  this  he  would  say 
— ho  Lad  been  asked  twenty  times  why  the 


the  rights  of  the  Crown  which  the  Pope  had 

invadod.  But,  nftcr  nil,  what  was  it? 
What  act  had  the  Pope  really  done  I  What 
was  the  bead  and  front  of  bis  offending  ? 
Why,  he  had  eomwted  Ticars-apostolie 
int(}  bishops  in  ordinary.  He  (the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen)  said  that  was  tho  whoU*  tho 
Pope  had  done.  He  spoke  uot  ot  tlic  lan- 
guage by  whieh  this  act  had  been  accoift- 
panied.  II  their  Lordships  were  going  to 
outrage  the  feelings  of  one-third  of  the 
populatien  of  this  country,  in  order  to  an- 
swer aa  insolent  manifesto,  let  that  he 
avowed.  Now,  in  his  opinion  ^  Pope 
had  a  perfect  right  to  conv  rt  the  vicars-. 


Roman  Catholics  had  uot  Diocesan  bishApa,  ■  apostolic  into  bishops  in  ordinary.    It  was. 


in  England  &h  they  had  in  Ireland,  and  it 
met  01  ocevRvd  to  hhn  to  suppose  or  say  it 
was  illegal.   Ho  thought  it  en^rely  do* 

pendi  d  on  nrranLfo'i -  iits  for  their  own  con- '  far  aa  their  Lordships  and  the  Protestant 
T«nieace  and  plet^ure  connected  with  the  i  people  of  this  country  were  concerned,  he 


in  fact,  to  make  a  change  from  a  system 
that  was  hregular  and  exceptional,  to  ^ 
vsyolar  goTernment  of  the  Chufch.  As 


epovenment  of  their  Chureh.  Theselbre,  |  wanted  to  know  how  the  Bomea  Gatholw 
an  cooiriction  was  undoubtedly  6)at  by  tho  j  bishops  in  cdKnaiy  differed  from  the  Ticars* 

Act,  and  Tu  fair  consti  uction  their  Lord-  apostolic  ?  Had  they  more  authority  or 
ships  inu^t  admit  it  to  he  so,  it  was  uot  fur-  ■  greater  revenues  ?  Did  the  law  regard 
bidden.  But  there  was  another  reason, 
which  he  thundit  still  more  eonclnstre* 


them  di£erently  ?  Was  tliere,  in  fact,  the 
slightest  differenee  exoepi  in  thev  own 

Let  tbetr  Lordships  observe  that  the  clause  ehorch  government,  and  the  more  regular 
provided  that  no  perton  phoidd  assume  the  ;  administration  of  their  internal  affairs  ? 
title  of  any  see  or  deanery  in  England  or  " 
Ireland;  Irat  no  mention  wm made  of  Seot- 
famd.  Why  t  Bflcanso  in  ScotHnd  there 
wore  no  hisho])^,  no  doan^,  no  prr<"Tr;^  in 
possession  of  those  titles  that  were  recog- 
oised  by  law.  There  were  certainly  rev. 
gentlemen  assuming  titles  in  Scotland,  and 
permitted  to  aSBume  them;  but  they  had  no 
legal  recognition,  and  therefore  the  law  did 
not  prohibit  persons  from  taking  those  or 
my  other  titles  in  Scotland;  but  it  pre- 
Tcnted  them  from  taking  those  titles  which 
■n-erc  In  existence  In  En^fland  and  in  Ire- 
land.    He  thouglit  this  deinon?tratIvc  of 


the  intention  of  the  framers  of  that  Act,  1  faithful  of  his  Church,  in  certaiu  districts, 


None,  that  he  could  see;  and  when,  there- 
fore, the  noble  Marqnew  talked  of  territo- 
rial titles,  ho  must  remind  their  Lordships 

that  the  Pope  must  descrihf^  these  bishops 
somehow.  He  must  de^icribc  his  vicars- 
apostolic  as  vicars  of  certain  districts,  com- 
priiinr  eertam  counties.  '  And  he  most 
now  describe  his  bishops  in  ordinary  as 
bishops  embracing  the  jurisdiction  of  one 
or  more  counties,  according  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  ease.  Troe,  the  Pope  might 
have  described  the  diocesee  of  these  bishops 
by  parallels  of  latitude  and  longitude;  hut 
he  mu«t  havi^  i.nmo  mode  of  intrusting  the 
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to  the  mitliority  and  administration  of  tlio  ' 
bishops  placed  over  thrm.     Jio  said,  then, 
that  this  talk  of  tcrriturial  tiLlus,  m  ii  these 
titles  eonvejed  any  right  or  poMOwioa,  or 
the  exercise  of  any  temporal  jnrisdictioQ, 


"  Thnf  hf  obtaini»<i  from  Pope  Pius  VI.,  rs  ttcM 
li-^  Iruui  hi&  pi-incipal  Ministers,  a  declarauoa 
that  such  a  reform  would  be  granted  whawwr  tt 
should  be  desired  by  oar  Government.* 

This  was  in  1794.  Mr.  Pitt's  GoTemnient 


was  a  completo  misapprehension  of  terms,  thought  it  beat  to  have  no  direct  commu- 

oieation  with  the  Court  of  Kome,  and  he 


It  was  the  ordinary  mode  by  which  the 
ChiirehofRoaie«p{>ouitedbish<»p«.  Look  at 

the  bishops  lately  created  in  a  friendly  Pro- 
testant State  with  which  thr  Pope  of  Rome 
had  a  coneordat— the  bishops  of  Prussia. 
The  moei  mlmtte  perttenlars,  the  names  of 
every  village,  were  described  in  setting 
forth  the  sees  of  tlier  o  l)i^hnp«.  Put  these 
bishops  in  Prussia  had  no  more  p  j^  ei  and 
authority  because  the  sees  were  thus  ter- 
ritorially described  in  whieh  tiiej  held  spi- 
ritual jurisdiction,  and  in  which,  let  their 
Lordsliip*'  recollect,  they  had  no  moro  au- 
thority tliau  if  they  were  described  by  any 
ether  mode.  They  bed  hewrd  much  of  the 
establishment  of  a  CathoUo  hierarchy  in 
this  country;  but  it  was  incorrect  to  say 
that  any  such  hierarchy  had  been  estab- 
lished. Nothing  could  properly  be  said  to 
be  established  that  was  not  esteblished  by 
law.  So  far  as  Protestants  were  concern- 
ed, there  was  nothing  real  in  it.  Did  they 
suppose,  because  the  Pope  had  issued  de- 
crees appointing  these  new  bishoptp  that 
the  law  would  give  any  effect  to  these  re- 
scripts or  letters  ?  None  at  all.  The  new 
hierarchy  was  constituted  for  the  purpose 
ef  mtenud  goTernment  and  admintetntioo; 
but,  as  far  as  their  Lordships  were  con- 
corned,  this  new  octjihlishment  had  no  ex- 
istence except  in  words,  and  could  not  ope- 
rate in  any  degree  whatever  Qpon  the  in- 
terests of  the  pcdple  of  this  country.  This 
was  the  act  which  they  had  hcari  from 
high  authority  was  the  beginning  of  a  sys- 
tem of  despotic  government,  and  of  reac- 
tionary principles  over  the  whole  of  Burope. 
Th  is,  according  to  the  same  authoritv,  was 
the  first  step  taken  in  this  country,  be- 
cause we  were  tho  most  free  nation  in  Eu- 
rope, and  likely  to  M  more  deeply  the ,  . 

assertion  of  any  such  ultramontane  and  \  *  proof  of  tho  despotic  tendencies 

absolute  doctrines.    Vastly  well;  but  let '  Court  of  Rome  ?    In  addittnn  to  the 

him  refer  their  Lordships  to  what  was  the ;  opinion  of  Sir  J.  Throckmorton,  he  might 
history  of  this  ehange.  A  dioeesan  go- !  quote  the  stateneot  of  a  right  rer.  Prelate, 
vernmont  had  been  at  all  times  desired  by  j  "^hora  he  did  not  then  see  in  his  place,  the 
the  Roman  Catholics,  in-tra  I  nf  the  rule  author  of  the  History  of  the  Uhurch  of 
of  vicars-apostolic.  So  long  ago  as  under  i  England^  who  said,  speaking  on  the  sob- 
the  Administration  of  Mr.  Pitt,  this  change  I  ject— 

was  desired  by  the  Government  of  this  j  "  The  real  difference  between  the  bishop  of  a  see 
cotjntry.  Sir  J.  Hippisley,  who  was  empower-       *  ^'<^'^*P<'*'<>1'<'  '  uiiuuission  of 

ed  to  negotiate  this  matter  between  the  Court !  fbe         «8  only  during  the  ropi-s  pleasure.  Ire- 

x)  J  .1  .  ^  ...     1  t.i.)  •    :  1'*""        tioiii.iii  (  .itholic  bishops  of  her  own,  who 

of  Rome  and  this  country,  suid,  in  1612,  m  I  ^  independent  of  Kome  as  ftTw  Roman  (itho- 
a  speeeh  w  the  Honse  of  Oommone—        lies  can  be;  sad  tbe  members  ef  that* 


did  not  ask  for  this  ehange;  but  that  it  was 
desired  by  hitt  and  by  the  Government  of 
that  day,  was  atte.«tiHl  by  the  frequent 
speeches  of  Sir  J.  Hippisley.  This  change 
was  not  only  desired  by  If  r.  PHt  and  other 
Members  of  his  Government,  who  might  be 
said  to  be  inclined  tn  despotic  principles, 
but  let  him  direct  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  the  opinions  and  writings  of  an  hon. 
Baronet,  who  was  eertainlj  no  lorer  of 
despotism,  wh<>  was  one  of  the  friends  of 
the  people  in  1702,  who  wa«  o  n.nected 
with  the  father  of  the  nobic  £ari  (Karl 
Grey),  at  that  time  Member  for  Norlhom- 
berland.  This  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
only  a  man  of  extreme  liberal  opinions,  but 
lie  was  a  Whig,  and  bomething  more.  In 
his  letter  to  the  Catho^  elergy,  urging  the 
appointment  of  bishops  instead  of  rieait* 
apostolio,  Sir  J.  Throekmorton  said — 

"  Our  present  government  by  ricant-apostolic 
is,  then,  contrary  to  the  rules  of  the  Churchy  tLe 
praetice  and  re:;ulations  of  the  apostles,  and  was 
unknown  in  tbe  purer  mges  of  tiua  Chrtstiaa 
gion.  Nor  is  there  any  power  In  the  Pope  wfaidi 
can  legalise  .<»f)  irregular  a  ^y-t  rn  ;  nothinjr  can 
justify  it  but  absolute  neceiijsity.  If  it  bo  prored 
that  oar  present  method  is  the  only  one  by  whieh 
wo  can  obtain  Msti  p  ,  i;  woulil  doubtless  be  bct- 
I  ter  tu  acquiesce  ui  ii  tlian  to  be  tot;illy  deprived 
'  of  their  essential  ministry.  But  this  pretence  has 
not  been  mentkMied,  nor  is  there  thA  least  gnmnd 
to  allege  H.  It  sttist  appear  that  a  more  easy  and 
certain  method  may  l  i  ,jif,  d  ;  and,  as  the  laws 
of  the  Christian  Church  require  it,  is  it  not  our  duty. 
Gentlemen,  to  take  the  neeessary  steps  to  put  ft 
iaexeeatioikf  " 

Ought  their  Lorddiips,  then,  to  consider 
the  establishment  of  regular  bishops  in  the 
place  of  vicars-apostoUc  so  gross  an  inva- 
sion of  the  prerogatire  of  the  Crown  as  it 
was  re^eaented  by  the  noble 
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in  England  have  much  reason  to  complain  thlt 
ihcj  Lavo  never  been  allowed  this  privil«^t,'o." 

He  therefore  thought  it  trifling  with  their 
Lordships  to  pretend  that  that  whioh  was 
desired  by  men  of  all  parties — by  the  Oa^ 

tholics  themselves  by  their  petitions  over 
and  over  again^ — should  be  spoken  of  in  i 
the  terms  used  by  the  noble  Marij^ucss. 
Be  it  reeolleeled,  too,  that  the  real  praetieal 
effect  of  the  change  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics— for  to  their  Lordships  the  effect 
was  the  same — was,  that  the  Pope  some* 
what  diyested  himself  of  the  power  he  now 
possessed  by  the  auhatitution  of  ordinary 
iMphnps  for  vicars-apostolic,  for  over  the 
vicars-apostolic  be  could  act  as  he  pleased. 
He  might  recall  them  at  a  moment;  they  ^ 

were  merely  his  deputies  and  agents; '  enacted  to  prevent  the  translations  of  pre- 

hereas  the  bishops  in  ordinary  oOUM  only  [  lates  to  Rome,  to  prevent  the  i|»pointmcnt 


1062 

iited,  and  originated  in  motives  altogetlier 

of  another  kind.  Sir  John  Davis,  givinif 
a  histoxy  of  the  statute  of  jHnoMmtntrf, 
said— > 

"  The  (tlM  Commona)  complain  that  hy  Hulb 

nnd  processes  from  Rome  the  King  ia  deprived  of 
that  jurisdiction  which  belongs  of  right  to  his  Im- 
perial Crown  ;  that  the  King  doth  lose  the  aervicft 
and  counsel  of  his  prelates  and  learned  men  bv 
translations  made  by  the  Bishop  of  Rome  ;  that 
the  King's  laws  are  defeated  at  his  will,  the  trea- 
sure of  tiM  realm  ia  exhausted  and  exported  to 
cnrieh  his  Court ;  and  tliat  by  those  means  the 
Crown  of  England,  which  bath  over  been  frc^,  and 
subject  unto  ooae,  but  immediately  unto  God, 
shoald  Im  sntadtled  vnto  the  Biitiof  «f  Rome,  to 
the  utter  deetraetfan  of  tin  Kitif  and  tlw  whelo 
realm." 

Thus  the  statute  16th  of  Kicbard  II. 


was 


be  deprived  for  canonical  offences  cnnoni- 
caliy  proved,  and  wore,  as  much  as  iioaian 
Callioitea  eoald  he,  independent  of  the 
Pope,  certainly  much  more  so  than  the 

vicars-apostolic. 

But  the  noble  Marquees  had  diacovnred 


of  foreigners  here,  and  the  export  of  the 
treasure  of  the  oouutry  to  Rome.  If  the 
Pope  had  heen  satisied  to  ereato  fifty 
bishops,  provided  they  had  confined  them- 
selves to  spiritual  matters,  and  did  not  In- 
terfere with  temporal  affairs  nnd  tlu;  re- 


that  this  was  nut  only  a  violation  and  an  ,  galities  of  the  King,  ho  would  liavo  been 
aggression  against  the  honour  and  inde- 1  made  perfectly  wetomne  to  do  so»  so  far  aa 


pendenoe  of  the  nation,  but  he  had  also 
discovered  that  this  act  was  illrc^nl  by  the 
actual  law  of  the  land.  Now,  lie  could  not 
assent  to  that  doctrine.   The  Government 

had  revived  an  obsolete  statute,  that  had 

slept  for  2.10  years,  for  this  purpose — a 
statute,  the  existence  of  wiiieli,  so  far  as  its 
applicability  to  the  present  circumstances 


the'framers  of  this  statute  were  concerned. 
It  was  the  temporal  rights  and  claims 
which  belonged  to  the  prelates  of  the  Court 
of  Rome  in  that  day  tbat  indoced  the 

Crown  and  the  Parliament  to  resist  the 

pretensions  of  that  Court.  But  the  law  of 
prwmunire  did  not  in  the  least  ajiiny 
to  the  new  Roman  Catholic  bishops,  who 


was  concerned,  had  heen  nnkoown  fbr  that  |  possessed  no  authority  except  that  whicli 

time.  They  had  declared  that  such  was  >  their  own  followers  conceded  to  tll^-^ 
the  law.  The  noble  Marquess  had  referred  J  who  vi  cre  all  Englishmen — who  were  not 
to  the  case  of  Robert  Lalor,  in  the  time  of  j  going  to  export  any  treasure  to  Rome — 
James  T.,  the  only  nnhappy  instance  in  who  were  perfectly  welcome,  so  iiftr  as  he 
rhich  this  statute  had  been  put  in  force,  i  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  was  ooncemcd,  to 


The  noble  Marquess  had  referred  to  the 
trial  of  Lalor,  and  he  (the  Earl  of  Abcr- 


transport  themselves  to  Rome — and  whose 
temporal  jurisdiction  in  this  country  was 


d^n)  wished  to  show,  in  the  lirst  place,  i  purely  imaginary.  The  statute  of  Richard 
that  this  statute  of  pramnmre  had  no  ap- 1  il.  had,  then,  no  appIicaUon  to  the  present 


plication  whatever  to  the  act  that  had  now  ]  case;  but  the  Government  had  revived  this 
been  perfonncd.  Whatever  Lalor's  case  '  Act  by  the  first  clause  of  the  present  Bill, 
might  have  been,  the  law  was  not  appli-  aud  in  a  shape  in  which  the  moat  frightful 
eaole  to  the  case  of  the  late  Rescript,  If !  consequences  would  ensue.  The  first 
it  were,  then  alt  he  coald  say  was,  that  it '  clause  made  the  appointment  of  these 
was  quite  as  much  appli  able  to  the  np-  bishops  unlawful  and  void.  All  the  acts 
pointment  of  vicars-apostolic  as  to  the  ap-  which  these  parties  performed,  therefore, 
pointment  of  bishops  in  ordinary.  Why,  i  were  unlawftd.  The  bishop  who  might 
Lalor  himself  was  only  a  viear>apostolic,  j  consecrate,  the  bishop  who  was  eonse- 
nnd  was  proceeded  against  accordingly,  crated,  and  the  priest  whom  the  bishop 
If  their  Lordships  would  permit  him  to  might  ordain,  were  all  concerned  in  acts 
read  an  extract  from  Sir  John  Davis's  re-  which  were  illegal  and  void.    There  was 


port  of  Lalor's  case,  they  would  see  that 

that  law  was  applicable  to  a  state  of  things 
entirelj  different  from  that  nhasHx  now  ex- 


a  highly  venerated  prelate  who  had  acted 
with  the  universal  respect  of  all  who  knew 
him — he  meant  tiie  Bomaa  Catholio  Arch- 
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U^op  q{  Dubtin.    H«  VM  an  aged  dmui, 

and  might  soon  be  removed  from  his  pre- 
.sent  s{i^cFe  of  useful  action.  11  is  succes- 
sor would  be  appointed  by  tbe  Po]>c;  but 
iSnB  areUbithop  luMMtf  mm  all  eonccmcd 
in  his  consecaatkni  were  to  be  gtriHj  of  an 
unlawftil  act.  Let  their  Lordships  see 
what  awful  condequences  must  ensue.  If 
tJie  aeto  performM  bj  tbe  Uthooa  were 
Toid,  then  the  SMmacaa  eelebrated  by  the 
priests  they  mi^ht  ordain,  tbe  ordinations 
of  the  priests,  and  every  act  of  tbe  bishops 
so  cousecrated,  were,  under  tbe  first  clause 
of  tbe  present  Bill,  null  and  void.  In  con- 
sequence of  this  declaration  of  the  law, 
ihkIit  tlic'sc  ancient  sta'utc'-,  it  had  been 
laid  down  by  high  legal  authority  that  an 
indictment  miglit  fnntd  agabit  aay 
of  the  peraoH  etsereiauig  ''juriBdiction, 
authority,  or  pre-eminence,"  hj  virtue  of 
tiie  Papal  Ball;  aad  this  without  the  per- 
niiriott  of  ibe  Attomer  Q«D«rat,  Imt  aim- 
piyaa  proceeding  ngp.lr.  t  a  peraon  gnitj 
of  an  nnlawful  act,  for  a  misdemeanor. 
Now,  if  tliis  were  so,  it  opened  up  such  a 
prospect  that  ho  really  was  unwilling,  by 
any  description,  to  eaeonntw  Ad 
stanoes  w)i;<  li  v-ould  follow  fitm  anch  an 
arbitrary  aud  tyrannical  law,  Thore  min-ht 
be  a  difierence  of  opinion  among  legal  au- 
thoritiea  re^eeting  tbe  extent  of  the  con- 
aeqnencea  to  which  be  referred;  Lut  at  all 
events,  with  such  a  declaration  of  ill*  ^:nlirT 
and  nullity,  the  most  aerious  alarm  was 
fully  justified. 

He  wottld  dwell  no  onto  on  that  part  of 
the  subject,  and  be  proceeded  to  notice 
what  the  noble  Marquess  had  urged  rela- 
tive to  the  violation  of  tbe  suprema^  of  the 
Crown,  and  the  eontenpt  that  had  haen 
shown,  acconlliig  to  the  noble  Marquess, 
to  the  rii'-liirul  ix-orogativc  of  TTi  r  ^fiijesty. 
Indued,  this  had  almost  been  made  a  ques- 
tion of  loyalty.  The  country  had  been 
eaUed  on  to  oomo  to  the  anenanr  of  the 
Queen  of  this  realm.  If  he  tbongbt  that 
there  was  any  peril  of  this  kind,  most  as- 
suredly there  were  few  men  in  their  Lord- 
diips*  House  who  would  mom  vM^ly  re- 
■pond  to  that  call  than  himself;  hut,  be- 
lieving that  any  danger  of  this  kin  1  \v;\s  a 
mere  chimera,  he  eould  not  listen  for  an 
instant  to  such  a  call  as  that.  lie  wanted 
to  know  how  the  aQpreaiaey  of  the  Crewn 
bad  beon  evaded.  They  could  not  expect 
the  Pope  to  acknowledge  the  ecclesiaBtical 
supremacy  of  tbo  Queen.  They  might  as 
wl  ezpeet  him  to  approve  of  their  Refor- 
nation.  Tbe  Pope  had  acknowledged  her 
practical  and  temporal  powar^  but  Hor 

The  JEarl  of  Aberdeen 


spiritual  ■npiumacy  he  could  not  aeknoww 

ledge,  and  he  acted  over  the  Cfitholic 
members  of  his  Church  as  it  tiie  ilei'oi-ma- 
tion  Imd  never  occurred,  and  as  the  so. 
preme  bishop  of  the  Christian  worn.  Baft 
he  wanted  to  know  what  this  sapremaey 
of  the  Quocn  was  at  present.  He  knew 
what  it  used  to  be;  the  denial  of  it  was 
poniihfldwtth  death;  hut  iMrtaaately  the 
supramaey  of  the  Queen  was  not  tba  si^ 
premaey  of  King  Henry  YIIL,  that  san- 
guinary butcher,  who  made  himself  tbe 
Pope  of  this  kingdom,  and  took  upon  ium- 
self  tbe  whole  power  of  the  keys.  But  the 
precise  limits  of  iliat  supremacy  had  never 
been  accurately  traced  out  and  deiined. 
Should  their  Lordt^lups  appeal  to  the  right 
rer.  Pfolatoa  for  infomatioa  on  tUa  point  f 
He  thought  not;  for  they  had  had  greei 
difficulty  in  de<^('nb?o^ij  h  (or  themselves. 
A  short  time  ago  an  address  waa  presented 
by  the  right  rav.  PrelateB  in  Her  Hajesty 
upon  the  occasion  of  this  so-caHed  aggres- 
sion. They  might  on  such  an  oeeasiou  be 
expected  to  describe  that  of  which  he  now 
BO  aojcioualy  desiderated  au  cxplanatioD. 
In  the  firat  addreaa  to  the  Quean  whieb 
was  drawn  up  tliey  said — 

*'  An  unparalleled  in-^nlt  hnn  li*>en  ofTprffl  to  Yottr 
.Majest/'s  prerugfttivo,  aoti  to  tho  Churcii  ot'  wbieh 
Tour  M^Mlf  Utbe  eattUf  hesd  in  this  kiaf- 
dom," 

A?i  e:Teeption  fnken  to  this,  a.*?  fin 

incorrect  description  of  the  Queen's  supre- 
maicy.  It  was  said  tliat  the  Queen  was 
nofc  the  hand  of  the  Church  in  any  auah 
sense  as  was  here  set  forth,  and  tbe  phrase 
was  corrected.  The  next  attempt,  made 
in  the  course  of  a  week,  was  as  follows : — 

*■  An  anwamntabl*  InMdt  has  been  olmd  t» 

the  Church  in  this  kingdom,  mmt  trtieb  Tour 

Majesty's  authority  is  Huprcme." 

Even  that  was  not  quite  tbe  thing,  and, 
after  a  Utile  further  reflection,  the  lifAt 
ler.  Prelatea  Ihtt  hedc  upon  aafe  crouaf— 
upon  the  words  of  the  37  th  Artiraa,  whiah 
they  bad  all  signed,  and  which  they  knew 
must  mean  something,  although  it  was  not 
very  easy  to  say  precisely  whalb  The 
right  rev.  Prelates  finally  adopted  the  fal- 
lowing  worda  of  the  37th  ArUele  : — 

"  Ab  eawarriartabte  iasiilt  has  beoa  oflbred  to 
the  Cfinrch  and  to  To«ir  Majes^,  to  whom  apper- 

tain."^  tho  chief  government  of  all  estates  ot  tUs 
realm,  M-hether  they  be  eucleaiostical  or  civil/* 

Nobody  could  be  displc^iscd  with  this^  and 
be  {Lord  Aberdeen)  certaiuly  could  net 
objeei  to  k.  Thai,  then,  waa  the  aupee* 
macy  which  Win  BO  much  valued,  and  the 
innraMon  of  which  ahraek  the  noble  Haf- 
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wbkik  h«  «M  not  %y  Itwoitilied  to 

or  use.  That  as  exactly  the  feeling  he 
wished  to  sco  displayed  towards  tho  Ro- 
man Calholica.  He  woold  recognise  tbem 
in  the  saine  way.  He  ivodo  not  give 
them  any  legal  right  or  eudionty,  but  he 
would  acknowledge  them  exactly  as  the 
present  Bill  acknowledged  tho  bishops  of 
the  Episcopal  Church  of  Scotland.  Hfi 
eonld  see  no  differ^oee  between  the  two 
cases.  That  description  of  the  condition 
of  the  Episcopalian  Church  of  Scotland 
waa  the  wise  and  juat  mode  of  dealing 
with  «Im  Oetbolie  Gkiueb;  and  if  thej 
failed  to  do  le,  their  Lordaliipa  would  wit- 
ne'^s  the  universal  feeling  of  disappoint- 
ment aad  resentment,  produced  bv  mea- 
met  K»  unjust,  in  the  minde  of  their 
Catholic  fdlew-eountryinen.  It  eonld 
never  he  Buppo"?cd  that  he  hnd  said  any- 
thing against  the  respectability  of  the 
Episcopalian  Church  of  Scotland.  He 
honovied,  eateemed,  and  highly  veeerated 
the  prelates  of  that  Church,  and  he  knew 
the  great  blessings  which  attended  upon 
tiioir  minUtrations,  and  had  always  regard- 
ed then  with  the  ntmoot  leipeet  He 
thought  they  had  cot  ell  they  oi^ht  to 
have,  and  he  desired  tO  have  no  more  for 
that  great  .body  of  ear  feUow-Christiana 
the  BeoMxi  Catholiea. 

The  noUe  Marquess  told  their  Lordahlpe 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  waa  m 
danger  also.  If  the  act  of  the  Pope  had 
given  any  temporal  power  or  authority  to 
the  new  bishops — if  it  had  qualified  theni 
to  be  iiiti  iKluced  as  Members  of  that  IIousc 
— ^they  iiiii^fljt  indeed  thinl;  thnt  the  prero- 
gatiive  bad  been  invaded;  but  to  say  it 
waa  fai  danger  beeanae  the  Pope  made  a 
Bishop  of  Birmingham  or  Nottingham  waa 
surely  wrong,  because  Parliament  had  only 
to  ignore,  aa  they  ought  to  do,  and  as 
Uw  already  lid,  tiw  existenoe  of  the  new 
bishops.  By  the  way,  lince  Roman  Ci^ 
tholir*  bi?:!iopfi  vrvrf  i)nm«>d  to  these  new 
sees,  he  thought  it  would  be  a  very  good 
exercise  of  the  prerogatiTe  to  appoint  Pro- 
testant bishopa  to  tlwni.  Had  the  act  of 
tho  Pope  done  anythinr^  to  impede  this 
exercif^e  of  tiie  prerogative  in  this  inan- 
ucr  i  Nothing  whatever.  It  was  said 
tiia*  there  waa  a  praetieal  tnterferenoe  with 
the  Royal  prerogative,  because  the  new 
prelates  were  named  by  a  foreign  prince. 
But  had  they  just  discovered  that  the 
Pope  waa  n  foreign  prinee  ?  That  might 
be  a  very  good  reason  for  not  tolerating  or 
for  founteractins:  his  designs;  but  it  wae 


raeh  ahuna.  After  «&»  Ihia 

-Mrpremacy  was  treated  somewhat  eavn- 

lierly  by  ller  Majesty's  GovernTnent  two 
Years  ago,  when  the  noblo  Lord,  now  the 
First  Lmd  of  Ae  Tntunry,  among  varieeB 
daviaes  to  introduce  the  Jews  into  Parlia- 
ment, in  1849,  brought  in  a  Bill  which 
repealed  the  supremacy.  Now,  if  this 
supremacy  were  so  sacred,  he  tbonght  it 
waa  rather  disrespeetfcd  treatment  to  re- 
peal that  oath  of  supremacy  so  far  as 
Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
were  coooemed.  But  let  their  Lordships 
m  a  little  farther.  He  need  not  inform 
UMk  Lordships  that  tin  apirittukl  tupre- 
macT  of  the  Queen  was  utterly  rejocted 
by  the  Church  and  people  of  Scotland, 
and  by  the  Episoopel  Chnreh  in  Seotbnd. 
The  Pope  could  net  interfere  with  the 
eoclesin"!tic,Tl  supremacy  of  the  Queen  m 
Scotland,  for  there  was  none  there  in 
existence.  In  Scotland,  however,  the 
Qaeen  must  hare  seen  thai  llbeae  who 
dienied  Her  supremacy  were  aroonp  Her 
most  loyal,  devoted,  and  attached  subjects. 
Therefore,  although  he  (the  Larl  ul  Aber- 
dnen)  wae  qnite  willing  fie  acquiesee  in 
that  Hfremaey,  to  far  aa  he  understood 
it,  vrhpTi  in  Seotland  nil  religious  denomi- 
nations nlftirly  repudiated  it,  he  could  not 
eeniider  iA  so  mneh  endangered  by  the 
lato  Papal  Beacript  of  ^vjiich  the  noble 
llanji}<"sa  ctmiplained.  The  Episeopal 
Commumon  in  Scotland  acted  without  the 
•U^hteat  reference  to  the  authority  of  t^ 
QmMtt  aad  the  Oerernment*  ▲  respecta- 
ble gentleman  in  his  parsonage  in  Essex 
Ycrv  recently  ffuind  liiniself  mndc  a  bishop, 
and  tiuoslatcd  to  tho  sec  of  Moray  and 
Baoa,  A  Um  yearo  age  a  new  aee,  the 
bishopric  of  Ai^yll  and  the  Isles,  waa 
founded,  established,  and  endowed  by  the 
liberality  of  a  prelate  of  that  Church. 
Lei  not  their  Lordships  forget  that  pre- 
law waa  abolished  in  Scotland— naj»  that 
it  wn?  prohibited  in  terms  ten  times  more 
sorero  than  any  of  tlioir  larws  against  the 
Roman  Cathohcs.  He  wished  tliese  re- 
apectable  gentlemen  to  call  themselves 
what  tboy  pleased,  and  to  allo\T  their 
fiocks  to  obey  them  nccorilingl y.  The 
Government  had  lu  tiiis  iiiii  provided  a 

daaie  to  wbioh  be  gave  hia  entire  eenenr- 
rence.  and  he  only  wished  it  was  extended 

to  Roman  Catholics.  The  clause  said 
that  the  Act  should  not  extend  or  apply 
to  any  biahep  of  the  Fhkteatant  Bnieeopal 

Cbui^h  in  Scotland;  hnt  that  notliHl^  in 

the  Act  should  :::ive  any  right  to  any  snch 


bishop  to  assume  any  name,  stjb,  or  title  |  too  late  to  make  Uiat  discovery  when  thej 
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had  agreed  to  g^f^  ivll  tolemtion  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  this  country,  and  had 
done  ihnt.  knowing  that  tho  bishops  of 
that  Church  could  not  b«  named  except  bj 
tk  foreign  pnnoe. 

Tho  arrogance  of  tho  act  had  been 
Btront^Iy  Iwrlt  upon:  he  did  not  defend  it; 
but  to  complain  of  the  atTopranco  of  the 
Pope,  was  to  cuiu plain  of  iiis  exi^teuce, 
beeMse  that  arrogance  was  inherent  in 
the  ebaractcr  of  bis  office  :  and  from  a 
person  who  told  you  he  was  the  vicegerent 
of  God  upon  earth,  there  was  an  end  of  all 
hnmility,  e?en  although  he  added  that  he  was 
tenu$  80rwmm  i>el.  The  exptesttons  re- 
gere  et  gubemare  were  stereotyped  terms, 
used  upon  all  similar  occasions,  and  it  was 
preposterous  to  suppose  for  a  moment  that 
they  were  used  with  a  ?iew  to  insult  the 
Crown  or  people  of  this  country.  In 
Prussia  their  Lordships  would  find  the 
same  inflated  language  as  had  giren  such 
offence  here;  but,  as  the  assumption  was 
that  of  spiritual  authority  only,  it  could 
not  be  in  the  least  degree  connectoci  with 
an  aggression  upon  the  temporal  authority 
of  the  Oovemment.  A  great  sensation 
had  been  created  by  Carainal  Wiseman 
talking  of  governing  a  certain  district; 
but  he  only  meant  that  he  should  govern 
as  liomun  Catholic  bishop  in  ordinary; 
and  his  speaking  in  that  sense  was  no 
insult  to  the  GoTeramttit  of  Her  Majesty 
as  Queen. 

The  noble  Marquess  had  said  that  wq 
had  to  deal  with  a  foreign  Power,  and  not 
with  our  Roman  Catholic  countrymen;  but 
if  this  Bill  were  intended  to  resent  an  act 
of  insolence,  it  proceeded  to  do  so  in  a 
strange  way,  for  the  Bill  did  not  affect  the 
foreign  Power  whence  that  act  of  insolence 
proceeded,  but  its  vengeance  was  confined 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  sulijects  of  tho 
Queen  in  this  kingdom.  Tho  Tope,  it 
was  said,  insulted  this  country;  and  in 
return  the  country  was  called  upon  both 
to  insult  and  oppress  the  Roman  Catholic 
subjects  of  tho  Queen,  if  the  offence 
was  such  as  had  been  described,  and  the 
indignation  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  so  uncontrollable*  it  was  an  offence 
amenable  to  ]nibHc  law,  and  ought  to  be 
proceeded  against  by  tho  State,  diplomati- 
cally or  otherwise;  and,  instead  of  enact- 
ing some  wretched  penalties  against  those 
whose  religion  compelled  tliom  to  obedi- 
ence in  this  matter,  they  ought  to  have 
addressed  themselves  to  tlie  fountain-head. 
He  knew  it  might  he  siud,  as  it  had  been 
■aid,  though  not  by  the  noUe  Ifarqiiesa 

Mwrl  of  Ahirdem 


oppoirite,  Aat  Her  Majesty's  Goremmeot 
to  a  certain  degree  had  been  precluded 
from  taking  that  course  hy  what  hnd  hap- 
pened in  that  House  in  1848,  when  a  BQI 
was  brooght  in  to  establish  diplomatic  rela- 
tions with  the  Court  of  Rome,  and  when  a 
clause  was  proposed  and  ndoptcd  prohibit- 
ing the  rcceptioTi  berif  oF  anv  Nuncio  from 
the  Pope.    That  might  be  a  very  good 
reason  by  the  way  of  prstext,  bnt  it  was 
no  reason  that  liad  any  force  or  validity; 
for  there  was  nothing  in  that  circumstance 
to  prevent  the  necessary  communications 
with  the  Pope  on  this  subject.    Look  to 
the  great  Protestant  Power  on  the  Con- 
tinent— Prussia.    Tlin.t  Power  had  always 
a  Minister  at  Rome,  but  refused  to  roeeive 
a  Nuncio.    Look  at  Russia,  a  great  sciiis- 
roatte  Power.    Slie  also  had  a  Minuter  at 
Rome,   and  never  received  a  Nuncio. 
Hanover  had  a  Minister  at  Rome,  and,  he 
believed,  though  he  would  not  be  positive, 
that  Power  never  received  a  wunde. 
Therefore,  he  asserted  that  the  danse  he 
had  referred  to  offered  no  impediments  to 
the  Government  making  known  their  opin- 
ions on  this  sulyect  to  tho  Pope.    He  iiad 
voted  for  that  clause;  and,  upon  reAeeticn, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  he  did  right  in  so 
doing.    He  was  still  of  opinion  that  it 
was  not  desirable  to  have  a  Papal  Nuncio 
in  this  country,  for  many  reasons.   In  the 
first  place,  their  Lordships  would  reooUeet 
that  by  the  Treaty  of  Vienna  precedence 
was  given  to  foreign  Ministers  according 
to  the  date  of  their  arrival  at  their  posts. 
An  exception— a  speinal  exception — was 
made  in  favour  of  the  Xnncio  of  the  Pope; 
and,  by  tho  effect  of  that,  if  a  Nuncio 
were  to  be  in  this  country,  he  would  take 
precedence  of  all  ambassadors  and  foreign 
Ministers.    This  was  ever  shown  to  be 
the  case;  at  fr  r-  nistanco,  where 

Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  had  resided 
for  five  or  six  years,  upon  all  occasions, 
public  and  private,  he  gave  way  in  prece- 
dence to  tho  Pope's  Xuncio.  He  thought- 
such  a  state  of  things  would  not  be  desir- 
able iu  this  ^Protestant  couutry.  Their 
Lordships  would  recollect  that  recently^ 
just  previous  to  the  holding  of  that  august 
ceremony  by  which  Her  Majesty  in  state 
opened  the  Great  Exhibition,  which  had 
given  so  much  satisfaction,  an  official 
notice  appeared  that  the  senior  member  of 
the  diplomatic  body  would  address  Her 
Majesty  on  the  part  of  himself  and  col- 
leagues. That  notice  for  some  reason, 
the  nature  cf  which  he  did  not  know,  but 
vhioh  probably  waa  veiy  sofllcient,  waa 
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tho  Pope  confident  that  lie  was  conuuit- 
ting  no  ofTonce  in  the  step  he  had  taken. 
In  1844  the  noble  Lord  uid — 

"  You  provide  by  statute  that  they  shall  not  ho 
allowed  to  stjlo  thcnuclvos  bj  tho  namu  of  the 
dioccso  over  irhich  they  prcsid*.  I  think  that  a 
most  foolish  probtbitioik." 

In  1846  the  same  noble  Lord  said — 

"  As  to  preveatiog  penons  Maiuning  ptrtieuhir 
titles,  nothing  can  to  more  abtnrd  atid  piMrile 
tbu  to  kMp  up  «uoh  a  diitla^tton." 


not  acted  npon;  but  had  it  been  acted 
upon,  then,  instead  of  the  highly  respected 
gentleman  who  would  have  represented  the 
aiplomatic  body  on  that  occasion,  the 
Pope's  Nuncio,  if  he  had  been  sent  to  and 
receiTed  in  this  eonntrj,  would  hate  ad- 
drcMcd  the  Queen.  Now,  he  was  not 
quite  certain  that  it  \rniil/l  liavp  }>een  alto- 
gether seemly  and  becoming  timt  a  Roman 
Catholic  prelate,  for  such  he  must  have 
heon,  should  hare  immediately  followed  or 
preceded  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury)  in  the  solemn  duties 
he  was  called  on  to  perform  upon  that 

With  respect  to  the  proceeding  whieh 
had  led  to  tho  introduction  of  the  present 
Bill,  lie  repeated  that  no  step  was  taken 
in  the  way  of  resenting  what  was  called 
aggression  against  the  quarter  whence  it 
proceeded.  After  all,  among  the  persons 
who  had  the  most  reason  to  complain,  was 
the  Pope  himself,  for  if  they  had  cndea- 
Tonred  to  entrap  him  into  this  act,  they 
could  not  have  taken  any  better  course 
than  that  whicli  they  had  ptirsued.  The 
whole  course  of  their  recent  legi^lution  had 
had  that  tendency.  Look  at  the  Bequests 
Aet.  If  that  Aet  did  not  aotually  de- 
scribe the  Roman  Catholic  bishops  with 
their  sees,  it  contemplated  the  existence 
of  Roman  Catholic  bishops  with  succes- 
sors; and  the  Dublin  Cemeteries  Aet  do- 
ecrihed  Archbishop  Murray  as  Archbishop 
of  lJuhlin,  and  allowed  him  and  his  suc- 
eciisors  to  appoint  chaplains.  In  the  co- 
lonics they  had  done  exactly  all  that  tho 
Pope  had  done  in  this  country;  and  Ko* 
man  Catholic  bishops  had  been  appointed 
in  t!ic  colonies,  and  had  received  titles 
without  objection.  It  was,  therefore, 
Strange  that  an  act  which  had  been  done 
orer  and  over  again,  should  now  excite 
such  indignation  in  this  country.  Again, 
honours  had  been  conferred  on  Roman 
Catholic  Prelates  at  Her  Majesty's  Court, 
and,  though  those  honours  conferred  no 
k'^al  station  or  right,  still,  when  they 
were  reported  to  the  Court  of  Rome,  they 
most  have  encouraged  tho  Pope  in  a  pro- 
eeeding  whieh,  on  his  part,  was  one  of  a 
perfectly  regular  and  ordinary  character. 
The  noble  Earl  fthc  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland),  in  a  published  letter  addressed 
to  a  right  rev.  Prelate,  but  manifestly  in- 
tended for  the  perusal  of  the  Pope  himself, 
had  Sj)oken  of  his  Holiness  with  tho  most ; 
profound  respect.  The  noble  Lord  tho 
r  irst  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  expressed 
himself  in  such  terms  as  must  hare  made 

VOIi.  CXVIII.   [nmiD  sbbxbs.] 


These  were  strong  expressions;  but  they 
were  made  when  tho  noble  Lord  was  in 
opposition,  and  such  declarations,  perhaps, 
wore  not  always  to  bo  taken  as  accurate 
exponents  <^  the  sentiments  of  a  Minister. 
But  here  was  what  the  Prime  Miuister 
said  in  184d.  Lord^  John  Russell  then 
said — 


*'  I  do  not  know  that  tho  Pope  has  authorised 
in  any  way,  by  any  authority  ho  ni.iy  havo,  tlie 
creation  of  any  archbishopric  ^r  bishopric  with 
dioeesss  In  England;  but  eertainlj  I  have  not 
given  my  consent — nor  should  I  give  my  consent 
if  I  were  asked  to  do  so — t^  any  such  formation 
of  dioccacs.  With  regard  to  spiritual  authority, 
thr>  hon.  Gcntloman  must  »oo,  ^vhon  ho  alludes  to 
oilier  States  in  Europe,  that  whatever  control  is 
to  be  obtained  over  the  spiritual  autliority  of  the 
Pope,  can  only  bo  obtained  by  agro«Dieat  for  that 
end.  You  must  cither  giro  certain  advantages 
to  tho  lUmiau  Catholic  religion,  and  obtain  from 
tho  Pope  certain  other  advantages  in  return, 
among  which  yon  must  stipulate  that  tho  Pope 
shall  not  orcato  any  dioceses  in  iSnglaad  without 
tho  consont  of  tho  <iueen" — 

(Therefore  the  noble  Lord  took  for  ^jranted 
that  the  Pope  could  create  dioceses  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  Queen), 

— "  or,  on  the  other  hand,  jOtt  must  say  that  rou 
will  have  nothing  to  do  wi^  arrangements  of  tluit 
kind — ^that  you  will  not  consent,  in  any  wny,  to 

give  any  autliority  to  tlic  Roman  Catholic  religion 
in  Eoglaad.  But  then  you  must  loavo  tltc  spiri- 
tual anthoritj  <^  the  Pope  entirely  unfettered. 

You  cannot  bind  the  Pope's  spiritual  infliu  nrft 
unless  you  havo  somo  agrooment.  For  my  own 
part,  I  am  not  disposed  to  think  that  it  would  be 
for  tho  advantage  of  (his  conntry,  or  that  it  would 
bo  agreeable  to  tho  ilojnan  Catholics,  that  wo 
should  have  an  agieOMnt  ^^  ith  the  I'opc  by  which 
thoir  religious  arrangements  should  be  regulated." 

He  (tho  Earl  of  Ahcrdocn)  coneiu  rod  in 
those  observations,  which  he  tliuugbt  ro- 
markable  for  troth  and  sound  reasoning; 
bat  then  it  afforded  ground  to  the  Pope 
for  supposing  that  his  religions  arrange- 
ments woidd  not  be  interfered  with.  But 
there  was  a  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Minto)  who  had  or  ought  to  baye  cognis- 
ance in  this  matter.  When  the  noble 
Lord  was  at  Rome,  on  the  22nd  of  January, 
1848,  there  appeared  in  the  Moman  Go- 
*§Ue  an  aoeonnt  ol  a  ceremony — the  con- 
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■wi's^on  of  A  ohuQBht  Iw  %cfiowj[p— for 

which  funds  were  to  be  collected  in  Eng< 
land;  and  the  Roman  Gazette  mentioned, 
among  others  who  were  to  oolUot  the  sob- 
soriptions.  Dr.  WiMfman,  '*  now  Arefabi- 


ei^e  the  deotroetion  of  tlw  Ifteli  dnmk 

The  Queen's  supremacy  was  the  saidc  in 
both  countries;  and  if  nny  violation  of  it 
had  taken  place,  it  must  equally  bo  re- 
sold in  both.    But  tUs  eonaicleration 


shop  of  Westminster/'  One  would  have  ,  made  bim  onlyfeel  stUl  more  otronglj  that 
thought  that  the  iiol)lc  Lord  must  have  \  the  Qorenimeiit  ought  to  have  paused  be- 
seen  that.  The  noble  Lord  shook  his  fore  thej  made  tip  their  minds  to  bring 
head;  and  if  the  liomati  Gazette  hod  been  .  forward  a  measure  which,  without  being 
anything  like  the  gigantic  papers  here,  |  urgently  denoranded  in  England,  mutt  no* 
which  required  half  a  life  to  rend,  he  cessarily  produce  such  mischievous  conse- 
could  have  understood  its  escaping  the  no- 1  quences  in  Ireland.  It  had  boon  «nif^  that 
tioe  of  the  noble  Lord;  but  every  ay  liable  ■  the  present  Bill  was  a  declaration  of  war 
in  the  AwuM  Qtuette  might  bo  road  over  |  against  Ireland.  Ho  would  not  wo  «a 
In  ten  minutes.  The  noble  Lord  might,  I  expression  of  that  kind;  but  if  the  BiB 
prrhfips,  have  been  so  much  engaged  in  '  pnssed,  unless  it  became,  as  he  devoutly 
driviufr  the  Austrians  out  of  Italy  as  to  find  I  trusted  it  would,  a  dead  letter  on  tho 
no  time  for  such  a  perusal:  but  if  the  noble  Statute-book,  they  would  nOTer  sec  peace 
Lord  did  not  roadT  the  paragraph  in  qaea>  in  Ireland.  Tho  penalUee  imposed  by  tho 
tion,  surely  some  of  his  family  might  have  Bill,  would,  if  brought  into  operation  in 
been  expected!  to  point  the  noble  Lord's  at-  Ireland,  produce  consorfuenccs  he  feared 
tention  to  it,  and  it  seemed  impossible  that  to  contemplate.  By  a  clause,  perhaps  the 
that  which  made  the  conTersstion  of  half  |  meet  odioiia  in  tho  Bill»  it  was  prondod 
lUime  ahoald  not  have  been  brougla  to  the  ,  that  any  commvuealMm  with  the  8«o  of 
cognisance  of  tbo  noblf?  Lord.    By  the  Rome  for  the  purpose  of  apfiointing  bi- 


Italian  papers  laid  upon  tho  table  it  ap- 
peared that  the  noble  Lord  had,  on  tho  23rd 
of  Jaanaty,  a  long  andienoo  with  his  Holi- 


shops  should  be  visited  with  a  penalty,  to 
be  recoverable  by  an  informer,  with  the 
oonaeot  of  Ao  Attoniey  GeseraL  Thoagh 


ness,  who,  as  the  matter  was  in  no  way ;  that  was  somewhat  different  from  leaving 
remonstrated  against,  would  naturally  re-  '  the  matter  entirely  to  a  common  informer, 
gard  that  as  an  additional  reason  for  sup-  i  yet  it  placed  the  Attorney  General  m  a 
posing  that  there  would  anse  no  ground  of  I  position  whieh  cortatnly  any  law  ofioer  of 
complaint  against  him  for  taking  a  stop  \  the  Ci  own  must  feel  to  be  most  piunfid* 
which  was  now  called  an  aggression.  Uor  and  against  which,  as  ho  was  informed. 
Majesty's  Government  had  certainly  no '  the  law  officers  of  tho  Crown  had  strenu- 
right  to  find  fault  with  die  Pope  for  any- 1  ously  protested.  But  the  clause,  if  ear- 
thing he  had  done,  for  th^  had  diemsolves  ried  into  dieot,  would  be  attended  with 
aftorded  him  every  species  of  cnconrago- '  endless  difBcnlties.  A  refractory  priest, 
mcnt  in  the  emir.se  he  liud  pursued.  censured  by  hfs  bishop,  might  go  and  give 

He  bad  now  fatigued  the  House  and  information  of  the  bishop  having  received 
himself,  bnt  ho  eonld  not  sit  dowji  without  a  boll  of  tho  kind  referred  ;to;  and  in  a 
saying  a  few  words  with  respeet  to  the !  hundred  other  ways  the  clauso  opened  the 
fatal  eflfect  of  this  measure  on  Ireland,  j  door  to  vexatious  proceedings.  He  ^v^T?ld 
Their  Lordships  were  awaro  that  the  He- 


•eript  of  tho  of  September  last  year 
only  made  bishopries  in  England,  and  had 

no  reference  to  Ireland  at  all.  Therefore 
the  proposed  legislation,  miinrdod  Ire- 
land, had  been  thonght  by  many  to  be  un- 
ealled  for;  and  it  was  urged  that  legisla> 
tion  should  be  confined  to  Engiand,  in 


fain  believe  that  tlie  Government  wislied 
to  see  that  clause  executed  as  little  as  he 
did;  but  ethers  night  not  sharo  in  their 
wishes,  and  then  thero  would  be  a  renewal 
of  those  scenes  of  discord,  animosity,  and 
ranoour,  which  for  the  last  twenty  years 
had  been  gradually  sabsidKo^. 

He  oouki  not  help  avaibag  himself  of 


respect  to  which  the  aggression,  as  it  was  j  this  opportunity  of  expressing  his  deep 
called,  was  committed.    No  doubt  tbore  \  regret  at  the  absence  of  two  noble  and 
plftosibility  in  that  view;  bnt  he  must  j  learned  Lords — two  long-tried  and  tfUa 
'  *    *    "  advoeatos  of  ciTil  and  religious  libeity. 

They  were  prevented  from  being  present 
in  their  Lordships'  House  that  day;  bat 
he  was  in  possession  of  their  sentinienta. 


agree  with  the  Qovemment  so  far  as  to 

think  tliat,  if  the  present  Bill  was  to  bo 
passed  at  all,  it  mast  necessarily  include 
Lreland;  tor  to  admit  that  the  Queen  stood 
in  adiffbrent  relation  in  England  from  lliat 
whiob  She  held  in  Ireland,  woald  bo  to  do- 

ne  JBarl  of  Aberdeen 


and  ho  knew  that,  had  they  been  presont. 
th«y  would  have  ozpreased  the  most  an^ 
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miti^'ated  aversion  at  the  step  the  Govern- 
ment were  about  to  take.  Instead  of  lis- 
tanuig  to  His  feeble  adToeeej  of  the  catiae 
of  religious  freedom,  he  vrished  their  Lord- 
ships  could  but  have  hcf^rd,  and  been  per- 
suaded by,  the  mild  wisdom  of  Denraan, 
and  electrified  by  the  fenrid  eloquence  of 
Bfougbam.  The  noble  Barl  eonduded  by 
moving  that  llie  Bill  beretd  a  MCMid  time 
that  df\y  six  luontlis. 

Amcudmeut  moved,  to  leave  out  no«r," 
and  ineert  "this  d^  Six  MoBthe." 

LOBD  BEAUHONT  said,  that  be  could 
aeanre  their  Lordships  that  he  had  sol- 
dom  addressed  them  under  circumstances 
of  greater  difficulty,  or  feelings  of  more 
embanaaement.  The  diffieuUy,  however, 
did  not  arise  from  any  doubt  in  his 
mind  aa  to  the  course  he  oujrbt  to  pur- 
sue; but  froui  the  peeuUar  character  of 
Hho  subject^  whieh  aiade  it  diflieult  t» 
•onrey  to  the  minds  of  others  the  im- 
pression which  recent  acta  liad  produced 
oo  his  own.  The  present  icgislatioa  on 
the  sobjeet  had  been  Tievie^  firmn  sach 
different  points  of  observation  by  dif- 
ferent parties,  that  it  was  difficult  to 
place  before  them  the  subject  diveBted 
of  all  sectarian  prepossessions  and  par- 
tial eonsideratMms.  This  difficalij»  now- 
erer,  had  in  one  respeet  been  materially 
removed  by  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl,  inasmuch  as  the  dangers  which  ho 
antioipated  as  the  consequences  of  the 
Bin,  and  upon  whieb  m  most  dwelt, 
were  completely  visionary,  as  he  would 
presently  show;  and  those  vei*y  cirrnni- 
stauces  which  the  nobte  Earl  had  put 
forth  as  exenasa  ftr  the  eendact  ef  a  ib- 
xeigD  Court  were  rather  aggravations 
thnn  palliations  of  the  offence.  When 
the  noble  Earl  pleaded  that  the  indul- 
gence, if  not  partiality,  shown  by  the 
English  Government  towards  Roman  Ca- 
tholics in  this  country,  and  their  religious 
establishments,  was  nn  cxcufc  well  as 
an  encouragement  to  commit  au  act  of 
liostility  against  tlie  State,  and  to  vio- 
late the  spirit  of  the  constitution,  he 
(Lord  Beaumont)  felt,  on  the  cofjtrary, 
that  that  very  liberality  and  indul^oce 
OB  tile  part  of  the  Goveminent  raould 
have  been  a  strong  iudDcemeat  and  a 
motive  for  the  Court  of  Rome  to  abstain 
from  anything  which  might  possibly  be 
offensive  either  to  the  feelings  of  the 
people  ef  this  eoeatrj,  or  to  the  dig- 
nity of  the  Crown.  Before,  however, 
proceeding  further,  in  considering  the 
question,  he  must  observe  that  he  stood 


in  a  peculiar  position  on  this  subject. 
Ue  was,  as  it  were,  isolated  and  alone  : 
he  diflRerad  from  most  of  tiiose  with  whom 
he  was  connected,  and  in  whom  he  fAi 

an  interest,  on  the  ground  of  early  asso- 
ciations. It  was  true  that  he  had  re- 
ceived many  private  eoluiiinications  from 
members  both  of  the  elergy  and  hitj  of 
the  Church  of  Rome  expressing  sympathy 
with  him,  and  approval  of  the  course  he 
was  pursuing;  but  as  those  corrcKpondents 
iaA  not  dare  to  eome  forward  and  assert 
pnblicly  their  opinions,  he  eould  not  avail 
himself  of  their  support,  or  claim  any  ad- 
vantage from  their  authority.  He  was 
prepared,  therefore,  to  stand  alone,  and 
bear  the  fHiole  reeponaibilitj  of  the  state* 
ment  he  was  about  to  make.  lie  knew 
that  his  words  would  be  subject  to  misre- 
presentation, and  that,  however  clearly  ho 
drew  tbe  line  between  spiritoal  and  tempo- 
ral matters*  there  were  those  who  would 
wrest  the  words  which  he  might  use  in 
speaking  of  the  one  from  their  true  mean- 
ing, and  endeavour  to  make  it  appear  that 
they  were  applied  to  the  other.  He  knew 
that  this,  and  more  than  this,  awaited 
him;  but  he  would  abide  the  result,  fur,  on 
hin  conscience,  ho  was  confident  that  he  was 
right  in  principle  and  right  in  the  line  he 
had  pursued.  Ho  was  right  as  a  loyal 
sulijcct,  right  as  a  friend  of  freedom,  right 
as  an  EngUshman,  and  right  as  a  Chris- 
tian. WttJi  these  strong  conviethms  on 
his  mind,  he  would  proceed  to  grapple 
with  the  subject.  In  doing  so,  ho  would 
%tt\rt  by  laving  down  that  broad  principle 
which  he  behoved  was  the  principle  udupted 
and  aeted  on  by  the  noble  Marquess  below 
him.  He  would  consent  to  do  nothing  cither 
by  the  present  Bill  or  any  other  liill,  which 
would  interfere  in  the  smallest  decree 
with  the  most  complete  civil  and  religions 
liberty  this  kingdom  could  enjoy.  Ha 
would  do  nothing  which  could  prevent  the 
free  exercise  of  religion  by  an}"  sect,  or  any 
body  iu  this  country — nuthiug  that  could 
in  any  way  interfere  with  the  full  deve- 
lopment of  what,  in  as|^ritnal  sense,  might 
be  deemed  either  necessary  or  desirable  in 
the  Roman  Catholic  or  any  other  Church 
or  religions  eommnaity.  He  wonld,  in  the 
first  place,  examine  the  position  in  which 
members  of  the  Roman  Catholic  creed 
stood,  as  individuals,  at  the  ])rt  seot  UM>- 
ment,  and  then  he  would  examine  into  the 
position  in  which  the  Roman  GathoKe 
Church,  as  a  Church,  was  placed  in  by 
past  legislation.  By  the  Emancipation 
Act,  and  more  recent  l^islative  measures^ 
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BomaD  Catholics,  as  iudiviJuals,  were  re- 
leased from  all  disabilities,  «id  enttUed  to 

the  most  complete  freedom.    They  were 
at  liberty  to  act  as  they  pleased  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  their  religion ;  no  interference  was 
authorised  with  respect  to  their  de?otional 
habits  or  religious  practices.    A  Roman 
Catholic  enjoyed  in  this  country,  a  liberty 
which  he  did  not  oniov  in  most  foreign 
countries,  and  cei  tami}'  not  in  any  liomau 
Catholic  coiintrj.    He  eould  worship  as 
he  pleased,  where  he  pleasedt  when  he 
pleased;  he  was  allowed  to  do  as  much  as 
he  pleased,  and  was  not  obliged  to  do  more 
than  ho  pleased  ;  he  was  in  eyei-y  way  a 
free  agent,  and  a  free  agent  lie  (Lord 
Beauwionl)  desired  tlmt  lio  should  ever 
remain.     So  far  as  to  their  position  as 
individuals;  now  as  to  the  position  of  their 
Chureb.   The  Roman  Catholie  Ohurch  in 
this  country  was  t<derated  ;  it  was  more 
than  tolerated,  it  was  protected.    No  one 
had  a  right  to  interfere  with  it.    It  was 
allow^  to  bttUd  ito  tmnples,  to  have  as 
many  ministers  to  officiate  wltMn  those 
temples,  and  to  have  as  gorgeous  a  cere- 
monial a.s  it  tlioiifxlit  fit  or  proper.    It  had 
full  liberty  to  conduct  its  services  and  pro- 
onulgate  its  ordinapces  in  ibo  manner  it 
thought  best;  it  had  free  communication 
with  the  Pope  of  Rome;  it  was  at  liberty 
to  receive  from  him  as  many  bishops  or 
archbishops  as  he  wished  to  send  it.  It 
could  an  ihl;  .  its  interoal  gOTornment  with- 
out  let  or  hindrance;  no  one  dictated  to  it, 
no  one  assumed  authority  over  it  ;  nay 
more,  it  had  the  perfect  power  and  full  pri 
Tilege  of  having,  if  it  thought  proper,  a 
regular  hierarchy.   He  (Lord  Beanmont) 
W'MiM  leave  it  every  privilege  it  now  pos- 
se»i>cd,  and  iic  should  not  be  sorry  to  see 
those  privileges  used  in  obtaining  for  it 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  regular  na 
tional  or  domestic  hierarchy,  in  tho  place 
of  vicars-apostolic,  or  the  sy.steni  lately 
forced  upon  it  by  the  Vropayanda  jide  in 
the  letters  of  Fopo  Pius  the  Ninth.  But 
be  that  as-  it  may,  snch  as  he  had  de 
scribed  was  the  position  of  Roman  Catho 
lies  as  individuals,  and  of  their  Church  as 
a  rdigtons  commnnttj.    Coold  they  be 
better  off?    Could  the  subjects  of  the 
freest  country  enjoy  greater  fr(MM]oni  ? 
Conbl  any  religions  body  be  in  a  more 
favourable  position,  which  was  not  a  pre- 
dominant body,  niliog  and  goreming  over 
other  religious  bodies  ?    Hero  he  must  lay 
down  niioiher  principle,  which  is  neeossary 
to  candying  out,  to  its  fullest  extent,  the 
great  principle  of  civil  and  religious  li- 

Lord  Btaumont  ^ 


berty,  namely,  that  individual  liberty  should 
only  be  limited  where  it  interfered  with 
the  liberty  of  another  individual,  that  is  to 
say,  that  one  individual  should  not  have 
the  liberty  to  trample  on  the  liberty  of 
another.    In  the  same  way  the  liberty  of 
one  Church  should  not  destroy  the  liberty 
of  any  other  Church,  any  more  than  the 
liberty  of  one  individual  should  go  so  far 
as  to  destroy  the  liberty  of  another  indivi- 
dual: these  limits  were  necessary  to  obtun 
the  greatest  amount  of  liberty  to  all.  In 
the  same  way  the  indcpondonce  of  the 
Church  must  not  destroy  tbe  independence 
of  the  country ;  he  might  go  further  and 
say  that  the  independence  of  the  country 
was  necessary  for  the  independence  of  the 
Church.    That  portion  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church  which  was  in  this  country, 
was  more  independent  than  those  branches 
of  the  Roman  Cadiolic  Church  which  were 
in  Spain  or  some  other  countries,  from  the 
circumstance  of  this  country  being  more 
independent  than  those  couutriet  in  their 
relations  with  Rome.    In  fine,  the  libeitf 
of  Churches  and  individuals  must  In  a  cer- 
tain degree  dcpeiul  on  tlic  independence 
of  the  country  in  which  they  existed. 
It  was  necessary  to  guard  against  the  pos- 
sibility of  any  external  power  pbssesshig 
the  means  to  coerce  or  to  induce  any  par- 
ties in  this  country  to  combine  for  the  pur- 
pose of  injuring  any  liberal  institution  or 
anything  which  savoured  of  national  inde- 
pendence, or  which  was  part  and  parcel  of 
the  free  and  independent  action  of  the 
constitution  of  this  couutry.    A  furcign 
Power  might  possess  spiritual  influence, 
but  ought  not  to  possess  spiritual  dominion 
supported  and  enforced  by  law;  for  if  it 
did  possess  the  power  of  enforcing  its 
spiritual  ordinances  it  would  destroy  the 
free  action  of  individual  independence. 
These  principles,  which  their  Lordships 
nuist  continue  to  bear  in  mind,  led  him  to 
the  detiuition  of  what  wai>  temporal  and 
what  was  spiritual  in  the  subject-matter 
before  them.    The  whole  question  as  to 
the  merits  of  the  Bill  rested  upon  that 
ground.     It  was  necessary  to  cxamino 
what  was  the  spiritual  character  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  bishops  and  clergy  before 
the  promulgation  of  the  Papal  letter;  then 
to  inquire  what  change  had  b*»en  effeetcd  by 
that  Papal  letter  m  that  spiritual  charac- 
ter. Pievicus  to  the  PapaVedict  the  vicars- 
apostolic  were  endowed  with  full  powers  to 
administer  in  every  particular  to  the  spiri- 
tual wants  of  their  clergy  and  people. 
Nothing  appeared  to  bo  wanting  to  their 
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foil  ftpirShiftl  ehuMler  at  biahofw.  He 
(Lord  Beaumont)  had  been  anxious  to  know 

and  bad  asked  again  anf)  n<?;ain,  but  without 
effect,  trbat  was  the  dificrcnco  in  a  spiritual 
point  of  view  in  the  position  and  attributes 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops  before  and 

after  tlie  Papal  Rescript.    He  wanted  to 


1098 

jorisdietioB ;  not  one  of  the  bishops  aoqnirss  thft 

smallest  increase  of  juriKdiction  or  authority  (svi>p 
cltTg}',  or  laity,  or  property,  or  trusts,  or  any 
person  or  thing.  Every  biahop  is  whsre  hs  was, 
as  lie  was,  what  ho  was  before." 


The  sacraments  would  be  as  well  admU 

nistered,  the  services  as  well  pcrforraed, 
know  whether  there  had  been  any  addition  [  and  both  would  have  the  same  effect,  and 
or  any  diminution  of  their  spiritual  power  no  other  effect.    Thej  might  now  meet  in 


and  authority.  He  wanted  to  know  whe- 
ther there  was  anything  which  ihej  eould 
not  do  of  a  purely  spiritual  nature  as  wi^ll 
without  as  with  the  Papal  letter.  It  seemed 
that  the  same  curiosity  had  been  excited 
io  the  minds  of  the  Roman  Catholica  |^ne- 
rally,  for  they  had  crowded  to  hear,  as  they 
were  unable  of  themselves  to  i^uess,  what 


synod,  bat  they  might  hare  done  so  before 
if  they  liked,  for  then  as  now  there  was  no 

law  to  prevent  synodical  action  if  they 
chose  to  adopt  it.  They  enjoyed,  in  other 
words,  the  freest  self-government.  Now, 
if  this  were  true,  and  he  had  it  on  the  au- 
thority of  Cardinal  Wiseman  liitnself,  ho 
(Lord  Beaumont)  was  warranted  in  assum> 


were  the  now  and  extraordinary  spiritual :  ing  that,  as  regarded  the  spiritual  oharac- 
benefits  to  be  conferred  on  thein.    They  ter  nf  bishops,  there  had  been  nothing 


had  listened  to  the  inflated  and  bombastic 
lanc^iiajje  of  Cardinal  Wiseman  ;  they  had 
been  told  "  that  this  country  was  now  to 
levolve  ronnd  the  sun  of  Rome  in  a  regular 
orbit  like  other  planets;  they  were  told 
that  the  c^reatest  of  blessings  was  bestowed 
by  the  Papal  letter  on  this  prosperous 
land."  These  aud  other  equally  bombastic 
periods  had  raised  the  expectations  of  the 
nmp]e»niinded  Roman  Catholics,  and  natu- 
rally made  tlicm  impatient  to  l:nf>w  :\tu1 
enjoy  the  promised  blessings.  But,  alas  ! 
how  were  all  these  expectations  answered; 
what  explanations  given  to  all  these  in- 
quiries ?  Why,  that  so  far  as  spiritual 
nttairs  wovf  concerned,  no  ehnniro  wliai.^o- 
cver  had  tiiikcu  placo.  Why,  that  so  tar  as 
the  Roman  Catholic  laity  were  concerned, 
that  they  were  just  in  the  position  they 
were  in  before.  Whv,  that  as  far  as  the 
Roman  Catholic  bishops  were  concerned, 
they  were  just  the  same  bishops  the^  were 
before — that  notliing  had  been  gamed — 
that  nothinf^  had  been  lost — that  nothing 
had  been  chan^^ed.  His  authority  for  all 
this  was  Dr.  Wiseman,  whose  very  words 
he  wonid  quote,  and  to  whose  published  lee- 
tnres  alone  he  would  rtfyt.  And  here,  in 
pn^sin*^,  he  be^sred  to  say  that  he  (Lord 
Beaumont)  had  little  personal  ocqaintaoce 
with  Dr.  Wiseman,  but  that  he  knew  him  to 
be  a  gentleman  and  a  scholar,  and  that 
he  desired  to  be  understood  as  speakiTi^x 
o*"  him  as  such,  howevnr  lie  (Lord  Beau- 
mont/ might  differ  from  him  regarding  the 
wisdom  of  his  acts,  or  the  propriety  of  his 
conduct  in  a  political  sense.  Dr.  Wise- 
man then  said,  speaking  of  Uie  bishops^ 

"  He  is  not,  and  ujU  not  bo  one  atom  more  a 
bishop  than  ho  wa«  before ;  not  one  of  thorn  ex- 
tends in  any  way  the  limits  of  hts  eeelesbutiiMl 


changed — that  their  spiritual  attributes 
were  complete  before,  and  that,  ns  far  as  the 
spiritual  necessities  of  the  laity  were  con- 
cerned, no  change  whatsoerer  had  taken 
place,  nor  was  desired  to  take  place,  in 
administering  to  them.  Xow  the  same 
authority  said  that  some  change  had  taken 
place,  and  aa  that  change  was  not  of  a 
spiritual  character,  it  must  of  necesntj 
haTe  been  of  a  temporal  character.  It 
wos  necessory,  therefore,  to  draw  the  dis- 
tinction between  what  was  temporal  and 
what  was  spiritual  in  the  creation  and 
nomination  of  a  bishop  to  a  see  or  a  dio* 
cese.  The  whole  was  on  ecclesiastical  act, 
one  part  of  Avhich  was  spiritual,  and  the 
other  part  purely  tem^ral.  The  creation 
of  a  bishop  was  a  spintual  act  $  the  impo- 
sition  of  hands  upon  a  bishop,  and  the 
jiiviiin;  the  palli'ini  tn  nn  archbishop  were 
acts  of  a  spiritual  character,  and  could 
only  be  performed  by  a  spiritual  authority. 
By  these  acts  full  spiritual  powers  were 
given.  The  Pope  had  thus  enmplcte  li- 
berty to  bestow  full  powers  on  liis  bishops, 
whether  they  were  vicars-apostolic  or 
members  of  a  regular  hierarchy.  No  one 
objected  or  objects  to  his  creation  of  as 
many  bishops  as  he  likes.  He  may  send 
a  hundred  bishops  or  archbishops  to  this 
country;  ho  may  describe  and  fix  the  dis- 
tricts within  which  they  are  to  exercise 
tl  cir  functions  ;  he  may  limit  their  juris- 
diction to  a  county,  a  town,  or  a  parish; 
be  may,  if  be  thinks  proper,  desire  them, 
for  convenience'  sake,  to  give  themselves 
each  a  distinctive  designation  ;  he  may 
desire  them  to  call  one  the  Roman  Catholic 
Bisho]i  for  Birmingham,  another  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Bishop  residing  at  Beverley, 
or  that  such  a  one  should  Ira  Archbishop 
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^0  Roman  Catholics  of  Westoitoilvr ; 

ho  might  have  done  all  this  before  liis 
edict ;  he  might  do  it  now  ;  and  he  may 
'60  it  after  the  Bill  passes.  Thk,  how- 
evert  is  not  what  he  has  attempted  to  do. 
Ho  was  Hot  content  with  the  liberty  he 
cnjojcd.  bccnuso  tliat  liberty  did  not  go 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  exercise  of  spiri- 
tual power.  What,  then,  hae  he  attempted 
to  effect  by  these  Letters-Apostolic  ?  He 
has  not,  as  has  been  already  shown,  done 
anything  which  afieets  the  Koroaa  Gatbolic 
laity.  It  was,  howfyer,  well  ksown  to 
their  Lordships  that  the  laity  of  the  Ro- 
man Catlutlit;  budy  were  entirely  excluded 
from  tbo  business  of  their  Church,  and 
were  never  consulted,  and  conseqneatly 
hed  no  Toiee  in  its  goTemment.  Their 
'dmtf  was  to  obey;  but  that  did  not  prevent 
them  from  pertinaeiously  inquiring  if  any 
•change,  and  what  change,  in  the  position 
of  tl^ir  clergy  bad  taken  place.  The  an- 
awer,  as  he  (Lord  Beatuaont )  had  abeady 
said,  wa^,  that  no  change  in  their  spiritual 
character  had  taken  place,  and  no  chajige 
as  regarded  tlieir  position  with  the  iaity 
liad  teken  pUoe,  hot  diet  mvertheless  a 
diaiige  had  taken  place.  The  only  oon- 
clasion,  therefore,  they  could  draw  from 
the  answer  was,  that  the  cbaogo  was  one 
of  a  temporal  nature,  and  one  whieh  did 
not  (^eet»  and  was  therefore  a  subject  of 
indifference  to,  the  laity.  Now,  in  the 
creatioti  and  api)uintnK'nt  of  a  bi-bup  to  a 
diocese,  there  is  a  temporal  part,  as  well  as 
a  s]niitual  part,  whieh  together  eompose 
the  eomplete  ecolesiasdcal  act.  Through- 
out Europe,  if  the  Pope  makes  the  bishop, 
the  Sovereign  appoints  to  the  sec.  The 
Pope  in  that  ease  does  all  that  is  spiritual, 
ana  the  Sovereign  all  that  ia  temporal  in 
the  net.  To  a  diocese  certnin  tcniporaHtiej^ 
appertain,  and  no  subject  can  enjoy  or  ad- 
minister these  temporalities  without  the 
consent  of  its  Sovereign.  I&  the  present 
ease,  however,  as  no  temporaUtiM  wore 
acknowledged  as  by  law  appertaining  to 
the  new  sees  which  the  Popo  had  created, 
no  attempt  had  been  made  oy  that  Act  to 
transfer  to  ;  an  in  trader  the  rights  and 
privileges  belonging  to  another.  But 
though  this  consequence  did  not  follow 
the  recent  act  of  the  Pope,  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  bishop  to  a  see  in  an  indbpen* 
dent  eouDtry  was  a  purely  temporal  act. 
To  prove  tlus,  he  would  quote  an  illustra- 
tion from  a  recent  act  of  i'io  Nouo  him- 
witt.  The  King  of  Naples  nominated  a 
^hop  to  a  8ee{  the  Pope  consecrated  the 
bishop  in  consequence.  The  King,  finding 


Ae  birimp  too  lib«al  m  eolitidaa  for  his 

purpose,  changed  his  mind,  and  refused  to 
give  him  the  see.    He  app(Hiited  another. 
The  Pope  aooMerattd  thenew  Miop,  who 
ixmk  peiseasion  of  the  see,  the  Pope  in 

neither  ca-c  disputing  the  right  tif  the  So- 
vereign of  the  conntrv  to  noniinato  m'  to 
recall  his  nomioaiiuiu  A  similar  ca^e  has 
oeomred  in  the  aama  kmgdem  ▼erj  re- 
cently. Tha  biAops»  however,  were  still 
bi shops;  and  to  prove  still  further  the 
righttt  of  the  King  of  Naples  to  deal  as  be 
liked  with  hie  eaea,  the  Pope  appointed  the 
bishops  to  bwhoprice  in  partibmt.  Hie 
(Lord  Beauraont)  quoted  this  instance  in 
preference  to  others,  bccauBe,  of  all  the 
sovereigns  of  the  present  day,  the  King  of 
Naples  was  the  most  siaeerelj  and  da- 
Wodly  attached  to  the  See  of  Rome;  tuad 
because  the  Pope,  on  the  other  hand,  con- 
sidered the  King  of  Naples  as  the  mort 
devout  and  most  dntifid  son  of  the  Clumoh. 
It  was  evident  that  in  this  case  dm  Eiajf 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Popo  on  the 
other,  c  iiridered  the  appointment  of  a 
bishop  us  a  purely  temporal  act.  Now, 
it  was  a  generally,  or  rather  miiversalfy- 
recelved  principle,  that  iriiere  there  was 
the  exercise  of  the  temporal  power,  the 
Sovereign  in  whoso  dominions  it  was  to 
take  effect  nnist  have  some  say  in  Ute 
affair.  The  line  which  limited  thaapiritttal 
portion  of  un  ecclesiastical  act,  and  de- 
tiucd  where  the  tempera!  portion  began 
was  in  some  countries  arranged  by  concor- 
dat, and  hi  otitert  by  the  common  law  of 
Europa.  In  both  instances,  hawerer,  the 
prnetice  as  well  as  the  thonry  was  the 
same.  He  (Lord  Beaumont)  had  searched 
in  Tain  lor  an  tastanoe  to  llie  cootrsry. 
Throitghoiit  Snrope,  sovereigns  act  aa  a 
matter  of  conrsc  in  the  appointment  of 
bishops  to  their  dioceses.  Now,  the  Pope 
cannot  and  would  not  delegate  any  of  bis 
Spiritual  powers  to  any  layman;  therefore, 
in  the  ease  of  a  concordat  the  Pope  must 
have  considered  the  appointment  to  a  dio- 
cese as  a  purely  temporal  act.  i:>iirely, 
thou,  if  tiie  appointment  to  a  diocese  ia  a 
temporal  act,  the  ereatiein  of  a  dioeew 
must,  d  fortiori,  be  a  tcraporr.l  net.  It 
follows  tliat  if  a  !iiuch  greater  usurpation 
of  the  temporal  power  and  pr^ogativc,  in- 
aamoeh  as  it  is  purely  an  act  of  sovere^ 
authority.  So  t<Hiaouw8  had  been  even 
the  weakest  soTcreigns  and  smallest  states 
of  this  their  undoubted  prerogative,  that 
any  attempt  to  create  a  diocese,  or  othor- 
wise  to  intcifcrc  in  the  territorial  arrange* 
meats  of  their  kingdoms  had  been  invana- 
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nn  l  I'l  rrnra.  when  indepcnflont,  rr<«iste{l 
such  usnrpation.  Tie  thought  tliat  he  had 
ROW  made  out  aud  proved  the  broad  dis- 
*tiiielioii  wluob  was  drftwn  betireen  what 
was  temporal  and  what  was  spiritual.  To 
the  spiritual  power  of  the  Pope  he  would 
give  the  fullest  libert?  consistent  with 
the  liberty  el  the  auhfeet  and  the  law  of 
nations.    He  could  not,  howeTer»  leaTc 


mi 


ai02 


successor  of  St.  Peter,  oan  only  WlittiladlKjldt 

own  free  act  and  coucesision." 


it  either  to  tho  ]^Apf>  or  to  the  Roman 
Church  to  interpret  what  was  spiritual. 
The  Pope  and  hb  adherents  had  shown 
their  incapaci^  or  at  least  unfitness  for 
the  tusk.  For  according  to  their  doctrines 
they  could  compriT  every  net  of  sove- 
reignty or  of  t^Tuuny  within  the  term  of 
spiritual  authority.  He  (Lord  Beaamoal) 
must  protest  against  the  doetrine  recently 
put  forward  hy  «?ome  Roman  Catholics  in 
'tiua  countty  that  the  spiritual  power  of  the 
Ptqpe  ought  to  extend  to  the  liauia  whtoh 
be*  the  Pope,  in  his  infallibility  thought 
proper  to  assign  it.  Such  doctrine  is  Ro- 
suan,  and  nut  Catholic,  it  is  local  and  not 
vaiversal,  suited  to  the  interests  of  the 
•Vatican,  and  hostile  to  the  welfare  of  dis- 
•tant  eliurches  ;  and  wovild,  if  generally 
atlopted,  extinguish  tlie  independence  of 


He  would  read  no  nmrc ;  l»nt  he  begged 
their  Lurdsiiips  to  murk  the  consequence 
el  tiiis  eeaeesMon.  Why,  any  deed* 
however  uionstroQ**  done  by  a  Pope  might 
thus  bo  defended.  All  acts  done  by  the 
Popes  were  declared  by  the  Popes  them- 
aehea  to  he  nera  ezeffdae  of  their  Bpiritml 
authority.  The  eaoominunication  of  Queen 
Elizabeth  was  a  purely  spiritual  act — the 
celebrated  Bull,  in  ccena  Doniini,  was  a 
purely  spiritual  act;  so,  too,  was  the  ana- 
thema agaiDBt  King  John,  ao  was  the  Bull 
Zmtffenitus.  The  condemnation  of  tlio 
Queen's  Colleges,  and  every  other  inter- 
ference  with  the  domestic  arraugomcnta 
of  Ae  ooontry,  were  proelaimed  as  being 
mere  exercises  flf  qiiritual  authority.  Mo- 
dem civilisation,  as  well  as  the  true  spirit  of 
Christianity,  revolted  at  the  acts  and  edicts 
of  several  past  Popes;  yet  they  were  all 
done  and  proclaimed  as  the  due  discipline 
and  spiritual  authority  of  *he  ("luirch. 
Thcv  could  not  be  impugned  without  con- 
demning the  interpretation  put  by  die  in* 
fallible  bead  of  the  Ghnreh  on  the  cha- 
racter and  extent  of  his  spiritual  power. 
To  this  doctrine,  then,  as  laid  down  in  this 


•«very  Catholic  country,  and  make  Europe  j  printed  declaration  of  the  Roman  Catholic 

laity,  he  (Lord  Beanmont)  eonid  not  agree, 
lie  could  not  agree  to  allow  the  Pope  to 
fix  himself  the  limits  of  his  spiritual  jurisdic- 
tion; ho  could  not  allow  the  Pope  any  right 
to  do  any  of  the  acta  to  which  he  had  jnat 
referred.  Neither  could  he  agree  that  one 
sovereign  had  a  right  to  throw  in  the  face 
of  another  sovereign  a  document  which 
ignored  the  existence  of  that  other  sove- 
reign.    He  found  no  excuse  for  any 


jnmble  of  conflicting  jurisdic 
tions.  Such  doctrines  ought  not  to  have 
come  from  either  Englishman  or  freeman, 
'for  they  were  neither  the  doctrines  of  iu- 
'4lependeiiee  nor  of  eoonion  ocnae,  bnt  of 
slavery  and  usurpation.  The  declaration  to 
which  ho  hi'l  jit  referred  was  found  in  n 
published  pamphlet  signed  by  several  Ca- 
tholic Peers  and  otiier  persons  of  that  per- 
suasion. He  could  not  say  they  represent- 


ed the  intelligence  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  Court  in  Europe  addressing  the  suhjecta  of 
bnt  they  professed  to  represent  the  body,  another  nation,  as  though  those  subjects 
He  ( Lord  Beaumont)  opened  the  pages  in  •  had  neither  laws  nor  institutions  which  they 
the  hope  of  finding  a  atatemeot  of  tbehr  |  were  honnd  to  obey  and  maintain.  It  was 
Tigfata*  both  as  subjects  of  this  country,  ,  said  that  such  was  the  usual  form  of  aooh 


and  independent  members  of  the  laity. 
But  to  his  horror,  on  looking  into  this 
-preeiona  document,  he  fonnd  that  in- 
Bteod  of  boldly  standing,  as  their  an- 
4M8tor8  had  done  in  thr^  time  of  Edward 
-III.,  against  all  foreign  usurpation,  whe- 
ther from  Rome  or  elsewhere.  Instead  of  institutions  of  the  country — which  was  cer- 
diaowning  any  thought  of  aabwiaiion  to !  tain  to  wound  the  feelinga  of  the  suscep- 


edicts;  but  in  tliat  he  could  find  no  excuse. 
What  spiritual  end  or  moral  good  could  be 
I  obtatnea  by  using  language  winch,  taken 
I  in  its  plain  and  simple  meaning,  heaped 

in.sult  on  insult — which  was  offensive  at 
i  once  to  the  diLTuity  of  the  Crown  and  the 


that 


tiTiir  :il  I  (Ic  which  now  regulates  tihle,  and  excite  the  ridicule  of  the  indif- 


•11  tiungs  temporal,  social,  and  domestic,  fercnt — which,  literally  translated  and  put 
within  the  Papal  dominions  —  instead  of  in  force,  would  amount  to  an  overt  act,  in 


finding  the  words  of  freemen,  he  found  the 
following  bumiliatbg  sentence : — 


total  Tiolaiion  of  the  common  law  of  thin 
country;  nay,  he  would  go  further,  and  say* 


«  vr,^  (I-.-Lxr.^  ih-M  (l,c  cxcrciso  of  tl.o  spiritual  of  the  common  law  of  any  independent  coun 
authority  of  tho  Pope,  belong  to  him  as  the  |  try,  in  fact,  of  the  common  law  of  nations. 


Digitizca  by  Gu^.' . 


1103 


£o(Mattkial  TUU$  {LOfiDS^ 


BIXL 


1104 


He  (Lord  Beaumont)  was  sorrj  to  hear  the 
noble  Lo!  (1  defend  the  Letter  Apostolic  on 
the  gruuud  ho  bad  been  combating, 
namely,  that  it  was  merely  a  spiritoal  act, 
and,  therefore,  merely  spirituallj  binding 
on  tlio  consciences  of  thn?n  ^-ho  were  tlio 
vriiling  subjects  of  the  Church  of  Rome. 
Of  course  suck  subjects  feel  bound  to 


ing  As  fbeJiogi  of  nuuiy.     Tbaft  toB 

said  — 

"  A  very  general  feeling  exists  among  the  Ettg- 
liah  Roman  Catholic  clergy  againii  tieiBf  any 

longer  under  the  Propaganda,  even  in  spirituals, 
because  it  is  a  secret,  exceptional,  and  despotic 
tribaaal,  that  sets  aside  election  arbitrarily,  as  in 
the  turn  of  Wiseman,  Cullen,  and  others,  and 
is  not  tolen^ed  in  any  Catholic  State  or  real 


nligiooaly  obey  the  spiritual  commands  of ,  bierarcby. 
the  Pontiff.    They  must,  therefore,  violate  \  Now  it  had  been  said,  that  by  the  late  Ee- 
their  consciences  if  they  do  not  do  that  script,  instead  of  increasing  his  power,  the 
which  tho  edict  commanded  them  to  do. 
The  ediet  commands  than  to  do  that 
which,  is,  and  will  be*  declared  to  be  un- 


Pope  had  abandoned  a  portion  of  the  power 
ano  infloenee  he  had  previovuBly  ezerased 
oyer  the  vicars-apostolic,  giving  H  oni  te 
lawful.  If  it  were  merely  a  temporal  be  understood  that  he  bad  done  away 
matter  they  might,  without  offence  to  their  i  with  the  power  of  the  Propaganda  over  the 
xeligioiis  feelings,  de^e  to  obey;  but,  as  bishop  of  this  conntrj,  and  that  instead 
it  is  a  spiritual  matter,  they  haTe  no  choice  |  of  being  arbitrarily  appointed  at  Rome, 
left  thoni.   Tho  noble  Earl  is  perfectly  cor- against  the  wishes  of  the  general  body  in 


rect  that  tho  act  of  the  Tope  was  words 
without  effect,  that  it  hud  uo  force,  that  it 
eonld  teeeive  no  effaet  from  law,  that  no 
one  was  obliged  to  attend  to  it,  that  it  did 
nothing,  and  undid  nothing,  and  that,  there- 
fore, it  ujight  hnvo  been  safely  treated  with 
the  oontempt  it  deserred,  and  that  sneh 
a  paltry  display  of  impotent  arr<^nee  was 
not  wf  rtli  all  tiie  fuss  that  had  been  made. 


England,  the  bishops  iu  this  country  would 
bo  elected  exclusively  by  the  portion  of  the 
Church  that  w'w  in  this  country.  In  Ire* 
land,  up  to  a  recent  period,  the  Ir'sh 
bishops  and  clergy  had  enjoyed  many  of  the 
privileges,  and  were  invested  with  many  of 
the  attributes  of  a  fegidar  hierarchj.  The 
appointment  of  bishops  in  that  country  par- 
took of  the  nature  of  a  national  or  domes* 


or  takiug  any  more  trouble  about.    To  a  tic  arrangement.    Tho  clergy  themselves 


certain  extent  he  (Lord  Beaomont)  agreed 
with  the  noble  Barl;  he  thought  that  a  ri- 
diculous assumption  of  power  had  created 
mtfrc  irritation  than  it  merited;  but,  after 
all,  ridiculous  as  it  was,  it  was  neverthe- 
less an  infraction,  and  an  offensiTe  infirao> 
tion,  of  the  spirit,  nay  even  of  the  letter, 
of  the  law  of  nations.  Government  were 
therefore  justified  in  noticing  it,  and  he 
felt  justified  in  supporting  them.  He 
would  now  consider  in  detail  the  position 
in  which  the  lato  Acts  were  calculated  to 
place  the  E,omaa  Catholics  of  this  country 
as  subjects.  He  must  remind  ^b»  House 
that  the  hierarehy,  professed  to  have  been 
created,  was  not  a  liicra'cliy  elected  from 
among  themselvt;^  aud  by  themselves,  but 
a  hierarchy  nominated  and  governed  by 
the  Propaganda.  Upon  this  snbjeet, 
namelv,  tho  nature  of  tho  hierarchy,  he 


sdeeled  roree  names,  and  ]»aced  dignm, 
dignor,  dignissimiu  beforo  them,  accordin|f 

to  their  ideas  of  their  merits.  The  Popo 
invariably  consecrated  dignissimus.  He 
(Lord  Beaumont)  would  be  very  sorry  to 
see  the  Irish  bishops  lose  this  or  any  other 
right  of  self-government.  He  wislied  thorn 
to  exert  themselves  to  preserve,  or  rather 
to  recover  this  privilege,  of  selecting  the 
most  worthy  person  to  fill  up  the  vacant 
see.  Unfortnnatdjr  that  character  of  free- 
dom and  independence,  which  went  to  con- 
stitute them  a  real  hierarchy  and  made 
than  nalioosl,  had  beoi  latdy  interfered 
with  by  the  Pope  exerdsing  arbitrary 
power  over  them,  and  trampling  on  their 
hitherto  acknowledged  rights.  He  had. 
lately  taken  no  notice  of  either  digwts, 
dUgn/OTt  or  ditymimim,  but  sent  Dr.  CnU 
len  and  other  Roman  favourites  to  govern 


(Lord  iicaumont)  had   received  a  great  i  Tri«h  Catholics,  though  they  had  not  been 


many  letters  from  different  c^uarters.  Most 
of  them,  howew,  were  written  by  Roman 
Catholic  priests,  but  as  tho  consequences 

might  be  serious  to  them  if  they  were 
3uiown  to  have  made  the  commtmioations 
to  him,  he  would  not  mention  the  names 
— he  would  only  say  that  two  or  tliree  of 

them  were  men  of  distinguished  ability, 
and  he  believed  all  of  them  men  of 


rccouimeuded  by  the  Irish  Catholic  pre* 
lates.  The  same  spfarit  breathea  throngk 
the  Rescript  touching  England,  and  bad 

dictated  the  following  passage  : — 

"  We  roMMmoend  the  aforesaid  arohbiahop  and 
bUbopt  that  tbqr  truMaiit,  at  dtM  time*  to  onr 

ooiisrre^.ition  of  the  Propac.uid.i,  fiill  reports  of 
the  state  ol"  ihcir  Churches  ;  for  wo  shall  cootiuue 
to  avail  ourselves  of  the  services  of  the  said  con- 
cfn-catioii  ill  -i<!T-><Tii'>t' rin:r  ■'(!!  mattitfi  ap|nii taia 


sincere 

piety.    He  would  quote  one  as  reprcseut-  j  ing  lo  the  Aii^litoii  tLurthes." 

Lord  B&ammit  ' 
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From  this  nnd  «imikr  passo^s  in  recent 
doeomenU  emanating  from  Rome,  he  drew 
Ae  eonelimoD  tbafe  it  wm  tiw  intnitfMi  of 

that  Court  to  draw  still  closer  the  ties 
'nhirh  l^ound  distant  Churches  to  the  Tro 
pagftuda,  and  to  destroy  whatever  spirit  of 
iudependeacti  had  grown  in  them.  More 
craputie  evidence  of  this  intoition,  so 
adrerse  to  the  independence  of  English 
Catholics,  was  to  be  found  in  a  docnment 
recentlj  puhlished  in  the  Italian  news- 
ptpflts.  It  vts  (here  stated  thet  the 
Pope  had  deternuned  to  bring  the  practice 
ana  di'^clpline  of  his  Church  in  England 
into  closer  conformity  with  the  aaages  of 
Borne;  thet  he  purposed  to  glre  to  the 
enemoDies  and  preaching  in  tli's  country 
a  character  more  closely  allied  to  the  prin- 
ciples and  customs  professed  and  adopted 
under  the  shade  of  the  Vatican  ;  further, 
that  it  was  his  pui*pose  to  estaUidh  for  this 
end  a  purely  Italian  Church  in  London, 
and  to  send  over  to  officiate  in  it  native 
Italian  priests  as  models  to  their  English 
hieduen.  *  Nay,  he  had  been  just  informed 
ttat  the  very  last  appointment  made  to 
one  of  the  pretended  dioceses  had  been  a 
reverend  gentleman  from  Rome,  who  had 
neither  raceiTed  the  sanction  nor  was  much 
to  the  taate  of  the  Roman  Catholic  body. 
Bat  tvitfi  ihh  !ip  must  admit  their  Lord- 
ships hud  ndthitig  to  do.  Parlin.rn''^nt  ■n'n.s 
not  to  come  to  the  rescue  merely  because 
Borne  lorded  it  over  her  spiritual  subjects 
here.  It  ought  not  to  be  a  ground  for 
lo^'slation,  that  the  Catholic  laity  or  the 
Catholic  lower  clergy  were  oppressed  by 
superiors.  That  was  an  amnr  among 
themselves.  No  one  compelled  them  to 
submit.  Pnrliament  left  them  to  do  as 
they  liked;  tbey  might  obey  or  they  might 
take  no  notice  of  the  ordinances  of  either 
Popes  or  Churches.  They  were  left  free 
r-'Tont'^.  He,  for  one,  would  never  ask  the 
Legislature  to  interfere  to  protect  the 
JRoman  Catholics  in  this  country  from  the 
overbearing  domination  of  a  portion  of  the 
priesthood.  All  this,  however,  was  very 
well  for  their  Lordships;  but  in  what  a 
painful  dilemma  were  the  most  zealous 
portion  of  the  Roman  Gatbolies  left !  They 
must  either  bow  down  humbly  at  the  feet 
of  the  Pope,  find  implicitly  obey  his  in- 
junctions, however  opposed  to  their  na- 
tkmei  fleelings  and  loyal  sentiments,  or 
violate  the  behests  of  Rome,  and  thus 
quarrel  with  their  Church.  Thcy  them- 
selves say  that — 

"a  rcfosal  oq  our  (mrta  to  reooguise  the  new 
bishvpi,  their  jnrisdietion,  their  titles,  or  their 


■eet,  would,  according  to  our  coMcientioas  beUa^ 
be  a  wrongful  act,  and  a  tnvaeh  of  the  bond  of 
unity  whieh  indiifolnh^  Undt  us  to  the  See  or 
Rome.'* 

They  were  therefore  in  this  position,  that 
if  tlu  V  l  ooked  on  the  Pope's  act  with  the 
eye  oi  the  law,  and  in  tho  spirit  of  the  con- 
stitution, thej  most  consider  the  whole  as 
null  and  yoid,  and,  if  carried  into  effect,  a 
breach  of  the  law.    But  if,  on  the  con« 
trary,  they  looked  on  it  as  their  Church 
oommanded  them  to  look  upon  it,  tbey 
must  consider  it  as  haviiig  effect  sw  vigore, 
and  doing  all  it  pretends  to  do.    In  the 
former  case  they  must  allow  that  the  titles 
conferred  with,  so  much  pomp  by  the  Pon- 
tiff wore  mere  nicknames,  and  the  an- 
nouncement of  the   destruction   of  the 
ancient  sees,  and  iho  establishment  of  a 
new  hierarchy  in  their  nlace,  a  harmless 
parade  of  idle  words.  Tner  must  say  that 
Dr.  Wiseman  is  only  archbishop  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  residing  in  Westminster, 
and  that  no  archbishopric  of  Westminster 
has  been  erected.   They  would  agree,  in 
fact,  with  Mr.  Roebuck,  who,  in  language 
which  lie  (Lord  Rcamnont)  refrained  from 
using,  hod  described  the  whole  atfair  as  a 
childish,  meaningless,  ridiculous  display  of 
impotence  and  folly  on  the  part  of  a  help- 
leas  priest ;   they  would  agree  that  his 
apnstolicnl  pjippr  was  mere  waste  paper; 
that  as  he  has  no  jurisdiction  hero,  he 
could  do  nodung  here;  that  he  has  neither 
erected  or  suppressed  anything  ;  and  that 
Canterbury  and  Westminster  were  just 
where  they  were.    Of  course  if  this  were 
so,  and  if  the  Roman  Gatiielios,  not  giving 
implicit  faith  and  obedience  to  the  Rescript, 
had  considered  that  the  Pope  had  literally 
done  nothing,  that  he  had  neither  sup- 
pressed the  rights  of  andsnt  sees  or  created 
new  ones,  then  all  parties  could  have  af- 
forded  to  laugh  at  the  pompous  emanation 
of  the  Vaticau,  and  all  legislation  on  the 
subject  wonld  hare  been  worse  than  idle. 
It  would  thra  haTo  been  ea^  to  say  that 
they  could  not  make  a  law  to  prevent  tho 
Pope  giving  nick  nam  op,  albeit  these  nick- 
names were  taken  from  towns  and  cities  in 
Enj^bnd,  snd  that  it  was  useless  to  de- 
clare buUfl  and  letters  null  and  void  be- 
cause they  wore  to  already,  and  no  new 
law  could  make  them  less  than  they  were, 
beeause  they  were  already  nothing.  But 
now  take  the  nltemative.    If  Roman  Ca- 
tholics could  not  conscientiously  look  on 
the  Pope's  Bull  as  a  useless,  meaningless 
decree,  having  no  force  or  effect;  if  they 
regarded  it  as  an  obligation  upon  them. 
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and  felt  bound  faithfully  ta  cooapljr  with  ita 
inj auctions,  and  to  give  fbD  foriw  to  Hs 
inewung ;  if  thtj  felt  bound  to  do  tbis, 
they  must  vin1-itr  tlin  law.  The  Rescript 
j»r«8  not  for  them,  as  for  the  noble  Earl,  a 
ttere  form.  It  never  was  intended  ab  a 
Me  form;  Hm  Owrt  of  B4MM  mMpt  dm 
0lwt  to  be  what  on  the  face  of  it  it  pro- 
Ibssed  to  be.  It  wfi'?  intended  to  have  the 
effect  of  totally  annihilatiog  and  d<»troyiog 
Ibr  e?er  all  the  aaeient  aeca  and  dioeaaea 
^riiieh  existed  ia  this  country  before  its 
promulgation.  It  was  intended  to  have 
the  effect  of  suppressing  the  ancient  arch- 
bishoprics of  Canterbuiy  and  Ywk,  witk 
•H  their  right*,  privihigea,  [aad  jtniidio- 
ti<Hi8.   The  Beaonft  mjb — 

**  We,  by  the  plenltado  of  nur  apo^olic  autho- 
rity, tako  away  and  abrogate  all  power  wliatsoerur 
of  ImpMing  obligatian  ar  aenftiting  right  from  all 
cui^tomn  .it  \vhntover  period,  oven  the  moat  slsx- 
tkut  ur  imuieujorial,  they  may  hare  bc«n  intro- 
duced ;  further,  whatcvr  n  ^'iilatiou!?  in  the  aii- 
eient  aystem  of  the  Anglican  Chorcbes  may  bavo 
basQ  inpoMd,  shall  baaoaAwth  aany  no  tight  or 
abKgatioB  with  than.'* 

But  that  was  not  nil.    The  Beseript  went 

further  on  to  say  that — 

**  tbew  lett«r8-ap08tolio  vhaU  always  be  valid  and 
in  Ibree,  netwUbstandiiiif  all  rif bts  and  fN4Tileg«& 

of  the  ancient  wea  of  Eni:!nnrl  ind  of  all  Churches 
wbatsoever,  notwithsuuiiliiug  all  tlunga  to  (bo  oon- 
tnijr  wbatsoeTer.** 

Thna  the  Pope  oaDa  on  all  hta  &IlUal 

anbjects  here  to  sweep  away  the  right  re- 
verend T^cnoli  on  liis  (Lord  Beauniont'^l 
left,  or,  at  any  rate,  the  aees  in  virtue  uf 
whieh  they  ait,  and  to  eatahliah  in  their 
ttoad  one  metropolitan,  and  twelve  enffra- 
gan  bi'iliops.  But  he  was  not  content 
with  moreij  this,  for  lie  goes  on  to  lieoree 

—  "  tliat  if  in  any  manner  any  attempt  shall  bo 
made  by  any  person  or  by  any  anthority,  knoir- 
ingly  or  ignoraatly,  to  aei  aside  tbeso  T"tTfniflt». 

such  attempt  shall  bo  null  and  void." 

Why,  what  was  this  i  Was  it  not  telling 
Ae  Roman  Catheiiei  in  this  eonnlrf  to 
hold  any  act  of  the  Legislatore,  or  any 
Order  of  the  Queen  in  Council,  which 
might  be  opposed  to  his  arrangemonis*  to 
he  mfl  and  void,  and  not  te  ebm  thein? 
Was  it  not  actually  ui-^ing  thn  avsfeets  of 
this  realm  to  set  at  defiance  the  coti^ti 
toted  authorities  of  the  ooaotry,  and  to 
liae  in  raiteffloa  against  Ae  laws  of  the 
lend?  Was  not  this,  under  a  spiritual 
guise,  promotiiiL;  disloyaUy  nnd  disaffection 
in  all  those  over  whom  he  exercised  spiri- 
taal  authority;  was  it  the  act  of  a  friendly 
Sorereign  ?  waa  it  the  nminer  in  whkA 
one  eonntry  at  peaee  with  another  ahovld 
Lord  Jhanmont 


net  S  wais  it  not  on  the  contrary  a  dureet 
iuterferenoe  in  thn  SMit  tanporlwifc  md 

most  jealenak^ watched  intaneta  of  thia 

kinL'^Jijin.  namely,  (il>edienoe  to  the  laws 
and  respect  to  the  Soverei^  ?  Yet  this 
was  the  very  dileuinia  in  which  the  Court 
of  Room  had  wittingly  plaeed  aeme  tfae»- 
aands  of  onr  fellow-subjects.  Would  Rome 
herself  havr-  been  silent  if  the  Crown  of 
£o|^aDd  had  acted  in  the  aame  manner 
towards  it)  If  Protaatant  hiahopriea  hod 
been  attempted  to  have  been  efettod  theca^ 
bibles  distrilinterl  by  the  Goremment  here, 
and  the  Protestant  converts  ia  Italy  toid 
to  eonaider  any  deereea  ef  their  Sovereign 
contrary  to  the  new  jnrisdietions  null  and 
void,  would  not  in  such  n  cn-i^  tliu  Pope 
Iirivc  in?^tlv  (lf'oni''>d  this  couiiti'v  L:'uitv  of 
a  brcacix  ui  mteruationai  law  i  ii  bu,  in 
what  other  light  ooold  the  raeent  appeal 
to  parties  in  this  country  be  regarded  ? 
They  must  take  the  documents  of  all  fo- 
reign Powers  in  tbeur  clear  and  literal 
aeoae;  and  if  they  did  ao,  they  wonUL  ind 
one  portion  of  their  countrymen  engaged 
in  an  nnhappj  struTT-f^  between  their  du- 
ties as  English  ciiueus,  and  their  obo- 
dieoce  as  the  humble  subjects  of  the 
Ohntoh  of  Kome.  Whet  were  these  no- 
fortunate  Eni^lishmcn  to  do  ?  Were  they 
to  oppose  tlie  authority  of  the  head  of 
their  Church,  or  were  they  to  militate 
againat  Ae  principlee  of  the  eenelitntion  f 
Their  ft-iends,  both  in  doors  and  out,  told 
thera  that  it  was  a  purely  spiritual  matter, 
as  if  that  waa  any  coosoiatioD;  why,  if  it 
wna  sfimtnal,  it  waa  ao  mnah  thn  weiao, 
for  it  was  then  binding  on  their  eoneewneai. 
The  Church  used  the  argument  to  make 
them  pay  greater  duferuuce  to  the  cdiet; 
the  noble  Earl  and  others  used  it  to  indooe 
them  to  oMke  light  of  it.  It  was  at  bent 
an  unfortunate  argument,  and  had  better 
nevpr  !)ave  been  stated  as  a  fact  on  au- 
thority. That  the  spiritual  autiiunty 
ahonld  OTonide  the  temporal  enthati^,  i« 
a  maxim  of  ^  Reeaan  Catholic  Chnrch; 
and  if  that  maxim  is  applied  in  this  case, 
the  edict  of  Rome  is  to  override  an  Act  of 
Fai'fament.  A  efaoiee  mnet  he  mnde  be- 
tween the  oenflicting  jnriedictions.  Rome 
knew  well  enough  that  a  struggle  mnat 
eusue;  she  thought  herself  str^ger  than 
vhe  has  since  found  herself  to  he, 
therefore  knowingly  provoked  dM  eonteet. 
Tlie  noble  Earl  warned  them  of  the  con- 
sequences of  the  a{)plication  of  tliis  Bill  to 
Ireland;  he  (Lurd  lieauiuontji  allowed  that 
it  waa  a  miafortime  that  tbej  were  obliged 
to  do  thia  or  nnjdiing  ebe  whieh  might 
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give  a  handle  to  tkoae  who  were  ready  to 

.^reafco  confusion  in  that  unhappy  land; 
hut  the  diaturbaucoa  aad  violent^  pn>oeed- 
iBgt  tbe  ^pmUdm  luA  piodlacod  or  «iB 
liblfto  prodnoe  in  Ifehndiras  no  excuse, 
hut  rather  an  aggraTation,  of  the  Pope's 
ofence  against  the  country.  It  was  not  a 
Maro  error,  but  a  crime,  on  the  part  of 
My  fikM^ftt  Court  at  peaoo  with  this  com- 
trv,  to  address  a  lar^e  portiou  of  the  popu- 
lation of  Knc'land  or  Ireland  in  such  a 
atraiu  an  it  knew  would  create  civil  iios- 
'tilifty  and  aodal  Mafiwmk  Tbe  het  waa, 
that  this  act  wm  aiily  a  jpirt  or  pottioQ  of 
a  general  effort  now  making  in  Europe  to 
4>ppo«e  or  destroy  liberal  institutioni.  The 
Jkoble  Barl  had  alladed,  albeit  iadittinetly, 
to  tbe  reactionary  movement  now  in  pro- 
gress on  the  Continent;  and  hr-  miuht  have 
added,  that  the  ultramontane  |tariy  v  orc 
the  chief  allies  of  that  moveaieut.  it  uu- 
iHtanately  happened  that  tbe  nltramoa- 
taoe  doctrines  had  for  some  time  past  been 
predotr.ina?it  in  tlic  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
This,  at  ica&t,  was  tho  case  on  this  side 
•tbe  Alee:  a  ae«r  light,  it  was  true,  of  a 
yvf  different  character  was  hreaklng 
through  the  darkn^s  which  had  so  long 
jieigaed  on  the  other  side,  but  that  circum- 
•teaee  liad«  ai  leaet  ae  yet,  no  influence  on 
the  coontriea  to  the  north  of  the  Alps. 
In  Frnn^'o,  in  Germany,  lu  Switzerland, 
ultramoutaiiism  was  the  doctrine  of  tli*^ 
Biajority  of  those  who  still  adhored  strictly 
to  tbe  Oatbotte  religion.  It  was  easy  to 
trace  this  fact  to  its  source,  and  show  the 
eause  of  this  effect.  It  originated  in  the 
general  iudifferentism  which  perraded  those 
eooBtiiee  as  far  ae  Cburdi  matteri  were 
eeaoernecls  the  great  body  of  the  educated 
classes  or  of  the  middle  class<'3  did  not 
/care  about  the  qoestiou,  and  left  to  a  iaw 
eathntiaete  all  diacuraion  on  the  subject 
When  a  more  general  zeal  for  tho  Roman 
Catholic  faith  pervaded  the  nominal  fol- 
lowers of  that  reli?non,  the  CiKf»!pine  party 
were  predoiuiiuini;  but  with  the  indiffer- 
eatiam  wbieb  bae  now  oone  «rer  Ae  mdns- 
trioua  classes  on  tho  Continent,  that  party 
Tclavod  its  exertions,  and  the  ultramontancs 
remaiaod  still  active  in  tho  field.  Tlie  oon- 
aequenee  iras»  that  tbe  whole  Obnirii  bad 
assusoed  tbat  eharacter,  and  a  GalUoaa,  or 
what  was  called  a  ri'^rslrin?^,  is  se!irr'»^)v 
^deeaMd  a  true  Eoniau  Uathoiic.  The  late 
fitweedings  taken  in  tbe  name  aad  by  the 
antbority  of  Borne  were  a  neoeBsarj  por- 
tion of  thi"^  movement ;  they  were  attempt.% 
to  brings  the  Roman  Catholic  estahli^hmenf 
in  this  eountry  into  closer  keeping  with  the 


character  of  the  Church  abroad ;  to  give  to 
the  Roman  Catholics  here  those  ultramon- 
tane principles  which  govern  the  rampant 
Bomaniem  ef  a  party  oa  tbe  Oowfwent; 
and  to  stifle  aad  root  out  any  liberalauH 
which  may  have  grown  up  of  late  years 
amongst  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this  eoun- 
try. It  was  an  attempt  to  substitute  what 
was  Roman  for  what  was  merely  Catholic, 
and  to  bring  over  the  whole  body  of  the 
laity  (who  were  well  sati.sfied  with  theii' 
position  of  equal  civil  rights)  to  the  nar- 
row-minded, illiberal  ofinione  maiateined 
by  a  few  bigoted  coQTOrts,  wbc^,  by  tbdr 
fanaticism,  had  done  more  injury  to  their 
adopted  religion  than  they  had  done  liarm 
to  tin  fiutfi  of  tbeir  fotbers  by  leaving  it; 
it  was  an  attempt  to  inoculate  with  tbe  ex- 
travagance and  prejudices  of  those  late-con- 
verted  7.ealots,  those  iionourabio,  straight- 
forward Catholics  of  ancient  family  who 
were  proud  to  oonform  and  act  up  to  the 
spirit  of  the  free  and  independent  consti- 
tution of  these  realms — it  was  an  att  nnpt 
to  introduce  priestly  rule  into  what  was 
purely  secular,  to  put  tbe  laity  booeaththe 
foot  of  the  clergy,  and  to  give  to  the  spi- 
ritual power  what  naturally  helongs  to  tlio 
temporal  authority.  It  was,  above  all,  an 
attempt  to  introduce,  what  be  hoped  be 
should  never  sec,  tho  interference  of  the 
Churcli  of  Rome  in  the  educational  cstab- 
lishmentti  of  this  eountry — to  root  out  of 
Ireland  all  schools  founded  on  liberal  prin- 
ciples, and  open  to  all  peratiasiono  to 
destroy  the  Queen's  Colleges,  those  great- 
est of  blc.'?'^in?rs  ever  bestowed  on  Ireland 
— to  undurnuue  the  national  system  of 
edueation,  aad  thus,  as  it  were,  to  build  a 
wall  round  Roman  Catholics,  within  whioh 
their  niind<i  cniild  he  trained  in  tho  doc- 
trines of  absolutism,  and  that  system  of 
blind  obedience,  which  was  the  eomet^ 
stone  of  Rome — a  wall  which  might  suo> 
ccssfully  oxchide  tliosr  liirlsts  of  science 
and  litorature  which  encouraged  free  judg- 
meut  and  free  investigation — a  wall,  in 
fine,  witbui  which  something  in  the  way 
of  an  IndfUB  ExpurgcUorms  might  he  es- 
tablished, which  would  gunnl  Roman  Ca- 
tholics from  everything  in  modern  disco- 
very or  soientific  progress,  whioh,  while  it 
illustrated  and  reflected  the  spirit  of  the 
a:^'",  clnr^hc  '1  v.  -tli  the  obsolete  doctrines 
aad  mcdiueval  prejudices  uf  infallible  Rome. 
This  movement,  was  a  part  of  that  system 
which  suppressed  chairs  of  modern  sciences 
at  Bolocrna — which  •wnrrcd  n"''ii!iL-t  the 
Univpr^ities  of  France  and  Germany — 
which  declared  astronomy  to  be  deism,  and 
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part  of  this  free  country  against  the  at- 
tempt made  to  enslave  the  mind  of  Europe. 
A  breach  of  iDtemaiional  law  had .  been 
eommittedy  uid  m  hiBvlt  offered  to  the 
Crown.  OoTWDiDent  could  not  renma 
totally  innctire  under  the  circumstances. 
Ther  most  have  done  something.  He 
would  not  My  thftt  what  they  bad  done 
was  precisely  thai  which  he  should  hara 
wished  to  have  seen  them  do;  but  there 
was  no  choice,  and  he  therefore  accepted 
the  measure  of  the  Governoieat  in  the 
light  of  a  proteat ;  not  a  Tory  itroog 
protest,  but  still  a  protest,  against  the 
spirit  of  absolutism  of  which  Rome  waa 
the  fount4iiu-head»  and  of  which  the  re- 
oent  BttU  waa  the  exponent.  Ho  con- 
fessed that  the  details  of  the  measure  weni 
not  much  to  his  taste.    Had  he  been  pos- 


geology  to  be  matcnalism — which  forbids 
to  its  disciples  half  the  literature  of  Eu- 
ro]^, and  bans  as  infidelity  all  modern 
philosophy.    The  end  lon^  for  by  the 

promoters  of  this  system  was  to  crush  all 
freedom  of  conscience  and  'pirit  of  inde- 
pendence; and  because  it  tcaded  to  destroy 
ciTiI  as  well  as  religious  liberty,  the  friends 
of  absolutism,  and  the  advocates  of  despo- 
tic thrones  had  combined  to  give  it  their 
temporary  supy>ort.  lie  (Jinrd  Bcnumont) 
believed  tliut  thov  were  adopting  an  un- 
wise poliey  in  so  dobg.for  though  they  in- 
tended only  to  use  ultramontanism  as  an 
instrument  to  forward  their  own  worldly 
ends,  they  would  find  it  a  weapon  which, 
however  dexteroosly  handled/ would  break 
in  their  hands  and  wound  themselves. 
They  thought  to  gain  to  t}'r':r  own  pur- 
poses the  clergy  and  zealous  portion  of  |  sessed  of  sufficient  influence,  or  been  the 


the  followers  of  Rome,  and  to  use  their 
adherence  as  a  tool  for  opposing  the  yearn- 
ings after  llherty  in  the  rising  generation. 
It  was  for  this  that  Austria  had  abandoned 
the  wise  and  useful  laws  of  Joseph  II., 
and  it  waa  for  this  that  Tnseany  had  al- 
lowed to  be  repealed  the  equally  wise  in- 
stitutions of  Leopold  II.  It  was  for  this 
that  both  Austria  and  Tuscany  had  al- 
lowed rdligioos  bigotry  to  disturb  those  pro- 
innces,  which  before  had,  in  consequence  of 
the  lo  w  to  which  ho  had  rofrrred,  been,  as 
far  as  religious  questions  were  concerned,  in 
a  comparatively  happy  and  contented  state. 
Now»  he  (Lord  Beaumont)  firmly  believed 
thfit  what  he  had  stated  was  the  true  cha- 
racter of  this  niovenient,  and  that  the  epe- 
eial  act,  to  meet  which  the  preseut  Bill 
was  prepared,  waa  a  part,  and  an  impor- 
tant part,  of  that  movement.  In  this  full 
conviction  ho  could  not  hesitate  for  a 
moment  to  ^oin  heartily  in  any  attempt  to 
protest  against  this  daring  bvasion  on 
the  liberties  of  Earope-^this  war  on  the 
ritrhts  of  conscience  —  this  war  on  the 
principle  of  free  judgment — this  war  on 
the  Very  soul  of  ' civil  and  religious  liberty 
— this  war  against  literature  and  science — 
in  fine,  tliis  attempt  to  force  the  world 
back  to  the  barbarism  of  the  middle  nrrcs. 
lie  did  not  regard  this  Bill  as  a  mere 
enactment  against  names  or  the  aMump- 
tion  of  titles  of  honour;  he  looked  upon  it 
as  a  declaration  of  principle.  It  was  the 
expression  of  the  will  of  this  country;  it 
was  a  declaraUon  of  natioual  independence 
in  spiritual  as  well  as  in  temporal  concerns. 
It  was  nn  avowal  of  our  detci-niitiation  to 
oppose  all  interference  with  freedom  of 
thouglit;  it  was,  above  all,  a  protest  on  the 
Lord  Beaumottt 


person  to  have  acted  in  the  matter,  he 
would  have  humbly  advised  and  have  pm% 

sued  a  different  course.    Tie  TTfmld  hare 
embodied  the  feeling  of  the  coimtry  in  a 
much  more  solemn  and  formal  protest  tliaa 
the  feeble  doooment  before  them.  He 
would  have  left  pseudo  titles  and  pretended 
sees  unnoticed  in  their  insignificance,  and 
not  have  legislated  against  non-ezisUiu^, 
though  pretended  jurisdictions :  he  would, 
however,  have  called  to  account  the  real 
offender,  that  is,  the  foreign  Sovero;r"i 
himself.    Ho  believed  that  be  bad  never 
before  in  his  life  agreed  with  a  noble  Bad 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Winchilsea);  but  on 
the  present  occasio)i  he  fully  coincided  in 
an  opinion  that  noble  Earl  had  expressed 
in  a  letter  published  some  months  ago. 
He  would,  as  that  noble  Earl  suggested, 
have  sent  a  right-trusty  servant  of  the 
Crown  to  Rome,  and  there  have  demanded 
a  full  explanation  of  the  l  ope's  conduct, 
and,  if  need  be,  ample  reparation  for  the 
insult.    Had  this  course  been  pursued  at 
an  earlier  peHnJ,  much  of  the  agitation 
which  had  shaken  the  friendly  relations  of 
different  sects  might  have  been  avoided. 
He  did  not  deny  that  that  agitation  had 
been  natural,  and  even  desirable,  inasmuch 
as  it  was  an  expression  of  the  national  iv'iW; 
but  iu  some  instances  it  hud  degenerated 
into  seeterian  videnee,  and  given  oeeasioB 
to  the  utterance  of  language  breathing  a 
dangerous  spirit  of  rancour  and  bigotry. 
He  was  disgusted  as  well  as  grieved  to 
hear  ProtMtants  who  professeif  the  doc^ 
trinea  of  free  judgment,  giving  vent  to  un- 
neccs??ary  nnrrow-miuded  and  intolerant 
expressions  of  religious  fanaticism.  But 
the  intolerance  of  some  and  the  arrogance 
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of  others,  was  no  reason  why  he  should 
not  do  his  duty  by  the  coontiy.  and  give 
his  vote  according  to  his  conscience.  They 
all  knew  that  as  far  n«  the  penalties  went, 
the  Bill  would  be  a  dead  letter;  but  that 
WHS  not  a  gretkt  demerit  in  hi*  pobt  of 
ricw,  for  it  was  as  a  protCBt,  and  a  protest 
alone,  thut  he  gnvc  his  vote  in  favour  of  it.  : 
lie  had  now,  he  trusted,  clearly  stated 
both  bis  views  of  the  case,  and  motires  of 
hie  eondiiet.  If  in  doing  so  he  had  tued 
any  expression  which  could  give  ofFcnco  to 
any  party,  either  withni  doors  or  out,  lie 
begged  to  assure  those  parties  tltat  no 
aneh  oflTenee  was  intended.  He  was  anx- 
ious for  the  fullest  as  well  as  the  most  free 
discus'sion  of  the  subject,  and  of  his  opin- 
ions of  it.  He  was  ready  to  listen  to  the 
objections  and  the  vievrs  of  others,  in  h/m 
he  wished  the  truth  of  the  case  to  be  eli- 
cited, and  ho  would  assure  the  noble  Lords 
on  the  bench  below  the  gangway,  that  he 
had  their  interests  at  heart,  and  iroold  do 
nothing  which  he  believed  wonld  injure 
them;  but  lip  ninst  remind  them  that  lie 
had  also  the  interests  of  the  whole  com- 
muuity  at  heart,  and  that  he  wouid  do 
nothing  to  injure  that  great  British  society 
of  which  he  as  well  as  they  were  membors. 
It  was  gratifying  to  him  to  have  been 
allowed  to  have  unfolded  hb  mind  at  such 
length,  and  he  begged  in  condnmon  to 
thank  their  Lordships  for  the  attention 
and  patience  irith  which  they  had  listened 
to  him. 

The  DUKB  of  WELLINGTON  ;  My 
Lords,  it  was  my  fortune  many  years  ago 

to  prevail  on  you  to  accept  the  Tloman  Ca- 
tholic Relief  Act,  and  1  have  felt  it  my 
duty  on  all  occasions,  and  under  various 
cireumstanees,  to  ohiect  to  any  legislation 
which  interfered  with  that  measure.  All 
its  provisions  were  well  considered  at  the 
time.  They  were  founded  on  the  petitions 
presented  to  Parliament  by  the  Roman 
Catholics,  with  the  view  of  obtaining  an 
Act  of  that  kind.  All  the  end<'avour3  which 
for  thirty  years  had  been  made  in  order  to 
obtain  what  were  called  securities  for  the 
Church,  accompanying  concessions  to  the 
Roman  Catholics,  were  tal<en  into  consid- 
iM-ation,  and  after  all  the  Catholic  Relief 
Bill  was  proposed  to  your  Lordships,  and 
carried  through  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
by  the  aid  of  very  large  minorities.  I 
shall  always  feel  it  my  duty  to  maintain 
the  provisions  of  that  measure;  and,  I  con- 
fess, I  Tiewed  with  alarm,  and  f«At  great 
concern  at,  the  Bull  and  other  papers  which 
appeared  in  the  course  of  last  year,  and 


under  which  a  hierarchy  was  appointed  by 
the  Pope,  -  and  those  other  proceedings 

adopted  which  have  occasioned  the  Bill 
now  proposed  to  your  Lordships  by  the 
Govcrnweut,  whose  organ  is  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite,  because  it  was  appa- 
rent to  me  that  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
to  pass  over  these  things  without  having 
recourse  to  some  freah  act  of  legislation. 
The  Pope  himself  b  a  man  of  mild  char* 
acter — he  was  a  popular  individual — he 
sought  popularity  on  all  occasions,  and  ho 
states  in  the  very  Rescript  which  he  sent 
to  this  country  that  he  was  sensible  there 
w«re  two  modes  of  prpriding  for  superior 
ecclesiastical  jurisdiction  over  Roman  Ca- 
tholics in  this  country,  and  he  discuss- 
ed in  this  very  paper  those  two  modes 
of  obtaining  the  object  he  had  in  view. 
One  of  those  modes  was  the  appoint- ' 
mcnt  of  vicars-apostolic,  and  the  other 
the  appointment  of  Oai-dinal  Wiseman  to 
the  Archdiocess  of  Westminster;  thus 
creating  an  archdiocess  in  a  district  which 
iiirhitloH  the  Queen's  Palace  and  the  seat 
of  the  Legislature,  and,  moreover,  estab- 
lishing in  this  island  a  regular  Roman  Ca- 
tholic hierarchy,  with  the  seat  of  *an  arch- 
bishop and  several  bishops.  The  Pope 
took  this  latter  course,  and  relinquished  the 
old  mode  of  effecting  his  object,  which  had 
been  recogtused  and'  approved  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country.  Under  these 
circumstances — the  character  of  the  Popo 
being  such  as  I  have  described — I  confess 
I  was  anxious  to  Icnow  what  could  havo 
been  tho  motive  for  the  preference  given 
to  the  new  mode  of  proceeding.  Tho 
noble  Lord  who  nddressed  you  just  now, 
with  so  much  honour  to  himself,  knowuig 
the  position  of  the  Roman  Catholie»— know- 
ing the  state  of  opinion  at  Rome — being 
sensible  that  a  desire  is  entertained  to  stifle 
liberal  opinions  in  this  country,  thought  he 
pereeived  the  drift  of  the  Rescript  in  read- 
ing it.  For  myself,  however,  1  confess  I 
could  not  discover  the  drift  of  the  proceed- 
ing until  I  read  the  attack  made  by  Cardi- 
nal Wiseman  on  tho  Dean  and  Chapter  of 
Westminster.  Then  it  occurred  to  mo 
what  was  the  object  aimed  at.  It  was  the 
old  object  of  antagonism  to  the  Established 
Church  of  this  country,  and  the  courso  was 
taken  by  the  advice  of  Cardinal  Wiseman, 
as  he  himself  states.  At  the  same  time  at 
which  Cardinal  Wiseman  published  tlio 
Rescript  which  notified  his  own  promotion, 
he  made  an  attack,  entirely  undeserved, 
on  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster. 
1  then  could  doubt  no  longer  as  to  the  ob- 
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jMt  of  Borne,  and  I  saw  el«arly  that  some- 
thing like  this  Bill  which  I  now  hold  in  mj 
hnnd  must  be  brought  under  the  considera- 
tion of  your  Lordships,  or  that  I  must  gire 
mj  emumt  to  certain  alterations  of  tho 
terms  of  the  llellef  Act.  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  e<3ncur  in  the  proposition  of  my 
nobie  Friend  that  the  Bill  shall  be  re«d  a 
aeeond  tine  this  d^y  ax  monUis.  Cmnun- 
sianccs  havo  occurred  which  render  it  im- 
possible for  you  to  return  to  the  position  in 
which  you  stood  b^ore  this  act  of  the  Pope 
was  eottmiUed.  The  oljeet  of  Ae  pummg 
of  the  Relief  Act  was  to  repeal  all  the  laws 
adopted  against  the  Roman  Catholics,  first 

I  at  the  Refuruiation;  next,  at  the  time  of 
what  was  called  the  Popish  Plot;  and, 
ihirdljf  in  eonteqnence  of  the  Po^^  reign 
of  James  IL,  and  the  War  of  Succession  in 

'  Ireland,  out  of  which,  and  its  consequences, 
grew  all  tho  penal  enactments  against  Ca- 
tboliea  ia  that  eomtry.  Il  was,  I  say,  the 
ohject  of  the  Bdief  Aet  to  get  rid  of  these 
altogether.  But  tho'^o  who  brought  for- 
ward that  Act — those  who  urged  your 
Lordehipe  aad  tho  other  Home  to  sopport 
it— repeatedly  stated  that  nothing  therein 
touched  thf  Irxw?  on  whicli  the  Reforma- 
tion was  tuuiuled.  That  was  cautiously 
avoided.  When  we,  the][authors  and  pro- 
moters of  the  ReHef  Act,  were  charged 
with  having  touched  the  lleformation,  we 
distinctly  proved  the  contrary,  and  showed 
that  we  had  done  nothing  to  affect  the  laws 
hj  which  the  Reforaoatieii  was  oetahHiihed 
mthis  country.  la  1846,  heweifer-  ib  the 
reign  of  the  present  Queen — certain  old 
statutes  were  repealed,  and  among  them 
OM  relathig  to  the  iatrodaeliofi  of  Balls 
into  this  country.  If  that  law  bad  not  been 
repealed,  it  would  have  been  imposhible  that 


hut  must  pass  a  meaaare  to  meet  the  par. 
tieular  act  of  the  Pope  complained  of,  and 
to  prevent  the  repetition  of  ^ueh  acts  in 
future.  I  have  no  desire  to  infringe  tho 
religions  priT^eges  of  the  Roman  Catbeliea; 
on  the  contrary,  I  wish  tliem  to  enjoy  every 
means  of  followinef  their  roli;^ion  with  per- 
fect freedom.  I  ivouid  wish  to  make  no 
altetatlott  ia  the  fteUef  Aet,  hat  I  de  not 
see  how  this  measare  can  be  avoided.  I 
confess  I  view  without  apprehension  the 
effect  which  this  measure  may  have  in  ire- 
laad.  We  bare  had  a  good  deal  of  expeii- 
eneaof  the  effect  produced  iu  Ireland  bj 
measnres  passed  by  the  Legis^aturr.  Tlif^re 
was  the  Rehef  Act.  A  great  deal  waa 
expected  from  that,  and  it  was  said  that  it 
would  pat  an  ead  to  agttaiion  in  Ireland 
for  ever.  But  in  the  very  year — nay,  I 
believe,  almost  iu  the  very  month  in  which 
it  became  the  law  of  the  iaad,  Irish  agita- 
tion leeoavMneed.  Hoar  eC^»  tiaee 
has  the  Crown,  from  time  to  time,  had  oc- 
casion to  complain  of  acr'tn'tnn  in  Ireland? 
How  often  lias  the  (Jrowu  cunie  to  Farlia- 
nMBttodeaiaad  additiaaa]  powers  for  the 
porpoae  ef  putting  down  the  agitati<ia«  or 
worse  than  agitation,  existing  in  that  coun- 
try— the  Relief  xVct  notwitbstandlug  f  My 
advice  to  your  Lordships  is  to  do  thai  which 
is  just  and  aeceesary  to  nyiiatMn  the  pewar 
and  prerogatives  of  the  Grown,  and  to  pro- 
t»?ct  the  subjects  of  this  country,  and  no 
more;  and  you  may  rely  on  it  you  will 
ha?e  the  support  and  good  wishes  ef  tiae 
lojal  people  of  Ireland  as  well  as  of  this 
country.  Havint?  the  TM?sfortune  on  this 
oeoaston  to  differ  from  my  noble  Friend  the 
nohle  Bad  vhe  addiaseed  jreur  Lordehipa 
second  in  the  dahate*  I  felt  it  aeeesaatj  t» 
trouble  yon  with  these  few  words,  to  show 


the  act  of  the  Pope  could  have  taken  efTect,   on  what  grounds  I  intend  to  support  t) 


and,  consequently,  all  fresh  legislatiou 
wodd  have  heen  TOaecseiaiy*  Caadinal 

Wiseman  would  not  have  dared  to  come  to 
England  and  published  the  Pope's  Bull  or 
Rescript,  ebtablishing  the  new  hierarchy. 
The  thing  was  imposnhle;  iteonldnoihaTe 
happened*  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
say  yon  crtnnot  rptum  to  the  position  in 
which  you  htuod  wiien  the  Koman  Cstholie 
BeKef  Aet  was  passed,  or  hefore  die  Act 
1S46  passed,  which  repealed  the  penal- 
ties attaching  to  all  thr  Act-  with  which  it 
dealt,  but  left  the  acts  themselves  standing 
as  misdemeanours.  The  l^^Iation  on  the 
snhjeet  etanda  in  this  state,  that  suede- 
meanourf^  may  he  committed,  but  cannot 
be  puiiishixl.  Under  these  circumstances, 
1  say  you  cannot  stand  ou  the  Relief  Act, 

The  Duke  of  Wellington 


Motion   for  tho  second  reading  of  this 

m 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  was  un- 
derstood to  say,  tlmt  if  he  thought  the 
measure  was  calculated  to  be  at  all  hurtful 
to  the  feelings  of  his  Boman  Cathofie  fel* 
low-subjects,  he  should  not  rote  for  it.  B«t 
all  fear  of  interfering  with  their  roligtotis 
principles  or  privileges  had  been  remored 
by  the  speech  of  one  of  the  most  dia- 
tinguishcd  of  its  uiemh«M  whieh  he  had 
just  heard.  His  feelings  on  tho  subject 
were  those  of  millions  of  the  people  <7f  this 
country.  He  aduutted  that  the  character 
of  the  neUe  Barl  (Ihe  Earl  ef  Abeedeen). 
and  the  distinguished  positions  he  haid 
occupied,  entitled  his  opinions  to  great 
weight ;  but»  at  the  same  time,  as  Secro- 
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tarj  of  State  of  a  former  Administrntion,  S  in  support  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
it  WM  bis  doty  to  see  that  tke  boooor  of  |  al^boqgk  Im  did  not  entlr^  agree  in  the 
this  country  should  not  be  attacked  or  in-  \  coarse  they  had  adopted.  He  could  have 
suited  by  a  foreign  Power.  Now,  the  I  eftniestly  wished  that  his  noble  Friend — 
present  question  he  took  to  be  this — that  1  he  meant  a  noble  Earl  who  was  not  then 


tke  Pope,  ft  temporal  prinee,  bed,  in  the 

appointaieilt  of  those  bishops,  in  the  face 
of  Europe,  nnd  in  the  tooth  of  that  groat 


in  bie  piece  (the  Eerl  of  Derby) — bad 
bcea  tnere  to  ezpbun  again,  as  he  had 

done  once  before,  w^fif  hh  p!nn  wotild 


empire,  declared  that  England  was  his  have  been  in  dealing  with  thin  question, 
fief,  and  tbat  be  would  divide  end  gotem  Tke  noble  Sni  steted  tbet  bte  line  of  pt«- 
it.   It  WM  to  prevent  the  repetition  of  coedieg  would  have  been,  "fini  edeolera* 

such  an  ag£rro«=^''nn  that  he  recon:u'TS(  il  the  tory  resolution,  by  which  he  would  have 
necessity  of  the  present  Bill.  He  knew  }  shown  the  Pope  the  feohiic:  of  the  people 
of  no  other  country  in  which  sucli  conduct  >  of  this  country  ;  and  after  that,  having 
veold  have  been  iolertted ;  end  be  imisi  met  the  int  bead  of  tiie  offinee— the  in* 


say  that  the  forms  of  common  civility  and 
common  courtesy  had  been  violated  by 
such  an  unautborised  interference  in  tbe 
a&ire  of  lUe  eeentry.  Tbe  tenns  need 
in  the  Beeeript  were  not  usoel  ie  Ae  cese 
of  ori<^  SorerciiTii  addrcssinj^  another;  nor 
were  they  generally  used  by  ^e  Pope 
bhes^  in  eddresBhig  other  Sovereigns. 
Thtt  nol)le  Eari  nid,  they  ought  to  have 
attacked?  the  man  who  hn*I  made  the  ajj- 
grespion  upon  them,  nntl  not  their  fellow- 

eountryuien.  Now,  when  the  noble  Earl  j  There  vrere  many  points  connected  with 
wee  ei  the  beed  of  tbe  Foreign  Depart- 1  the  pesition  of  tbe  Bomen  Catholie  Ohweb 
Mnt,  he  had  always  considered  him  a  j  in  this  country  which,  in  hi?  opinion, 
peacefully-disposed  person;  but  it  would  !  called  for  8erioi!"<  inquiry.    There  was,  for 


suit  to  Her  Majesty,  and  the  invasion  of 
Her  rights  -after  that,  he  wonld  have 
obtained,  by  inquiry  in  botli  Houses,  what 
pesHien  Her  MajestyV  Bemen  Cetholle 
subjeeto  reeHy  eleed  in  both  before  end 
"inco  the  recent  proceedings  of  fhe  Pope. 
He  thought  the  course  suggested  by  the 
neUe  Bert  might  yet  be  followed  out  in 
I— for  their  Lordships  could 
Vn\],  w1ii(-!i  dealt 
the  aggression. 


not  rc^t  ennte?it  ^vith  tlii- 
with  only  one  part  of 


seem  that,  if  he  had  been  now  in  office,  he 
vredd  have  edopted  seme  ether  neeae  of 
jcdrMe  than  the  present.   If  tbe  eggres- 

sion  was  not  met  h y  an  Act  of  PaHtnment, 
he  (the  Eari  of  Malmesbarv)  eofold  con> 
eeive  no  other  way  in  wbidi  it  eonid  be 
net  sensibly  and  usefully  than  bj  sei^BBg 

one  of  TTrr  Majo  fy'^;  fleets  to  Ancona. 
The  Government,  at  the  same  time,  niij^ht 


instance,  the  synoilical  power  of  the  Ko- 
men  Oetilolie  bierarehj,  wMeh  might  be 
broQght  to  bear  on  the  nMs  of  tl  Iio. 
Tnthohe  Initv,  in  oppnsitum  to  the 


n^nn 


laws  and  institutions  of  the  empire.  He 
thought,  too,  that  it  was  very  desiraUe  te 
ascertain  wbeAer,  after  the  changes  whieb 

had  reeentK  hocn  introduced  info  the  or- 
frani??Dtion  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 


have  explained  to  other  friendly  Powers  1  in  this  country,  Roman  Catholics  stood  in 
fbat  thej  bad  no  other  tntentten  in  doing  |  tbe  sane  position  in  which  they  had  pre- 
so  than  to  oblige  the  Pope  to  retract  those  .  viously  been  ploced  ;  and  if  it  should  bo 
appointments  which  he  had  no  right  to  i  found  that  they  did,  then  the  fears  of  the 
make.  That  would  have  been  the  only  great  mass  of  the  people  would  be  greatly 
edier  eonrse,  and  that  eoerte  be  thought  ^  diminished.    iLoether  fitting  subject  fiwr 


the  noblo  Earl  would  never  have  consented 
to  take.  Tie  need  not  rr-mind  thrir  Lord- 
ships that  in  Queen  Aune  s  reign,  when 
an  Englinb  nobleman  waa  anxious  to  bare 


inquiry  was  the  State  of  the  monastic 

establisbracnts.  Then,  nn-nin,  he  thought 
it  ought  to  be  made  clear  what  wos  tbe 
position  of  a  Cardinal  in  England,  that 


iaehided  in  his  titles  a  Freaeh  castle  and  j  was  to  say,  of  a  privy  eennetUor  of  Rome, 

town  in  Nonnandy,  a  correspondence  took  residing  and  rxf  rcisinc^  hio:h  spiritual 
place  between  him  and  the  Seciv'nrv  of  functions  in  this  country.  All  these  points 
State,  ami  it  was  considered  right  and  ,  might,  he  believed,  be  even  still  ad  van- 
proper,  before  tbe  patrat  waa  made  ent, ;  tageoeslj  investigated  by  Committees  of 
to  obtain  the  consent  of  the  French  "Smg.  j  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  But  ho  wmdd 
That  principle  had  always  been  reeog-  not  trouble  their  Lordships  any  further, 
niaed.    He  believed  if  the  present  measure 


properly  applied  and  earned  ent,  it 


He  thanked  them  for  the  attention  with 
wbieh  thev  had  Kstened  to  bhn ;  and,  in 


weald  prevent  the  repetition  of  these  pro- 1  conclusion,  he  had  only  to  state  that  he 
eeedBnga,  and  he  shonld  with  pleasmn  vote  frit  mueh  pleasure  in  aapportiog  the  Bill 
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vUcli  had  been  introdneed  bj  Her  U«- 

jeaty'a  Ministers,  and  which,  he  rejoiced 
to  find,  had  bin  strengthened  by  the 
Amondtncats  ot  some  Friends  of  his  in 
the  other  House  of  PArluunetit. 

Viscount  CANNING  said,  he  felt  that 
the  ])riiicij)lc  of  religious  liberty,  which 
most  of  them  had  been  in  tlie  habit  of  con- 
sidering as  bocure  in  the  cundlitutiou  of  the 
conntfy,  was,  as  rightly  understood,  in- 
volved in  tbe  present  question.  It  was 
with  some  surprise  he  had  heard  the  nohle 
Marquess  state  in  his  openiue  speech  that 
the  matter  with  which  their  Lordships  bad 
to  deal  was  the  conduct  of  a  foreign  Power 
which  had  put  di3honour  on  this  country, 
and  which  had  not  been  followed  by  any 
expression  of  an  iuclinatiou  to  mitigate  the 
offenee.  Surely  the  Hoose  would  have  a 
right  to  demand  an  explanation  of  the  steps 
taken  by  Tier  JIajcsty's  Ministers  under 
such  extraordinary  circumstances,  and  to 
expect  that  tiiey  resorted  to  the  usual  mea* 
sures  of  Statesmen  when  a  dishonour  was 
placed  xipon  the  State.  Ent  ilm  noble 
Marquess  had  njost  caret uily  avoided  say- 
ing that  tlie  act  uf  the  I'ope  was  an  oifence 
agttust  Uie  laws  of  natims,  which  had  this 
peculiarity  about  it,  that  it  pointed  out, 
beyond  all  doubt,  the  mode  in  which  it  was 
to  be  vindicated.  If  it  could  bo  made  out 
that  a  taint  had  been  put  on  the  Inmour  of 
England,  the  propoaal  to  send  out  a  fleet 
to  Anconn,  little  as  was  the  favour  it  had 
met  with  in  public,  would  have  been  really 
the  proper  course  to  have  been  adopted. 
He  did  not  approve  of  direct  hoetilityj  but 
ho  thought  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  show  they  had  taken  the  other 
modes  of  obtaining  redress  through  the 
representations  of  foreign  friendly  Powers, 
and  had  given  the  opportunity  to  the  Pope 
of  rctracinr^  his  steps.  They  had  been 
told  no  nation  had  ottered  to  represent  the 
feelings  of  England  in  this  matter.  Why, 
none  of  them  had  been  asked;  and  how 
was  the  Pope  to  be  made  aware  diplomati- 
cally of  the  offence  he  had  given  without 
such  a  communication;  or  did  they  expect 
htm  to  take  the  initiatire  and  recall  his 
own  acts?  The  noUe  Marquess  had  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  on  a  former  occasion 
that  the  act  of  the  Pope  was  an  usur])a- 
tion;  but  he  bad  not  repeated  the  expres- 
sion. A  usurpation  meant  the  assumption 
Avrongfully  of  property  belonging  to  an- 
other, and  in  that  sense  he  could  not  un- 
derstand how  the  Pope  had  been  guilty  of 
this  offence.  It  would  not  be  said  ho  had 
ABsumod  any  power  which  banged  to  the 
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Crown.  He  had  constituted  here  a  hier- 
archy of  his  own  Church.  Could  the 
Queen  have  done  that?  No,  certainly 
not;  and,  so  far  from  being  able  to  create 
a  hierarchy  of  the  Roman  CatfaoUc  Church, 
She  was  debarred  almost  from  any  oommu' 
nication  witli  thoni  or  the  Pope  whatever. 
If  the  Pnpo  committed  an  act  of  usurpa- 
tion or  ot  infnngeuieut,  why  was  not  the 
law  enforced  against  those  who  were  di- 
rected by  him;  as,  for  instaoce,  in  the  case 
they  had  heard  of  St.  David's  see?  Ho 
did  not  deny  an  insult  had  been  committed; 
on  the  contrary,  ho  admitted  it;  but  the 
insult  had  been  committed,  not  against 
the  Orown  or  the  nation,  but  against  the 
Church  of  this  country.  Ho  did  not  speak 
of  the  highflown  bombastic  language  of 
Cardinal  Wiseman,  or  with  any  reference 
to  religious  feeling.  As  far  as  one  itKli.  i- 
dual — and,  he  was  afraid,  a  vain-glorious 
individual — was  concerned,  tliey  might  pass 
OTcr  his  ffratttitous  insult,  in  his  not  very 
intelligible  letter,  in  silence,  and'  he  cer- 
tainly was  not  disposed  to  bring  the  ma- 
chinery of  Parliament  to  bear  atrainst  it. 

The  Duke  of  AKG  YLL  :*  My  Lords,  at 
this  lato  hour  of  the  night,  I  shall  proceed, 
without  one  word  of  preface,  to  deal  with 
the  main  arguments  before  us.    So  far  as 
these  are  represented  in  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  near  me,  who  moved  the  rejec- 
tion of  this  Bill,  there  are  some  to  which  I 
shall  attempt  no  reply.  Fir.st  of  all  we  had 
the   argumentum   ad  Jujminem  directed 
against  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
6or«rnment,  founded  on  certain  previooa 
speechea  of  that  noble  Lord,  and  pmnting 
to  the  conclusion  tlmt  between  his  former 
course  in  relation  to  such  questions — and 
generally  the  course  of  the  great  party 
with  which  ho  is  identified— and  the  prin-. 
ciples  on  which  they  are  now  acting,  there 
is,  to  soy  the  least  of  it,  an  apparent  dis- 
crepancy.   Aly  Lords,  with  this  argument 
I  feel  no  interest  in  doaling.    It  has  no- 
thing to  with  the  grounds  on  which  the 
great  majority  of  this  House  will,  I  trust, 
be  prepared  to  vote.    24  cither  do  I  con* 
ceire  that  we  are  called  upon  to  deal  with 
the  arguments  addressed  by  the  noble  Bail 
to  the  bench  of  Bishops.    For  my  own 
part,  I  not  only  agree  in  the  objections 
urged  by  the  noble  Karl  against  the  man> 
ner  in  which  some  of  the  right  rev.  Pre^ 
lates  have  sought  to  oppose  the  aggression 
of  the  Pope;  but  I  avow  my  opinion,  that 
principles  have  in  some  cases  been  pro- 
pounded by  them,  involving  everything  that 
la  most  ohnoiionft  and  most  fallacious  ia 
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flie  {iretennoiM  of  the  BomiBb  priesthood.  I  notice  in  umB  fma  or  other.    But  if  the 

With  all  this,  howorori  we  have  nothing  j  giving  of  those  titles  were  perfectly  Icgitl- 


now  to  do.  But  sinon  the  noble  Earl  has 
dwelt  80  much  upon  tho  previous  admis- 
mons  of  others,  will  he  allow  me  respect- 
fully to  address  a  similar  argument  to  him- 


mate — a  purely  spiritual  act — ^why  should 
the  Government  have  noticed  it  at  oil  ?  I 
come  to  the  eonelnsion,  then,  that  tiie  noble 
Earl  himself  admitt  that  the  act  of  the 


self.  It  may  be  in  tbe  recollection  of  the  j  Pope  had  in  it  something  s^oualy  objec- 
House  that  at  an  early  period  of  the  Scs-  |  tionable— thnt  it  wfxs  not  a  perfectly  legi- 


sion,  during  the  Ministerial  crisis,  1  took 
oocaaion  to  expreas  the  feeling,  which  I 

stilt  entertain,  of  satisfaction  that  no  Qo> 
vemnient  had  been  formed  in  England  on 
the  ba^s  of  passing  over,  in  total  silence, 
•n  act  which  waa  in  -noUfion  of  the  spirit, 

if  not  of  the  letter,  both  of  the  public  law 
of  Europe,  and  of  the  municipal  law  of  tliis 
country.  The  noble  Enrl  immedintoly  took 
occasion  to  complain,  with  some  warmth, 
of  the  aasuniption— which  he  aeemed  to 
think  injurious — ^that  such  would  have  been 
his  coui-se.  He  emphatically  denied  (hat 
he  would  have  pns.<;ed  over  in  total  silence 
the  Papal  act  of  which  we  now  complam. 
In  some  form  or  other — though  in  what 
form  ho  has  never  yet  explained — the  no- 
ble Earl  seemed  therefore  emphatically  to 
admit  that  the  Government  of  this  country 
Bivat  notice  and  protest  againit  the  act  re- 
ferred to.  Now  mark,  my  Lords,  the  con- 
sequences of  this  admission.     ^Vc  linve 


timato  exertion  of  merely  spiritual  power 
— ^but  an  act  of  aneh  «  character  that  al- 
ienee on  the  part  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment would  liave  been  improper  or  impos* 
sible. 

This  being  granted,  the  only  question 

now  for  the  Uouse  to  decide  is,  whether 
the  form  of  our  national  notice  of  this  act 
of  the  Pope  shall  ho  legislative  or  not? — 
whether  there  is  any  principle  which  de> 
prim  08  of  the  right  of  prohibiting  by  law 
the  assumption  of  those  titles,  the  pretend- 
ed grant  of  which  is  admitted  by  most,  if 
not  by  all,  to  have  been  a  just  occasion  of 
offence.  I  ahall  not  now  argue  on  tbe  par- 
tipnlar  form  of  prohibition  adopted  by  the 
Government — or  rather  the  mode  in  which 
they  propose  to  enforce  that  prohibition. 
I  wish  now  to  argue  on  the  point  uf  prin- 
ciple, whether  we  hare  »  right  to  prohibit 
by  law  the  asanroption  of  these  titles;  or 
whether  there  is  ground  for  the  strong  lan- 


beforo  us,  in  that  aggression,  two  docu-  guage  held  by  the  noblo  Earl,  that  such 
menta  only— one  a  Papel  Reaoript,  tbe  |  prohibition  ia  *' nnjoat."    My  Lorda,  I 


other  a  Pastoral  Addreaa  by  Dr.  Wiseman. 

So  tar  as  the  mere  offens'vcnoss  of  expres- 
sion is  coucerned,  the  objection  principally 
refers  to  the  Pastoral.  But  I  cannot  be- 
lioTO  that  the  noble  Barl  would  have  felt 
it  consistent  with  his  own  high  poAition,  as 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  to  have  called 
upon  the  Government  or  upon  Parliament 
in  any  form  whatever  to  condoacend  to 
notice  the  ridiculous  pompoaitiea  of  a  proud 
and  foolish  priest.     It  ruM^t,  therefore, 


seek  for  some  genornl  principle  to  justify 
such  language;  something  which  consti- 
tutes that  ])rohihitiou  necessarily  in  itself 
unjust.  1  see  what  tlte  supposed  principle 
ia— I  recognise  it  as  having  been  involved 
in  part  of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl. 
First  of  all,  it  is  said,  that  as  we  tolerate 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  tbe  exercise  of 
their  faith,  we  are  bound  to  tolerate  every- 
thing requisite  for  the  full  and  cotuplt  to 
organisation  of  their  Church:  and  uliea 


have  been  the  other  document — the  Papal  i  to  this  it  is  objected,  that  every  country 


Kescript — and  not  the  Pastoral  of  Dr. 
Wiaeman.  that  the  noble  Earl  felt  ought 
to  bo,  and  required  to  be,  noticed  in  »omo 
form  or  other  by  the  Government  of  Eng- 
land. Well — but  what  is  it  in  that  Re- 
script against  which  we  are  called  npon  to 
|notest  ?  Not  the  mere  terms  in  which  it 
la  connived,  for  the  noble  Earl  has  him- 
•df  argued  that  its  terras  arc  nothin;;  but 
the  ordinary  and  usual  terms  used  by  Papal 
arroganoe  on  all  aimilar  occaaiona.  It  nl- 
Tows,  then,  that  it  must  be  the  act  itself — 
the  deed  done  by  that  Rescript,  the  giving 
of  tbe  titles,  not  the  mere  terms  in  which 
il  waa  conceived — ^that  the  noble  Earl 
wo«M  have  felt  impemtively  called  npon  to 

VOL,  CXVIII.    [iSmD  8E1IIE8.] 


in  Europe  has  found  it  needful  to  place  re- 
strictions more  or  lose  stringent  on  that 
full  organisation,  ti  e  r  ply  is  this — thoso 
restrictions  are  founded  on  no  other  right 
than  that  derived  either  from  concordats, 
or  from  tbe  fact  of  aeeabr  endowments  be* 
ing  attached  to  the  offices  of  that  Chnrah. 
Where  no  such  concordats  or  no  such  en- 
dowments exist,  no  such  nijht  of  restric- 
tiott  can  belong  to  the  civil  government. 
T\»  noble  Earl  did  not  lay  down  this  prin- 
ciple quite  so  broadly  as  I  am  now  doing, 
but  he  did  refer  to  concordats  as  the  basis 
on  which  those  restrictions  actually  rested; 
and  I  find  in  the  "  Address  of  the  Catbo* 
lie  Laity/*  that  they  emphatieally  take  the 
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ground,  that  they  can  be  justified  on  no  '  .sert  ns  a  matter  of  historical  fact,  that  the 
other  fj^rouuds  whatever.  If  the  noble  Earl  ee(•lesirt^ticaI  ret-triction<5  r  ii  tlie  linmi?h 
d«tiliiie!i  to  follow  the  arguaieut  to  tiiis  ex-  |  Chureh  have  uuiforuiiy  iiud  a  nutiouai  or 
trat,  Im,  id  &m.  ded^MB  to  fowttd  it  en  |  poHiieal  •rigia— >tlMt  4h«f  wer*  miinftinal 
Uie  only  principle  which  bears  at  all  on  '  to  guard  agaiost  political  cviU,  and  conae- 
the  question  of  rigfit  now  before  us.  I  queoUy  that,  however  tUey  may  have  beea 
proceed,  therefoiv,  to  deal  witli  it  iu  the  made  the  subject  of  teonieat  or  of  compi«» 
f«nii  in  wUeh  it  doea  Wr  on  that  qoeatum ;  maeo,  Uiej  talto  thoir  origun  k  tho  oaaoa* 
of  right — in  that  whieli  is  logically  taken  tiol  rights  of  every  civil  Goverameut  in  tbo 
by  the  Catholic  laity — in  that  wbieh,  more  world — rif^hts  indepeodent  of,  and  anterior 
or  less  unconsciously,  more  or  lesa  obscure-  i  to,  iOny  agrecmeut  wlxatcver  with  external 
ly,  ia  really  involvefl  in  tho  retsonuiga  of  i  powers.  My  Iiorda.  I  faovo  Ujgli  Mrthority 
Protestant  opponents  of  this  measure.  for  the  ground  M'hich  I  am  now  taking— 

My  Lords.  I  deny  that  it  is  true,  either  both  historical  and  judicial.  Evon  in  this 
hiatorically  or  tkeoretically,  that  the  re-  country*  wh«re  the  reatriotions  upou  Uie 


•tiietioaa  pot  bj  oil  tho  Qovornvents  of 

the  Christian  world  on  tho  fuU  n  ^  nii 


Boaifah  Oh  veh  Imvo  hoes  oevortr  thea  m 

any  other,  th^  origin  waa  the  aamo- 


tion  of  t!if^  Romish  system  wore  fuundod  ferrlng  to  the  same  kiud  of  danfjer — and 
in  any  respect  whatever,  eitUei'  on  what  i  based  ou  th«  aaoie  abstract  i  i<rbt.s.  In 


ore  called  Stoto  ondovaieiita,  or  on  con- 1  ono  of  the  oarliMi  of  those  uiagniBcent 

cordats  with  Cho  PopO.  Remember,  my  ;  speeehoo  in  which  Mr.  Canning  conducted 
Lords,  tliat  we  are  now  dealing  with  i  tlv  fiMis,.  nf  Catholic  Emancipation.  I  find 
theoretical  explanatton  of  an  historical ,  the  foUowiug  bCiiteoce  :  "  in  eveiy  stage 
loot,  which  Ronmuiota  find  it  impossible  to  j  of  our  preceding  history,  not  religions 
deaf,  and  whioh  thej  tberefore  ondoavow  [  tenets,  but  political  disatfection,  waa  tho 
ia  cxphiin  iwvay.  Let  us  rtMneinbcr,  tuy  I  cause  of  the  severities  af:;ain.-5t  Catholics  : 
Lords,  that  as  a  language  most  liave  arisen  [  the  penal  code  was  not  intended  to  exclude 
before  its  grammar  can  be  written,  so  sys- 1  the  belieTers  iu  tmiksubsuuitiatioa  as  a 
toms  of  law  havo  arisen  in  foot,  h^re  '  sect*  bat  to  reproM,  or  diaom,  or  poaish 
their  principle  has  come  to  bo  explained  in  ,  them  aa  traitoi's." 

theory.  It  miijht  liave  boon  true  that  cc-  i  In  every  country  it  has  been  the  pi\fne — • 
dcsiastical  restrictions  e.vi8ted  nowhere  ex-  ^  in  most  the  restriction  being  coutined  ta 
oopt  ia  oonnoetioB  with  tUo  oooditiona  re-  \  tho  fidi  orgaaisatioa  of  tho  priostliood  oa 
f erred  to — without  its  having  at  all  follow- 1  the  fountain-head  of  the  dangei'ous  claims 
cd  that  the  one  was  the  actual  cau^'e  or,  against  which  it  was  dee  i  red  to  jjuard.  I 
jostificatiou  of  the  other — stiii  more  with-  i  U-ust  your  Lordships  have  read  those  re- 
oat  its  heiag  tme  that  from  ao  other  cause  { taarksUe  deeameots  whidi  hove  boon  Jaloljr 
or  justification  could  such  rcstrictbns  have  reprinted — being  the  result  of  the  laboait 
arisen.  But  I  deny  tlie  fact,  not  less  '  of  a  Si  lect  Committee  of  the  other  House, 
than  the  theory,  of  the  coouexiou.    It  is  appointed  so  long  ago  as  iS16-17.  to  in- 


noi  trao  that  oaeh  rastricttoas  hare  existed 
oseopt  where  there  were  endow 


qutro  into  tho  laws  albotia^  tho  Romaa 

Catholic  Church  in  tho  rarious  nations  of 

raents  or  concordats.  It  is  not  true  tliat  Kurope.  Anionic  them  your  Lurdsliips  will 
witere  tiiose  did  eo-exist,  they  were  the  tind  some  iorwarded  by  the  late  !SLr  lioberc 


historical  origin  of  tho  restrictions.  It  is  |  €K)rdon,  rdaiiTO  to  those  laws  in  the  king- 
not  true  that  whm  the  theory  of  these  re-  i  dom  of  Austria.    Oao  of  the  great  jari«- 

Btrictions  came  tn  investigated  by  the  '  e.il  works,  most  approved  in  that  country, 
great  jurists  of  tho  Continent,  they  based  i  entitled,  Emhiridion  Juris  Ecclesiaftici 
tbom  on  the  principle  which  is  now  as-  Annttiaei — and  written  by  the  Chancellor 

of  tlie  Bishopric  of  Liutz — ^lays  down  tbo 


I  fippenl  to  the  historical  recollections  of  joinciplc  that  the  riijlit  of  the  Sovereign  to 
♦every  noble  Lord  now  present,  whether  the  exercise  coiitrol  over  tlic  orcranisation  of 
•contentions  which  aroac  in  every  Chriotiau  the  Romish  priesthood,  rests  entirely  on 
•State  on  the  part  of  the  Sovereign  (m-  t^e  :  the  pclitical  dangers  which  the  iinreptriet- 
*Gov€'rnnie!it  ajjalnst  the  Romish  pi  iesthood,  ed  action  of  that  priesthood  might  entail; 
•did  not  miiformly  arise  from  an  instinctive  '  and  comes  to  the  mme  conclusion  to  which 
•dread  nud  jealousy  of  political  dangers —  ;  i  have  ventured  to  point  the  attention  of 
sariMi^  oat  of  tho  poworfiil  aetioa  of  a  great  j  tho  House,  oxpressmg  it  ia  -thoso  arords ! 
•organised  hierarchy  centralised  under  a  "  A  Catliolic  Sovereign  has  as  Sovereign 
^fonign  head.  iMy  Lords,  I  Tooture  to  as>  |  neithar  aioveiior  lossxii^ and daliea  thaa 
The  J}ukc  oj  Argyll  ' 
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iii£!;lit,  confined  that  analocrv  to  the  case  of 
the  Episcopai  Church  in  Scotlnnd;  but  by 
Others  it  has  been  extended  on  the  same 
priticijile  to  Weslejans,  to  the  Free  Church 
of  Scotlaud,  and  varloiia  otlier  veli_'i'Hi? 
bodicH.  In  respect  to  the  Episcojtftl  Church 
in  Scotland,  1  freely  admit  to  tho  noble 
Barlt  thftt  as  the  spirit  and  meaning  in 
which  the  Bishops  of  thot  Church  some- 
times n«entne  certain  titles  is  equally  ofFcn- 
siTO  with  iliat  displayed  b^  Dr.  Wiseman, 
•0  it  is  equally  our  right,  if  it  were  worth 
our  while,  to  prohibit  that  assumptioni 
and  waiving,  for  the  present,  the  particular 
form  in  which  such  prohibition  ought  to  be 
enforeed,  I»  for  one,  hnve  no  objeetien  to 
see  it  extended  to  the  Episcopal  Church  in 
Scotland;  but  I  protest  as^aitist  the  arern- 
meat,  that  because  we  do  issue  a  prohibi- 
tioa  in  the  one  ease*  we  are  boomd  as  « 
matter  of  pirineiple  to  issue  it  in  another. 
It  is  a  mere  confusion  of  thought  to  con- 
found together  the  ecclesiastical  districtt 
of  most  religiotte  bodies  with  the  territorial 
claims  asserted,  and  meant  to  be  asserted, 
in  tlio  usurped  titles  of  the  R  .mi-h  priest- 
hood.   Ever^  "  diooese"  is  indeed  an  ec- 


nnother  Sovereign  who  follows  another  Con- 
fession of  Faith."  Another  great  Conti- 
nental Jurist,  speakinir  on  tiM  Sioie  snb- 
jnet,  says,  emphatically,  **  To  assert  the 

rijjiit.  til  re  is,  therefore,  no  ncrn^imi  to 
luok  fur  an  agreement  between  the  Fope 
aud  the  Sovereign." — Van  Aspen. 

Just  ooneeive,  nij  Lords,  tlie  eonse* 
quences  of  admitting  any  other  principle. 
Those  States  in  which  t!io  HoaiI:*h  Church 
enjoys  great  privileguj^  guaranteed  by  law 
— endovninntSt  or  of  whatever  other  na- 
ture they  maybe — are  precisely  the  States 
which  have  least  to  dread  fiom  the  hos- 
tile political  iuduence  of  its  priesthood; 
jnt  under  the  argnsMnt*  these  are  the  only 
States  whieh  are  entitled  to  gnard  against 
8«ch  dnnjrers.  Tho.sc,  on  the  other  liaud, 
ia  which  the  Eomish  Chureh  is  unrecog- 
nised by  the  law—States,  whose  institu- 
tions are  Protestant— are  precisely  those 
wli'ch  have  most  to  drcnd  from  tlie  dan- 
gerous powers  which  that  Church  is  ever 
olaiming,  and  eenseleaily  endeavouring  to 
asurp.  They  aro,  therefore,  precisely  the 
States  which  are  most  entitled,  and  most 
beaod,  to  watch  witli  jealousy,  and  re- 

striet  with  firmness,  the  full  organisation  I  elesiostieal  distriet,  hut  etery  eocleeiastical 
of  its  ecclesiastieal  sjstem  :  and  yet  on  district  is  not  a  diocese,  in  the  meaning  at- 


tbe  principle  against  which  I  am  now 
arguing,  such  are  the  only  States  whose 
hands  tre  tied.  I  repeat  then,  my  Lords, 
that  as  it  is  neither  true  as  a  matter  of 
history,  nor  sound  as  a  principle  of  law,  nor 
eonsistcnt  with  comTnon  senso,  aa  a  matter 
of  reason  aud  argument,  that  the  right  of 
eisil  Qovemnents  to  restriet  umto  or  less 
the  full  organisation  of  the  Romish  eccle- 
siastical system  stands  on  any  lower  ground 
than  Uteir  own  inherent  authority  to  guard 
ngainst  eiforj  form  of  danger  to  their  own 
laws  and  institutions — so  we  may  safSsly 
feel  nwured  that  all  the  denunciations  we 
have  hoard  against  the  *'  injustice"  of  this 
proposed  prohibition  of'oeitahi  territorial 
titles  are  based  on  assumptions  utterly  in- 
consistent with  the  fundamental  principles 
on  which  the  liberties  of  every  8tate  in 
Bnrofie  here  been  founded  and  main- 
tnined. 

T  pis*!,  then,  from  the  question  '>f  om- 
right  so  to  deal  with  the  obnoiioas  titles, 
nad  would  at  ooee  |»roeeed  to  eensider  the 
nfffMMUts  derlw  i  froni  the  supposed  in- 
consistency of  this  course  with  our  own 
previous euncessions  to  tlio  Romish  Church, 
were  I  not  anxions  to  notice,  first,  another 
nrgnnontderived  from  an  assumed  analogy 
between  that  THiurch  and  other  reli;rious 
bodies. 


tadi  il  to  that  word  by  that  priesth  nd; 
and  I  deny  that  we  can  be  called  upon  even 
seriously  to  debate  the  question,  wiiether 
beeansoeeslesiastieal  divisions  of  some  kind 
or  another  are  common  to  all,  or  almost 
all,  religious  cummunitios,  we  are  there- 
fore bound  to  treat  on  the  same  footing, 
and  with  the  same  preenutions,  the  etergj ' 
or  ministries  of  any  Protestant  Dissenting 
Church,  and  that  vast  org-ani sod  hierarchy, 
which  for  more  than  a  thousand  years  has 
fereed  efery  Oovemment  in  the  Christian 
world  into  an  attitude  of  self-defence. 

And  here,  my  Lords,  I  would  impress 
on  the  attention  of  the  Uouso  that  you  roaj 
be  entitled  and  ealled  upon  to  deal  with 
one  religious  body  in  a  manner  veiy  dif- 
ferent from  that  in  which  you  deal  with 
others,  in  consequence  of  a  difference  be- 
tween them  in  matters  almost  purely  spirit 
ual.  Take,  for  example*  the  ease  m  ok- 
eommunication  If  it  is  the  religious  be- 
lief of  any  body  ttmt  snoh  censure  ought 
to  debar  from  aH  ObrisUan  eommunion, 
and  if,  owing  to  that  belief — in  itself  purely 
sptriturtl,  tlmt  is  to  say,  touchiuf^  a  matter 
of  religious  duty  and  obligation — its  priest- 
hood beeomes  invested  with  dangerous 
powers,  you  may  deal  with,  and  yon  do 


deal  with,   such  a  Cliurch  in  n  manner 
The  noble  Karl  has  himself,  to- 1  which  would  be  grossly  tyrannical  in  the 
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counted  the  arguments  adopted,  and  the 
principles  assumed  by  the  lawyer  who  ac« 
tually  conducted  it.    Tov  tderftte  the  Ro- 

man  Catholic  roliiri*  n  ;  you  are  bound  to 
tolerate  the  fuU  and  tree  exercise  of  its 
regular  ecclesiastical  system — this  is  the 
pnneiple  whieh  has  been  urged  over  tad 
over  again.  Now  let  me  quote  the  words 
of  the  counsel  in  the  case  in  question  : — 


case  of  other  Churches  whose  relif]^Iou8  be- 
lief on  this  matter  is  ditierent.  But  then 
what  becomes  of  the  abatract  pnneiple  laid 
down  by  so  many  of  those  who  oppose  this 
Bill — which  we  have  had  dinned  iuto  our 
oars  week  after  week,  and  month  after 
month*  sinee  this  question  arose,  namelyt 
that  because  we  tolerate  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic religion,  we  are  therefore  bound  to 
tolerate  the  full  and  regular  exercise  of  its 
eeeleaiastieid  system  ?  No  fnnetion  is  more 
essential  to  the  full  organisation  -  of  a 
Church  than  the  power  of  exclusion  from 
its  own  communion;  and  if,  on  the  fatal 
priociplo  BO  earelesrij  asserted,  you  gave 
free  reins  to  the  Romish  Clumsb,  none  would 
be  so  dann^erously,  because  none  so  power- 
fully, exerted.  My  Lords,  I  am  dealing  with 
no  imaginary  case.  I  hold  in  my  hands  a  re- 
port of  a  most  remarkable  trial  which  took 
place  in  *hn  North  of  Ireland,  In  1844. 
The  circumbtances  were  these :  a  member 
of  the  Roman  Catholio  Church  took  it  into 
his  head  that  he  might  read  the  Bible  in 
hif5  nntive  tongue.  He  next  took  it  into 
his  head  that,  as  he  might  read  it  for  him- 
self, so  also  he  might  read  it  to  others. 
Of  course  he  incuired  the  enmity  of  his 
priest,  who,  after  many  endeavours  to  drive 
him  from  this  evil  practice,  threatened 
finally  the  penalties  of  excommunication. 
He  was  a  member  of  the  Romish  Churoh  ; 
he  was  nmcnablc,  in  virtue  of  tliat  mcm- 
bership,  to  its  laws,  and  he  was  committinfi^ 
against  those  laws  a  great  spiritual  od'cncc. 
At  last,  therefore,  the  sentence  was  pro- 
nounced— in  the  forms  prescribed  by  the 
system  of  his  (Jhurcli.  A  bell  was  rmi^  — 
a  book  was  shut — a  light  exlingui^ihed  ; 
and*  in  conclusion,  these  horrible  and  hias- 
phemous  words  were  uttered  from  the 
altar  :  "  My  curse  and  God's  curse  upon 
Charles  M'Loughlin,  and  upon  all  that 
work  in  the  same  field  with  htm,  or  eat  at 
the  same  table."  My  Iiords,  the  effect  of 
this  excommunication,  nctinj^,  be  it  ob- 
served, solely  through  the  feelings  of  re- 
ligious obligation  entertmned  by  the  mem- 
hers  of  the  same  Church — was,  that  the 
man  was  nearly  ruined.  No  one  would 
deal  with  him — hardly  speak  to  him.  Ue 
was  an  alien  in  his  own  country,  and  among 
his  own  kin.  But  this  was  merely  an  indirect 
efirect — the  result  of  rcIin;lous  obedience  to 
an  authority  acting  in  /oro  conscienticB. 
Well,  an  action  for  damages  was  brought 
against  the  priest  ;  and  what  was  bis  de- 
fence ?  My  Lords,  if  the  oj^ponpn^a  of 
tills  BiU  had  been  retained  for  timt  dcfcuco, 
th^  could  not  more  aeeutatelj  bare  ro- 
TkB  Ihike  of  ArffjfU 


"  This  practice  of  oxcomtnunication  is  part  of 
tho  rulos  or  discipline  of  the  Roman  Catbolte 
Church,  and  rannot  affect  I'rotostants.  Tho 
plaintiff  volontarilj  submitted  to  the  rales  of  Um 
Ilonum  GtthoUe  Ghereb :  these  nd«s  an  neog- 

nlsi'il  by  law,  and  tho  dpfpndant  had  as  good  % 
right  to  exercise  tlicm  as  the  minister  uf  any  other 
Church  had  to  carry  out  the  discipline  of  the  body 
to  which  be  beloo^d.  B7  several  recent  Acts— 
the  Charitable  Bequests  Aot  fi>r  instaooe— ihs 
discipline  of  tho  Roouui  OatboUo  ChuTch  is  l«- 
cognised,"  tbc,  &o. 


Fortunately,  my  Lords,  there  was  a  Judge 
upon  the  bencb,  and  there  was  a  jury  in 
Uie  boi,  who  repudiated  such  principles, 
and  the  priest  was  fined  some  seventy 
pounds.  I  understand  the  cheer  of  the 
noble  Lords  who  oppose  this  Bill.  I  never 
supposed  that  they  would  entertain  any 
other  feeling  than  saUsfaetion  on  account 
of  this  result ;  but  then,  I  say,  be  more 
cautious  in  the  statement  of  your  abstract 
principles.  I  admit  that  our  existing  law 
is  Btrong  enouirh  to  prevent  the  exercise 
of  that  particular  part  of  the  Romish  ec- 
clesiastical system,  hoAvever  necessary  it 
may  be  to  its  full  and  free  organisation 
and  goTomment,  But  this  is  the  very 
point  of  my  argument.  Why  Is  our  law 
strong  enough  to  do  so  ?  Precisely  be- 
cause it  repudiates  the  principle  so  often 
founded  on  hy  the  opponents  of  the  B31 ; 
and  I  contend  that  that  principle,  if  logi- 
cally  pursued,  not  merely  dictates  tlie  re- 
jection of  this  new  law — proposed  to  meet 
a  new  case— but  the  repeal  of  ezistmg 
laws,  admitted  by  all  parties  to  be  essen- 
tial to  the  peace  and  safety  of  society. 

I  now  pass,  my  Lords,  to  objections  to 
this  Bill  of  anoUwr  kind^not  founded  on 
assumed  general  principles,  but  on  the 
special  coneesslonf  alr'^ady  made  by  our 
law  t^  the  Koman  Catholic  Church.  Fore> 
most  among  the  argnments  of  this  dasa 
stands  that  which  has  been  dwelt  upon  by 
the  noble  Earl  to-night :  I  mean  the  argu- 
ment derived  from  the  Koman  Catholio 
Rdi^Act.  The  noble  Earl  said  he  bad 
been  one  of  those  who  assisted  in  the  pre- 
paration and  passing  of  that  Act,  and  that 
he  specially  objects  to  this  measure  be* 
cause  it  tends  injuriously  to  interfere  mth 
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the  settlement  then  come  to,  and  that  in 
this  respect  be  speciallj  dreaded  its  effects 
in  Ireland.  I  ask  yonr  Lordsbi ps  t o  j udge 
of  the  force  of  this  argument,  when  you 
remember  that  that  very  Act  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  refers — that  Act  to  which  he 
waa  more  than  a  mere  consenting  party — 
has  a  penal  clause  against  the  territorial 
titles  of  the  Irish  Roman  Catholic  bishops, 


originally  framed  and  introduced  into  tho 
House  of  Commons,  the  Bishops  of  the 
Roman  Gatholici  were  not  even  design 
untcd  as  bishops.  "  Persons  in  holy  orders 
of  tiic  Church  of  Rome"  wns  the  nearest 
approach  which  it  was  deemed  prudent  to 
make  in  deeoribing  their  spiritual  rank. 
In  passing  throngn  Committee  in  that 
House,  it  waa  nrijccl  on  the  light  hon. 


and  that,  so  far  as  regards  Ireland,  this  Baronet,  then  Secretary  of  State  fur  the 
BUI  will  hare  absolntely  no  eflbet  what'  Home  Department  (Sir  J.  Graham),  by 
ever,  beyond  that  of  extending  to  two  j  the  Roman  Catholic  Members,  that  this 
Romish  bishoprics,  not  strictly  cominf^  intended  omission  of  the  natural  dosio;nfi- 
under  the  terms  of  that  Act,  the  same  tion  of  their  priesthood  would  be  construed 


prohibition  wfaiek  it  applied  to  all  the 
other  existing  Bomish  bishoprics  in  that 
country.  I  sec  no  objection  in  principle 
whatever  against  the  prohibitions  proposed 
in  this  Bill,  which  would  not  have  applied 
with  equal  force  to  the  prohibitions  con- 
tained in  the  Relief  Act.  There  is,  indeed, 
one  difference  between  the  two  cases  :  the 
bishoprics  in  Ireland  were  of  ancient  and 
▼enerable  date,  and  the  people  of  that 
country  had  been  accustomed,  I  believe 
from  time  immemorial,  to  designatf  thrir 
bishops  under  the  territorial  titles  wiiich 
the  Relief  Act  prohilNted;  whereas  Hiose 
wkieh  we  now  propose  to  disallow  under 
the  same  penalty,  are  certainly  entitled 
to  no  favour  from  their  age,  and  are  open 
to  infinile  objection  as  regards  the  man- 
ner in  which,  and  the  occasion  on  which, 
anthori^  has  been  assumed  to  found 
them. 


as  a  positife  affront — that  U  would  be 

more  courteous  and  rospei-tful  tu  the  ad- 
herents of  that  religion  if  a  less  jealous 
spirit  were  displayed.  The  concession  was 
made.  *'  Bishops  "  and  Archbishops  " 
-~nol  of  places  or  territories,  but  simplj 
over  flocks  belonging  to  their  own  com- 
munion— were  words  admitted  into  the 
Bill;  and  i  beg  your  Lordships  to  attend 
to  the  words  in  which  Sir  James  Graham 
announced  this  concession  to  the  House. 
"He  had  demurred,  nnd  he  still  demurred, 
to  the  right  of  the  archbishop  and  bishops 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  daiming 
titles  as  affixed  to  certain  localities  and 
districts  in  Ireland,  but  having  no  other 
desire  than,  as  far  as  was  consistent  with 
the  maintenance  of  sound  principles,  to 
tender  that  which  might  be  acceptable  to 
their  Roman  Catholic  fellow-subjects,  the 
Government  were  anxious  to  make  that 


I  proceed,  then,  to  another  Act  on  |  tender  in  the  form  most  acceptable/'  ko. 


-which  much  stress  has  not,  I  think,  been 
laiJ  by  the  noble  Earl  to-night,  but  which 
has  been  greatly  relied  on  by  others  else> 
where  who  are  opposed  to  this  measure. 
I  refer  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Bequest 
Act,  passed  in  1844.  I  hardly  know  what 
consequences  have  not  been  assumed  to 
follow  from  certain  forms  of  expression 
need  in  that  enactment,  in  respect  to  the 
ordrr^  and  BTiccession  of  the  Romish  priest- 
hood. Uf  one  thing,  however,  I  feel  sure, 
that  if  there  be  any  noble  Lords,  or  any 
right  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  are  more  bound 

than  othor"  to  sen  thnt  no  constnirtion  he 
j)ut  oil  the  trims  of  that  Act  which  shall 
luterleru  with  tho  right  of  Parliament  to 
guard,  whenever  it  may  deem  it  needful 
to  do  so,  against  the  evils  to  be  dreaded 
from  the  unrestricted  development  of  the 
Romish  ecclesiastical  system,  they  are  those 
who  brought  in  that  Act  under  the  Go- 
▼emment  of  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel. 
Wy  Lords,  the  history  of  a  part  of  that 
enactment  is  remarkable.   As  (he  Bill  was 


Here,  my  Lords,  we  see  not  merely  that 
the  Bequests  Act  does  not,  in  fnrt,  use  or 
sanction  those  territorial  titles  whtcii  are 
now  treated  sometimes  as  beneath  the 
notice,  at  others  as  above  the  reach*  of 
Parliamentary  prohibitions,  but  we  see 
farther  that  the  omission  of  everything 
construeahle  into  such  use  or  sanction  was 
not  a  matter  of  accident,  but  was  deliber- 
ately weighed  and  considered,  as  involving 
a  question  of  *'  important  principle.'* 

My  Lords,  I  would  here  call  upon  the 
House  to  observe,  in  connexion  with-  our 

f»revioua  concessions  to  our  Roman  Catho- 
ic  fellow-subjects,  that  two  lines  of  argu- 
ment have  beon  taken  against  this  Bill, 
which  are  in  direct  contradiction  to  each 
other.  In  one  breath,  we  are  told  that 
we  have  no  right  to  interfere  with  or  re- 
strict their  ecclesiastical  system,  because 
they  arc  in  this  country  nothing  more  than 
a  merely  tolerated  sect — that  they  enjoy 
no  advantages — no  position  recognised  by 
the  law — that  they  are  to  be,  therefore. 
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Yet  tlic  writer  of  this  pamphlet  is  nofc 
ashamed  to  tell  us  in  another — also  "  bj 
avihoriij 

"  The  law  now  regards  th«  Catholic  Church  in 
Eoj^land,  not  aa  tho  Ghoreh  of  Englaad*  bat  aa  » 
disMBtiog  body,  bATins  no  legal  siMOMiion  or 
benefieea  or  4li|gni(iot  wbatorer*^ 

And  observe,  my  Lords,  thai  though  this 

last  assertion  is,  in  words,  eonfinpfl  to 
*' England/'  the  previous  asscrttou  was 
eiteDded  to  th«  whole  **  British  Empire 
— "  a  legal  status  "  Avas  assorted  for  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  the  "  British 
Empire. "  But  even  if  this  distinotioa 
between  different  pnrti  of  the  evpire  wer* 
ooDsistentlj  adhered  to,  wbi4  heariof 
wmihl  it  have  on  the  two  arjjuments 
against  this  measure  ?  Ireland  is  specie 
ally  the  eoantry  where,  according  to  one, 
we  are  least  entitled  to  interfere,  because 
tlint  in  ^vll•ch  wo  liavc  made  to  the  Romish 


treated  as  the  Wcslcyans  or  any  other 
religious  body,  in  this  respect  similarly 
pieced.  In  the  next  breath,  we  are  not 
nnfreqnently  told  that  we  have  already 
gone  80  far  in  giving  legal  recognition  to 
their  prelates,  to  their  titles  of  archbishop 
and  mshop,  and  to  their  Bneceemon<— that 
we  have  so  formally  facilitated  them  in 
the  a'-qiiisition,  and  ^o^nrod  them  in  the 
eiijoynient  and  transmission  of  corporate 
property — ^that  we  have  no  right  now  to 
tnm  ronnd  and  inipodo  them  in  the  lull  and 
fr^  completion  of  tl)oir  roijular  priestly 
system.  I  am  not  now  dealing  with  the 
mtm  hi  whteh  the  argnment  has  been  put 
by  any  Member  of  your  Lordebips'  Honee 
—  nUhoufrli  I  think  something  of  the  same 
incongruity  has  been  involved  in  parts  ot 
the  r^aoning  we  have  heard  to-night — 
but  I  own  I  iiavc  been  astonithed  at  the 
boldness  with  wliich  those  two  contradic- 
tory positions  have  been  nlternatoly  roHed  ('hurcli  the  largest  and  most  definite  con- 
on  out  of  doors,  as  the  eonvcuience  uf  tho  i  ces&ions.  Ireland,  according  to  the  other 
oeeasion  required.  Tear  LordtMpe  have  {  argnment,  taken  for  the  ease  of  Bngland, 
all,  of  course,  soon  two  pamphlets,  pub-  [  is  precisely  the  country  where  we  are  most 
lislied  hy  a  learned  crentleman.  a  niemher  entitled  to  put  restrictions  on  its  priest- 
of  the  lionian  Catholic  Church,  with  the  i  hood,  because  there  we  liave  placed  it  in 
mjsterioue  words,  **Bj  Authority,'*  on  neareet  eemiexton  whh  the  kw.  lly 
the  hack.  In  one  of  these,  the  one  lino  Lords,  I  will  give  the  opponents  of  this 
of  argument  is  taken — in  the  ether,  the  measure  the  henefit  of  tho  distinction  bo- 
otfaer.    In  that  which  pleads  the  extent  tu  twecn  England  and  Ireland;  and  the  most 


whioh  we  have  already  oommitted  oor- 
lelves  to  the  rccoguitton  of  the  Romish 
priesthood,  after  quoting  various  statutory 
concessions.  Dr.  Bowycr  proceeds  thus  : — 

"The  qneirtion  ilow-arMca,  whnt  con»cqaen<?e« 

flow  fi-om  this  loirul  .st.-Uiis  of  tho  Hoin.in  l';itliolic 
Church  in  tho  British  Eu]})iro.  That  Cburcb  it 
not  b.irelj  tolerated,  bat  rcoognised     or  known 

to  the  law  of  thf  land — not  as  a  mere  abstraction 


logical  eonelntioB,  I  take  it,  would  he  thit  t 

In  BnglMid,  we  are  free  to  adopt  it,  be* 
cause  we  have  no  concessions  which  can 
even  seem  to  stamp  inconsistency  on  our 
eourae;  in  Ireland,  we  are  epeeiaUy  bonnd 
to  do  so,  becanaet  whilst  no  concession  we 
have  made  is  really  inconsistent  with  it? 
provisions,  every  one  of  those  concessious 


tlieir  adherraoe  to  tko  spiritual  antborltj  of  tbs 

Boman  Soi^  " 

In  another  part  of  tho  pame  pamphlet, 
tl)e  same  ingenious  advocate  tells  U9,  "  hy 
authority,"  that,  in  conteqnenoe  ^  an- 
other Act  (Dublin  Cemeteiy),  we  are 

bound  to  recognise 

"  Arebbisbop  Murray,      oxorci^ng  spiritual 


and  a  mere  set  of  specHlntive  opinions,  but  as  a  ™>*  g'***  "  •  Clearer  right,  DUt  Utt- 
body  of  persons  known  to  the  law,  and  havins;  poses  on  us  an  additional  obligation  to 
ooriaia  osMntial  and obaraoieriatio  iieatarM.  with-  mark  the  point  beyond  wbiob  advaaee  will 
oat  which  they  would  cease  to  be  what  they  are  1      ^..^^^^^j  usurpation. 

niul  tho   most    proiMii.'Tit    aiiil   ([lolitu-.illv   .iiiil  I       VI     I      J      T  k         ■  ^ 

legally)  by  far  the  most  important  of  which  is       ^7  t  P"*?*"*  *?® 

*  •     *•  *  *    mento''wbich  have  been  derived  from  our 

past  concessions  to  our  Roman  Catholic 
fellow- subjects.  We  have  done  quite 
enough  to  show  towards  them  the  largest 
spirit  of  jnstiee  and  toleiytion;  and  to  d^ 
mand  from  them  a  scriipulous  rosprrt  for 
our  estahlished  institutions  and  principles 
of  law.  But  we  have  done  nothing — abso- 
jorisdietifln  within  the'  diocese  of  Dublin.   His  I  lutoly  nothing — whieh  can  interfBre  in  the 

slipjhtcst  doirrce  with  our  perfect  right  to 
restrict  the  lull  development  of  their  eccle- 
siastical system  wherever  it  tihali  ap|>ear 
to  na  to  involve  the  reoognitien  of  princi- 
ples dangerons  either  as  regards  the  pre* 
sent  or  tho  future 

My  Lords,  X  shall  not  long  dwell  on  aa 


successors  arc  includfii  in  tho  de^^oription.  lli 
spiritual  purisdictiou  witlun  tho  diucusu  of  Dublin 
is  recogaitod." 

And  next,  as  a  climax,  we  are  informed 

"  The  caaoD  law  i«  pro  (onto  reooffoised  as  pre- 
vailing in  the  dioeeso  of  Dablin,  aad  to  be  admin- 
istered hy  ArekblsbopKerraj  and  bia  soooessors 
tbafoiii." 

The  J)uk4  of  Argyll 
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argxmwi  fll  Miotlier  Itnd  vliieh  Uw  been  |  to  vesWi  vndhie  ^fgraMfoM  of  Pftpi} 
Iftrgelj  elftborsted  in  anotlMr  place,  and  tyranny  ! 

lias  been  fillndcd  to  hy  the  nnbJc  Karl  to-  1  Mv  Lords,  m  conclusion,  I  wonUl  Pntrent 
vight,  The  establislimeBt  of  territurial  the  House  to  mark,  so  that  tho  oountrj 
or  diomiM  bithoprics,  we  are  uAd,  in-  j  mnj  thoroughly  understaud,  thftt  ihie  me** 
iaeteed  ef  TMMe-aiMtstolie,  is  a  great  lin>i- '  sure  is  not  breegbi  fMrwerd  on  eeeounl 
ietion  of  thp  power  of  tlio  Pope,  and  was  '  of  any  advance,  real  or  snpposed,  whieh 
eetually  keenly  desired  on  tliisvery  ground  ]  the  Roman  Catholic  religion,  as  a  system 
many  years  ago  by  the  English  Roman  of  purely  spiritual  belief,  propagated  by 
CsthoHes,  witb  the  fell  eympaihy  of  the  purely  efHrilael  meene,  may  bo  making  m 
Govertinient.  Tn  opposing  tins  cliaii'j^o  thisi  country.  T  tinre=iirvodly  ndl»ero  to 
J10W,  tliercfore,  it  is  ar^jed,  wo  aro  evi-  tlic  principio,  &nt  the  advance  of  error, 
dendy  favouring,  raiher  than  discouraging,  ,  ad  euuh,  ougiii  uevor  to  be  mot  by  the 
Fapal  power.    If  y  Lerdt,  I  em  aatoetahcd  I  arme  «f  power.    I  trnel,  mkI  I  believe* 

at  this  argument  bclni^  brought  forward   that  the  apparent  advance  to  which  I  have 


by  those  who  have  urged  it.    What  was 
the  admission  which  accompanied  it  in 
aaotW  plaee  ?'»i1iat  there  ie  a(  preeent  a 
great  ultramontane  reaction  in  the  Reman 
Church — that  the  party  attached  to  the 
prieoiples  usually  described  under  tliis 
twu  are  in  oeniplete  aeeendaney-— and 
that  all  the  measures  of  the  Papal  Oonrt 
are  dictated   in  that  sense  and  spirit. 
Then,  are  we  to  be  told — even  supposing 
tiiat  eur  policy  ought  to  be  guided  by  any 
refarenoe  te  eoch  oonsiderattona — that  that 
party,  «o  powerful        pro<:f>nt,  docs  not 
Itself  know  how  its  own  interests  may  be 
lieet  proinoted-^naj,  that  it  ie  to  stupid 
M  to  recommend  ateaenrea  which  directly 
tenf!  to  the  discouragement  of  its  ])rinci- 
ples  ?    My  Lords,  1  should  prefer,  on  a 
question  of  this  natore,  te  tnut  the  sa^ 
gacity  ef  the  Romidk  party,  in  pteferenoe 
to  the  arguments,  however  innenious,  of 
Protestant  Memhers  of  the  British  Fnriia- 
luent.    But  apart  from  this  general  trust, 
I  eannot  say  I  see  rouoh  ibree  in  the  rea* 
goning  founded  on  the  former  feeling  as  to 
the  tendency  of  this  measure.    No  man 
who  has  looked  into  the  history  uf  the  past 
oan  fSiil  to  have  ehterred  how  one  identieal 
measure  may  be  the  exponent  of  one  set 
of  tnndcnrins  at  ono  time,  and  of  a  directly 
contrary  s.vi  of  tendencies  at  another. 
Bverything  may  depend  on  the  manner  tn 
wbich,and  tbe  eir«um.stances  under  which, 
aneh  measure  may  be  adopted  nml  en- 
lercod.    Nor  is  it  difficult  to  see  how,  in 
this  eaee,  tiie  manner  and  the  dream* 
•lances  will  afibrd  a  splen^d  precedent  for 
the  unbounded  pretensions  of  the  Roman 
Pontiff.     The  new  pretended  Sees  not 
only  take  their  origin  in  the  breath  of  the 
Pope*  but  are  founded  on  his  assumed 
ri^hf  to  ;\hi>lish  by  the  same  breath  all  the 
ancient  bishoprics  of  England  !    A  stable 
huM,  truly!  for  a  National  Chnreh  of 
Catheli0i»>*diepeied  and  «iahled 


referred,  is  tlic  cnirrcnt  of  an  eddy,  and 
not  the  maiu  current  of  the  htreani^-^I 
tmet,  and  I  believe,  that  it  la  the  advaoee 
of  a  passing  wave,  and  not  the  advanee  ef 
a  rising  tide.  But  if  my  belief  on  this 
point  were  other  than  it  is,  I  would  sUU 
wHiero  to  the  opinienr  that  the  fleeia  ti 
Parliament  form  no  part  whatever  of  the 
field  on  which  ?iTch  dangers  must  be  met. 
But  let  us  remember,  my  Lords,  that  the 
Romieh  Chureh  je  net  a  mere  eyelem  ef 
bdief,  propagated  by  purel/  tpiritnal 
means;  it  is  an  orpani^ctl  ^^ysfom  of  £»o- 
vernment,  aimiug  at  comutaudiug  iotiueuoe 
over  the  whole  raoge  of  human  affiiini} 
and  by  outward  and  visible  assumptions  e| 
authority,  fitted  to  impose  on  tbe  imagine* 
tions  of  the  vulgar — and  not  without  their 
strange  effect  on  minds  ef  a  higlicr  clase 
|N«disposed  to  enperstitious  feelings  of  re* 
spect — it  is  cea.sclessly  endeavouring^  to 
establish  precedents  ou  which  it  may  eon* 
vert  mere  influence  into  solid  and  legal 
power.  Althongh,  therefore,  we  must  leave 
to  others,  or  to  ourselves,  acting  in  other 
capacities,  tlie  task  of  contending  against 
theuiogical  o|>iuioiis,  tliere  is  one  thing, 
my  Lorde,  whieh  Parliament  can,  and  Par> 
iianient  is  bound  to  do.  Whatever  ad- 
vance the  Uotnan  Catholic  C'hurch  may  be 
destined  to  effect,  ii  is  our  duty  to  our* 
advee,  and  to  the  gcnerationa  whieh  are  to 
follow,  to  see  that  that  advance  shall  not 
be  made  by  footsteps  proudly  trampling  on 
the  ancient  principles  of  our  public  law, 
and  the  laered  prerogativee  of  this  Eng* 
lish  Crown. 

Tho  Earl  of  AIULiE  next  addressed 
their  Lordships,  but  bo  spoke  in  so  low  a 
tone,  and  the  nmee  from  eenvereation  hi 
tbe  House  was  so  great,  that  even  tbe 
purport  of  bis  oh^orvations  could  not  be 
gathered  in  tbe  gallery,  further  than  that 
he  wat  underelood  to  iuppert  the  B)ll. 
Th«  Bitfor  «f  ST.  DAVID'S  wtd. 
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ibftt  he  Bad  not  rt«ea  imnediatelj  after 
the  noble  Duke,  on  aceonntof  the  remarks 
which  had  fallen  from  liim  with  reference 
to  Bomc  Members  of  the  right  rev.  Beuoh, 
because  ho  felt  that  he  himcelf  traa  not  at 
all  affeotcil  by  those  remarks.  But,  though 
he  was  not  in  the  habit  of  obtrudiiif^  liitn- 
self  upon  their  Lordships,  except  ou  those 
rare  oeeasione  when  he  felt  it  to  be  incon- 
sistent with  his  duty  to  rraiaitt  silent,  he 
had  never  been  moro  anxiotis  to  say  n  few 
words  in  explanation  of  the  grounds  of  the 
vote  he  meant  to  sire,  than  on  the  present 
occasion.  One  thing  which  he  particu- 
larly wished  to  observe  was,  that  If  lie 
had  conceived  tbis  to  be  nn  occasion  in 
which  the  interests  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land were  alone  or  wore  chiefly  con- 
ccnied,  he  sliouhl  luirJly  have  desired  to 
take  any  part  in  the  debnto.  Whatever 
interest  he  luight  take  in  the  question  as 
aa  individaal,  it  was  not  as  a  member, 
still  less  ns  a  bishop  of  that  Church,  that 
he  desired  to  address  their  Lordships.  He 
conceived  it  to  be  very  doubtful  whether 
the  interests  of  the  Church  of  Enghrnd 
were  affected  by  thersoent  measara  of  the 
See  of  Rome.  He  was  not  sure  whether 
the  Church  had  sustained,  or  was  likely 
to  floslain,  any  injury  from  that  measure  ; 
or  whether  the  moral  excitement  which  it 
}md  created  in  the  country  had  not  been, 
upon  the  whole,  more  favourable  to  those 
interests,  than  any  measure  that  could 
possibly  be  passed  by  Parliament  would 
be.  If,  however,  this  were  not  so,  and 
if  tbis,  instead  of  being  (as  he  consid- 
ered it)  a  political  question,  were  one  of 
an  ecclesiastical  character,  affecting  the 
position,  the  j)rivileges,  the  ri^lits,  and  the 
interests  of  the  Church  of  England,  then 
be  cordially  concurred  with  the  sentiments 
expressed  by  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  whose  able  speech  liad  nearly 
exhausted  the  subject — that  it  was  not  to 
the  Legislature  that  he  would  look  for  rem- 
edy or  redress.  He  did  not  know  whether, 
in  this  sentiment,  he  had  the  assent  of  his 
right  rev.  Brctliren  ;  but  ho  believed  be 
spoke  their  ^eutimcnts  when  he  said  that  no 
proTocation  that  could  be  offered  them  from 
without  would  ever  induce  them  to  wish  to 
withdraw  one  jot  or  tittle  of  those  privileges 
which  had  already  boon  conceded  to  our 
Roman  Catholic  fellow'sabjects  in  this 
country.  In  expressing  that  sentiment, 
he  felt  that  he  was  only  echoing  those 
which  were  entertained  by  tlie  great 
body  ol  the  clergy,  as  well  as  of  the  laity 
of  our  Ohuroh.    He  must,  howerer,  ao- 

TU  SUhep  of  Iktnd't 
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sympa- 
thised with  the  feelings  which  had  been 

so  strongly  excited  throughout  the  coun- 
try on  the  subject  within  the  last  few 
months,  and  be  would  take  the  liberty  of 
briefly  reminding  their  Lordships  what 
were  the  causes  of  that  excitement.  He 
believed  that  there  were  three.  In  tbe 
flrst  place,  the  people  of  this  country  liad 
seen  in  the  measure  adopted  by  the  See 
of  Rome  an  extraordinary  assumption  of 
power.  The  language  employed  to  ex- 
press the  nature  of  that  measure  carried 
their  minds  back  to  a  period  in  our  history 
when  the  Papal  power  was  most  absolute, 
and  was  exercised  with  the  most  peroi- 
cious  and  degrading  influence  ou  the  lib- 
erties of  the  nation.  If  a  Cardinal  Legate 
had  come  to  this  country,  preceded  by  a 
Pastoral,  in  the  reiicn  of  Ki  njT  John,  he 
could  not  have  used  language  expressive 
of  more  absolute  anthority  over  diia  coun- 
try in  all  its  concerns,  or  greater  superior- 
ity  over  the  civil  power  of  the  realm,  than 
was  to  bo  found  in  that  Apostolic  Brief  of 
Hht  Pope.  Then,  if  the  people  of  this 
country  disliked  the  net  in  itself,  they 
were  not  at  all  the  more  reconciled  to  it 
when  they  found  that  it  was  openly  arow> 
ed  to  be  only  means  towards  an  end,  and 
that  end  the  propagation  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion  ;  for  that  was  the  avow- 
ed object  of  this  aggression,  and  tbcre 
was  no  pretenoe  of  any  necessity  to  justify 
it.  But  this  was  not  all.  Offensive  as 
the  measure  was,  both  in  itself  and  in 
its  professed  object,  the  people  of  this 
country  objected  to  it  still  more  strongly 
because  they  looked  upon  it  not  as  tha 
last,  but  rather  as  tho  first,  step  in  a  long 
course  of  similar  proceedings.  Such  had 
been  the  impression  made  upon  his  owu 
mind,  in  common  with  most  other  persona* 
in  tbe  first  instance,  by  the  publication  of 
the  Papal  iie.seript.  Yet  he  had  suspend- 
ed his  judgment  until  he  was  etiabled  to 
compare  it  with  the  views  and  reasonings 
of  other  persons  better  qualified  than  him- 
self to  pronounce  on  the  legal  and  political 
character  of  the  measure.  But  after  the 
most  mature  eonsideration  he  eould  give 
to  the  subject,  he  had  been  led  to  the  con- 
clusion that  tb!-?  fict  of  the  Church  of  Rome 
ought  to  be  looked  upon  iirst  as  an  in- 
sult, and  next  aa  an  injury.  As  to  dm 
insult,  there  pNTailed*  both  in  and  out  of 
Parlianif'!it,  as  great  a  nnnnimity  of  opin- 
ion as  had  ever  been  e.'ipi-essed  on  any 

Enblic  question.  Yet,  strangely  enough, 
e  bad  seen  hia  own  name  eited  aa  an  ao- 
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ihorUy  for  tibe  opinion  t)ut  the  aet  wfts 

not  ftD  insult,  and  it  had  been  argued  that 
before  it  could  be  properly  construed  as 
suoh,  there  must  be  proof  of  an  inten- 
tion to  insult  in  the  person  who  offered 
it.  But  he  thought  that  nothing  eonM  be 
more  fallncious  than  this  reasoning:  the  ar- 
gument was  altogether  inapplicable  to  tliis 
•nd  to  eU  simthir  eases.  We  eonld  never 
«oter  into  men's  intentions  :  all  mto  could 
do  was  to  judge  them  by  their  words  and 
actions,  lie  certainly  did  not  believe  that 
there  had  been  e  deliberate  intention  on 
the  part  of  tlio  Pope  to  offer  an  insult  to 
tVic  Queen.  That  would  have  implied  a 
strange  mixture  of  folly  and  insolence  in 
the  Pope ;  and  the  more  so,  because  it 
would  naTo  been  utterly  superfluotts,  in- 
asmuch any  ambiguity  in  lii-  expres- 
sions would  be  sure  to  be  removed  by 
his  emissaries  in  this  country,  who  would 
take  eare  to  give  to  his  language,  even  If 
it  was  not  offensive  in  itself,  the  most 
offensive  interpretation  ;  nnd  tlie  editors 
of  the  French  aud  iri^h  papers  had  sup- 
plied the  eonstraetion  whioii  should  be 
pot  on  the  language  of  the  Apostolic 
Brief.  There  was,  however,  no  iiecospity 
for  those  aids,  for  the  insult  was  obvious 
enough:  itlaj  not  in  the  language  used, 
but  in  the  aet  done;  it  consisted  in  passing 
over,  in  ignoring,  in  treating  as  non-exis- 
tent, persons  who  had  a  right  to  be  cou- 
•idered,  who  had  a  voice  upon  the  ques* 
tion,  who  ought  to  have  been  consulted, 
and  without  whose  concurrence  and  con- 
sent the  measure  ought  not  to  have  been 
adopted ;  so  that  we  treating  them  as 
nOQHSxistent  could  not  but  bo  considered 
as  an  insult,  whatever  might  have  been 
the  intention.  But  it  had  been  said  that, 
atrippcd  of  the  swelling  phraseology  of  the 
Boman  Chancery,  and  the  vaponring  which 
appr-nrcd  to  be  inseparable  from  documents 
emanating  from  the  Court  of  Rome — which 
had  been  identified  by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Aberdeen)  with  arrogance  itself 
— there  was  notliiiig  either  insulting  or 
injurious  in  the  Papal  measure,  and  that 
it  was  neither  an  aggression  nor  an  af- 
fnm%.  He  conceived,  however,  that  there 
bad  been  not  only  ir.Bu!t  but  injury,  and 
that  of  a  most  grievous  kind.  They  had 
often  been  asked  to  point  out  wherein  con- 
mated  the  harm  and  inj ury  that  would  arise, 
either  to  the  Church  or  to  the  State,  from 
this  measure  of  the  Pope.  But  he  con- 
tended that  this  was  an  argument  which 
nuMed  the  point  of  the  question,  and 
that  thej  were  not  obliged  to  point  out 
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an  the  remote  consequences  which  might 
proceed  fhnn  it  in  order  to  show  it  was 

injurious.  If  it  had  been  established, 
as  it  appeared  to  be  by  preponderating  au- 
thority, that  the  Papu  Rescript  was  a  vio- 
lation of  the  law  of  the  land,  and  that 
it  assumed  an  authority  to  do  that  which 
no  Sovereign  iu  Europe  had  ever  per- 
mitted to  M  done  in  bio  territory  with- 
out his  consent,  that  was  sufficient  for 
his  purpose;  it  was  not  necessary  to  point 
out  the  precise  character  of  the  injury  to 
be  expected,  or  to  prove  that  any  injury 
woidd  arise,  or  to  trace  out  remote  conse- 
quences ;  and  be  found  the  great  weight 
of  legal  authority  in  favour  of  the  position 
that,  however  harmless  it  might  be  in  it- 
self, and  however  small  the  change  it 
niirj^ht  introduce  into  the  condition  of  the 
Churcii,  yet  the  arrogating  a  power  which 
had  always  been  reserved  to  tlie  Sovereign 
of  these  realms,  and  which  did  not  belong 
to  any  foreign  Potentate,  was  an  offence 
against  our  law,  and  against  the  law  of 
nations.  If  it  were  said  that  it  was  scarce- 
ly worth  while  to  legislate  against  an  injury 
which  appeared  so  problematical  or  incon- 
siderable, his  answer  was,  that  there  was  all 
the  difference  in  the  world  between  conces- 
sion and  compulsion — between  giving  away 
something  of  one*s  own  will,  and  naving 
it  forced  from  one  at  tlic  will  of  another. 
He  bad  himself,  on  former  occasions*  at 
the  expense  of  much  obloquy  and  other 
inconvenient  consequences,  advocated  con* 
cessions  to  their  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
subjects;  but  he  would  not  allow  the  same 
thing,  or  anything  far  Ims  important*  to 
be  taken  by  a  foreign  Power  without  hit 
consent.  When  ho  saw  such  an  usurpa- 
tion attempted,  he  thought  that  the  honour 
and  safety  of  the  country  required  that  a 
stand  should  be  made,  and  that  this  vio- 
lation of  the  Queen's  prerogative  should 
bo  firmly  resisted.  The  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Aberdeen)  had  used  an  argument 
which  ho  did  not  remember  to  have  seen 
urged  before.  The  noble  Earl  had  ar- 
gued that  the  present  measure  was  a 
breach  of  contract  with  the  Homan  Ca- 
tholioe,  on  the  ground  that  there  was  a 
clause  in  the  Relief  Act  which  prohibited 
the  assumption  of  certain  existing  tltlcB 
in  the  Church  of  England,  and  therefore 
{as  it  was  argued)  rect^sed  by  implica- 
tion a  right  to  assume  any  others;  and 
therefore,  as  the  assumption  of  these  titles 
was  not  forbidden,  it  must  be  considered 
oa  lawful.  He  was  not  now  concerned  to 
mquire  whether  the  conitrnction  put  upoa 
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this  clause  bv  the  tiohio  Earl  was  the  trnc 

one  or  noft.    He  might  be  willing  to  ftdmit 

ihnt  tliiTf^  was  soniethins^  plnusible  in  it; 

but  hf  thoiic^ht  that  no  one  would  contend 

that  the  Legislature  in  passing  the  Relief 

Aefc  evercontemplated  sueh  proeeedings  as 

this  on  the  part  of  the  Sec  of  Rome.  The  re- 
cital in  that  verj  clause  f  xprossly  declared 

that  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  of 

Xnglftsd  and  Ireland,  and  the  doctrine*  die- 

ciplinc,  and  gofernment  thereof,  arc  es- 
tablished permanently  nnd  inviohiljly;  and 

eouUl  it  be  said  to  be  consistent  with  the 

eotttraet,  if  oontraet  there  wae,  that  the 

Pope  should  at  once  swpcp  away  fliat 

Church  and  its  wlinle  liicr;in-hy  ^  The 

Pope  had  pretended  bv  a  stroke  of  his  pen 
to  sweep  awaj  one  hierarchy  which,  whe- 
ther bad  or  good,  was  established  bj  law, 
nnd  to  pataHish  nnotlier  in  it^  [)l!\co.  W.ns 
he  then  to  bo  told  that  if  there  was  a 
violation  of  the  contract  contained  in  the 
Relief  Act,  it  had  proceeded  from  those 
■who  hnd  hroufrht  in  the  presctit  Bill,  nnd 
that  it  was  not  rather  the  act  of  the  Pope 
himself?    And  was  not  this  a  breach  of 
OAntract,  compared  with  which  that  which 
wi'  ;il'f  [fi-d  (vvlirtlior  rii^litlv  ornof)  l)v  tlio 
noble  Eurl,  sank  into  ufti-r  iitsi::^Tiiriennce  ? 
That  was  one  point  in  which  he  thought 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Bart  signallj 
failed.    But  tliore  was  anothor  nrirument 
of  tho  noble  Earl's  to  which  he  had  listen- 
ed with  still  greotcr  surprise.    The  noble 
Earl  bad  appealed  to  the  right  rev.  Bench 
whether  they  did  not  admit  the  necessity 
of  episcopacy  in  thoir  own  Church,  and  whe- 
ther thev  would  deny  that  it  was  equally 
CMentiaf  to  the  Roman  Catholie  Ofanrch; 
ftnd  then  he  had  asked  how  would  tfaej 
(the  right  rev.  Prelatos)  like  their  own 
Chnrch  to  be  forbidden  to  have  their  bi- 
tbopt,  and  how  thej  eonid  consistently 
object   to  the  Roman  Catholic  Chnrch 
being  placed  under  episcopal  sitporintrn- 
denco  ?    Now,  upon  what  supposition  did 
that  argument  proceed  ?  It  could  only  pro- 
ceed from  a  neglect  of  one  of  the  most 

f rominent  and  salient  features  of  tho  case, 
t  assumed  that  such  superintendence  had 
been  wanthg  In  the  Roman  Catholic 
Chmvh.  Now,  if  there  was  one  point 
fijoro  notorious  than  another,  it  was  tiint 
before  this  Papal  Brief,  the  members  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  this  conn- 
try  enjoyed,  to  all  intents  and  purposes, 
tbe  full  advantages  of  r'pis(^opal  ^r*»vorn- 
mciit.  With  reference  to  sjiirituul  pur- 
poses, tho  old  government  answered  pre- 
eisilj  the  nme  pnrpoeee  that  the  new 
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hierarchy  did.  He  could  produce  abun- 
dant proofe  cf  that  propoeitieA ;  bvt  W 
would  confine  himself  to  three.  One  was 
the  silence  of  the  Roman  Catholics  them- 
selres,  who  had  never  complainnl  of  any 
such  grietanee  aa  they  were  enpiMMed  to 
havo  been  labouring  under.  This,  how- 
ever, might  be  considered  as  a  merely 
negative  proof;  bnt  lie  had  proof  of  a 
more  positiTo  eharaoter  aa  to  tlM  Kglit 
in  which  the  previous  gowiiwent  of  the 
Roman  Cafliolic  Chtirch  was  considered  by 
a  person  who  must  be  admitted  to  be  a 
very  high  authority  on  the  subject,  Thi 
effect  of  the  change  wrought  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Roman  Catholics  by  tho  recent 
measure,  had  been  described  by  that 
very  emliMnt  person  In  his  oelebrated  Pm. 
toral,  in  language,  to  which  he  (tho  Bishop 
of  St.  David's)  could  not  do  justice  with, 
out  quoting  its  exact  terms.    He  said — 

"  The  silver  links  of  that  chain  whioh  tuis  eon- 
iiMt«d  tbeir  eovntrjr  with  f be  Sm  of  Poter  li 
\i%  ricnrin)  ^o^wtm&tA  \»  bdey  shaajsd  tele 

A  change  which  could  be  aptly  repretevt- 
ed  by  the  snbetitulion  of  one  precions 
metal  for  another,  c/>nld.  he  thoaght,  hard- 
ly be  considered  as  one  of  urgent  iMoeasitj; 
bnt  the  writer  proceeds  to  say— 

"  not  atrong(>f  nor  mors  etotelv  kirit,  but  iMie 
beautifully  wroaght,  and  more  brightly  arrayod." 

Such  was  the  estimate  of  tho  alleged 
necessity  conveyed  by  the  splendid  im- 
agery of  that  ;;utgeous  period.  But, 
though  a  Cardinal  was  very  high  au- 
thority, there  was  one  .'^till  liigbcr;  and 
this  had  ppoken  more  clearly  atui  to  the 

£oint  upon  this  subject  than  the  tartlinal 
imself.  Looking  into  Bntler's  B^tMrieal 
Memoirs  of  *  I  Fmifhli  Catholics,  he  (the 
Bishop  of  St.  David's)  had  lighted  on  a 
passage  in  which  after  distinctly  explain- 
ing the  difference  between  the  VioarB-apoe- 
tulic  and  bishops  in  ordinary,  Hr.  Bntler 
said — 

"  Tho  Popes  granted  the  vicars-apottoUc  liceose 
and  fiicultic5  to  uso  and  enjoy  all  Qumltie*  which 
ordinarios  use  mmI  Mgoj  im  (fa«lrowa  sesaaaAdl^ 
cetea." 

This  then  was  tho  state  of  spiritual  im- 
potence and  degradation,  from  which,  ae- 
cording  to  the  noble  Earl's  argnmenl,  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  in  this  oountrf 
had  been  translated  by  the  Papal  Reaeript; 
and  this  seemed  enongh  to  dispose  of  tht 
argument,  that  the  change  was  required  to 
satisfy  the  spiritual  wants  of  that  Chnrch. 
There  were  some  other  arguments  which 
appeared  to  ha?*  made  a  (NmiideimUe  la- 
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pfmion,  Mid  to  whieb  bo,  ihoroforo,  beg- 

1^  leare  briefly  to  advert.  It  had  been 
contended  that  ther  need  not  concorn  them- 
selves about  this  act  of  the  Pope's,  because 
it  odI J  establisbed  an  unendowed  bieraroby. 
If,  however,  they  were  to  submit  to  an 
ftggreiision  of  this  nature,  and  to  give  up 
what  had  hitherto  beeu  conceived  to  bo 
righta  Inherent  in  the  Crown  of  England, 
he  tratCed  that  it  would  be  at  least  under 
sccnritr  of  some  better  safeguard  than 
tbo  plea  that  an  unendowed  htcrarcli}' 
ini^bt  bo  eafely  Inveated  with  powers 
whieh  would  not  be  conceded  in  tl)o  case 
of  nn  ontl(>wo(i  hierarchy  ?  Surely  t^c 
whole  course  of  ecelesiaatical  hiatory  proved 
lluit  ft  bodj  which  wat  not  supported  by 
any  endowment,  which  bad  an  unlimited 
carppr  open  to  ambition  and  cnpiditj,  was 
more  dangerous  and  more  difficult  to  deal 
with,  than  one  which  possessed  an  en- 
dowment. It  was  from  an  unendowed  eon> 

dition,  niul  from  a  stato  of  voluntary  pover- 
ty', tliat  the  monastic  orders  liad  ris(?n  to  a 
pitch  of  opulcuce  and  power,  whicU  had 
rendered  them  objecte  of  jealousy  and 
envy.    Another  argument  on  which  miicli 
stress lind  been  faifl,  was  that  the  substitu- 
tion of  bishops  iu  ordinary  for  vicars-apos- 
totie*  had  always  been  opposed  by  the  ul* 
tramontane  party  in  this  country.    He  be- 
lieved, however,  that  the  contests  between 
the  secular  and  the  regular  clergy,  had 
tnmed  not  to  mncb  on  tbie  point  aa  on  the 
substitution  of  titular  bishops  in  the  room 
of  tlie  arc!i[iri('st.    But,  without  cnterinn; 
into  this  question,  ho  would  observe  that 
any  argument  founded  on  that  fact  was 
wholly  inopplicable  to  tlie  present  state  of 
tliinijs.    Ho  a:ireeil  with  the  nohic  Lord 
near  him  (Lord  Beaumont),  wheu  he  ex- 
pressed bis  regret  at  the  ultramontane 
spirit  which  had  spread  over  owy  part  of 
the  Church  of  Rome,  which  was  still  spread- 
ing, and  which  was  more  particularly  gain- 
ing ground  in  those  provinces  of  the  Chnroh 
which  were  most  distant  from  the  centre. 
In  an  interesting  work  of  Cardinal  Pacca, 
which  ho  had  recently  read,  be  found  it 
said  that  the  views  and  feelings  which  were 
ropreoented  by  Bossoet  and  other  great 

lights  of  the  old  Gallican  Church  seemed 
entirely  to  have  vanished;  and  the  Car 
dinal  rejoiced  to  observe  thai  there  was  a 
growing  desire  on  the  port  of  tbe  Freneb 
clergy  to  identify  themselves  and  their  in- 
terests more  and  more  with  the  See  of 
Bome.  lie  was  afraid  that  the  same 
^irit  wan  now  displaying  itself  in  this 
#Qmrtf7«  nad  l3tM  tiiore  wu  n  ekoe  oon- 


nezien  between  tbnt  spirit  and  tbe  eon* 

versions  which  had  recently  been  taking 
place  from  our  Church  to  Rome.    He  be- 
lieved with  the  noblo  Lord  (Lord  Beau- 
mont) that  those  eonver^ons  would  tend 
to  corrupt  the  spirit  which  had  hitherto 
prevailed  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
itself.    No  one  who  was  acauainted  wuii 
the  writings  of  one  of  tbe  ablest  of  those 
converts,  eoold  fail  to  observe  that  tbey 
contained  sentiments  more  ultramontane, 
more  anti-national,  more  un-English,  than 
anything  that  ever  issaed  from  tbe  Italinn 
press  itself.     A  great  diange  was  also 
taliinj^  place  in  t!ii^  -spirit  and  pnii -r  of 
the  Court  of  Rome.    It  was  impossible 
that  any  Pope,  placed  in  the  eircumstanees 
of  the  present  Pope,  after  having  beoii 
driven  from  his  cajiital  by  hi^  own  ''iibjects, 
and  restored  by  foreign  bayonets,  should 
not  begin  to  ho  awaro  that  his  authority 
could  no  longer  rest  on  the  support  of  tbe 
:ihr  arm.     The  consequence  of  that 
was  that  he  was  forced  into  an  attitude  of 
independence — into  a  state  of  aggression 
upon  the  seenlar  authority  of  every  Stat4 
with  which  ho  had  to  deal,  concentrating 
more  and  more  liis  efforts  on  the  establish- 
ment of  his  spiritual  authority,  and  look*- 
ng  to  that  alone  for  tbe  refital  and  exten» 
sion  of  his  secular  power.    But  though  on 
these  grounds,  after  the  maturest  consid- 
eration of  the  subject,  he  could  give  an 
unhesitating  Toto  for  tbe  seoond  reading 
of  tbe  Bill,  ho  would  not  pretend  that 
he  was  completely  snti.sfied  with  it.  It 
was  one,  and  only  one,  of  several  modes 
whieh  might  bave  been  adopted  for  ac- 
complishing the  object.   Anotlicr  was  that 
of  a  diplomatic  representation  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inducing  the  Pope  to  withdraw  his 
Rescript.    He  was  not  very  snnguino  aa  to 
the  success  of  such  an  att(    [t;  and  If  it 
had  failed,  it  wonld  have  left  tliem  to  set 
about  the  work  of  legislation  perhaps  under 
some  disadvantages.    There  was  still  ano- 
ther course  which  had  been  suggested  by 
a  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  who  nn- 
fortunatcly  was  not  then  jirescnt,  which  he 
would  own  ho  was  iucliued  to  view  with 
a  considerable  degree  of  favour.    It  had 
been  siiLrixcsled  that  Parliament  should  in 
the  first  instance  confine  itself  to  a  .tirtiiilo 
resolution;  but  should  at  tbe  same  time 
institute  an  inquiry  in  Committee  to  aseer- 
tain  the  practical  bearings  of  the  change 
introduced  by  the  Papal  Rescript,  with  a 
view  to  guard  against  any  evils  which 
might  be  likely  to  arise  from  it.   And  it 
was  to  bim  a  great  oenfort  to  tbbk  tbat 
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die  preMDt  measure  did  not  preclude  such 

an  inquiry;  and  lie  aj^reed  with  tlie  noble 
Earl  opposite  (tlie  Earl  of  Malmesbunr), 
who  had  said  that  this  was  not  the  end  of  the 
atoiy.    He  should  he  aorry  if  this  meMore 
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was  to  be  regarded  as  a  final  settlement  of  i  Qualiflcatiun. 


"  Great  Ctimberland  FUtce,  Julj  Yltt.  1851. 
"  Sir — I  take  the  liberty  to  call  jroar  attendoa 
to  a  verj  important  omission  ia  the  record  of  the 
Proceedings  of  the  Iloose  of  Commons  on  Fridaj 
last,  of  all  noiioa  of  my  damaad  to  saWribe  tho 
Oath  ot  Abjnratkm,  and  to  declare  to  m  j  Property 


the  question.  When  he  looked  to  tho  other 
aide  of  the  Channel,  notwithstaoding  the 
enooaraging  asBttMiieet  which  thej  bad 
heard  from  the  noble  Duke  at  the  table 
(the  Duke  of  Wcllinijton),  ho  could  not 
help  entertaining  some  anxiety  and  mis- 
givings At  te  the  result  of  the  measore  in 
that  qnartw.  He  admitted  that  in  theory, 
it  was  necessary  to  include  Ireland  in  the 


Immediately  after  I  bad  taken  the  Oaths,  I 
I  read  from  a  paper  wliieh  I  bold  in  nj  hand 

lowing  words  :  '  I  have  now  taken  the  Oaths,  in 
.  the  tbrm  aad  with  the  ceremonies  that  I  declare 

to  bo  binding  on  my  conscience,  in  accordance 

with  the  Sut.  I  and  2  Vict.  cap.  105.  I  now  de- 
^  mand  to  subseribe  the  Oath  of  Abjuration,  and  to 
!  declare  to  xny  Property  Qualification.' 

"  2io  notice  has  been  taken,  in  tho  Proooediap 

abort  rsfinrred  to,  of  my  having  made  this  dnaaai. 

You  will  therefore,  I  am  8tiri\  Sir,  rnr  Ion  me  for 


spectfully  ri'questinff  th.-it  tho  Minutes  of  the  Pro- 
ccoilings  of  Friday  last  be  amended.  With  the 
utmost  respect,  I  have  the  honour  to  be  Sir,  your 
nuMt  obodtenfc  and  honible  Serrant, 

"Datid 

To  the  Bight  HonoiiniUe 


operation  of  the  Bill;  and  tlmt  was  one  of  drawing  your  attention  to  the  subject^  and^re. 
the  strongest  objections  to  which  it  was 
liable.  Indeed,  when  he  eoosidered  the 
wide  difference  between  the  circumstances 
of  that  country  and  of  this,  he  could  hardly 
suppress  his  regret  that  the  rigid  ezact- 
BOM  of  theory,  so  fiv  as  Ireland  was  eon- 
eemed,  bad  not  been  tempered  by  consid- 
erations of  practical  expediency.  But  as 
it  was,  he  saw  no  alternative.  T)ie 
measure  before  their  Lordships  might, 
stleastt  answer  the  purpose  of  a  strong 
remonstrance,  nnd  might  dispose  the 
minds  of  the  parties  to  come  to  some 
rcasuaable  compromise  on  the  subject. 
Ifeanwhile,  it  secured  the  inestiniable  ad- 
Tantage  of  keeping  inviolate  and  unimpair- 
ed that  deposit  of  tho  law,  the  rights  and 
the  privileges  of  the  Crown  and  the  em- 
pire, whieh  had  been  bequeathed  to  us  by 
our  aneeston,  and  eommitted  to  our 
charge. 

Further  debate  adjourned  till  To-mor- 
row* 

'House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE   OF  COlfHONS, 

Monday,  July  21,  1851. 

MnroTKB.]  New  Mxmbbb  Sworx. — For  Knares- 
borougli,  Thomas  Collins,  Esq. 
FuAUC  Bum. — 1**  Sheep.  Jte,  Coota^us  Dis- 
•asst  ProTOBtion ;  Cononlasionon  of  BaHways 
Act  Repeal ;  Attorniet  and  SoUolton  Eofola- 
tioQ  Act  Amendment. 

3*  CteiDittons  Inciosure  (Ko.  8) ;  Soap  Duty  Al- 

lowanros  ;  Militia  Pay. 
3°  Merciiaiu  Seaxncu's  Fuuii. 

DAYID  SALOMONS,  ESQ.— THE  "VOTES 
AND  PROCEEDINGS." 
Me.  speaker  stated,  that  ho  had 
reeeired  a  Letter  from  Darid  Salomons, 

esquire,  relative  to  the  entry  of  the  Pro- 
ceedings of  the  llouso  on  Friday  lastin  his 
case,  which  ho  read,  as  i  jUows  J— • 

The  BUhop  o/  St.  JJavid'i 


I  ought  to  state  to  the  House  that  the 
entry  in  the  Votes  was  carsfoUj  pce- 

parcd;  and  although  what  was  spoken  by 
the  hon.  Member  was  perfectly  audible  in 
this  part  of  the  Uoosc,  yet  it  appeared  to 
me,  after  the  Cleric  had  reported  the 
omission  of  certain  words  in  tlie  oath,  and 
I  had  directed  the  hon.  Member  to  with- 
draw, it  was  bis  duty  to  have  withdrawn 
immedUttely;  and  any  statement  made  by 
I  him  at  the  table  after  that  order  had  been 
given,  could  not  properly  be  entered  on 
the  VotoH.  The  Clerk  will  now  proceed 
to  read  the  Order  of  the  Day. 

DAVID  SALOMONS,  ESQ.— OATH  OF  AB> 
JURATION— ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Fiirtlier  Proceeding  on  administering  dtt 
Oath  of  Abjuration  to  David  SalomoQSt 
£sQ.  resumed. 

Sje  benjamin  hall  :  Sir,  U  may 
now,  perhaps,  be  convenient  that  I  should 
repent  the  question  which  I  put  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  Friday  evening,  and  which 
he  requested  might  he  repeated  this  even- 
ing when  the  noble  Lord  at  the  hf  ad  of  the 
tiovemnient  should  be  present.  It  will  be 
in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  after 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oresa 
wich  withdrew  from  the  table,  he  occupied 
the  scat  where  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem> 
ber  for  Southwark  (Sir  W.  Molesworih) 
now  sits;  and  that  when  you,  Sir.  repentea 
your  desire  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  shonld 
withdraw,  he  withdixj^v  bcloir  the  bar  of 
the  House.   It  will  also  be  in  the  reeol- 
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lection  of  tho  House  that  after  tl.c  hon. 
Gentlemaii  had  so  withdrawn,  I  stated  to 
tbe  Hooie  Uiat  it  was  tbe  anxioiis  deiire 
of  the  hon.  Gentlenmn  the  Memher  for 
Greenwich  to  take  such  stops  as  might  he 
necessarj  for  carrying  out  not  only  the 
wbhiM  of  hit  constitiienta,  but  iho  to  take 
such  steps  as  might  be  neeeaiAry  for  as- 
serting his  own  right  to  offupy  tlio  seat  in 
this  assembly  to  which  he  has  bccu  elected; 
and  that  tho  hon.  Member  did  not  desire  to 
take  any  course  whieh  might  be  displeos- 


subterfuge  of  any  sort  or  kind  whatsoever. 
In  consequence  of  the  answer  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  new  given,  I  think  the 
only  course  which  the  hon.  Gentlemaii  can 
pursue  is  to  come  within  the  House,  and 
take  bis  seat  ia  this  assembly  to  which  be 
has  been  elected. 

Alderman  Salomons,  who  had  hitherto 
occupied  a  seat  below  the  bar,  here  enter- 
ed the  Uouse,  and  took  his  seat  within  tbe 
bar,  on  tbe  front  Ministerial  bench. 

Sm  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  rose,  amidst 


ing  or  inconvenient  to  the  House,  but  that  great  confusion,  antl  appeared  to  be  about 
he  was  resolved,  so  far  as  lay  in  his  power,  to  address  the  House;  but  was  interrupted 
to  take  his  seat  as  a  Member  of  the  Legis- :  by — 

latore.  I  asked  my  right  hen.  Friend  on  |  Mr.  SPEAKER  who  rose*  and,  stlenee 
Friday  night  whether,  as  the  hon.  Gentle-  [  being  restored,  said,  "  That  he  saw  a 
man  had  certainly  taken  a  scat  within  the  '  Member  had  taken  his  seat  without  hav- 
bar  of  the  House — whether,  under  such  cir- .  ing  taken  the  oaths  required  by  law; 
enmstances,  if  the  Government  might  think  he  must  therefore  deshre  that  the  hon. 
that  be  has  became  amenable  to  the  law,  ^  Member  do  withdraw.*'  [GreeU  cries  of 
they  would  direct  the  Attorney  General  to  "  Witlidraw  !"] 

prosecute  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  order  to  [  Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  rose,  but  tho 
bring  this  question  fairly  to  issue  ?  And  incessant  cries  of  "Order!"  "  Chair!"  and 
I  intimated  further  that,  if  they  did  notj  '*^thdraw!'*oompcIledhim  torestmiehis 

think  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  up  to  |  seat. 

that  point  become  amenable  to  the  law,  or  ,  Mr.  SPEAKER  said  :  An  hon.  Mem- 
that  a  prosecution  would  fairly  lie  against  ber  (Mr.  C.  Anstey)  has  put  a  Motion  into 
him,  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  take  the ;  my  hand.  The  question  now  before  the 
still  further  step,  if  possible,  of  voting  as  '  House  is  a  point  of  order,  which  has  the 


a  Member  of  the  Honse,  and  thereby 
render  himself  perfectly  amenable  to  any 
peoaltiee  that  the  statute  might  impose 


precedence  of  every  other  question. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  again  rose» 
but  the  continued  cries  of  "Chair  f"  «*  With- 


The  question  I  have  now  to  put  is*  Whether  '  draw !"  and  "  Order!"  rendered  it  impossi- 
the  noblo  I.t  rd  will  authorise  a  prosecution  ble  for  him  to  be  beard,  and  be  again  sat 

at  the  instance  of  tho  Attorney  General  down. 


against  tho  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  t 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  I  think 
the  hon.  Baronet  is  hardly  authorised  in 
asking  me  what  course  the  Government 
will  or  will  not  pursue  in  regard  to  the 
prosecution  of  an  hon.  Gentleman  for  tak- 
ing his  seat  without  having  taken  the  oath 
of  abjuration,  lluwcver,  1  am  ready  to 
My  that,  reserving  to  the  Government  full 
liMrty  of  action  herailter  as  we  may  think 
proper,  wc  are  not  at  present  disposed  to 
think  that  we  ought  to  prosecute  tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  for  the  offence. 

Sib  benjamin  HALL :  Then.  Sir, 
I  have  further  to  intimate  to  the  House 
what  is  the  course  which  1  believe  the  hon. 
Gentleman  intends  to  pursue.  Whatever 


Meanwhile,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons 
continued  in  his  seat  within  the  bar. 

Mr.  speaker  again  rose  and  said  :  I 
ought  to  explain  to  the  TTouse  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  refuses  to  obey  tho  order  of 
the  Sneaker,  it  is  for  the  Honse  to  snp* 
port  tbmr  Speaker.  This  order  can  only 
be  enforced  by  a  voto  of  the  House, 
[Great  cIieersA 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL :  And,  Sir,  it 
was  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  the  Chair 
that  I  rose.  It  seems  to  mc,  Sir.  per- 
fectly clear,  and  it  is  a  mntti  r  n  which  I 
will  not  waste  any  words,  that  the  House 
ought  to  support  the  Speaker.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  Speaker  has  authority  to 
enforce  tho  order  that  hehas given  without 
a  regular  Motion  before  the  House;  and 


difference  of  opinion  may  exist  amongtit  therefore  I  now  move  **  that  Hr.  Alder- 

us,  I  am  sure  all  can  agree  upon  this  point,  man  Salomons  do  now  withdraw."  [Lcui 

that,  so  fnr  ns  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  ,  cheers  from  the  Protectionists. 1 


Member  for  Greenwich  has  acted,  he  has 
aeted  lisirly  and  hommrably  towards  the 
Howe.   He  has  not  condeiceDded  to  any 


Sia  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  seconded 
the  Motioa. 
Motion  mado^  and  Question  proposed, 
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offer  anjthng  wbieli  shoold  btve  ttfm 

the  appearance  of  putting  myself  iu  eot* 
Hsion  with  the  Chair;  but  I  wished  to  dr%w 
atteiitiou,  when  the  letter  of  my  kon* 
Frieod  behind  me  wm  md«  towbai  1  een- 
ceive  to  be  a  very  material  error  io  tht 
Minuto  of  what  passed  in  this  Iiuu»c  on 
Friday  laat.  It  was  atated  thera,  Sir, 
(hot  the  hon.  Memb^  for  Greenwicb  did 
not  take  the  oath  prescribed  by  law.  Sir, 
I  deny  that  the  abjuration  oalh  ib  un  oath 
prescribed  by  law.  It,  i.s  aku  ttaied  that 
liit)  ubjuratiuu  oath,  atssuming  its  legality, 
iioa  not  been  taken  in  ttwrarm  preieribed 
by  this  Ilouse.  Sir,  I  deny  that  this  Uouso 
has  prescribed  any  form  whatever  to  take 
that  oath.  Hon.  Gentlemen  wish  to  div^. 
They  iriah  to  unseat  tbe  bon.  Henber  for 
Greenwich  without  inquiry.  I  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen,  is  it  sceiiily,  ii  it  decent,  ii 
it  respectful  to  themtteivc^,  to  interrupt,  in 
the  manner  they  ere  doiug,  that  which 
they  are  bound  by  every  coneidemtiou  to 
which  I  have  adverted  to  listen  to,  and  to 
listen  to  with  all  rc:»pcct  ?  [^farks  of  im- 
patience  cotUmued.l^  if  hun.  Gentlemen 
are  in  tbia  temper  tbejr  will  not  dfeet  tbeir 
obkct;  for  I  conclude  with  the  Motion, 
"  That  this  debate  be  now  adjourned." 


"  That  Mr.  Alderman  Salomoot  do  now 

withdraw." 

Mu.  I3KUXAL  OSBORNE  :  I  rise,  Sir. 
to  move  an  Amendment,  the  purport  of 
which  I  have  placed  in  your  hands.  I 
beg.  Sir,  that  in  order  to  save  the  time  of 
the  House,  you  will  read  tliat  Amendment. 
I  ask  to  have  it  read  for  the  convenience 
of  tlie  House. 

Amendment  proposed—* 

"  To  Icivf!  out  from  the  word  '  Th.it '  to  the  end 
of  the  (^uestiou,  in  order  to  add  th«  words  '  l>arid 
Satonmis,  etqnire,  having  been  returned  to  serve 

in  this  present  Pnrliauient  (or  th''  Bnrou^'h  of 
Greenwich,  and  having  Uiktm  the  Oitlis  rcquin.-d 
by  Law  in  the  manner  most  bindiug  on  his  eon- 
scic'Doo,  is  oiititled  (a  (ftka  his Ssat  iathislioase/ 

iiistoad  thereof," 

Mb.  CHISHOLM  ANSTBT  :  Sir,  1 
leoond  the  Aroendnient. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Motion  is,  that 
Alderman  Salomons  do  now  withdraw.  The 
Amendment  is.  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in 
order  to  add  the  words,  '*  David  Salomons, 
Esq.,  having  been  returned  to  serve  in  this 

£ resent  Parliament  for  tiie  Borou<!fU  of 
[reenwieb,  and  having  taken  the  Oaths 
reqtthred  bj  law,  in  tbe  manner  most  bind- 
ing on  his  conscience,  is  entitled  to  take 
his  Seat  in  this  House,"  instead  thereof. 
The  Question  I  hare  to  put  is,  **  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  otti  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Loud  cries  of  "  Divide  !"  followed  this 
announcement,  and  Mr.  SPEAKCfi  ordered 
strangers  to  withdraw. 

Mk.  CniSnOLM  ANSTEY,  how- 
ever, rose  and  iittem])tcd  to  address  tlie 
Ilouse.  Yov  some  moments  he  could  uut 
proceed  owing  to  tbe  deafening  cries  of 
Oh,  oh  !  "  Ho  said,  Mr.  Speaker— 
[Cries  of  "  Oli,  oh!"  and  Order!"] 
Mr.  Speaker,  as  soon  as — [reneiced  inter- 
iKpftonl— as  soon  as  the  noisy  Members 
of  this  Christian  House  are  silent — Oh, 
oh!"J — as  soon  as  those  who  have  becji 
characterised  as  roaring  Protestants  and 
roaring  Christians  —  [*' Oh,  oh!"  and 
laughter] — are  silent,  I  will  give  them  an 
opportunity  of  answering  the  case,  which 
they  arc  bound  in  duty  as  Members  of  this 
lluube,  and  bound  in  honour  as  gentlemen 
to  attend  to.  f**Ob,  oh!"]  Tes,  beeanse 
the  case  on  which  you  are  going  to  vote — 
yes,  because  the  cnse  is  one  of  a  judicial 
character — ^ycs,  because  it  is  a  case  which 
afccts  the  right  of  an  hon.  Gentieman  who 
sits  beside  roe  to  occupy  tlie  seat  which  he 
has  most  properly  and  mi>st  constItutioti;Ulv 
taken.    Sir,  it  waa  not  my  iutentioa  to 


[Cries  of Oh,  oh!"l 
Motion  made,  and  Qnesdon  ^ut,  " 


That 


2oi 


the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.' 

The  House  dividadc^Aj^  65;  JNeta 

Majority  192. 
Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  ataod  part 
of  the  Question." 

Mk.  MILNER  GIBSoX  :  Before  the 
debate  bcgtui),  1  wifeh  to  a&k  you.  Sir,  a 
qneation.  I  understood  yoit  to  s^.  Sir, 
on  Fridaj  last,  and  to  repeat  in  substance 
t\n>  afternoon,  that  the  hon.  Meaiher  for 
Greenwich  must  withdraw,  because  he  has 
not  taken  the  oaUi  in  tbe  senao  in  whidi 
the  Honse  understands  the  A^  1  believe 
tliose  were  your  words  exactly  on  Friday — 
and  in  substance  to  night.  ^'u>v,  I  wish 
to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  you  can  refer  me 
to  any  minute  of  our  prooeedings  in  wbiek 
will  appear  the  sense  in  which  the  House 
understands  the  Act  ? — for  I  desire  to  pro- 
ceed with  as  much  information  on  the 
question  as  possible.  I  wish  to  know  in 
what  form,  during  tbe  present  Sassiea  <l 
Purtlanicnt,  the  sense  of  the  House  has 
b(^>un  taken  aa  to  its  underataaduig  of  the 
Act,  for  it  is  on  that  our  proeaetungt  art 
now  founded. 

Mk.  Si'KAKER  :  I  niadc  no  reference 
whatever  to  any  deciaioa  of  the  Mouse 
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dving  tho  pratent  Swaiw,   I  referred  to 

a  decision  of  the  House  during  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  mndc  tiiidor  pro- 
ciseljf  siiuilar  circuuifitaucea;  when  Baron 
Sotbtdiild,  wfao  luul  bflm  rBturoed  to 
MffT«  for  the  City  of  London,  took  the 
ontbs  precisely  in  the  same  way  as  they 
have  been  taken  by  Mr.  David  Salomons, 
and  the  House  coinu  lo  a  direct  vote  that 
Btron  Lionel  Nathan  do  Rothschild  was 
not  entitled  to  vote  or  to  eit  in  this  House 
OQtil  he  shall  liavc  takon  the  oath  of  ab- 

t'uratiou  in  the  form  appointed  by  law. — 
3  BoHtwd,  em,,  771.1 
Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON:  I  was  not 
here  then,  Sir;  hut  I  wish  to  n<k  whether 
t  Beaolution  of  tho  last  Scs«ioii,  relating 
to  ont  person,  under,  for  audit  I  know, 
different  circumstanecs,  ia  binding  upon  ot 
this  Session  in  reference  to  nnothrr  ])cr- 
•on  ?  I  wish  to  ask,  also,  whether  the 
words  of  that  llciiolution  say  more  tliau 
this^-tbat  the  oath  roust  bo  taken  in  tho 
form  nqaired  by  law  ?  Does  tho  Resoln- 
tion  say  that  the  form  in  which  Altlcrman 
Saiotuons  proposes  to  take  it  ia  not  the 
required  by  law  ? 


(Mr*  Gibaon)  to  the  proeodwt  tho  tmp^ 

posed  precedent,  as  he  nniht  call  it-— ^ 
the  return  'if  tin?  lion.  Member  for  the  City 
of  iioitdou,  lie  wouid  say  a  few  words  on 
thai  subject.  Tho  point  brought  beforo 
them  hf  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Man* 
Chester  related  to  the  decision  of  that 
House  on  tho  question  of  the  return  of 
thu  hon.  Member  fur  ihc  City  of  Luudou, 
Baron  Lionel  Nathan  do  Rotbaebiid.  Tk& 
noble  Lord  was  perfectly  right  in  saying 
that  the  House  canio  on  that  occasion  to 
the  resolution  he  had  read;  but  he  had 
foigotten  tbftt  thay  bad  previoualj  oono  to 
another  roaolntion  negativing  in  a  direct 
and  formal  manner  the  proposal  of  tbo 
hon.  and  learned  Member  Sor  Abingdon 
(Sir  F.  Thosiger)  to  doolare  tho  seat  ol 
Baron  do  Rothschild  vacant.  That  Motioa 
was  negatived,  aud  by  a  large  majority, 
tlu>  noblo  Lord,  tho  colleague  of  Baron 
Kuthschild,  voting  with  the  majority  ou 
thai  oooaaion.  It  abould  also  have  been 
stated  that  when  the  House  came  to  that 
ambiguous  declaration  of  its  opinion,  tho 
terms  of  which  had  jubt  beeu  read,  they  also 
adopted  another  resoloti4m,to  tho  efibet  thai 


LosD  JOHN  RUSSELL  :  With  roi^ard  '  tho  previou.s  question  doDMided  tbo sorioot 


to  a  point  of  order—  T  must  say  1  du  not 
think  it  is  conv  euieut  tor  hon.  Members  to 
enter  Into  a  debate  with  the  Speaker,  or 
to  put  to  him  questions  whiob,  though 

when  pat  to  Mini.sters  of  tlio  Crown,  they 
Biay  be  exceedini^lv  proper,  are  Imrdly 
proper  to  he  put  to  the  Sneaker  of  tho 
Boose.  There  was  a  Beaoiniion  passed 
last  year,  that  Baron  Lionel  Nathan  de 
Roilischild  was  not  entitled  to  vote  in  this 
iloiise,  or  to  sit  in  this  House  during  any 


attention  of  Parliament,  and  should  leceivo 
that  attention  early  in  the  next  Sussiun  oi 
Parliament— a  promise  which  to  this  day 
had  not  boon  fulfilled.  [**  Ob,  ob  !  "} 
lie  heard  hon.  ilenibers  interrupting,  and 
e.\[>re?.'^in<;  snrprise  at  tliat  statement;  hut 
did  they  think  that  the  Bill  which  had  juat 
been  fejeotod  with  ao  muoh  oontuBBoIj 
elsewhere,  was  a  fitting  mode  of  redeeming 
the  pledge  given  to  J?aron  Rothschild  ? 
It  was  out  the  ease  of  the  Jews,  it  was 


debate,  until  be  should  take  the  oath  of .  the  ease  of  the  City  of  London,  with  ro- 

shjuration  in  the  form  appointed  by  law.  i  speot  to  which  that  pledge  was  given;  and 
Tliat  is  the  Resolution  of  the  House,  and  to  this  hour  no  rarliamcntary  inqniVv  had 
I  conceive  tliat  the  Speaker  went  by  that  taken  place,  no  Parliamentary  satutactiou 
Beselntion,  and  did  not  regard  the  oath  of  had  been  given,  either  to  the  City  of  Lon- 
ebjuration  as  having  been  taken  in  the  don,  virtually  disfranebised  of  one- fourth 
form  appointed  by  law — the  usu.il  form  in  of  its  roprc.«cntation,  or  to  the  Member 
which  it  i8  adminij^tcred  in  this  House.  It  whom  iliey  hail,  by  a  singular  inconsis- 
sppears  to  me,  tlierefurc,  that  tho  Speaker  tency,  ut  one  aud  the  same  time  declared 
baa  aeted  with  perfect  propriety.  |  to  he  the  sitting  Member  for  the  City  of 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  rose  to  nmhe  LondentUnd  yet  had  prevented,  so  far  as 
his  apologies  to  the  House  and  to  the  in  thorn  lav.  from  taking  his  seat.  In  the 
Speaker,  if,  in  puuing  the  queetious  he  j  aimala  of  i'arliamentary  iucousistency  there 
bad  done,  he  in  the  least  appeared  to  wish  I  could  be  found  no  preoedent  that  would 


to  draw  the  Speaker  into  a  debate.  Ho 

confe.'?sed  he  hail  been,  perhaps,  a  little 
betrayed  into  error,  and  would  take  an- 


justify  the  count  whieh  at  that  late  period 
of  the  Session  was  taken  by  that  House. 
Some  explanation,  no  doubt,  might  bo 


other  opportnnttv  of  addressing  the  House.  I  found  in  the  fact  which  he  had  just  stated 
Hb.  CHISHOLM  ANSTEY  said,  as  that  the  period  of  tho  Session  was  late, 

his  nftptitto;!,  and  that  of  the  House,  had   and  the  House  weary,  n)ul  the  Ministerial 

been  directed  by  bis  right  hou.  i^'riead  |  dinner  at  Urocnwicb  bad  boea  ordered  a 
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fortnight  Wore.    But  jottifieation  there  I  bled,  and  by  the  authority  of  the  «ame,  Tliat  in  all 
cl  he  sl.nuia  say.  were  it  the  '  ^    which  an  oath  may  bo  «a<i  »b»U 


tras  none;  an 

precedent  of  a  former  Parliament,  to  whose 


hav«  bflAD  Bdnlniatered  to  wy  penon,  eithtr  as  a 

juryman  or  a  witness,  or  a  deponent  in  any  pro- 


memory  he  should  owe  no  respect,  and  .  cecdin^,  civil  or  crimiual,  in  any  court  of  law  or 
not  the  precedent  of  the  present  Parliiu  |  equity  in Jhe  United  Kingdom,  mw^pomtiM 
ment,  to  which  he  owed  every  respect —  ^  - 

that  on  that  occaBion,  and  by  that  double 

vote,  the  House  had  most  solemnly  and  „„„„  ^„ 

most  ecrregiously  stultified  itself.    If  the  |  niei  as  rach  person  may  declare  to  be  bindbgJ 
case  rcated  there,  he  should  refuse  to  be  , 
bound  by  tliat  supnosed  precedent,  hut  it  Now  that  was  the  ground  on  which  his 

hon.  Friend  near  him  stated  that  he  bad 
actually  taken  the  oath  of  abjuration 


to  any  oiHco  or  employmeDt,  or  on  any  oceasimi 
whatever,  eucb  person  is  bound  by  the  oath  ad- 

niiiiistcrod,  providi'ii  the  same  shall  havo  boen 
administered  in  such  form  and  with  such  ceromo- 

M 


did  not.  Baron  Rothschild  made  a  state- 
ment at  the  table  which  the  hon.  Member 


for  Greenwich  had  not  made;  he  stated  t'^c  ^ovm  prcf^cnbed  by  law.  and  the  Reso- 
that  he  omitted  from  the  abjuration  oath  ^^^^^  of  the  Uouso  m  the  case  of  Baron 
the  words  •*  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Chris- 1 Bothschnd  required  no  more  than  that; 
tian,"  because  he  did  not  esteem  those !     s'^ply  stated  that  Baron  Rothschdd 


words  to  bo  binding  upon  his  ci^nsclciuo 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  Greeiiwicli  luitl 


should  not  be  entitled  to  take  his  ?cnt  until 
he  had  taken  the  oath  in  the  form  pre- 


not  only  made  no  such  statement,  but  lie  1  scribed  by  law.  There  was  not  a  word 
solemnly  declared  his  reason  to  be.  in  a  t^'o  sense  which  that  House  might 

statement  now  upon  record,  that  he  had  '  't'        ^  '"'^''^  ^^'^''^  Parliau.ent- 

taken  the  oath  in  tlm  form  he  used,  inas- .' '^'"J  pn^ccdcnts;  not  a  word  about  that 
much  as  he  considered  it  to  be  the  form  i  endeavour  to 

prescribed  by  the  statute  of  1  and  2  Vic-  show  to  the  House,  had  been  an  erroneous 
toria.  The  question  which  the  llousa  had  ^^^^  depraved  usatxe,  although  sanctioned 
to  decide  in  the  case  of  the  Member  for  Farliamcnt  for  the  lon.n;  term  nf  nbout 
the  City  of  London,  was  sin.plv,  whether  ,  ^'^'tj  years.  He  went  further  liiuu  his 
he  was  authorised  to  omit  words  i^erely  •^o"- f*^***^? J>«  >"^ntoined  tha 

~  .  had  his  LoD.  Friend  taken  the  oath  in  the 

i  form  prescribed  by  law,  assuming  it  to  be 
legal,  but  he  had  sworn  a  great  deal  tliat 
he  eould  not  legally  be  required  to  swear. 
He  affirmed  that  the  oath  in  question  was 


they  were  not  binding  upon  his 

conscience;  hut  the  question  which  the 
Hnuso  had  now  to  decide,  and  wliicli  it 
would  not  decide,  he  trusted,  until  after 
grave  and  anxious  deliberation,  was,  whe 


ther  a  Tote  of  that  House  was  to  deprive  '  which  could  not  bo  lawfully  adminis 
hh  hon.  Friend  (Alderman  Salomons)  of.  Jfe^^  at  that  tabic,  or  tho  table  of  the 


the  seat  which  ho  occupied  by  virtue 
of  aa  Act  of  Parliament.  [**  Divide, 
divide  !  *']  Hon.  Members  who  express- 
ed such  earnestne.«!s  for  an  immediate 
divisiuu,  only  showed  that  they  had  pre- 
judged the  case.  The  Act  of  Pariia- 
ment  to  which  he  alluded  was  a  deelara- 
tory  Act;  and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Midhurst  (Mr.  Walpole), 
and  hit  other  hon.  and  learned  Friends 
who  had  taken  part  in  tiie  recent  dehnte 
upon  the  subject  of  Ecclesiastical  Titles 
Bill,  had  so  well  exphiined  the  immense 
dittinotion  between  a  deelarator?  Act  and 
a  mere  enactment,  that  it  would  not  be 
necessary  for  him  to  trouble  the  House 
with  any  observations  upon  that  part  of 
the  stthjeet.  However,  this  was  a  dcclara- 
toiy  Act>  and  these  were  the  terms  of 
H:— 

*'  Be  it  declared  and  enactr-d  hy  tho  Queen's 
Must  £xoellent  Majesty,  by  and  with  tho  advico 
and  conMBt  of  the  Lords  spiritual  and  temporal, 
and  Commons,  in  this  pteient  ParliamaDl 

Mr.  0,  Amteif 


House  of  Lords,  to  any  man  whatsoever. 
He  said  this  without  fear  of  being  accused 
of  inconsistency;  for,  being  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic, the  oath  was  never  administered  to 
him;  had  it  becm  so,  he  should  have  stated 
at  the  table,  or  in  his  place,  or  at  the  bar. 
his  reasons  for  thinking  that,  since  the 
death  of  George  III.,  that  oath  had  ceased 
to  be  lawful.  Its  history  was  this.  It 
was  Brst  enacted  by  the  13th  William  III., 
c.  6,  and  the  form  as  there  set  forth  was 
to  be  found  in  the  Report  of  the  Committeo 
of  that  House.  That  oath  abjurtnl  the 
right  of  JauKs  III.,  lately  called  the 
Prince  of  Wales,  and  hound  tlie  person 
taking  it  to  support  and  maintain  the  suc- 
cession of  the  Princess  Anne  of  Denmark, 
and  further  to  maintain  the  eontingent  sue- 
cession,  when  it  should  fall  in,  of  the 
Electress  Sophia  of  Hnnover.  Tho  un- 
expected death  of  Wilham  III.  made  it 
necessary  to  alter  the  oath.  It  was  felt 
that  the  oath  expired  with  the  dynasty  for 
I  whose  pretection  it  had  been  enacted;  but. 
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notwithstandiog,  the  two  Houses  of  Far- 
liMneot  toolc  it  «jHni  tbmselres,  by  a 
special  resolution  founded  upon  the  re* 

E>rt8  of  Comniittpps  of  thoir  rcBpcctire 
ouses,  to  mako  certain  alterations  in  the 
wordiDfi^,  leavinflT  out  the  worda  '*  our  Lord 
King  William,'  and  inserting  the  words 
**  onr  Lady  Queen  Anne/' and  substituting 
the  word  '*  Queen  "  for  "  King  ' '  through* 
ont  the  oal^.   In  th«  Houw  of  Lords* 
Journals  an  entry  of  the  fact  appeared, 
under  date  March  10,  1701,  and  the  oath 
was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  on  a  roll  of 
parchment;  and  in  thenonse  of  Gemroona* 
Jonmals,  under  date  March  24,  1701,  it 
was  stated  that  the  Speaker  nnd  the  Mem- 1 
bers  present  took  the  oath  provided  by  an 
Act  passed  in  that  Session,  enUtled  an 
**  Act  for  the  fnrthcr  Security  of  His  Ma- 
jesty's Person,"  <fcc.,  with  the  rariations 
ordered  by  the  House.    So  far,  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  see,  there  was  an  opportunity 
of  deelering,  by  a  Reaolntion  of  the  House, 
the  yariations  which  it  was  fit  to  make  in 
the  wording  of  the  oath.    In  the  same 
Session  of  ParhamcDt,  tlie  Act  of  1st 
Anne,  cap.  23,  was  passed,  entitled »  ea 
**Act  to  declare  the  alterations  in  the 
Oath  appointed  to  be  token  by  the  13th 
William  III.;"  and  enacted  that  for  tho 
filtare  the  oetb,  with  tiie  alterations  node, 
ehotiUI  he  teken  by  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment.   Similar  alterations  were  made  by 
the  Act  Ist  George  I.,  cap.  13»  the  con- 
tingent ioooesnon  of  the  Bleetress  Sophia 
of  Hanorer  having  fallen  in  for  the  benefit 
of  hor  'ion  the  Elector.    The  last  occasion 
on  wiiieti  this  oath  was  altered  was  in  the 
beginning  of  the  TOtgn  of  George  III., 
And  the  oath,  as  set  forth  in  the  Act  then 
passed  (6  George  III.,  c.  53),  antMM  "An 
Act  for  altering  the  Oath  ot  Abjuration 
end  the  Assnranco,"  was  in  the  same  ftitn 
as  that  now  on  the  table,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  tho  words     United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  "  for  the  words 
*•  Groat  Britain  "  only  ;   and  the  name 
"Viotoria"  for  that  of     U    i-e  III.," 
and  "Quern"  fur  "King;"  aii'l  &.c  first 
recital  of  the  preamble  of  that  Act  ex- 
pressly states  tliat,  in  consequence  of  the 
politieal  events  which  had  happened,  name- 
ly, tho  death  of  George  II.,  an  I  of  Jnmrs 
III.,  and  the  accession  of  Cliarl'^s  IMwanl 
to  his  pretensions  to  the  sovereignty  of 
thii  reahn,  it  had  heeeme  neeessaiy  to 
alter  the  oath.    At  that  time  the  line  of 
the  Stuarts  was  still  in  existence,  and  the 
oath  of  abjuration  hod  its  appropriate  i 
neaaing;  h  was  kfeUed  against  the  I 

YOL.  CXYIU.  (ram  obiu.]  * 


scendants  of  James  II.,  and  upon  eveiy 
new  demise  an  alteration  in  the  wording 

was  made.    That  princely  house  was  now 
extinct;  and  ho  had,  therefore,  a  right  to 
assume  that  if  the  question  had  been  again 
snbmitted  to  Fariiament,  it  would  have 
I  been  proposed  entifely  to  repeal  the  oath 
of  abjuration,  thoso  against  whose  claims 
it  was  levelled  existing  no  more,  and  the 
Jaeohites  of  this  conntrj  and  Ireland  hay* 
ing  been  ahsorhed  in  the  ranks  of  the 
Tories.    It  was  tlie  ohitH-t,      that  time, 
to  conciliate  the  sympathies  and  affections 
of  (he  Jaeohile  interest;  and  nothing  but  the 
conyiction  that  the  oath  itsdf  had  heeome 
obsolete,  and  that  there  was  no  occasion  to 
pass  an  Act  repealing  an  oath  which  no 
longer  existed,   prevented  its  statutory 
repeal  from  being   immediately  eflTccted 
on  the  death  of  tho  1 1'^t  =urvivor  of  tho 
Stuart  line.    Two  remarkable  occurrences 
had  taken  place  before  the  hual  extinction 
of  that  line.    Upon  the  death  of  Cbarlee 
Edward,  Henry  Duke  of  York  assumed 
the  ^ty\e  and  title  of  Henry  IX.  That 
woii  au  eveut  which  would  have  justihcd 
an  alteration,  but  none  was  made.  So 
also,  at  the  union  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  and  tho  creation  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  no  alteration  was  made.  Since 
the  death  of  George  III.,  in  1820,  he 
maintained  that  the  oath  hod  been  taken 
witliout  authority.    But  thirty  years  could 
not  give  prescription  legal  force  in  a  matter 
that  invoWed  popular  rights  and  ParKa- 
mentary  privilege.    The  first  point,  there- 
fore, tlint  those  who  contested  the  right  of 
his  hon.  Friend  to  remain  in  the  seat 
whieh  he  then  occupied,  and  again  to  ex* 
ercise,  as  he  had  already  once  ezeieised, 
the  riglit  of  voting  in  that  House,  must 
begin  by  proving  that  the  6th  George  III. 
was  in  force  for  any  purpose,  and  that  any 
Member  of  that  House  was  oompeHahlef 
without  an  Act  of  Parliament,  or  even 
without  a  Resolution  of  that  House,  to 
take  the  oath  altered  as  it  was  by  tho 
caprioe  or  whim  of  former  officers  of  that 
House,  or  to  lake  the  nath  without  those 
alterations.    And  when  they  had  proved 
that,  they  would  still  have  to  argue  the 
question  presented  to  them  last  year— and 
he  had  looked  in  vain  to  tho  lawyers  who 
led  the  vnn  of  w!iat  they  called  Chris- 
tianity for  an  answer — whether  the  words 
"  on  the  trae  Ihith  of  a  Christian  **  be- 
longed to  the  oath  at  all,  or  were  simply 
part  of  tho  ceremonial  or  solemnity  of 

i taking  it.    Now,  if  a  doubt  upon  this 
matter  oould  be  iho«ni»  the  benefit  of  thai 
2  P 
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ikmbt  •Uarij  belongedi  m  a  matter 

right  and  privilege,  to  the  individual  who 
was  put  upon  his  trini,  ami  whom  it  was 
Buuglit  to  diafranehise  and  deprive  of  bis 
privilege,  Uid  muok  mord  irhen  it  was 
also  sought  to  sabjaot  hita  to  veiatious 
and  heavy  penalties  at  law*  On  the  sub- 
ject of  penalties  he  might  state  thai  one 
part  of  them  wera  of  tneh  a  ebaracter 
that  that  House,  and  it  alone,  could  apply 
thorn,  Avhile  the  other  and  least  grievous 

Sortiou  was  capable  of  being  applied  only 
y  tho  Courts  of  OomoMm  Lawj  Imt  it 
was  tho  same  otTeiice  and  the  same  Aot 
which  8ul)j(H'teil  the  presumed  delinquent 
to  both  classes  of  penalties — so  tliat  if 
that  Hovse  were  to  declare  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Salomons)  a  Popish  recu- 
sant convict,  lie  would  Buffer  aceordinfrlv, 
and  would  be  for  ever  ineligible  to  sit 
in  Parliament.    Now,  let  the  House  see 
what  it  was  about  to  do  If  it  voted, 
either  on  tliat  or  any  other  occasion,  tlint 
■wliich  might  be  quoted  as  an  authority 
in  a  Court  of  Law.    By  the  Bill  of  Eights 
it  was  for  eref  oonoeded  to  either  House 
of  Parliament,  that  the  freedom  of  speech 
in  debate,  or  of  the  procoedtnc^s  in  Parlia- 
ment, should  not  be  impeached  or  ques- 
tioned in  aa  J  eouit  or  place  out  of  Parlia- 
ment, so  that  when  that  House*  1^  a  hasty 
Tote,  decided  that  which  in  any  way  im- 
peached the  right  of  his  hon.  Friend  to 
the  seat  whieh  he  oeeopied«  a  Court  of 
law  would  bo  obliged  to  pay  the  highest 
respect  to  their  decision  ;  they  would  not 
dare  to  question  or  impeach  it,  for  the 
Judge  who  ^  ao  tn^jlit  he  questioned 
at  the  bar  of  that*  and  impeached  before 
the  other  House.    On  the  other  hand,  if 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had,  in  his  capacity  of  leader  of  that 
House,  accepted   the  invitation   of  the 
hon.  Member  for  if arylebone  (Sir  B.  Hnlll, 
and  had  given  a  promise  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  bring  this  matter  before  a 
competent  Court  of  Law  for  decision,  and 
in  themean  time  that  TIriii=e had  >;uspendeil 
its  proeredinc;,  there  was  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of 
Law,  though  not  binding  on  that  House* 
would  be  entitled  to  the  highest  attention 
within  its  walls,  and  that  whatever  had 
been  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Law, 
aoeh  wedd  huootae  the  deoisioa  of  Parlia- 
ment.   At  present  they  had  no  decision  of 
any  court  to  guide  them,  and  they  were 
left  dependent  upon  such  statements  of 
ihe  Uw  as  were  made  by  hon.  and  learned 
Vmhort  upon  oda  sida  or  the  othar«  Now 

Mr.  C,  Amies 


it  was  well  known  that  there  waram  diea- 

tions  more  wearisome  to  hon.  Members* 
or  which  the  House  was  less  fit  to  decide^ 
than  legal  points  ;  and  for  that  reason  it 
was  not  fitthag  that  it  shouU  haeoma  thtt 
judge  on  questions  of  law  involving  tha 
rights  of  individuals  and  of  constituencies, 
and  the  eonstitutiooal  privileges  of  the  peo* 
ple«   Such,  however,  being  the  deeiiiea 
of  tho  noble  Lofd,  the  duty  was  imposed 
upon  himself  and  those  who  thought  with 
him,  of  eiplaining  to  tho  House  the  deci- 
sion at  whieh  th<^  had  arrfved,  and  of  an- 
deaTouring  to  obtain  to  that  decision  tha 
nssetit  of  the  njajor'rtv.    The  hrdnd  ques- 
tion at  issue  was,  whctlier  a  gcuticmaii  of 
the  Hebrew  persuasion  had  now,  by  tlie 
common  law,  or  hy  statute  law,  or  by  rota 
of  that  TI  rinse,  to  take  his  seat  within  that 
House,  being  elected  thereto  hy  a  free 
coubtituency.    That  he  had  that  right,  he 
(lfr«  Anstey)  had  no  doubt  whaterw*  Ha 
had  it  at  eonmion  law  ;  for  there  was  no 
doubt  that  the  Jews  born  in  this  realm 
were,  by  the  common  law,  uatural-bora 
subjeels,  and  not  aliens*  and  were  there- 
fore entitled  to  all  those  privileges  whieh 
in  later  times  had  been  denied  them.  The 
authority  of  Bracton  (the  highest  known 
in  this  country  upon  feudal  law)  sheared 
that  in  his  time  they  could  hold  land,  for  he 
said  that  the  c»Be«  of  tho  Jews  and  of 
monks  stood  precisely  on  the  same  footing 
with  regard  to  the  ri^t  to  hold  land;  that 
land  might  be  given  ia  Mortmain,  and  to 
the  Jews,  except  in  cases  wher»»  the  giver 
thought  himself  prevented  by  some  clause 
in  the  deed  under  idddt  ha  hinlBelf  eiaiis- 
ed  ;  and  ha  went  on  to  use  these  streng 
expressions  : — Et  qitod  talilv^  pertonu 
dari  non  poteril  sicut  alitB,  nulla  ratio 
vel  necessitas  illwi  induciU  nut  tanttm 
modus  donoHonh,    The  au^ority  of  Coke 
and  Sclden  wa«  to  the  same  effect  ;  and 
M;ulox,  in  his  History  of  the  Exchequer, 
set  forth  writs  by  which  it  appeared  that 
great  part  of  the  land  of  the  country,  aot- 
withstanding^  the  feudal  laws,  was  vested 
I  in  the  Jews  by  name,  and  that  without 
the  intervention  of  trustees  they  bought, 
sold,  gave,  and  received  land  down  to  the 
reign  of  Edward  L    The  Jews  had  there* 
fore  the  position  of  freemen  in  this  coun- 
try ;  and  the  same  writer,  in  enumerating 
the  difurent  elasses  of  nea  ta  BnghuM, 
thus  distinguished  ^m  as  "  barons,  vava- 
sours, knijrhts,  freemen,  and  villeins, "  but 
made  no  other  distinction  ;  and  ell  the 
rights  belonging  to  freawBB,  bring  Chris* 
tiani»  bfllsBgad  Ofudly  to  Iraaaatn  ~ 
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JewB.    Thoee  commuDitieB,  or  bodies,  too, 
which   prrccdcd  the  constitution  of  the 
proAeot  aigk  Court  of  Patliamcnt,  and 
exerMM^  eadi  in  ito  degroo,  a  part  of  the 
functions  vhich  now  bolongied  ezelusively 
to  Parliament  as  a  whole,  were  accessible 
to  the  Jews.    They  were  members  of  the 
tithing,  the  hundred,  and  the  shire  courts; 
and  they  lat  in  the  communitiea  of  mer- 
chants, to  wliom,  before  the  iustitiition  jf 
that  House,  the  Sovereign  was  obliged  t  » 
have  recourse  for  the  powers  to  tax  hi  a 
poophs,  or  to  change  the  lav  «ndar  vfaieh 
they  were  govern^.    Just  bofore  ibe  re- 
bellion of  Simon  de  Montfort,  a  large  aub- 
sidy  was  granted  to  Henry  ill.,  by  •  body 
ealled  the  Communilj  of  ne  Jows,  elected 
in  ])ursu:iiiL'e  of  tbo  King*!  Writs  issued  to 
the  baililFs  of  every  town,  or  the  sheriffs  of 
every  county,  in  which  the  Jews  resided  ; 
that  body  sat  by  the  side  of  the  Couvoca* 
tiOB  of  tbe  Oleray  a^d  the  body  of  Nobleo, 
and  eieroised  the  same  powers  over  those 
of  their  own  community  which  these  botlios 
exercised  in  the  reaJm.    The  Jews  did  not 
apoear  in  the  fini  Paifiainent,  ibat  of 
Savard  I.,  beoanae  bi  tbe  meantime,  by 
an  ordinonco  emanating  from  tlin  KinL^, 
bnt  not  sanctioned  by  tbe  Estates  of  the 
Mabn,  every  Jew  had  been  forced  to  go 
abroad,  and  tbe  whole  <^  hit  property  had 
been  taken  from  him,  and  vested  in  the 
Kinj^  ;  no  Act  of  oxcluaion  'tvas,  however, 
passed,  and  if  the  Jews  had  thought  fit  to 
retain  to  the  eowttiy,  and  to  tHHt  ibuii- 
selves  to  that  which  they  had  too  much 
right  to  distruBt,  the  protection  of  thoFn?-  I 
liah  law,  they  might  have  re-entered  upon 
all  tbe  ligbto  of  wUeh  they  had  been  tLw 
deprired.    Coming  down  to  the  next  pe- 
riod of  constitutional  history,  he  found 
that  the  question  of  whether  Jews  were 
idiena  or  not,  was  raised  in  the  reigns  of 
Charles  II.,  James  IL,  and  Willian  IIL, 
and,  after  elaborate  argument,  it  was  de- 
cided in  their  favour  by  tiie  Privy  Council, 
who  rcieofcd  them  from  the  payment  of 
alMadaee.   lAthe  rciga  of  VfillMBiIIl., 
PaiVament  attempted  to  irapoea  iipoa  them 
an  exceptional  tax,  in  order  to  raise  a  Bub- 
aidy  of  100,000{.;  they  petitioned  against 
it  (  it  was  jaafified  by  ua  aaaer^oa  that 
they  were  aliens,  but  they  proved  at  the 
bar  of  the  House  that  tbey  were  not  ;  the 
Bill  was  dropped,  and  they  were  taxed  on 
tlie  same  footing  of  natural-bom  subjects, 
at  a  rate  equal  to  One  moiety  of  what 
the  nonjuriug  Protestants  anJ  Roman  Ca- 
tlujlipR  worn   taxnd   at.      Such  was  the 
iieci&iou  of  a  jt^arJiamcnt  wiuch  for  a  pe« 


riod  of  twelve  years  left  them  e%ible 

to  a  seat  in  Parliament  ;  for  there  was 
notliing  which  now  prevented  them  tak- 
ing their  seate,  except  tbe  13th  William 
III.,  which  for  the  first  time  introJuced 
into  what  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Kus- 
sell)  properly  called  "  the  fag  end"  of  the 
abjuration  oath,  the  words,  "  on  tho  true 
faith  of  aCbriatian."    It  became,  there- 
fore, the  question,  whether  the  words  thits 
iTitroduccd,  consf itiiffnl  an  ohjcction  to  the 
admiii&ion  of  the  Jews  into  Parliament. 
Now  the  Tery  worda  "  algimtion  oath," 
showed  significant^  enoiigh  that  it  was 
not  intended  to  guard  against  any  mischief 
or  danger  apprehended  from  the  Jews,  but 
that  it  was  passed  to  guard  againat  AoM 
which  were  likely  to  arise  from  Roman 
Catholics,  or  from  thoBo  wlioui  in  our  mo- 
dern nomenclature  we  should  call  Tracta- 
rian  Protestants — the  Iligh  Church  party 
among  Anglicans,  and  the  Roman  Catho- 
lies  generally,  being  tlion  much  attached 
to  the  cause  of  the  exiled  house  of  Stuart. 
That  oath  should  be  no  objection  to  the 
admission  of  the  hon.  Member  if  its  sub- 
stance were  iwgacded;  it  was  an  abjuration 
of  the  exiled  line,  and  a  declaration  that 
Queen  Victoria  was  the  rightful  Queen  and 
Governor  of  these  realms :  now  in  tbe  first 
two  oaths  which  he  had  taken,  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Salomons)  had  affirmed  both 
these  propu.^itioiis;  and  lie  hud  moreover 
done,  what  he  (Mr.  Anstey)  would  never 
do — renounced  all  ecclesiastical  and  spiri- 
tual jurisdiction  within  this  realm  claimable 
by  sHiy  y>er«f>n  other  than  Iler  Majesty;  so 
tiiat  iie  had  shown  himself,  suocanlmg  to 
those  who  raised  this  objection,  more  loyal 
and  better  fitted  to  sit  in  Parliament  than 
the  Roman  Catholics,  and  still  they  pro- 
posed to  exclude  him.     Then  that  oath 
which  operated  to  beep  bim  (Mr.  Anstey), 
and  audi  as  him,  out  of  Parliament,  so 
long  as  tlic  Stuart  line  lasted,  had  been 
rrppnlrd  sf)  far      tlipv  were  conconiod— 
that  outli  was  put  to  them  no  longei- — and 
that,  he  thought,  proved  tbe  justice  of 
what  he  had  said  before,  that  if  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament  had  been  deliberately 
drawn  to  the  subject,  in  the  reign  of  George 
III.  or  George  iy.»  before  ma  qnestuui 
was  raised,  they  would  have  repealed  thia 
senseless  oath  altogether.    But  the  ques- 
tion still  arose — if  this  oath  was  a  legal 
oath,  as  he  was  ^suaded  it  was  not,  and 
not  a  Toluntary  and  unlawful  oath,  could 
Parliament,  however  ;i1i^-c  to  the  grievance 
and  abf^urdtty  nf  flcju'M-niL;   a  mnu  of  hln 
right  by  vn  tuu  ol  the  iu^  end  ui  au  uatii 
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not  intencled  to  apply  to  Kim,  grant  relief 

unless  both  Houses  concurred.    It  was  a 
question  of  the  privileges  of  the  House  of 
Comtuuus;  aud  he  thought  that  when  that 
Hoose  had  moet  injadieionsly  asked  the 
eoDCurrence  of  those  in  another  place,  the 
latter  would  have  shown  a  better  sense  of 
their  own  dignity,  aud  a  greater  desire  to 
proBeire  a  good  undentanding  betireen 
the  two  Houses,  if  thej  had  Koquieeeed  in 
the  decision  of  that  House,  and  had  passed 
the  Bill  which  the  Uouso  of  Commons  had 
sent  up  to  th^m,  withottt  remonstrance. 
They  had,  howerer,  refosed  to  do  so,  and 
the  House  of  Commons  was  therefore  thrown 
back  upon  its  undoubted  privileses.  The 
6as6  was  fbrther  advanced  than  it  was  last 
year.    The  hon.  Member  for  Qreenvich 
was  in  his  pli\ce.    He  had  shewn  n  courage 
which  should  have  been  shown  by  others. 
And  furthermore  there  was  a  claim  upon 
the  House  of  Commons  for  the  perfor- 
mance of  tliG  pledge  which  they  had  given 
to  the  other  Member  of  Parliament  who 
had  been  prevented  from  taking  his  seat — 
that  in  conjunction  or  not  in  conjunction 
with  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  they 
wonld  apply  themselves  earnestly  to  re- 
medy the  mitschief  and  the  griccanco  of 
which  he  so  justly  complained.    Now  that 
House  had  the  cxcluBlve  jurisdiction  over 
all  questions  affeoting  the  ^eat'*  of  their 
own  idembcrs,  and  it  had  also  tiie  power 
of  removing  all  obstacles  which  might  he 
placed  in  the  way  of  the  title  of  any  claim- 
ant in  whose  favour  they  decided,  or  of  its 
exercise  by  him.    That  was  the  case  of 
Baron  Rothschild.   For  form's  sake  they 
had  invited  the  House  of  Lords  to  concur 
with  them  in  a  declaratory  Act;  they  had 
not  chosen  to  do  so,  and  they  were  there- 
fore called  upon  to  decide  whether  they 
could  not  do  that  by  a  Resolution  which 
they  had  proposed  to  do  by  a  declaratory 
Act.    A  declaratory  Act  did  not  change 
the  law,  hat  imly  affirmed  the  law.  They 
did  so  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Pease,  which  was 
even  a  stronger  case  than  the  present,  for 
he  refused  to  taice  any  oath  at  all;  whereas 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  had  taken 
all  three,  two  without  dispute,  and  the  one 
now  under  consideration.    In  the  ease  of 
Mr.  Pease  tiiej  might  have  followed  the 
precedent  in  the  ease  of  O'Connell,  where 
they  decided  that,  however  willing  they 
were  to  grant  relief,  and  however  nmrli  in- 
clined they  might  have  been  to  allow  him 
to  retain  his  seat,  if  his  objection  had 
taken  some  other  form,  they  were  obliged, 
in  consequence  of  his  distinet  nfoaal  hung 
Mr,  C,  Antttg 


on  record,  to  dedare  the  seat  void,  and  to 

order  a  new  writ  to  issue.    But  Mr.  Pease 
was  allowed  to  enter  the  House;  his  scat 
was  unquestioned,  and  they  seated  him  by 
a  Resolution,  and  then  asked  the  Honse  of 
Lords  to  agree  with  them  in  a  declaratory 
Act,  the  only  utility  of  which  was,  that  the 
practice  of  boiii  iiouBea  might  thereby  be 
rendered  vniform,  and  a  Qnaker  might  sit 
in  the  House  of  Lords.    Why,  then,  was 
a  different  course  to  be  taken  now  ?  Why 
was  the  House  of  Commons  to  begiu  by 
asking  the  Honse  of  Lords  to  qualify  any 
gentleman  whom  Her  Majesty  pleased  to 
honour  to  take  his  seat  in  the  House  of 
Lords  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  Com- 
mons Tcntnring  to  admit  him  to  a  seat 
which  ihej  had  declared  to  be  his  by  law  ? 
This  was  a  surrendering  of  their  privilrn^c?', 
of  which  there  was  no  precedent  upon  their 
Jonmais  since  tiie  bad  days  of  the  Stoarta. 
He  contended,  however,  that  there  was 
really  nothing  in  the  oath  or  in  the  law  to 
keep  the  hon.  Member  out  of  the  House. 
What  was  the  fag  end  of  it  ?    *'  Upon  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian,  so  help  me  God." 
Now  it  was  admitted,  he  supposed,  that 
the  words  "  so  help  mc  God"  were  not 
material;  because,  strange  to  say,  if  mate- 
rial, they  did  not  appear  in  the  Act  George 
III.,  and  had,  therefore,  been  added  cither 
by  a  vote  of  the  House  or  by  their  officer. 
Now  if  these  words  were  immaterial,  the 
only  words  which  it  was  said  were  material 
were  those  "  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Chris- 
tian."  Now  hon.  Gentlemen  who  pretend- 
ed that  that  House  bad  power  to  change 
George  III."  into  "  Victoria."  «  King  * 
into  '*  Queen,"  make  chaisi^n  s  of  that  kind, 
and  continue  the  whole  substance  of  the 
oath  after  the  Act  intended  to  preserre 
it  had  expired,  by  a  singular  inoonsia* 
tency  also  contended  that  Parliament  eooU 
not  omit  words  of  rcremonial  and  so- 
lemnity, because,  forsooth,  they  were  con- 
tained in  this  Act  of  Pailiament.  Wodd 
the  Judges  of  the  land  allow  the  ooont 
of  justice  to  he  obstnictrd  bv  pnc!i  miser- 
able sophistry  as  that  i  \V  hy  those  w  ho  pre- 
sided in  onr  Courts,  and  eren  in  onr  eede- 
siastical  courts,  changed  the  aimple  fvaa 
of  abjuration  into  what  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  consider  to  be  blasphemous, 
idolatrous,  and  almost  obscene  attestations, 
in  accordance  with  the  faith  of  heathen 
witnesses.    H  they  lia  l  powtT  to  do  this, 
they  would  have  ha  l  tlie  j  ower,  and  would 
have  exercised  it,  to  qualify  tiie  Jew  by 
omitting  the  Words  which  were  not  binding 
upon  his  comdenoe.  AbelieTer  iiiBiiddlta 
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'was  sworn  in  the  fbm  he  helieyed  binding; 
he  declared,  as  in  the  presence  of  Buddha, 

that  he  was  unprojudiced,  and  ho  con- 
tinued— "  If  what  T  have  spoken  shall 
prove  to  be  false,  or  if,  by  colouring  the 
traib,  others  shall  he  led  astray,  then  may 
the  three  holy  existences,  namely,  Buddha, 
and  D'haninia  (Dhurma,  or  the  sacred  Bali 
writ,  personified),  and  Phra  Sangha  (or 
the  hierarohy),  in  whose  sight  I  now  stand, 
together  with  the  glorious  Dey'atas,  of  the 
twenty-two  finnamenta,  punish  me."  The 
oath  went  on  to  invoke  vengeance  upon  the 
migrating  soul.  This  oath  was  adnrinis- 
tered  to  a  Chinese  wmnan  hj  the  House  of 
Lords  (who  wcrrv  arrninst  the  admission  of 
the  Jews)  in  a  divorce  case  in  July,  1846. 
The  following  was  what  passed 

**  Oq  oalliog  a  Cliinese  womaa  servant,  with 
a  gentleman  who  acted  aa  interpreter,  Lord 
Brovkg^iaa  inquired  whether  it  woa  not  required 
of  bar  to  break  a  saoeer  before  she  gave  her  cvi- 
denee  ?  The  interpreter  said  that  slie  was  very 
reluctant  to  be  sworn  a  second  time,  and  that 
her  gods  would  be  very  angiy  with  her.  Lord 
Brou^rhum  :  '  Tell  her  that  her  gods  will  punish 
us,  and  not  her,  if  anything  wrong  is  done.'  The 
interpreter  endeavoured  to  induce  her  to  tike  the 
oath,  but  iha  itiU  deoUned.   Iiord  Brea^ham: 

*  T«tl  lier  that  no  oalamitf  can  be&ll  ber  if  she 
■will  consent  to  hi-  s\',iir:i.'  She  still  persisted  in 
adhering  to  her  religious  opiaioos.  After  several 
ineffeetoid  attempts  to  have  her  sworn.  Lord 
Brougham  said  to  the  interpreter,  *  Tell  her  that 
we  shall  be  under  the  aecesfiity  of  committing  her 
to  prison  if  she  will  not  be  sworn.'  She  ultiniately 
ooDMDted  to  be  iwom.*  Next  daj,  *  Ibe  iamale 
OUnne,  whose  name  was  Kowban,  wai  (ben  «ali«d 
in,  and  Lord  Brovigham  dcsir  <!  tli  •  intorproter  to 
tail  her,  '  that  now  she  has  been  sworn  (this  was 
done  yesterday  with  the  ibmuditj  of  breaking  the 
saucer),  if  "^hi-  doos  not  spenk  the  truth  lier  gocis 
will  punish  her.'  The  interpreter  then  made  her 
acquainted  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  ro- 
WMk.  Lord  Brougham :  '  Now  ask  her  who  are 
her  goda.*  In  reply,  she  said,  through  the  inter- 
prater,  tliat  the  chief  was  Buddha.  Lord  Brougham : 

*  Tell  her  that  Buddha  will  punish  her  most  ^- 
verely  if  she  does  not  speak  the  tnith,  and  that 
she  will  ho  also  punished  in  this  world  if  slie  doos 
not  spc.%k  the  truth.'  Thia  observation  being  ex- 
plained, she  replied  in  Chinese,  '  I  will  speak  the 
truth.'   The  witnaas  was  then  examined." 


1162 


This  was  a  very  good  doctrine  to  come 
from  a  noble  and  learned  Lord,  a  member 
of  that  assembly  which  had  so  conscien* 
iSooa  an  ob|eotion  to  the  House  <rf  Com- 

tnons  cfcrcising  its  nvrn  privileges  in  con- 
nexion with  one  oi  tlu  ir  own  members,  lie 
was  not,  however,  at  ail  finding  fault  with 
Lord  Brougham,  who  had,  he  thought, 

acted  quite  correctly,  and  who  did  not  par- 
ticipate in  tlic  misernl'ic  bi';'atry  of  wliir-!; 


Mahometan  was  sworn,  the  oath,  accord- 
ing to  bis  own  faith,  was  merely  reeited  to 
him  by  the  officer  of  the  court,  and  he  said, 
"  Yes."  Ill  a  case  in  the  Central  Criminal 
Court,  '  Itugina  t>.  Entrehuian  and  tiamut, 
(CarringUm  and  JforfAom,*  248),  the 
prosecutor  (Assang)  was  called,  and,  on 
getting  into  the  witncss-hox,  immediately 
knelt  down,  and  a  China  saucer  having 
been  plaoed  in  hb  hand,  he  stniek  it 
against  the  brass  rml  in  front  of  the  box, 
and  broke  it.  The  crier  of  the  court,  who 
swears  the  witnesses,  then,  by  direction  of 
tiie  interpreter,  administerod  the  oatii  hi 
these  woras,  which  were  translated  hj  the 
interpreter  into  the  Chinese  language  : 
"  You  shall  tell  the  truth  and  the  whole 
truth;  Ihe  sanoer  is  eraeked;  and,  if  you 
do  not  tell  the  truth,  your  soul  will  be 
cracked  like  the  saucer."  The  prisoner 
was  found  guilty,  and  seutcticed  to  fourteen 
days'  imprisonment.  Now,  if  that  branoh 
of  tho  Legislature  forfeited  its  Christian 
character  by  exercising  its  constitutional 
privileges  in  tho  admission  of  his  hon. 
Friend  by  a  Kcsolation,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Central  Criminal  Court, 
or  the  Privy  Council — which  continually 
received  and  neted  upon  depositions  re- 
ceived from  India — or  the  House  of  Lords 
which  passed  the  Di?oroe  Bill  on  the  evi- 
dence to  which  he  referred,  forfeited  their 
character  as  Christian  courts  ?  He  con- 
tended that  his  hon.  Friend  was  entitled 
to  the  rights  which  the  oonstitution  gare 
him,  and  that  his  constituents  were  not, 
by  a  vote  of  that  or  the  other  House,  to  be 
defrauded  of  the  right  which  belonged  to 
him.  If  the  seat  was  full,  the  House  had 
no  power,  according  to  the  precedent  of 
last  year,  to  order  a  new  writ  to  issue, 
neither  had  it  power  to  prevent  his  filling 
that  seat,  and  exercising  the  privileges 
which  appertauied  to  it.  It  was  upon 
these  considerations — first,  because  the 
Act  lat  and  2nd  Vict.,  of  which  Lord 
Denman  had  the  immortal  honour,  had 
placed  the  Jew  in  all  respects  in  a  state 
of  perfect  equality  in  the  matter  of  oaths, 
and  entitled  him  to  insist  on  the  dispensa- 
tion which  he  claimed;  and,  secondly,  be- 
cause he  thought  the  oath  as  it  was  put 
was  not  a  lawful  oath,  and  there  was  DO 
power  in  the  House  to  impose  it  upon  any 
Member;  and,  thirdly,  because  it  was  the 
person  who  dMmed  the  franchise  that 
ought  to  have  the  benefit  of  the  doubt,  and 

?>ot   flioso  who  cliallonLT'd  tiic  franclii''t', 


they  were  now  complainmg.  Ue  would  i  and  would  trample  it  under  loot,  thut  iic 
only  state  la  addition  to  thi«»  that  when  a  I  adted  the  House  to  do  jostioe  admitting 
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bis  hon.  Friend  to  the  privileges  to  vhieli !  ren  the  Hebreim;  hoped  the  hon.  aiid 
h»  mkI  entitled  him,  and  to  disregard,  as  learned  Gentieman  troold  be  inclined. 


contrarv  to  their  own  rio^lus,  the  advene 
assumption  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

The  gallery  was  cleared  for  a  division ; 
but  Mr.  BsRMAL  OsnoBira  roae  to  reply 


the  present  occasion,  to  rise  and  favonr 
them  with  his  opinion  on  the  subject  of 
this  debate.  As  far  as  he  (Mr.  Hobhouse) 
could  examino  tho  subject,  his  opinion  was 


amidst  lond  cries,  ami  said,  lie  tliouglit,  that  a  Xlcinber  elected  to  tliat  liouso might 
before  tliey  came  to  a  decision,  he  had  a  ,  sit  and  vote  if  he  chose  to  run  the  risk  of 


•right  tu  addroba  tiie  liousc.  lie  believed 
he  moved  the  anbataDtire  Motion,  and  he 


incurring  thu  penalties  appointed  by  Law  if 
the  ease  were  decided  agMnst  him.  He 


thought  that  tho  Speaker  was  mistaken  in  believed  that  many  minors  had  sat  In  that 


dccidinc;  that  he  could  not  do  so. 

Mu.  tiPEAKEE:  I  wUl  teU  the  hon. 
Member  eiaetly  hov  the  qneetion  stands. 

The  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  having 
taken  his  5?pat  without  havinf;  taken  tho 
oaths,  a  Motion  was  made  that  the  hon. 
Member  do  now  withdraw.  That  Motion 
has  precedence  of  all  others,  being  a  ques- 
tion of  privilege.  To  that  Motion  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  (Mr.  B.  Osborne) 
moved  an  Amendment;  and,  in  doiiig  so, 
ftrfeitod  his  right  to  address  the  House 
on  thnt  question.  The  hon.  Kfcmber  put 
an  Ameudment  without  making  a  speech, 
and  then  elmmed  to  have  the  right  to  bo 
hoard  apon  it. 

Mb.  IIOBHOUSE  :  I  understand  tho 
hon.  Member  did  not  make  the  Motion 
which  you  suppose  him  to  have  made;  so 
I  presume  you  will  retract  your  judnnent, 
and  allow  tlio  hon.  Meoibw  for  MiddleBex 
to  address  tho  Ildu.se. 

Mr.  SrE AKEli :  The  hou.  Member  is 
mistahan  in  supposing  that  no  Motion  was 
madfi.  A  Motion  was  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  M(  mber  for  ih"  city  of  London, 
that  Alderman  Salomaiib  do  now  withdraw; 
and  OB  the  qneation  being  ]rat,  an  Amend- 
ment was  put  into  my  huids  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex;  and  having,'  put 


IIoiisc;  in  the  reign  of  ri)nr|p!!  II  ,  Waller, 
the  eminent  poet,  sat  there  at  the  early 
age  of  airteen;  and  he  believed  that  Gharm 
Fox,  an  eminent  statesman,  revered  by  one 
side,  however  he  might  h«  p(>rhaps  repollod 
by  tho  other,  sat  in  that  House  when  ho 
was  a  minor.  He  did  net  know  that  eitbar 
the  one  or  the  Other  had  voted  in  that 
House,  but  lie  believed  that  both  the  ono 
and  tho  other  might  have  voted  in  the 
House,  provided  thej  wave  readv  to  ineor 
the  responsibility  appointed  by  law.  Ho 
bt  licved  this  was  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich,  He  (Mr.  IIoh> 
house)  believed  he  might  feit  and  vote,  as 
far  as  he  1  :  heard,  and  he  should  like  to 
lo  enlightened  on  tho  subject  by  tho  law 
officers  of  tho  Crown.  He  believed  the 
hou.  Member  might  sit  and  vote  and  Incur 
penalties,  and  then  it  was  for  any  Qeatle- 
niftii  at  t!ie  other  side  of  the  House  to  en- 
force them — no  person  out  of  the  House 
could  do  so,  for  strangers  were  exoluded  uu 
diviiieaa;  bat  any  Geotlwnao  at  the  other 
side  might  pursue  the  hon.  Member  (by  a 
prosecution)  for  the  penalties.  lie,  (Mr. 
Qobhouso)  would  advise  the  Speaker  hum- 
bly, and  with  great  respect,  not  to  render 
himself  liable  to  any  penalties.  He  would 
advise  him  to  let  the  subject  be  tnkf^n  be- 


tiiat  Amendment  into  my  hands,  he  has  foro  a  Court  of  law,  which  bad  betorc  over 
fotfuted  his  right  to  Sfnak  until  the  Amend-  ruled  the  prooeedinga  of  that  House.  He 


ment  has  been  ilisjtosed  of, 

Mtt.  T.B.  HOBHOUSE  said,  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Chair  was  indisputable  iu  that 
House;  lie  hewed  with  deference  te  the 

expression  of  the  Speaker's  opinion,  and 

ho  took  it  to  be  the  proper  decision  on  the 
Sttbjeot;  but  ho  believed  that  he  was  him- 


would  remmd  tke  House  of  what  had  taken 
place  in  the  ease  of  tho  Sheriffs,  where  it 
was  virtually  determined  that  they  had  no 
power  to  commit,  and  they  might  perhaps 

now  determine  and  advise  the  jury  that  an 
action  for  penalties  did  u  t  lir*.  and  if  so, 
tho  hen.  Member  for  Greenwich  would  tako 


ieif  entiUfaNl  to  speak,  and  being  entiiied '  his  seat  in  the  House;  and  when  h»  iSA 
to  efieak  he  might  suggest  to  the  House  |  tako  it,  no  {Kirson  would  be  more  ready 

that  some  ffravc  difficulties  might  arise  if  I  than  he  (Mr.  Hobhouse)  to  shako  him  by 


thoy  ordered  tho  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich te  withdraw  from  the  House.  On  a 
former  occasion  he  had  heard  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlcnman  (tlie  Solicitor  General) 
express  himself  with  the  greatest  zeal  and 
judgment,  and  with  the  greatest  abiUty 
ud  1(^  aeumen,  iu  favDur  of  their  breth- 


the  hand,  tfaoagh  he  had  not  the  honour  of 
his  acquaintanoe.  No  person  would  be 
more  glad  to  nee  him  place  himself  at  the 
table  of  the  IIou.so;  and  as  he  had  already 
sat  with  the  penalties  of  the  law  suspended 
over  hini,  no  person  would  bo  more  desirous 
to  tee  hin  talce  hli  leat,  irithoat  the  ftu 
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of  tliose  penalties,  amongst  Olufistians  and 
amongst  man  willing  to  diseharge  their 
duty  to  their  country.  The  eleotors  iiad  a 
right  to  return  the  man  of  thoir  choice,  anrl 
he  thought  it  was  an  infraction  of  their 
prWil^M  to  prMHUBaio  aMitrol  tlieir  judg- 
neftt.  He  vespeoted  tha  deoialon  that  had 
been  come  to  in  another  place,  so  far  as 
the  deebioii  was  wQrthy  of  respect,  and  not 
one  hit  further.  H«  thengfat  that  the 
Ooromons  ought  not  to  invade  the  just 
rir'hts  of  the  llouso  of  Lords,  ami  he  be- 
lieved  there  was  no  man  in  that  House 
who  would  dosire  to  enter  into  a  eollision 
with  thaip  LardaUps.  It  wm  quita  anough 
to  aaj  that  a  way  was  proposed  by  which 
the  fliffifulty  might  be  avoided.  He  be- 
lieved it  was  proposed  to  be  evaded  by  the 
Imb.  Mambav  f«r  OrMBwieh  taking  his 
laat  by  law — that  was,  by  the  deciuon  of 
the  .TntJ^rps  of  tlio  !nn(i;  cin<\  nn  that  (^ound, 
and  on  the  argumeuta  urged  in  favour  of 
tills  ease,  he  would  not  be  inclined  to  vote 
that  hon.  If  ember  for  Greenwich  should 
withdraw.  Tic  would  vote  that  he  should 
take  his  scat  there  forth \vrth;  he  wouhl 
vote  that  the  hon.  Member  shouid  subject 
fainaelf,  if  ha  pteMod.  to  tha  risk  of  the 
penalties.  Whether  he  was  ready  to  do 
that,  he  (Mr.  ITohhonse)  knew  not.  lie 
was  not  of  the  Jewish  councils — he  had 
not  taken  any  pari  in  tha  deliharatiimi  on 
tha  mbjeot;  but  of  this  he  was  sore,  that 
if  mnny  Christians  ptiTi  rined  their  duties 
as  well  ns  some  of  the  Jews,  they  would 
iiavo  uii  improved  state  of  society.  It  mat- 
tored  nothing  to  Um  whether  he  received 
applausive  cheers  or  ironical  cheers.  ITe 
was  there  to  do  his  duty  and  he  would  do 
it.  He  behered  that  on  a  former  occasion 
ba  liad  baaft  tbo  muM  af  pravanting  the 
noble  Lord  ftt  the  head  of  tho  Qovernroent 
from  <loinfi^  wrong,  and  of  saving  the  House 
from  being  misled.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
)iad  been  properly  alaoted  Hatehor  for 
Green wicli  ;  bo  potition  was  presented 
nrr^itiat  him — no  person  complained  of  an 
undue  return  for  Greenwich.  The  hon. 
GoQtleiuaa  was  as  much  a  Member  of  the 
HaBM  M  the  right  hon.  Qentbman  who 
iMed  the  ehair.  [Cries  of  "  Question  !"] 
The  question  before  the  House  was  the 
Jewish  question,  and  on  that  question  \ui 
vaa  detemined  to  daKrer  hit  aaBtiments. 
They  might  be  inrolvad  m  proceedings 
that  would  dcroc^ate  vmrv  nnieri  from  the 
dignity  ot  tlie  House,  and  he  was  auxioos  to 
heer  seTBval  UonfaeiB  en  the  TreBmhenoh 
.—be  waa  aaxious  to  heer  the  1b«  omsers  of 
4heOiiiimontheaabjeil.  Whmh»mmik»A 


a  case  of  this  constitutional  magnitude  and 
gravity  was  to  be  determined  almost  like  % 
Turnpike  Bill,  or  a  Private  Bill — when  he 
.«?avT  those  things  were  to  he  let  pass  by  in 
that  way,  like  the  idle  wind  which  they  re^ 
speeled  not— -he  warned  the  Hooee  ageinet 
t  lie  course  which  they  were  taking;  he  warned 
t!)em  that  the  lion.  Gentleman  had  a  right 
to  take  his  scat — and  he  warned  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  ohair  thai  he  ha4 
no  right  to  direct  him  to  withdraw.  Ha 
might  as  well  ti-Il  Inm  (Mr.  Hohhou-se)  to 
withdraw,  as  tiie  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich. That  hon.  Gentleman  had  taken 
his  seat  in  thfti  House  as  a  Member  el  il{ 
as  a  Member,  he  (Mr.  Hobhouse)  was  de- 
termined  to  support  liim,  and  nMuntein  the 
constitution. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  said, 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  appeal  which 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman tho  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Hob- 
house)  to  tlio  law  advl.sers  of  the  Grown, 
he  was  induced  to  trui^blo  tlie  iiouiie  with 
a  few  words.   To  him  t|ie  question  ap- 

fteared  simple  and  plain*  His  bon.  and 
earned  Friend  had  just  suggested  that 
the  ))oo.  Member  for  Mfo^nvicb  should  be 
albwed  to  take  his  Beat  and  rote  in  the 
House,  Buhject  only  to  those  penalties  that 
ho  might  incur  by  doing  so,  to  be  enforced 
elsewhere,  before  the  ordinary  tribunals  of 
the  country.  In  that  view  he  (the  Attor* 
ncy  (iencral),  for  one,  could  not  eoneur. 
The  House  liad  another  duty  to  perform. 
The  Act  of  Parliament  c.\})re«=1y  prohi- 
bited any  Member  who  did  not  tako  cer- 
tmn  oaths-^monj^t  them  the  oath  of  ab- 
juration — from  sitting  or  voting  in  that 
House.  [Cries  of  "No,  no!*1  Rome 
hon.  Gentlemen  might  say  "No;'  but  he 
conld  only  say  that  thepr  must  not  have 
read  the  statute.  Nothmg  could  bo  more 
plain — the  Act  of  rarliamcnt  prohil  itt  d  it 
m  the  most  express  terms — there  could  bo 
questioi)  about  it.  [(7ri«  o/ '*  Read  !"J 
He  wodtd  rc|id  it  in  a  QioqieB$.  Zl  was 
enactod— 

**  That  ftwa  and  after  the  99th  of  S<«pt«mher, 

171-"^,  no  person  that  ia  now,  or  liereaAcr  shall  bo, 
ft  I'ttGS  ut'  Uiis  raalm,  or  Mombcr  of  tho  ilututa 
of  Pcors,  siaU  rots  er  siske  bis  proxf  in  the 
Uouse  of  Peers  ;  nor  any  pfnoa  that  now  is,  or 
hereafter  shall  be.  a  Member  ef  Oie  House  of 
CoinnKiiis,  shAll  voto  in  tha  House  of  Commons, 
or  sbaU  sit  tbore  dariag  soy  debate  in  the  said 
House  of  0l9iniiiqiis»  after  thtir  Speaker  is  ehoaaa ; 
until  such  Peer  or  Member  sJiuU,  from  time  to 
time  respectively,  taki)  tha  Abjuratiou  Oath  afore- 
said, instead  of  the  Oath  of  Abjuration  which  be- 

iwe  bflaw  ea|^  la  hsee  beta  laiHa,iae«ih 
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manner,  and  together  with  such  other  Oaths,  and  j 
DMsUxatioD  ag^st  Transubstant iat  ioa| as ib«  said  ' 
ftmMr  Oath  of  Abjuration  oughi  to  have  been 
taken."—!  Geow  I.,  at.  i,  e.  19,  eee.  16. 

An  Hon.  Mbmbbb  :  Do  nol  go  lo  &r 

ock.]    The  present  law  refers  back  to 
this  Act;  It  said  the  oath  was  to  be  taken 
in  the  sauio  way,  and  this  Act  of  Farlia- 
mont  was  still  bindinff  on  all  persons. 
[Orist  of  "  Read  !"]        would  read  it, 
and  if  hon.  Members  conceived  he  had 
read  it  wronglj»  they  would  have  plenty  of 
opportanities  of  ezamming  it.   But  ho  be- 
fieved  he  was  right;  he  had  not  a  shadow 
of  doubt  that  such  were  thfi  words  of  the 
Act  of  ParliameDt — that  those  words  wore 
binding — and  that  no  person  could  sit  or 
vote  wiihout  taking  the  oaths.    The  ques- 
tion was,  would  the  House  allow  any  Mem- 
ber to  sit  there  who  had  not  taken  the 
oaths  ?    It  was  said  that  certain  penalties 
were  attached,  and  that  it  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  have  them  enforced.    ITo  (the 
Attorney  General)  said  No.    lie  said  that 
the  House  were  rather  to  take  cognisance 
of  a  qnestion  aflfecting  their  ri^ts  and 
privileges.     Any  Member  who  sat  and 
voted  was  subject  to  the  cfK-nisance  and 
jurisdiction  of  Parliament  alone.  True, 
they  had  abandoned  the  jurisdiction  of  Par- 
Ilament  in  certain  cases  by  statute,  but  that 
only  related  to  elections  and  returns;  this 
was  not  a  (|uo8tioa  of  election  and  return, 
but  a  question  that  arose  after  election  and 
return  as  to  certain  oaths  to  be  taken  by  a 
Member  after  he  is  elected  to  the  ITonse. 
It  was  a  question  within  the  immediate 
jurisdiction  of  the  House;  and  when  a 
case  had  arisen  like  the  present,  and  a 
Member  had  been  returned  to  Parliament 
who  presented  himself  at  the  table,  and 
dedined  to  take  the  oaths  In  the  manner 
prescribed  by  law,  there  was  the  duty  im- 
posed upon  the  House,  not  only  to  obey 
the  law,  but  to  enforce  the  law. '  lie  took 
that  to  he  the  i^ear  doty  of  the  House, 
from  which  it  could  not  and  dare  not 
shrink.    Ho  was  aware  that  certain  hon. 
Members  contended  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oreenwich  had  taken  the  oaths ;  but 
On  that  question  the  House  had  come  to  a 
positive  and  solemn  decision  last  vcar;  in 
that  decision  he  most  solemnly  concurred, 
with  the  greatest  possible  reluctance,  for 
none  of  those  Gentlemen  who  were  anziotts 
that   tho  hon.   Member   for  Greenwich 
should  take  his  seat,  could  feel  a  deeper 
anxiety  on  the  subject  than  he  (the  At- 
toniej  General)  did.  He  beiiered  that  the 
optntioii  of  tM  existing  Acts  of  fta^ 


ment  to  the  exclusion  of  the  Jews  was 

merely  an  accident  in  legislation,  and  that 
the  law  wns  novpr  intended  to  npplv  to 
them;  it  was  a  disgrace  to  the  law  that 
such  an  acmdental  operation  of  the  law 
should  be  experienced;  but  while  he  felt 
that  strongly,  and  desired  the  law  to  be 
altered,  he  felt  also  that  the  House,  acting 
on  a  matter  within  its  judicial  cognisance 
and  jurisdiction,  had  but  one  course  to 
pursue,  namely,  to  administer  tlie  law. 
He  felt  they  baid  no  alternative;  and  being 
satisisd  that  the  oath  had  not  been  duly 
taken— partly  from  his  own  view  of  the 
law,  and  partly  from  the  Resolution  to 
which  the  House  itself  had  come  last  year 
—he  could  not  for  n  single  moment  oon- 
ceive  that  the  House  could  hesitate  as  to 
the  course  it  ov^hi  to  pursue.  The  rule 
upon  which  they  acted  when  a  petition  was 
presented,  did  not  apply  to  a  case  where 
there  was  a  statutory  prohibition  against 
a  Member  taking  his  scat;  and  that  was 
the  case  here.  Thf  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
fused to  take  the  oaths,  aud  they  had  only 
one  straightforward  oourse  to  take — ^tiiat 
was  to  obey  the  law,  and  to  enforce  the  law, 
because  they  were  the  only  trihnnnl  to  ad- 
minister it.  As  to  the  notion  of  this  mat- 
ter being  dedded  br  one  of  the  Courts  of 
Law,  on  the  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  and 
voting  and  subjecting  himself  to  penalties, 
tliat  was  another  question  from  that  which 
thcv  now  had  to  decide;  but  that  House 
coud  not  give  up  thrir  light  of  jurisdiction 
over  ft  matter  that  came  veithin  it.  And, 
indeed,  if  the  question  of  penalties  was 
determined  by  a  Court  of  Law,  that  would 
not  determine  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  a  right  to  sit  in 
that  House,  nor  would  it  warrant  the 
House  in  shrinking  fromtbedutj  thej  had 
to  perform.  Whatever  desure  there  might 
bo  on  his  part  to  take  an  oppnnitc  view  of 
the  question,  he  would  not  be  discharging 
his  duty  if  he  did  not  at  once  boldly  de- 
clare his  opinion,  that  the  hon.  Gentlenaa 
not  having  complied  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  not  having 
taken  tho  oath  prescribed  by  law,  there 
was  only  one  course  to  pursue,  and  that 
was  that  be  shcnld  be  ordered  to  with* 
draw, 

Mr.  MILNE R  GIBSON  :  Sir,  1  con- 
cur very  much  in  one  part  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  namely, 
that  in  which  he  said  the  House  has  a 
jurisdiction  of  its  own,  and  must  decide 
whether  the  hen.  Member  is  entitled  to  sit 
and  vote  here  cr  not.  Boti  inaamneh  as 
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the  decision  to  which  this  House  must 
conie  oufflit  to  bo  founded  on  its  under- 
standing of  the  law,  as  a  Member  of  this 
House.  I  feel  entitled  to  My  what  I  be- 
lieve ought  to  be  the  ttndMataikUiig  of  the 
law.  It  is  !iot  so  very  easy  a  question  as 
might  be  supposed.  Just  obserre  what  is 
our  position.  First  of  «n»  we  bave  an 
Attorney  General  of  a  former  Administra- 
tion (SirF.  Thesigcr)  who  tells  us  that  the 
swearing  upon  the  Old  Testament  is  ille- 
gal. If  I  nnderstand  him  right,  he  tdls 
us  he  thinks  that  even  if  die  non.  Uember 
for  Grrf^rtwich  did  pronounce  the  words 
"on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian,"  inas- 
much as  he  would  not  have  been  sworn  on 
the  Holy  BTsngelists,  the  oath  would  not 
be  a  good  one,  and  ho  could  not  sit  or 
vote.  Thus  we  have  one  eminent  law 
officer  of  the  GoTemment  who  considers 
the  New  Testament  a  ssn«  quanon^  There 
is  another,  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
present  Government  (Sir  A.  Cockhnrn), 
who  tells  us  that  the  hon.  Member  is  at 
Ubertj  to  swesr  on  the  Old  Testament, 
provided  he  will  say  "  on  the  truo  faith  of 
a  CliriHtian."  That  is  his  understnnding 
oi  the  la\vr.  He  says  the  oath  will  have 
been  properly  Ukea  hj  a  Jew  swearing 
upon  the  Old  Testament,  and  using  the 
words  "on  th(^  true  faith  of  n  Christian." 
Then  we  have  another  hon.  and  learned 
CKmdeman,  the  Solictor  General.  What 
docs  he  say  ?  He  lays  that  if  the  hon. 
Hember  for  Green wirh  swpnrs  upon  the 
Old  Testamentt  though  he  omits  the  words 
*•  on  the  tme  fisith  of  a  Christian,"  he  will 
have  c<Hnplied  with  the  law,  and  the  oath 
will  bo  a  good  one.  Now,  Sir,  with  the 
greatest  respect  for  the  Honse,  I  do  say 
that  we  are  placed  in  a  position  of  more 
tiian  ordinary  difficulty,  when  we  find  the 
two  law  ofTiocrs  of  the  Crown  differing  en- 
tirely from  one  auotlier,  and  the  chief  law 
officer  of  a  fonner  Government  differing 
from  both  of  them.  To  suppose  that  the 
House  must  consider  this  as  a  clear  and  oh- 
viniis  matter,  would  bo  to  entertain  an  hypo- 
thesis which  is  entirely  out  of  tho  question. 
I  foreeee  that  there  may  be  great  difficulty 
in  this  question,  and  the  fecliug  of  my 
mind  is  this,  that  as  you  are  goino;  to  im- 
pose a  penalty,  not  only  on  the  hou.  Mcm- 
Der  fw  Greenwich,  but  also  on  the  eonsti* 
ineo^  which  has  returned  him  to  this 
House,  it  is  not  an  unreasonahle  idea  that 
in  a  case  so  entirely  doubtful  you  should 
gi?0  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  *  to  the  man 
on  whom  it  is  proposed  to  impose  the  pen- 
alty, la  it  not  a  prineiple  of  law  in  our 


courts,  that  if  there  be  any  doubt  as  to 

the  effect  of  penal  statute",  the  benefit  of 
that  doubt  should  be  given  to  the  prisoner  ? 
So  I  say,  in  thia  ease,  wiUiout  going  into 
the  question  of  law  myself,  that  the  mere 
fact  of  our  seeing  all  these  eminent  legal 
GenUemen  at  direct  issue  with  each  other 
on  this  question,  should  induce  the  Houce 
to  entertain  a  prepossession  in  favour  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  and  to 
say,  "  Well,  after  all,  if  this  be  really  such 
a  Tei7  doublltal  point,  why  ihould  the  House 
of  Commons  identify  itself  with  one  nde 
of  tlif  f]nestion,  and  put  a  construction  on 
a  diihcult  point  of  law  which  may  have  the 
effect  of  inflicting  such  grievous  injury  on 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  and  on 
those  who  have  sent  him  here  ?  "  Well, 
now,  with  regard  to  the  swearing  upon  the 
Old  Testament,  it  does  appear  to  me  a 
very  strange  thing  that  if  yon  are  con- 
vinced hi  your  own  mind  that  tho  words 
"  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian  "  are  of 
the  essence  and  substance  of  the  oath, 
you  ahottld  have  acted  as  jou  have  done. 
If  you  knew  this  beforehand,  what  sense 
was  there  in  your  allowing  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  to  bo  sworn  on  the  Old 
Testament  ?  Why,  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Abingdon,  that  if 
it  be  of  the  eesence  of  the  oath  to  pro- 
nounce the  words  on  the  true  faith  of  a 
Christian,'*  the  Honse  onght  not  to  have 
allowed  the  oath  to  be  admiuistered  on  the 
Old  Testament.  It  is  absurd  to  say  that 
the  sign  of  an  oath  ought  to  be  one  thing, 
and  the  words  in  which  you  pronounce  the 
oath  another.  I  say  that  the  words  of 
abjuration,  and  tho  sign  of  abjuration, 
must  stand  upon  the  same  footing.  If  you 
abandon  the  sign  of  abjuration,  you  must 
allow  the  words  of  abjuration  to  bo  omitted 
also.  I  contend  that  the  argument  which 
was  used  by  the  noble  Lord  at  tho  head  of 
the  Guveruuieut,  as  to  what  was  done  on 
s<Hne  former  occasion,  in  the  reign  of 
Georjre  I.,  when  it  was  intciulod  to  allow 
Jews  to  omit  t!ie  words  "  on  tlie  true  faith 
of  a  Christian,  applica  in  this  case.  By 
the  10th  of  George  I.,  I  think,  it  was  in- 
tended that  Jews  should  be  relieved  in  a 
particular  case  from  the  necessity  of  using 
tho  words,  "  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Chris- 
tian." Well,  then,  says  the  noble  Lord, 
"  I  find  that  when  the  Legislature  meant 
these  words  to  be  omitted  in  the  abjuration 
oath,  it  distinctly  enacted  it,  and,  inas- 
much as  we  have  no  mmilar  enactment  for 
the  case  before  us,  we  must  enforce  the 
wolds.  fiat  joat  obeerva  what  that  Aot 
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said.  Did  it  refer  merely  to  the  words 
**  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian  ?  "  Nu, 
it  went  further  ;  it  gave  permission  also 
fcv  (Im  J«w  io  be  sworn  m  fai  «  eonrt  of 
iiwtiM,  on  the  Old  Testamfl&l ;  otherwise 
BO  would  have  had  to  be  sworn  on  tho  Kvan- 
geltsts.  The  Act  placed  the  words  and  the 
sign  of  abjuration  on  the  same  footing;  for 
whilo  tho  Act  ifives  permission  to  omit  tho 
words,  "  on  tho  time  faith  of  a  Christian," 
it  goes  on  to  say,  "And  the  takint,'  the  said 
OAth  bj  persons  professing  the  Jewish  re- 
liglon  fat  Uko  nmuMt  $m  Jwb  wo  Admitted 
to  bo  sworn  ond  to  giro  evidenoe  in  eourts 
of  jTistico,  «hall  be  dccmod  to  bo  n  sufficient 
taking  oi  the  abjuration  oath."  Well, 
then,  if  iIm  Aet  uso  ga««  ma  vxpnm  per- 
mission of  the  use  of  the  Old  Testoment  only 

in  lh^'  particTilir  case,  what  becomes  of  tlio 
arg^uriient  of  liiu  noble  Lord  founded  on  this 
Act  of  Ge(>rge  I.,  now  that  he  has  agreed  to 
tho  use  of  tho  Old  ToetMBont  without  a  sta- 
tutory permission  to  do  so  in  the  caso  now 
before  the  Honso  ?    1  therefore.  Sir,  view 
the  matter  iu  a  diiferent  light'  altogether, 
■ad  it  ftppoftn  to  mo  tliU  verjr  Aet  of 
George  I.  that  has  been  quoted  against 
the  elaim  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Grocn- 
wieh  tells  rather  ia  his  favour,  for  it  showti 
tho  Legislataro  has  dealt  with  those  words 
of  tho  adiinratioii  and  tho  sigii  of  the  adjura- 
tion fit  tho  same  time,  and  seoms  to  have 
understood  that  thoj  should  he  put  on  the 
same  footing.     Therefore,  1  say,  if  you 
have  iUowoa  tho  Ohi  Teetament  to  bo  used, 
you  must  permit  tho  words  "  on  the  true 
faith  of  ft  Christian"  to  be  omitted.  I 
would  put  it  to  the  House  whether  that  is 
MtthtDatoraliiifSBrenoo.    I  am  no  lawyer, 
and  on  a  legal  question  I  speak  with  all 
deference;  but  in  considerintr  thi^  question 
a«  a  Member  of  this  House,  i  wish  to  bring 
oommon  sense  and  reason  to  my  aid.  And 
when  the  hon.  aad  leamed  Attorney  G-e- 
ncral  tells  us  that  no  man  can  sit  and  vote 
in  this  House  withoTit  first  tnkinq'  ihe  oath  of  i 
abjuration,  1  want  to  kuuvr  what  he  moans 
•^whether  ho  meane»  withont  taking  tho 
oath  as  the  law  stood  when  the  original 
statute  passed,  or  without  taking  the  nnth 
as  the  law  stands  now  ?    I  entirely  concur 
with  the  Baeolation  of  laat  Sosaion,  if  I 
read  it  proparfy*    I  think  it  is  obvioos 

that  no  nm?)  can  ^it  nnd  vnto  in  thf-^  TTori-^e 
until  he  has  taken  the  abjuration  oath  in 
the  form  aeoording  to  law.  I  admit  that; 
but  the  question  is,  what  is  the  form  ac- 
cording to  law  ^  And  with  submission  I 
say  that  the  toriii  Mrci^rdiTii;  to  the  y>re?<?Ht  ' 
law,  is  noL  ihe  iorai  according  to  the  law  as  I 
Mr.  M,  Oibton  > 


it  stood  wb«i  the  Aet  was  passed.  Then 

the  oath  must  have  been  taken  on  the 
Evangelists;  and  as  you  have  yourselves 
decided  it  ii|ay  now  be  taken  on  tho  OU 
Testament,  to  what  oonolosion  are  wo 
brought  ?    Whvt  the  obvious  inference  is, 
that  it  will  satisfy  the  law,  and  tho  oath 
will  be  taken  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Abjuration  Act — if  it  be  taken  as  tlio  law 
may  require  it  to  he  taken  from  time  to 
time.    Then  comes  the  question,  how  does 
the  law  now  require  the  oath  to  be  taken  | 
I  say  tho  answer  to  that  qnestion  is  to  ho 
found  in  the  statute  of  Victoria;  and,  as 
hf\%  been  said  by  the  hou.   ntid  learued 
Alember  for  Yougb&l,  the  law  now  re^utrea 
that  tho  oath  ahodd  he  taken  with  that 
form  and  with  thoao  oeromonies  which  are 
the  moat  binding  upon  the  conscience  of  the 
person  who  is  about  to  be  sworn.  It  appears 
to  me  that  wo  must  read  the  Abjuration 
Aetaa  if  tho  oiatnte  of  Victoria  waro  ineofb 
porated  with  it — as  though  that  statatf 
were  one  of  its  provisions ;  and  a  person 
would  be  taking  tho  oath  within  the  meaop 
tng  of  thoeo  atatntee  to  eoneidoNd,  if  ha 
took  it  in  that  form  and  with  those  eer^ 
monies  which  were  binding  on  hia  oonaei 
ence.    Take  this  Act  of  Victoria   It  mi- 
dently  draws  a  diithwtbn  hotwoon  l&nm 
and  ceremonioi.   Fonna  aad  offanwiee 
could  not  mean  the  same  thing,  or  the 
same  words  would  be  repeated.    I  under- 
stand tlio  ceremony  to  be  the  kissing  of 
the  hook,  aad  the  partienlar  book  niad, 
and  I  understand  the  form  to  be  the  form 
of  words  in  which  the  adjuration  is  made 
— whether  that  form  bo  simply  **  fto  help 
me  God,"  wr  **  On  tho  tnia&ithof  a  Chiia- 
tian,  so  help  me  God."   And  I  eonland 
that  the  statute  of  Victoria  entitles  us  to 
omit  the  words  "  on  the  true  faith  of  a 
Christian"  in  tho  ease  of  a  person  swear- 
ing npon  whoaa  oonscience  those  weida 
liivf  no  effect,  as  much  as  it  entitles  us  to 
change  the  sign  of  fnitli  in  the  particular 
book  on  which  iho  oath  is  loiiun.    I,  Sir, 
ean  attaoh  no  otiur  moaning  to  tha  wwdk 
Reading  the  two  statutes  together,  the  Ab- 
juration Act  and  tho  rocent  Act  of  Vic- 
toria, aad  feeling  bound  to  suppose  that 
they  am  nel  faMMuriatent  with  oaoh  other, 
both  being  in  force  at  the  same  time — pwU 
ting  on  this  state  of  tliinc;'?  tho  only  con- 
struction I  can,  I  am  bouixd  to  come  to 
tho  eonclasion  that  under  the  statute  of 
Viotoria  we  are  bound  net  only  to  permit 
the  use  of  the  Old  Testament  to  the  Jew, 
but  to  p^Tniit   him   nisn  to  n!!iit  froii?  the 

oaths  tho  words     on  tiio  true  taith  ot  a 
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Clirfttian.*'    In  the  case  of  Mr.  Peate, 

■which  has  been  frequently  quoted  In  the 
course  of  those  discussions,  a  course  per- 
fectly analogous  to  that  fur  wliich  I  atu 
eonfending  was  taken,  as  lielng  the  only 
one  which  offered  a  solution  to  the  diffi- 
culty that  then  presented  hsfOf  Tt  was 
clear  that  Mr.  Feaae  was  entitled  by  the 
Statute  toaffim  inatsad  ef  taking  tkeeatb; 
hut  if  it  had  been  contended  that  though 
he  was  entitled  to  affirm  instead  of  taking' 
the  oath,  that  with  regard  to  the  words  ' '  ou 
the  trne  fikith  of  a  Christian  "  In  the  abju- 
ration oath,  there  was  no  statute  to  enable 
tho  House  to  allow  their  omisjsion;  it  would 
bsTe  amounted  to  this — that  the  Member 
elaimbfp  to  snhBtHnte  the  affirmation  for 
llie  oaui,  might  affirm,  prorided  he  used 
words  at  the  end  of  the  affirmation  whifh 
were  tantamount  to  the  taking  of  an  oath. 
And  it  is  precisely  the  same  with  the  Jew. 
Ton  allow  him  to  take  the  oath  in  the  form 
yliirli  13  blndini^  an  his  conscience  as  a  Jew 
-  tlmt  is,  on  the  Old  Testament,  provided 
at  the  end  of  the  oath  he  uses  words  signi- 

ty^ng  that  be  is  a  Ghristian.   The  House 

in  the  case  of  Mr.  Pease  took  the  reason- 
able and  common-sense  course;  it  omitted 
the  words  implying  an  oath  at  tlio  end  of 
the  affirmation.  Bnt  there  was  no  express 
hkw  to  entitle  Mr.  Pease  to  the  privilege; 
there  was  no  Act  of  Parliament  passed  for 
the  purpose;  and,  though  the  course  then 
taken  might  have  keen  in  aeeordanee  with 
the  Common  Law,  there  was  no  statnte  law 
to  aaj,  in  so  many  words,  tliat  the  words 
'*  on  tiie  true  faith  of  a  Christian"  should 
be  omitted;  but  you  aeted  npon  the  prin- 
ciple of  common  sense,  and  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  dcelamtion  of  the  law  in 
former  times,  and  tho  statute*  which  had 
{mssed  since,  you  allowed  the  words  to  be 
omitted.  I  cannot  now  remember  the  exact 
words  of  a  late  rigiit  hon.  Member  of  this 
House,  who  was  a  great  authority  on  such 
questions,  in  reference  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Pease;  but  the  snhstanoe  of  what  Mr.  Wynn 
sr\i;l  nn  that  occasion  was,  **  drily  and  tech- 
nically we  are  not  bound  to  grant  this  pri- 
Tilcgo  to  Mr.  Pease,  but  it  is  not  clear  that 
we  ought  to  refiue  it;  therefon,  taking  a 
liberal  and  a  generous  view  of  the  law. 


are  difficulties  that  will  now  ariae  from  onr 

being  about  (as  I  atn  sorry  to  say  T  expect) 
to  lake  an  illiberal  view  of  tho  law.  I  am 
afraid  that  some  hon.  Members  present  are 
about  to  allow  theb  own  persona)  feelinga 
against  allowing  Jews  to  sit  in  Parliament 
to  influence  their  judgments  in  the  deci- 
sion of  a  judicial  question.  £ut  thai  is 
not  the  course  those  who  entertain  tboee 
feelings  should  adopt.  If  they  are  deter- 
mined that  Jews  shall  not  sit  in  Parlia- 
ment (and  this  oatii  goes  to  no  such  ex- 
tent), let  them  bring  In  a  Bill  declaring 
that  Jews  shall  not  be  eligible  to  sit  in  this 
House.  That  >vould  be  tho  obviotis  and 
the  legitimate  course;  but  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Qreeowleh  is  entitled  to  a  seat  ia 
this  House,  do  not  let  ns  allow  onr  own 
persotml  feelings,  either  on  the  one  pMo  or 
tho  other,  to  interfere  to  prevent  his  having 
the  benefit  of  tiiose  privileges  which  the 
law  gives  him.  I  will  take  the  liberty 
of  reading  to  the  House  the  opinion  of  a 
great  authority.  Lord  Denman,  on  this 
question,  of  excluding  men  from  oiHce  by 
means  of  oatbs,  when  the  intontion  in  im- 
posing such  oaths  was  never  entertained 
by  tho  Le*jf'<!nturc  to  exclude  them.  Lord 
Dcuman,  wueu  Comiuoa  Serjeant  of  the 
city  of  London,  on  the  qnestion  of  admit- 
ting Jews  to  corporate  offioeBt  said,  in 
speaking  of  the  oath — 

"  The  rstuzn  then  atales,  that  bjr  the  custom  all 
pcrsoni  of  a  certain  description  are  admissible. 
A  Sfcond  custom  in  iiicorpDi-utotl  M-ith  the  first, 
that  all  admitted  shall  take  the  freeman'*  oatb. 
A  third  custom  ia  superadded,  that  that  «ath  ahaU 
bo  admin istored  on  the  New  Tcst-amcnt.  The  two 
first  customs  aru  clt^rly  unubjucUonubUj ;  the 
effect  of  them  is,  th.it  all  persons  of  tho  given  4s« 
soription  shall  be  admlaaible,  tirnk  is.  without  ex- 
olosion  by  ressoa  of  theb'  rriJfimis  fiuth.  But  I 
cannot  see  how  the  particular  mode  of  swearing 
cnn  be  an  esaential  part  of  such  a  cuatom.  Ttia 
only  object  of  an  oatb  is  to  bind  the  coosciMios  of 
bim  who  takes  it.  and  in  .inr  otiior  firm  itia  both 
nugatory  auU  blasphemous.  If.  on  the  other  handy 
the  mode  of  swearing  is  considered  ae  a  teat  Ar 
dctoctiqg  aad  axoladiiv  a  particular  religious 
class,  It  would  be  iaootitistent  with  the  custom 
first  set  out,  v, !ii  i.  i,,:  i  cs  all  admissible  ;  anJ, 
in  contravention  of  one  of  the  first  principles  of 
English  law,  would  sflbot  ladiisstlj  wlkal 
bo  done  diiMtJjr." 

It  nppenr^  to  me  that  tlmt  opinion  conveys, 


when  we  have  the  power  of  putting  our ;  in  beautiful  and  forcible  Inng^uage,  the  ronl 
own  construction  upon  it,  and  passing  our  j  meaning  of  the  question  now  before  us.  if 
own  judgment  and  decision,  I  think  we  |  yon  mean,  by  exelnding  Mr.  Salomons 
oi^ht  to  give  the  benefit  to  Mr.  Pease."  under  this  Motioti,  to  <;ivc  a  deliberate 
So  I  say  ill  this  case,  let  us  tnke  a  libcml  opinion  that  the  law  is  against  him,  I  think 


and  generous  view  of  the  law,  and  give 
the  benefit  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
Wieh.  TTttfbrfeuiatelj,  I  am  alnid,  there 


wc  run  tike  risk  of  doing  him  a  gn  at  injus- 
tioe;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  seeing  there 
Is  nonaiderable  denht  in  the  csaOi  if  we  do 
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not  exoltide  biin,  bnt  aUov  him  to  continae 

to  sit  here,  you  nm  no  risk  of  any  kind. 
You  will  have  made  no  authoritative  de- 
claration on  the  one  tide  or  the  other  that 
can  poBBiblj  bring  the  House  into  collision 
with  the  courts  of  Inw;  and  the  Judges  of 
the  land  will  have  it  in  their  power  on  the 
fitting  occasion,  when  an  action  is  tried, 
to  decide  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  has  taken  the  oaths  wttliin  the 
meaning  of  tlio  statute  or  not.  1  confess 
I  have  great  ditiieulty  iu  opposing  the 
Motion  ^  tbo  noble  Lord;  for,  in  doing 
80,  I  feel  I  am  not  only  opposing  mj 
opinion  against  his,  but  may  appear  to  be 
uuwuiiQg  to  pay  due  respect  to  the  au- 
thority of  the  right  hon.  OenUeoMui  in 
the  chair.  That,  however,  !s  not  the  sense 
in  which  I  shall  give  my  vote  against  the 
noble  Lord's  Motion;  but  merely  iu  this 
lense,  that  I  do  not  think  the  Uv  soffi- 
oienily  elenr  npon  the  point  to  jnstiiy  me 
in  pronouncing  a  deliberate  opinion  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  is  not  en- 
tided  to  tOike  his  seat  in  this  Hoose;  asd 
being  eaDed  upon  to  pronounce  an  opbion 
one  way  or  the  other,  I  feel  I  could  not  re- 
concile it  to  my  conscience  to  abstain  from 
giving  my  vote  against  the  noble  Lord's 
proposition. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  trusted 
the  House  would  excuse  him  while  ho 
stated,  in  a  few  brief  sentences,  the 

f rounds  of  the  vote  he  was  about  to  give, 
[o  felt  he  was  entitled  to  explain  thn^r^. 
grounds,  not  only  on  his  own  account,  but 
also  on  account  of  some  observations  which 
had  fallen  from  die  Imni.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Youghal.  With  reference  to  a 
similar  qiif^^tion  which  arose  in  the  case 
of  Barou  iioihscbild,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  spoken  of  the  want  of  eonrage 
in  another  hon.  Member.  [Mr.  Anstet  : 
On  the  part  of  others.]  lie  was  glad  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said,  **  on  the 
part  of  others,"  for  he  (the  SoHcitor  Ge- 
neral) took  on  himself  the  whole  responsi- 
bility of  the  course  which  Baron  Roth- 
schild adopted  in  not  taking  his  seat  in 
that  House;  and  the  reasons  for  whieh  he 
had  given  that  advice,  were  these.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  (the  Solicitor  General)  to  be 
absolutely  necessary  that  the  House  should 
eome  to  a  emolusion  one  way  or  another, 
whether  the  oath  of  abjuration  had  been 
taken  or  not.  The  House  did  come  to  a 
decision  on  that  question,  and  he  did  not 
think,  with  the  hon.  Mcra1>er  who  had  last 
spoken,  that  it  was  desirable  to  evade  that 
dMttion,  and  so  leave  it  nneertaui  whotber 


an  hon.  Member  of  that  House  was  or  was 

not  contravening  a  statute.  He  (the  Soli- 
citor General)  argued  the  question  which 
was  then  before  the  House  in  the  ease  of 
Baron  Bothsohild  in  the  beat  way  he  waa 

able,  not  as  a  partisan,  not  as  nn  advocate, 
ami  not,  he  hoped,  with  an  undue  degree 
of  political  bias.  lie  argued  it  on  what 
appeared  to  him  to  be  the  law  of  the  cose, 
and  he  was  far  from  saying  the  law  on  the 
Piil)j(»ct  was  clear.  Ho  was  supported  in 
the  view  lie  then  took  by  the  opinion  of  the 
late  Mr.  Wynn,  a  great  authority  in  that 
House,  and  he  had  not  changed  his  opinion 
on  this  subject.  The  question  having  been 
argued  befere  the  House,  they  came  to  a 
deciMon  by,  he  believedi  a  majority  of 
soTenty-fonr— 

"  That  the  Baron  Lionel  Nathan  de  Rothsohild 
is  oot  entitled  to  vote  in  this  lluow,  or  to  sit  in 
this  House,  (luring  any  debate,  until  hO  sholl  take 
thooath  of  abjurntion  in  the  ibrm  OfpoiBled  kf 
law." — [  3  Haiwxrd,  cxiii.  770.] 

At  that  moment  Baron  Rothschild  bad 
done  erery thing  that  Mr*  Salomons  had 

done.  It  was  tlic  judgment  of  the  Hous6 
that  Baron  Rothschild  had  not  taken  the 
oath  in  the  form  required  by  law,  and  that 
being  a  judicial  decision,  the  Speaker  had 
no  alternative  whatever,  as  it  appeared  to 
him  {the  Solicitor  General),  after  that  deci- 
sion, and  after  exactly  the  same  had  been 
gone  through,  which  the  House  declared  to 
be  not  consonant  with  the  law,  but  to  soe 
that  the  1;L^'>  ^li  he  enforced.  If  the 
oath  of  abj  I'.rati Oil  wns  not  taken,  it  was 
perfectly  clear  ibut  rio  Momber  had  a  right 
to  sit  and  vote  in  that  Uonse;  and  there- 
fore, when  once  the  Speaker  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  on  til  hnd  not  been 
taken,  it  was  perfectly  clear  that  the  Mem- 
ber reftt^g  to  take  it  most  not  ttt  and 
vote;  and  that  the  Speaker  had  no  other 
alternative  but  to  direct  him  to  withdraw. 
Now,  the  only  Motion  before  the  House 
was,  that  the  Speaker  shonld  order  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  to  withdraw. 
Now  on  that  Motion,  he  (the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral) was  compelled,  with  however  great 
relttotanoe,  to  vote  in  the  affirmative.  So 
long  aa  the  decision  of  the  House  in  the 
case  of  Baron  Rothschild  stood,  tho  oaths 
hod  not  been  been  taken  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich.  When  that  deeision 
waa  given,  he  (the  Solicitor  Qeneral)  did 
recommend  Baron  Rothschild  not  to  take 
his  seat,  because  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  only  point  to  be  determined  was,  whe- 
ther the  oath  had  been  taken  or  oois  and 
when  tho  Honaa  came  to  * 


Digitized  by  Google 


im 


{JvLT  31, 1851} 


1178 


elusion,  he  did  not  think  it  proper  or  deeor- 
ons  to  recommend  Baron  Rothschild  to 
take  liis  sent.  Before  ho  had  the  honour 
of  being  connected  with  the  Government, 
it  was  no  part  of  his  intention  to  ask  the 
House  to  rMcmd  that  Resolation  in  the  pre- 
sent Session,  so  recently  after  such  a  deci- 
sion as  that  had  been  arrived  at.  If  that 
decision  was,  as  he  conceived  it  was,  at 
moment  a  binding  one,  there  was  only 
one  iinmle  corollary  which  flowed  from  it 
— the  Hoaac  could  not  permit  a  Member 
wbo  had  not  taken  the  oaths  to  remain 
and  keep  hia  aeat  in  that  House.  The 
House  had  an  imperative  duty  imposed 
upon  it.  There  was  not  t  nly  t!io  clause  in 
the  Act  of  Parliament  imposing  penalties 
whieh  the  hon.  Member  had  chosen  to  risk; 
bnt  there  was  the  chief  clause  which  in 
mandatory  terms  directed  that  no  Member 
should  sit  or  vote  until  the  oaths  bad  been 
taken.  The  House  had  got  a  decision  on 
its  Votes,  that  the  oaths  had  not  been 
tnken,  and  they  had  got  the  mandatory 
clause  that  no  person  should  sit  or  vote 
nntil  those  oaths  had  been  taken ;  and  until 
that  decision  was  reversed,  and  that  clause 
repealed,  ho  conceived  the  H(  ti-c  Imd  no 
other  rnurse  open  to  it  than  to  affirm  the 
Motion  before  it. 

Mb.  CLAT  coald  not  help  thinking  that 
this  question  was  virtually  settled.  Tboy 
had  a  Jew  sittin?:;^  among  them,  one  of  tb'^ 
most  amiable  and  intelligent  of  an  intelli- 
gent and  well-oondacted  class.  What  was 
the  course  which  the  House  had  pursued  ? 
A  majority  of  that  House  had  endea- 
voured to  procure  the  admission  of  Jews 
to  ait  in  Pariiam«it — ^not  in  the  right  way 
liowever,  or  they  nerer  would  have  consulted 
any  other  body.  They  should  have  asserted 
their  risbt  to  alter,  not  the  substance  of 
tte  eaw,  bat  the  mode  of  abjaration,  to 
■nit  the  case  of  the  Jews,  as  they  had  done 
to  suit  that  of  the  Quaker  or  the  Moravian. 
They  had  not  taken  that  course — they 
eontolted  another  will,  and  they  had  been 
beaten  ;  and  if  the  Jew  were  sued  for 
pcnaltic?,  they  would  bo  bmfon  by  the 
eourts  of  law.  In  the  meantime  the  Jew 
would  walk  into  that  House,  hardly  know- 
ing whether  he  did  so  in  despite  of  that 
House,  or  in  accordance  with  its  wishes. 
They  vrould  bo  beaten  on  all  aides.  They 
would  end,  indeed,  in,  having  their  own 
way,  but  not  in  having  their  own  way  of 
having  it.  He  coiiM  not  believe  that  was 
a  position  in  wliich  the  dignity  of  that 
House  would  be  supported.  He  believed 
it  would  be  »  boUsf  eoone,  even  at  the 


eleventh  honr,  to  declare  that  they  had 
the  power  and  the  will  to  admit  the  hon. 
^Tm  hcr  for  Greenwich  to  those  rin:bt3 
which  his  constituents  had  confcn'ed  nn 
him,  and  to  which  his  courage  entitled 
him. 

Mr.  C.  p.  VILLIERS  thought  this 
was  a  question  of  too  much  importance  to 
be  disposed  of  with  anything  approaching 
to  le^y.'  He  th«refbre  felt  gratefol  to 
those  Gentlemen  who  had  risen  to  discuss 
it  as  a  question  affecting  not  only  the  pri- 
vileges of  that  House,  but  the  rights  *and 
privileges  also  of  the  Cfmstitoencies.  He 
certainly  thought  this  question  was  BtQl  in 
a  most  unsatisfactory  state,  whether  con- 
sidered in  a  legal  or  constitutional  point  of 
view;  bnt  he  oonedved  there  was  some 
mistake  as  to  the  doinsion  which  Mr. 
Speaker  had  given  upon  the  matter,  while 
the  readiness  which  the  House  had  shown 
to  dismin  the  question,  arose  very  mueh 
from  the  natural  disposition  which  they 
had  to  support  the  right  hnn  npntlcman 
in  the  chair.  In  directing  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  to  withdraw,  he  did 
not  nndmstand  the  Speaker  to  give 
any  interpretation  of  the  law  :  he  had 
simply  done  that  which  it  was  his  duty  to 
do — viz.,  to  state  to  the  House  the  nature 
of  the  Resolntion  passed  last  Session,  in 
the  case  of  Baron  Rothschild  ;  and  having 
referred  to  that  Resolution ,  to  desire  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  should 
retire  from  the  House.  Bnt  atiU  that  left 
the  case  wholly  undecided  ;  for,  though  a 
Resolution  of  a  particular  description  was 
passed  last  Session  relative  to  the  case  of 
another  hon.  Oentleman,  they  all  knew 
that  a  Resolution  passed  in  one  Session  of 
Parliament  might  he  rescinded  the  next. 

  CD 

The  question,  therefore,  still  remained, 
what  was  the  law?  and  was  ike  hon. 

Member  for  Greenwich  entitled  or  not  to 
take  his  .ooat,  having  taken  the  oath  ac- 
cording to  the  form  binding  upon  his  con- 
science f  He  should  certainly  like  to  hear 

from  some  of  his  learned  Friends  what 
their  opinion  was  of  the  avoi  ds  of  the  1st  and 
2nd  Victoria,  whicb  prescribed  oaths  to  bo 
taken  according  to  the  forms  and  ceremo- 
nies binding  on  the  conscience.  And  be 
should  like  to  know  from  them  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  having 
taken  so  much  of  the  onth,  having  taken 
the  whole  that  wa.s  essential  in  the  oath, 
came  under  the  description  of  the  person 
referred  to  in  the  1st  and  2nd  Vietnna;  nnd 
whether,  if  he  violated  that  oatlx,  hu  was 

one  that  would  be  regaided  as  having  sworn 
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Supposing;,  fur  examj)le,  thore  now  existed 
a  royal  Stuart  dynasty,  and  thchon.  Mem- 
ber fur  Grceuwiclt  were  to  act  publicly'  iu 
Ifaeir  fiiTOiir,  woidd  he,  luavmg  teken  ihm 
mih  of  ftbjimlioii,  be  liable  to  an  indict- 
ment for  penury  and  to  the  consequent 


this  IToiue  ;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  bav- 
in come  into  the  House  accordingly,  you, 
Sir,  I  Uunk,  had  uo  otiier  dut^  to  periorm 
thaa  that  whieb  ycm  did  ;  which  was, 

f erring  to  what  had  been  done  in  the  laai 

year,  and  stating  that  the  hon.  Meni}>pr 


penalties  ?  Ue  had  no  hesitation  in  say-  for  Greenwich  had  not  taken  tiie  oaxh  ot 
uijif  that,  if  the  Home  of  Comnionf  acted  i  abjuratioD  in  the  maanor  in  which  tht 

upon  a  principle  adverse  to  the  claims  of  i  House  thinks  it  ought  always  to  be  tl^TlT, 

"     '      "  •  .    ..  ^^-^  jjj^  jj^^  Member  to  withdrnw.  He 

did  not  withdraw,  and  therefore  I  was  com- 
pelled to  ask  this  House  to  agree  to  the 
Resolution  which  is  now  before  it.  My 

hou.  Friend  who  last  spoke  said  this  was 

a  question  wliich  should  not  b*^  d!  cn«ig«3d 


the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  the  coun 
try  at  large  would  bo  entitled  to  charge 
them  with  entertaining  feelings  that  were 
but  too  eommon — hating  those  whom  we 

had  persecuted,  and  indulging  a,  vulgar 
rejudice  against  the  Hebrew  race  ;  and 

e  said  that  they  would  feel  towards  theiu  j  lightiy,  and  tiiui  it  should  be  mmiu  matter 


&eliDg8  of  aeoni  and  eontempl,  whioh  thoT 

would  but  too  justly  deserve.  He  repeated, 
that.  If  the  people  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  had  taken  the  oath  es- 
aantially,  and  was  Ihtble  to  the  pafaia  and 
penalties  imposed  by  the  Act  for  violating 
that  oath,  and  that  because  by  accident 
there  were  words  introduced  into  the  oath 
that  were  merely  formally  and  not  essen- 
tially there,  he  waa  eicluded  from  taking 
his  seat,  then  they  would  unquestionably 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  were 
acting  in  that  House  upon  a  base  senti- 
ment in  ao  exduding  him  from  his  place 
ia  Parliament. 

Loud  JOHN  RUS^^Kl.T.  :  T  donV  think 
ikaX  my  hen.  Friend  who  hai>  jutit  spoken 
haa  twy  attended  to  the  qneaticm  now 
before  the  House.  The  state  of  the  mat- 
ter is  this  :  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
having  appeared  at  the  table,  and  taken  so 
much  of  the  abjuration  oath  had  been 
taken  by  Baron  Lionel  do  Bothsohild,  a 
question  was  asked  of  me  in  this  House 
wliethcr  I  thought  it  would  he  right  to 
prosecute  him,  if  he  were  to  sit  here,  for 
the  penalties  incnrred  under  the  Act  of 
Parliament.  I  sud.  I  thought  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  think  it  their  duty  so 
to  prosecute,  and  I  was  then  about  to  move 
a  Resolution  in  the  very  same  words  as 
that  which  was  moved  in  the  case  of  Baron 
Kothschild.  If  I  had  moved  that  Re^^olu- 
tion,  the  whole  question  would  then  have 
bec'u  heiore  the  House,  either  to  coufirm 
and  repeat  the  deeiaion  we  arrived  at  last 
^ear,  or  to  revctae  that  decision — that  is, 
if  we  gave  an  erroneous  judgment  last 
year,  to  come  now  to  an  entirely  diffeient 
resolttdon.  But  that  was  not  the  course 
which  was  pursued.  Before  I  oould  make 
that  .\fotion,  an  hon.  Gentlomnn  declared 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Ureeuwioh  would 
Mr,  C.  P.  rUliert 


ci  very  grave  delibmation.   Now  if  I  had 

proposed  my  Motion  as  I  originaUy  in- 
tended, the  House  would  have  undoubtedly 
entered  into  that  full  discussioa  whieh  mj 
hon.  Priead  ao  maeh  deairea.  But  the 
question  now  before  the  House  is  simply 
tlii«.  whether  or  not  the  House  having 
adopted  a  Resolution  \mi  year  to  this 
effect,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  not  having  wiAdrawn, 
the  House  will  confirm  that  Reaolution.  I 
cannot  think  that  is  a  question  on  which 
the  House  ought  to  doubt.  The  House 
having  come  to  the  lesolvtion  that  Baron 
Lionel  do  Rothschild  could  not  sk»  haviag; 
refused  to  take  the  oath  of  abjuration  in 
the  iiorm  prescribed  by  law,  Uuat  another 
hon.  Member  should  cone  ud  ti%  in  this 
House  without  question;  and  that  he  shoald 
be  allowed  to  bit  and  tote  in  this  House, 
although  tiiere  applied  to  him  the  very 

grounds  ou  which  you  had  determiued 
aron  Rothschild  should  not  sit,  doea  aaos 
seem  to  me  a  very  monstrous  conclusion. 
It  appears  to  me  that  even  those  who 
maiutAtn  that  the  decision  we  came  to  last 
year  waa  erroneous  and  eentraiy  to  lav, 
must  at  all  events  be  ready  to  say*  I«al 
the  House  respect  that  Kc'^oliition  so  long 
as  it  stands  on  the  Jouruaib  of  the  Uou&e, 
and  do  not  let  it  be  treated  as  if  it  wmo  of 
no  value,  but,  after  the  hen.  Member  haa 
withdrawn,  let  us  come  to  a  resolutioa 
reverbiuij  tliot  (loci-ir<n.  But  if  that  is 
tlia  CAhc,  my  hon.  i'  rioud  the  Member 
Wolverhampton  is  not  right  in  sayin^^  that 
the  question  before  the  House  is  hein^ 
lightly  discnstsed.  The  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  the  Member  for  Manchester  has  harUiy 
stated  the  proper  efiaet  ef  the  Reselmiem 
to  which  the  House  eaaae  last  Session. 
Ho  says  the  Hoo<^e  enme  til  a  Resolutiott 
that  ao  Member  should  sit  iu  this 
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wiUlovl  taking  the  Mth  of  abjuration  ae*  |  faith  of  a  Ghriatiaii»"  areno  longer  eontad- 


conling  to  law.  The  liesoluiioa  was,  after 
lit  ariiirr  T^firnii  'Roth.^child  at  the  tnltlc,  niul 
after  haviug  seen  the  form  that  he  wuat 
thruugh  there,  and  the  oath  that  he  took, 
that  Bam  Rotbaeblld  waa  not  entitled  to 
vote  in  thi»  IIoukc,  or  sit  in  tliis  House 
duririfr  nny  debate,  until  he  shall  take  the 
oath  of  abjuration  in  the  form  appointed 
bj  law.   What  ia  more  eloar  than  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  has  not 
takt'n  tlic  oath  of  abjuration  in  the  form 
appointed  itj  law  !    Sir»  I  think  there  is 
DO  Other  ooarae  fiH*  the  Honse  new  to  take 
than  to  dedde  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich    should    withdraw   from  this 
House.     What  we  shuU  proceed  to  do 
after  that  decision  i&  anoUier  question. 
The  honi  Heniber  haa  no  denbt  piaoed 
himself  in  a  very  different  position  from 
that  in  which  Baron   Rothschild  placed 
himselft  for  he  has  alreadv  sat  and  voted 
m  this  Ho«Me ;  and  I  think  it  ie  a  grave 
question  fur  this  House  to  consider  what 
difTercnco  that  will  ninke,  if  any  difference, 
ill  the  proceedings  which  the^-  took  last 
Tear  in  the  case  of  Baron  Rothschild. 
Jkit,  at  all  eventot  I  oannet  agree  with 
what  was  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  (Mr.  J.  Clay),  and  the  lion.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  C.  P.  Villiors), 
for  they  say  that  all  thoee  who  are  for  the 
ndmiMBon  of  Jews  into  Parliament  are 
tVierv^forc   bound,    whatever  may  be  the 
words  of  the  law,  to  declare  by  a  Vote  of 
thia  Henae  that  they  are  entitled  to  tit  in 
the  Henae  of  Coramons.    I  cannot  come 
to  that  conclusion.     I  f^lmttlrl  itiflecd  bo 
very  glad  if  I  could  come  to  the  opinion 
that  the  terms  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
entitled  na  to  come  to  a  deeiajen  thatetery 
member  of  the  Jewish  persuasion  was  en- 
titled to  sit  and  vote  in  this  House.  I  iliink 
tliat  the  present  state  of  the  law  is  most 
itory.  When  the  qneatian  ia  with 
to  Quakers,  then  the  Acts  of  Par- 
liament and  the  Joiintnls  of  this  House 
Diake  it  plain  that  the  words  "  on  the  true 
ef  a  Chriatian,"  are  oonaidered  nnne* 
and  are  to  ho  treated  as  more 
forms.    It  has  been  stated  over  and  over 
again,  that  with  respect  to  Qualiors,  the 
foruis  may  be  changed  —  that  the  words 
mnj  he  omitled.   Therefiare,  aU  Aota  of 
Parliament  and  proceedings  of  this  House 
relative  to  Quakers,  arc,  as  I  believe,  they 
ought  to  be,  in  common  sen^  and  common 
jnotioe*  eatinntad  aa  awre  forasa.  Bnt 
inMnediatdjr  yen  eenn  to  the  question  of  a 
JnVy  Hm  imj  umB  wttrdip  "on  the  trna 


ered  as  matter  of  form,  but  a&  part  of  theanb- 
stanoe  of  the  oath.    The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  spoke  last  asked  a  question  with  re- 
gard to  the  Act  uf  i'arliament.  There 
was  a  great  diffvenoe  with  regard  to  the 
Act  of  Parliament  relating  to  the  Jem 
and  that  relating  to  the  Quakers.    As  to 
the  Act  ati'ecting  the  Quakers,  it  declared 
that  the  poraon  whoia  reqnved  to  take  the 
mtht  may  demand  to  take  it  in  such  and 
stich  n.  torni,  tliat  it  may  be  administt-rcd 
iu  such  and  such  a  form,  and  that  those 
who  take  it  ia  that  form  arc  liable  to  the 
ordinary  penalties,  the  oath  having  been 
taken    in   the    form    of  affirmation.  I 
do  net  know  that  I  can  state  the  words 
correctly,  but  1  am  quite  sure  that  I 
am  oerraot  aa  to  die  aenae.     Bnt  whw 
we  come  to  the  case  of  tlio  Jews,  it  doM 
not  say  that  the  oath  may  be  taken  in 
a  different  form;  it  only  says  that  they 
ahall  be  liable  to  perjury  if  they  take  it 
in  such  a  form.    There  are  here  no  words 
varying  the  form  of  administering  the  oath 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Quaker.    There  is 
another  remarkable  difference.    There  are 
laws  euaeted  with  regard  to  the  Jews  in 
two  instances — two  particular  and  special 
instances — in  which  they  say  that  these 
wordii,  "  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian,*' 
may  be  onutted,  and  that  theeneoathmw 
be  omitted,  and  that  the  oath  may  bead, 
ministered  on  tlie  Old  Testament.    I  infer 
from  these  Acts  that,  as  Parliament  haa 
made  theae  apeoinl  eneptioos,  they  meant 
the  ezceptioas  to  gorem  theae  pertienlar 
cases  only,  and  that  the  general  0!i«e  of 
the  Jews  is  left  oatside  these  execptioDs; 
and  that  therefore  neither  the  House  nor 
any  person  in  it  has  a  right  to  administer 
tlie  oaths  In  such  a  form  as  this,  exo^t  in 
the  courts  of  conimon  law,  or  iu  the  cases 
referred  to  by  the  statutes  to  which  I  liave 
alleded.   I  think  that  that  makaa  a  great 
difference — a  diffarenee  which  it  ia  neces- 
sary for  us,  if  we  would  set  an  example  of 
obedietiee  to  the  law,  to  observe,    i  think 
that  it  ia  an  nignat  diatanotron*  a  moat  nn« 
satisfactory  atMe  of  the  law,  which  states 
that  in  the  ease  of  a  Quaker  you  should 
regard  a  certain  part  of  the  ontb  as  of  the 
form,  and  not  of  the  suhstauec  ul  the  oath{ 
that,  OS  suck,  yon  ean  diapenae  with  itt 
that,  in  his  case,  he  may  leave  out  the 
words  **  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian," 
and  that|  notwithstanding,  his  oifinnatioa 
is  to  be  regarded  aa  eam^to  and  aatiafan- 
tory;  and  that  on  the  other  hand*  when 
jaa  ootoe  to  the  enae  of  *  Jnir»  ncontau/ 
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nile  is  to  prevail,  and  thMe  words  are  not 

to  be  considered  as  form,  but  as  of  the 
substance  and  essence  of  the  oath.  After 
what  I  have  said,  I  think  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  see  that  it  is  with  relnotance— that  ii 
is  with  great  pain— I  assent  to  SB  interpre- 
tation of  the  oath  which  excludes  a  Jewish 
Member  from  this  House.  But  I  cannot 
agree  with  mj  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
Ibr  WoWeihampton,  that  because  you  care- 
fully and  scrupulously  look  to  the  words  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  are  anxious  to 
obey  them,  that  therefore  yon  will  be  1ook> 
ed  upon  with  scorn,  contempt,  and  indii^- 
nation,  by  the  po()[)le  of  England.  [Mr,  P. 
YiLLiBRS  :  I  did  not  say  that.]  I  certainly 
nnderstood  my  hon.  Friend  to  say  that. 
My  belief  is  that  the  people  of  this  country, 
more  than  any  othor  people  on  the  face  of 
the  globe,  are  obedient  to  the  law,  and 
carefully  scrupulous  not  to  exceed  the  lim- 
its of  the  law;  that  they  are  ever  ready  to 


exert  their  rights  if  they  believed  them  to 
be  infringed;  but,  at  the  same  time,  that 
they  are  willing  to  render  to  others  every- 
thing that  the  law  requires  them  to  do.  I 
believe  that  they  are  obedient  to  the  law, 
and  that  they  will  he  clad  to  sec  the  House 
of  Commons,  whatever  may  be  our  views 
of  policy — ^whatever  may  be  onr  views  of 

expediency  whaterer  may  bo  our  views 

even  of  natural  justice — yet  ready  to  set 
the  first  example  of  a  full  and  exact  obedi- 
ence to  the  kw;  and  that  when  the  law 
prescribes  a  certain  course  of  conduct,  no 
consideration  will  induce  it  to  depart  from 
so  jpreat  and  salutary  a  principle. 

MR.  BETHBLL  was  sorry  that  he  eonM 
not  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
just  sat  down;  but  if  he  should  be  so  happy 
as  to  induce  the  noble  Lord  to  agree  with 
him  in  the  views  he  took  of  this  matter,  it 
would  relieve  him  of  much  of  the  embarrass- 
ment and  pain  which  ho  felt  in  talcing  his 
present  course.  Having  watched  all  that  had 
passed  in  relation  to  this  question,  without 
having  hitherto  taken  any  part  in  it,  and 
having  for  himself  deliberately  examined 
the  question,  he  vrotjM  venture  now  with 
the  greatest  humility  and  dcfcrcace  to 
those  who  preceded  him,  to  express  hb 
opinion  as  a  lawyer  that  both  from  the 
principles  of  common  law  and  the  language 
of  statute  law,  and  even  accordioe  to  the 
Besolntion  of  this  House,  the  oath  in  qnes- 
tion  had  been  well  and  legally  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich;  that  they 
were  bound  to  adroit  him  to  a  seat  in  the 
Home;  and  that,  legally  speaking,  they 
had  DO  authority  to  order  him  to  withdiaw. 

Lard  Mm  MutuiU 


He  begged,  in  the  first  piece,  to  etate  that 

no  one  would  venture  to  deny  that  the  hon« 
Member  for  Greenwich  had  a  right  to  come 
to  the  House,  and  demand  that  the  oaths 
should  be  administered  to  him.   The  next 
proposition  he  would  affirm  was,  that  they 
were  bound  to  administer  the  oaths  to  him 
according  to  law.    Ue  would  presenUy 
point  ont  the  duetile  character  of  mat  oaUi; 
that  the  manner  of  administering  it  neces- 
sarily altered  to  suit  the  changing  circum- 
stances of  events.    But  what  he  called 
upon  the  House  to  do  now  was,  to  grant 
him  this  first  postulate,  that  they  were 
bound  to  administer  the  oaths.    The  prin- 
ciple of  law  which  controlled  the  enacting 
of  all  oatht — howcfer  they  might  be  ex- 
pressed—was  this  nniTorssi  principle,  that 
each  man  who  was  under  an  obligation  to 
take  an  oath,  or  who  had  a  right  to  require 
that  an  oath  should  be  administered  to 
him,  had  this  title  also  to  have  this  oath 
administered  to  him  in    a  manner  that 
would  bo  biTiding  upon  his  ronsctPiice.  If 
there  was  uuy  formula  or  particular  set  of 
words  in  the  oath,  that  formda  must  yidd 
to  the  universally  controlling  principle, 
that  tho  oath  must  be  administered  to  the 
party  in  tho  form  that  was  binding  upon 
his  conscience.   He  did  not  wish  the  Houae 
now  to  grant  him  the  opinion  that  these 
"ivords,  "  on  t!ie  true  faith  of  a  Christian," 
were  only  the  sanction  of  the  oath.  His 
own  opinion  was  that  they  were;  bnt  he 
was  willing  to  concede  to  the  other  side  of 
the  Ilouse  thnt  hv  Act  of  Parliament  they 
were  made  a  substantive  part  of  the  oath» 
and  not  the  mere  sanction  of  the  oath. 
But  suppose  they  were  part  of  the  oath;  if 
they  held  tho  universally  controlling  prin- 
ciple that  every  man  had  a  right  to  have 
the  oath  administered  to  him  in  the  form 
moot  binding  on  his  conscience,  while,  at 
the  same  time,  they  held  that  they  were 
precluded  from  making  any  alteration  in 
the  form  of  the  oath,  they  would  be  in- 
volved in  this  absurd  anomaly  and  contra- 
dir[ii»n.  v  liicli  law  rejected  and  repudiated 
— that  two  contradictory  things  were  at 
one  aud  the  same  time  eujuined.  He 
would  therefore  say,  with  all  humility  and 
deference,  that  there  was  no  lawyer  who 
was  at  all  versed  in  the  prinriplcH  of  enm- 
mon  law,  or  who  was  at  all  acquainted  with 
the  manner  in  which  statute  law  ought  to 
be  construed,  who  would  not  agree  that 
the  formula  of  the  oath  in  all  cases  yielded 
to  the  principle  he  had  stated;  that  they 
w«re  bound  to  administer  the  oath  aeeord- 
iDg  to  law;  and  tiiat  tho  party  taking  lh# 
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oath  had  a  right  either  to  retain  or  to  ro- 
|«et  the  fonnola,  aeeording  as  it  was  bind- 
ing on  his  conscience.  He  would  now  ad- 
vance a  step  further,  and  he  would  hcg 
with  great  Bubmi&sion  to  point  to  a  circum- 
staaee  hi  the  statate  mw,  to  whieh  he 
thought  sufficient  attention  had  not  jcthcen 
directed.  But  ho  would  first  of  all  beg  to 
remind  the  House,  that  the  oath  of  abjura- 
tion had  from  time  to  time  reeeived  en 
alteration  in  its  formalin  eecording  to  the 
alteration  of  circumstances.  There  was  a 
series  of  Acts  of  Parliament  altering  this 
oath  according  as  an  alteration  took  place 
in  the  circumstances  of  the  Pretender;  but 
through  all  these  Acts  of  Parliament  there 
was  no  attempt  to  alter  the  substance  of 
the  oath  as  it  was  originally  framed.  Nov 
let  them  observe  the  statute  of  the  10th 
Orni-f^n  T.  cap.  4.  It  recited  tbn  ntli 
George  I.  cap.  24.,  which  again  rcten  ed 
to  the  priiHr  statnte  of  the  Ist  George  I., 
which  first  rendered  it  incumbent  on  Mem- 
bers of  ParliamtMit  to  take  the  oath  in 
question.  In  the  10th  of  George  I.,  there 
was  this  express  proviso  : — 

Be  it  declared  and  cn.icted,  by  the  King's 
most  excellent  Majesty,  hy  and  Tvitfi  iho  .Klvice 
and  cuuscnt  of  tliu  Lurda  spiriiuiU  and  tcinpural 
and  the  Commons  in  Parliament  assembled,  and 
b/  tii»  authority  of  the  same.  That  in  all  OMes  in 
wldeh  an  oath  taaj  lawfbUf  be  and  shall  have  been 
administered  to  any  ]K>rson,  either  as  a  jurytn.in 
or  a  witness,  or  a  deponent  in  any  proceeding, 
civil  or  criminal,  in  aoj  oonrt  of  law  or  «qutty  u 
tlio  United  Kingdom,  or  on  appointment  to  any 
office  or  employnient,  or  on  any  occasion  ■what- 
ever, sucli  jK*rson  is  bound  i)y  the  o.ith  adniinis- 
tered,  provided  the  >ame  shall  have  been  admiois- 
tered  in  saeh  fimn  and  with  saeh  oeramoBiea  as 
such  person  may  declare  to  be  binding ;  and  every 
such  person  in  case  of  wilful  fabo  swearing  may 
bo  convicted  of  the  crime  of  perjury  in  the  same 
manner  as  if  the  oath  had  been  administered  in 
the  fbnn  aad  with  the  ceremonies  most  commooly 
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Now  the  1st  George  I.,  on  which  this  Act 
was  founded,  and  to  which  it  referred,  was 
the  Act  which  imposed  the  oath  upon  Mem- 
Iten  of  Parliament;  and»  th«elbre»  what 
was  palpable  on  the  face  of  this  statute 
was,  that  here  Parliament  had  come  to  the 
aid  of  the  Jevr,  and  had  given  to  him  as 
well  aa  to  the  Quaker  an  opportnnltj  of 
qualifying  himself  for  the  enjoyment  of  the 
rights  of  citizenship,  nnd  far  participation 
in  ail  the  civil  rights  wiiich  tiie  cuantry  af- 
forded to  every  portion  of  His  Majesty's  sub- 
jects. Now,  he  would  veiituro  to  say  that  ac- 
cording to  t!ii^  principles  of  the  ptntnto,  as 
weU  as  according  to  the  principles  of  the 
eomnMHi  law,  they  had  here  a  dh«et  Pai^ 
Uamentary  enactment,  tfie  object  of  wluch 

VOL.  OXVIII.    [tBIBO  8BBIE8.] 


was  to  give  the  Jew  ail  the  privileges  of 
citizenship,  and  which  directly  stated  that 
the  Jew  should  be  held  to  liave  qualified 
himself  for  the  possession  of  them,  if  he 
took  the  oath  without  the  words  in  ques- 
tion. It  might  be  said  that  thui  Act  re- 
ferred to  the  oath  prescribed  by  the  1st 
Geo.  I.,  and  tha^  it  did  not  apply  to  the 

8 resent  oath,  which  was  prescribed  by  the 
th  Geo.  III.  Bnt  he  wonld  beg  the  at- 
tention  of  the  House  to  the  language  of 
the  6th  Geo.  III.,  which  did  not  affect  to 
impose  a  new  oath,  which  only  altered  the 
tenuB  of  an  oath  already  existing,  whieb 
treated  that  oath  as  a  thing  well  known  in 
law — substituting,  indeed,  new  for  old 
terms;  but  accompanying  that  substitution 
with  express  direetious  enaeting^ 

"  And  that  all  and  every  person  and  persons 
who  are  enjoined  and  required  to  aditiinister, 
take,  or  subscribe  the  oath  of  abjuration  and  the 
AssuniiicL'  in  the  snid  above-Tnontioncd  Act  con- 
tained, shall  respectively  administer,  take,  and 
Bubseribe  the  oath  of  abjnration,  and  sabsertbe 
the  assurance  accnrdin£r  tn  the  form  bcrein  set 
down  and  prescribed  in  such  courts  within  such 
time  UmitM,  in  meh  saaiuier  and  with  due  ob- 
servance of  the  same  requisites,  and  with  benefit 
of  the  same  savings,  provisoes,  and  indemnities 
as  hy  the  s.nid  .Acts  ahovr-nicntioncd,  or  by  any 
other  Acts,  or  any  part  of  them  now  subsisting, 
are  direetsd  sad  enacted." 

It  appeared  to  him  that  this  was  peiibetly 

conclusive  so  far  as  the  language  of  tho 
statute  was  concerned;  and  that  the  10th 
Geo.  I.  threw  round  the  Jew  peculiar  pri- 
.vileges  with  reference  to  this  oath  of  ab* 
juration,  which  the  f)th  Geo.  III.,  in  alter- 
ing the  form  of  oath,  had  taken  care  to 
repeat.  Now,  he  begged  the  House  fur- 
ther to  observe,  that  it  appeared  from  the 
Report  of  their  Committee  that  tlie  licenco 
wliicli  it  V  contended  they  possessed  to 
alter  and  modify  the  form  of  the  oath,  as 
eirenmstanees  might  arise,  was  far  lew 
than  that  which  was  taken  from  year  to 
year,  and  constantly  allowed  in  the  inferior 
officers  who  were  called  upon  to  aduituister 
oaths  in  erery  petty  eonrt  in  the  kingdom. 
They  knew  from  historical  events  that  the 
language  of  the  oath  was  rendered  inap- 
plicable from  time  to  time;  as  when,  for 
instance^  the  aUegiauQe  was  required  to  he 
altered firam  the  King  to  the  Queen;  and 
they  would  find,  in  a  part  of  the  Commons* 
Report,  it  was  stated  that,  in  order  to  com- 
ply with  the  lawt  aeeording  to  the  altera- 
tion of  eireumstances»  there  was  not  an 
inferior  officer,  in  tho  most  petty  court  in 
the  kingdom,  who  would  not  take  upon 
lumadf  the  anthority  to  make  the  neeea- 
aaiy  attwation  in  the  fonn  of  tho  oath« 
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with  tiie  finee  Mtho*  of  tho  oommon  or 
of  the  statute  law;  and  as  he  (Sir  F.  The* 
siger)  took  nn  entirely  opposite  view  from 
that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  ha 
cortMnlj  fdl  nador  tiiai  doioription  whioh 
he  had  applied  to  all  those  who  were  o| - 
posed  to  liiiii;  be  therefore  addres*ed 
the  House  under  aU  tli&t  embarraament 
and  diffidenee  neooBMtily  atiBing  from  tho 
position  in  whioh  his  hon.  and  letnied 
Fiiciul  had  placed  him.  TTo,  however, 
quite  agreed  with  his  hon.  and  learneii 
Friend  iu  oue  poc>ition,  that  the  iiouse  had 
broQght  itsalf  into  •  position  of  iiiooii> 
sistcucj,  by  allowing  two  out  of  the  throe 
oaths  which  were  required  to  be  taken  ho- 
fore  a  Member  could  take  his  seat  iu  this 
HoQse  to  bo  tskon  upon  the  Old  Toftt»> 
ment.  Ho  resisted  that  to  the  best  of  lus 
ability,  for  it  did  appear  to  him  that  as  all 
three  oaths  must  necessarily  bo  taken  bo- 
fore  a  Member  conld  sit  in  the  Howe,  end 
as  it  was  perfectly  oloar  that  one  at  least 
out  of  the  three  could  only  he  taken  in  a 
Christian  sen-n,  therefore,  tliouj^h  it  was 


1187  Ikmid  SahmoM,  Etq.^ 

By  the  very  Aet  of  this  House,  in  ponnit* 

ting  the  hon.  Members  to  take  the  oath  on 
the  Old  Testament,  they  had  expressed 
their  opinion  that  they  bad  authority  to 
alter  the  fom-'^thai  tiiey  were  bound  to 
admintsttf  the  oath  in  the  form  that  was 
binding  on  the  lion.  Member's  conscience; 
and  yet,  after  making  that  concession, 
they  mocked  the  hon.  Member — they 
mocked  the  law — they  violated  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  law  by  telling  hhn  that  though 
they  con  ended  the  princijilp  far — though 
they  gavu  him  the  Old  Tcsiuiiicub  ou  wLiuh 
to  be  sworn,  and  by  that  very  Act  render- 
ed it  incumbent  on  themselves  to  obliterate 
the  words,  •*  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Chris- 
tian,"  yet  they  refused  to  obUterato  them. 
He  said  again  they  mocked  the  law,  and 
they  mocked  common  sense  by  insisting  on 
Sucn  a  courKo,  IXo  submitted,  therefore, 
that  if  the  House  had  any  regard  for  prin> 
eiple — ^if  they  had  any  regard  for  statoto 
Saw — if  they  had  any  regard  for  that  nni- 
Tcrsal  rule  wliich  was  recognised  by  com- 
mon law,  and  proofs  of  wliich  had  been 

collected  in  the  decisions  of  many  eminent  .  perfectly  clear  thai,  in  general  cases, 
JadffCB— -then  they  were  bovnd  to  say  that  { man  ought  to  be  allowed  to  swear  in  that 


^eJ^had  a  right  to  take  the  oaths  in 

the  form  most  binding  on  his  conscience, 
unless  there  was  something  in  the  oath 
wbieb  eidnded  him.  Now.  he  contended 
further  that  there  was  nothing  in  aU  this 
at  variance  with  the  Kcsolution  to  which 
the  House  had  coiuc  last  year,  though, 
even  if  there  were,  that  decision  was  em- 
bodied in  lan^'uago  which  might  be  rescind- 
ed Tn  Jiat  Resolution  there  was  iiolliing 
bintimi;  lln  in  to  continue  in  their  pre<^ent 
pobittuii,  though  there  was   much  that 


form  wbieb  was  Mmfinc  on  his  conscience, 
yet  that,  in  this  parricular  ease,  the  Legis- 
lature must  have  intended  that  all  the 
three  oaths  should  be  taken  in  the  same 
way.  The  House,  however,  had  come  to 
a  different  conclusion,  and  he  was  bonnd  to 
l)ow  to  the  decision  to  which  they  bad 
come,  though  his  hon.  and  learned  Fnend 
the  Solicitor  General  said  he  did  not  ac- 
([uiesce  in  that  decision.  That,  then,  l)eing 
the  position  in  w!)ich  they  were  placed,  let 
ihem  sec  what  it  was  tHnt  his  hon.  and 


boond  them  if  they  had  any  regard  to  |  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Ayksbmy 
their  owm  eeudstwoyt  intd^gwec,  and 

common  sense  to  go  forward;  and  when 
they  had  once  oonoeded  the  point  that  a 
aiaa  might  be  sworn  at  the  table  of  the 
Honse  <m  the  Old  Testament,  they  were 
under  n  iDoral  obligation  to  follow  tiiat  up 
by  omitting  the  words  '*  on  the  true  faith 
of  a  Christian."    Ho  could  not  therefore 


had  argued  on  the  present  occnsian,  and 
what  was  the  po??ition  that  he  had  as- 
sumed. He  said,  in  the  first  place — and 
there,  of  course,  evoy  one  would  agree 
with  lum^— that  any  person  who  took  the 
oath  was  entitled  to  take  it  in  the  form 
that  was  mo^t  binding  upon  his  conscience. 
But  then  his  hon.  and  learned  Frimid,  in 


oomo  to  tho  conclnsion  that  the  hon.  Mem-  |  pioceeding^  to  consider  what  was  the 

her  for  Greenwich  ought  to  he  ordered  to  racter  of  the  words  of  the  oath  of  ahjiira- 
withdraw,  because  he  believed  that  by  law  tion  "  on  the  true  faith  of  a  (-'hristian." 
the  hon.  Member  was  as  much  a  Member  used,  he  presumed  designedly,  the  word 
of  Ae  Heuse  as  any  one  now  sittiii|f  in  it.  |  **  formuW  to  express  Us  sense  ef  their 
Sib  FRBDERIC  THESIGSB  said,  it  meaning;  and  it  would  bo  seen  that  ho 
certainly  required  some  little  courage  in  had  indicated  an  opinion,  though  he  had 
any  man  to  rise  after  the  hon.  and  learoed  not  boldly  stated  it,  that  theso  words 
Member  far  Aylesbury,  who,  in  express  i  were  not  a  snbstantid.  but  only  a  ftcmal 
terms,  hsd  declared  that  those  who  did  part  of  the  oath.  If  his  hon.  and  learned 
not  agree  with  him  in  tho  views  ho  had  Friend  had.  indeed,  hf  pn  able  tn  satisfy 
taken  on  this  quostiont  wore  not  acquainted  i  the  Hooao  that  these  wurda  reoUy  formed 
Mr.  Bethell  ' 
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no  snl)Rtantia1  part  of  tho  Ofttb«  then  thcro 
could  be  no  doubt  that  any  person  taking 
the  oath  in  the  form  most  binding  upon 
bit  comcience  woqUI  be  entitled  (o  omit 
them.  Bat  tbat  was  not  the  argutneiii 
of  hh  hon.  nnd  learned  Friend.  His  argu- 
ment was  that  the  Legislature  had  shown, 
by  its  having  authoriacd  tho  words  "  on 
the  trae  Iblth  of  «  Ohristian  "  to  be  omit- 
ted in  certain  cosob  by  the  Jew  when 
taking  the  oath  of  abjuration,  that  they 
were  intended  to  be  omitted  on  every  oc- 
euion;  and  bit  boo.  and  laaraed  Friend 
had  supported  this  position  byieference 
to  the  10th  George  I.,  as  it  was  oontriinod 
in  tho  report  made  a  short  tiuio  ago  by 
a  Oommittee  of  ibeir  Houae;  and  bis  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  with  that  antbority 
which  belonged  to  liia  character  and  sta- 
tion in  the  profession,  told  the  House  that 
this  Act  of  George  I.,  in  his  opinion — and 
Ihat  any  body  wbo  beld  a  Afferent  opinion 
must  bo  utterly  ignorant  both  of^  com- 
mon and  of  Btatitto  law — applied  in  ereiT 
case,  and  every  circumstaooe,  in  which 
a  Jew  eoold  1>a  plaoed,  and  tbat  it  enabled 
bim  to  take  his  leat  in  this  House  iboogb 
be  omitted  these  v^ords,  "  on  the  true 
faith  of  a  Christian,"  from  the  oath  of  ab- 
juration. Ho  did  not  know  if  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  looked  farther  than 
the  Report;  whether  ho  had  turned  to  the 
Act  of  Parliamont  itsplf,  [Mr.  Bethell  : 
I  have.]  it  be  iiad  turned  his  attention 
to  the  Aet  of  Partiament  iteelfp  be  nnst 
iay  ho  was  surprised  beyond  measure  to 
bear  his  hon.  nii  l  learned  Friend  assert,  in 
the  face  of  iim  Uouse,  that  that  Act  of 
Pei-liaaientf  in  bbi  opiidon,  rendered  it  btw- 
ful  for  a  Jew  to  take  the  oath  of  abfn- 
ration,  on  every  occasion  when  it  was  ten- 
flf^red  to  him,  without  using  these  words, 
iiis  hon.  and  Icaiiied  Friend  must  know,  if 
he  had  read  the  Act,  that  this  was  a  nuve 
temporary  Act  for  a  particular  occasion; 
that  certain  parties  had  boen  required  to 
take  the  (mth  of  abjuratiua  within  a  limit- 
ed time  by  Ae  9tb  of  George  I.,  and  tbat 
the  Act  in  question,  tlie  10th  of  George  I., 
wn?  intrri'luced  for  tho  purpose  of  enlarg- 
ing the  time  during  which  the  oath  was  to 
be  taken,  and  that  the  proviso  made  with 
regard  to  the  Jews,  which  was  contained 
in  the  Art,  ^i-,  liki'  tlic  Act  itself,  of  a 
tcmp'irai  y  character,  ior  a  particular  occa- 
sion; and  his  hon.  and  learuud  Friend  must 
either  not  have  tnmed  to  the  Aet  in  ((oee- 
tion,  or  be  bad  not  seen  the  effect  of  it,  or 
else  he  mn<it  have  forgotten  it;  for,  '^thor- 
wieoj  ho  could  noTer  have  pressed  upon  the 


Kouso»  with  aH  tho  weight  tbat  lielongcd 

to  his  opinion,  that  this  was  an  Act  which 
enabled  Jows  to  tako  seats  in  this  House 
omitting  the  words  m  the  oath  of  abju- 
ration, **  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian.** 
Ho  drew  an  inference  from  this  Act  very 
different  from  that  of  tho  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Aylesbury;  he  inferred  tiiat 
the  Legislatare  had  declared  anthorita* 
tively  their  opinion  tliat  those  words  were 
of  the  substance  of  thn  oath,  and  not  a 
mere  formula,  and  that  therefore  an  Act 
was  neeessary  to  omit  those  words  befiite  the 
Jew  could  take  the  oath.  There  was  an* 
other  Aet  which  bore  out  this  opinion,  the 
13th  of  George  II.    Thot  Act  provided — • 

"  Tbat  wlicDCTcr  any  person  profeMing  the 
J«wf sh  religion  sball  pvesent  MmMllf  to  tafo  tlie 

ni  l  (  Lih  i  f  rvbjurntion,  In  pursuance  of  this  Ast^ 
the  said  wortlti,  '  Upon  the  troe  laith  of  a  Chris- 
tian,' Khali  b«  omitt«d  ont  of  th«  said  oath,  in 
ailmiTii  tiTuif,'  tlio  JTime  to  such  person,  and  tho 
taking  .-iiid  aubscribiiig  the  s;iid  o.ith  by  such  per- 
son professing  the  Jewish  religion,  without  the 
words  aforraKid,  and  the  other  oaths  appointed  hf 
tho  said  Act,  in  like  maniMr  Jaws  Were  per-> 
iiiittftd  to  takt^  tlio  o.ith  of  abjuration,  by  an  Act 
made  in  the  10th  year  of  the  reign  of  his  late 
Majesty  King  Geo^  I.,  fartitnled,  *  An  Act  ftr 
oxplaiiiiri!,'  nnd  amending  an  Act  of  the  last  Ses- 
sion oi'  I'arliament,  intituled,  an  Act  to  obli^'o  all 
persons  being  Paptsts,  in  that  part  of  Grt.-ii  Bri- 
Uin  called  Scotland,  and  all  persons  in  Great 
Britain  refusing  or  net^lecting  to  take  tho  oaths 
appointfd  for  the  security  of  liis  Majc-ty'n  [i  -rsoii 
and  Government,  by  sereral  Acta  herein  meu« 
tioncd,  to  register  tlieir  nsoMS  and  real  eststos^ 
and  for  enlarging  the  time  for  taking  tho  said 
oaths,  and  making  such  registers,  and  for  allowing 
further  time  for  tlic  onrolmcnt  of  deeds  or  wills 
made  by  Papist-^,  wliicli  hive  hr-f^v.  omitted  to  ho 
enrolled,  pursuant  to  an  Act  ot  tiie  ihird  year  of 
his  Majesty's  reign,  and  also  for  giving  relief  to 
Protestant  lessees,'  shall  be  deemed  a  soffloient 
taking  of  the  Slid  oaths,  In  order  to  entitla  swA 
person  to  the  beadlt of  teiag nstHraliisil  hf  ibtm 

of  this  Act." 

The  10th  George  T.,  cap.  4,  recites  an  Act 
of  0th  George  I.,  cap.  -  i,  which  requires 
the  oath  of  abjuration  to  be  taken  as  there 
mentioned  within  a  given  time,  and  then 
after  amongst  other  things,  giving  furtlier 
time,  and  permitting;  <)itnl:r  rs  to  dcclaro 
the  effect  of  it,  the  Actprucecds  to  euaot 
a«  foUowa  in  respeet  of  tae  Jews  >^ 

**  AfkA  wheieas  the  lnDowiBf  woris  ave  OfQ* 

tained  in  tho  hator  part  of  the  oaths  of  abjura- 
tion, namely,  *  uputi  the  true  faith  of  a  Cliristian,' 
1)0  it  further  eoact I'd  Ity  the  authority  aforesaid, 
riiat  whenever  any  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  pro- 
t'ci^siug  tho  Jewish  religion  shall  present  himself 
to  tako  the  same  oath  of  abjuration  in  pursoanoe 
of  the  abore  reeited  Aet,  or  of  this  present  Ao^ 
the  said  words  *  on  the  true  fidth  of  a  Christiaa 
sli.ill  1)0  oinltt*  1  ■  lit  (if  till-  said  oatli,  in  adminis- 
tering the  same  iAt  such  person,  and  the  takiof  tb« 

2  Q  2 
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wtd  <Mth  by  taeli  person  fm^Bm^g  the  Jewish 

religion,  without  tho  words  aforesaid,  in  like  man- 
ner as  Jews  are  admitted  to  be  sworn  to  gi?e  evi- 
denee  in  9omi»  ef  jnstiee.  ehall  be  deenoted  to  be 

a  sufficient  taking  of  the  oath  of  abjuration  with- 
in the  meaning  of  this  md  iho  &aid  recited  Act." 

Well  tbcD,  thoy  had  a  legislative  decision 
tiiat  UiiB  WM  an  easentiu  or  tabttantive 

part  of  the  oatli.  Could  tlicy  get  rid  of 
nn  essential  part  of  the  oath  merely  be- 


a  disobedience  to  the  orders  of  the  House, 
and  a  contempt;  and  be  abovid  have  baea 

quite  proparod  to  have  concurred  in  a  TOto 
(whicli  he  thought  would  liave  he^^n  tbe 
proper  one  to  have  been  proposed)  that  liie 
non.  Member  be  eommitted  to  the  enstodj 
of  tbe  Serjeant-at-Arms  for  that  disobe- 
dience and  contempt.  The  noble  Lord  bad 
pursued  a  milder  course  :  could  any  one 


cause  it  was  alleged  by  some  one  that  it .  doubt  that  be  was  not  perfectly  justided  J 
was  not  binding  on  bis  eooseienee  ?  If  |  Certainly  not  Bnt  let  them  eonrider  wbat 
■ocha  principle  was  admitted,  where  would 
they  stop  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich objects  to  the  words  "  on  the  true 
fittih  of  a  Cbrisiian."  He  says  that  tbey 
are  not  binding  npon  his  eonscicnce.  Some 
other  person  may  hare  conscientious  scru- 
ples against  other  portions  of  the  oath. 
Where  then  is  the  limit  to  tbe  arguiuent 
that,  if  any  person  ent^tains  a  scruple, 
he  is  to  be  allowed  to  satisfy  his  con- 
acience  by  the  omission  of  the  words 
on  which  his  scruples  are  founded ;  and 
what  becomes  of  tbe  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  which  was  to 
demolish  them  ?  Whv,  it  had  failed  en- 
tirely,  and  failed  in  a  signal  and  remark- 
able way.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Aylesbury  conld  not  have  prepared 
himself  by  a  reference  to  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament, so  as  to  have  enabled  him  to 
come  down  to  the  House  and  deliver  Ins 
opinion  to  the  Honse  with  all  the  weight 
and  authority  to  which  it  was  entitled. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Frieml.  like  many 
other  speakers,  had  lost  sight  of  what  was 
the  question  rMlly  before  &e  Hbose.  The 
question  was,  whether  Mr.  Aldennan  Salo- 
mons be  ordered  to  withdraw  or  not.  Now 
he  confessed  he  thought  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  adopted  a  Tery  mtld  form 
of  proceeding  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  House  would  bo  pleased  to  recollect 
what  occurred  on  Friday  last.  With  the 
entire  concurrence  of  the  House,  after  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oreenwieh  had  refused 
to  take  the  words  "  on  the  true  faith  of  a 
Christian,"  ho  was  directed  to  withdraw. 
It  might  be  in  the  memory  of  the  House 
that  the  hon.  Gentienian  having  failed  to 
withdraw  entirely,  he  (Sir  F.  Thesigcr) 
had  called  their  attention  to  the  fact. 
Again,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  House, 
he  was  ordered  to  withdraw.  Kow,  ho 
thought  after  this  course  had  been  pur- 
sued, with  the  perfect  sanction  of  the 
House,  that  the  presence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  on  the  present  oc- 
casion within  the  walls  and  precincts  of 
the  House,  was  coutomaoioiis;  that  it  was 


it  was  they  were  called  npon  to  decide  in 
voting  upon  this  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord.    There  was,  as  the  noble  Lord  had 
stated,  a  dear  and  distinct  ResohitioB  of 
the  noose  upon  the  point  at  issne,  wbidi 
had  been  passed  in  the  course  of  last  Ses- 
sion upon  a  state  of  circumstances  wliich 
were  precisely  similar.    He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich was  perfectly  familiar  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  their  House  upon  that  occa- 
sion, because  he  observed  that  the  very 
expressions  which  were  used  bj  Berm 
Rothschild,  when  he  prssoited  himself  a* 
their  table,  were  tbe  very  words  used  by 
the  hon.  Alderman.  Well,  then,  they  had 
a  Resolution  of  the  Honse  applicable  to 
precisely  similar  ciicnmstanccs.    As  \ow^ 
as  that  remained  an  tmrescinded  Resolu- 
tion— as  long  as  it  remained  declared  that 
Baron  Rothschild  had  no  right  to  sit  in 
the  House   could  tfaej  endure  thai  1^ 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  in  defiance 
of  that  Resolution,  should  brave  their  au- 
thority, and  should  not  be  required  and 
compelled  to  withdraw  ?   He  was  act  pra* 
pared  for  the  course  which  the  hon.  Me^ 
her  had  thought  fit  to  adopt.     He  ex- 
pected that  the  noble  Lord  would  hare 
moved  a  Resolution  In  terms  mmilar  to 
those  carried  in  the  course  i  f  last  Session. 
On  Friday  last,  he  (Sir  F.  Tliesiger)  had 
intimated  his  intention  to  pursue  the  same 
course  he  had  adopted  last  year,  and  to 
moTO  a  new  writ  for  Greenwich.  But  afW 
discussing  the  question  with  some  fricn  !  . 
upon  whose  opinion  he  entirely  relied,  al- 
though he  entcrtaiucd  still  most  strongly 
the  opinion  that  they  made  a  serious  mis- 
take in  the  course  which  they  pursued  with 
regard  to  the  Baron  Rothschild,  vet  still, 
in  deference  to  the  opinions  expressed  by 
his  friends,  and  b^ause  there  might  be  eoa- 
siderable  evil  indcpartinif  from  any  course 
which  had  Ivon  nd  ijited  by  the  House,  bo 
had  made  up  his  mind  to  fnlldw  the  noble 
Lord,  and  vote  in  favour  uf  auy  Rei^uluiioa 
which  he  micht  propose.  Under  these  cicw 
cwmstances,  ne  penectlj  concurred  in  thn 
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Motion  subniitiod  by  tho  uoblo  Lord,  and 
he  thought  it  impoiNble  tiiat  theHonse 
could  differ  with  nim  in  ihe  Tieira  which 
he  had  tnlcon. 

Mr.  BETUELL  begged  to  assure  his 
learned  Friend  that  he  liact  taken  pains  to 
nfer  to  the  Acts  of  ParliamcDt  to  which 
he  referred.  The  9th  of  Ge  i  I.  was 
Dot  found  in  tho  ordinary  Statute-book, 
and  he  had  been  at  some  trouble  to  obtain 
H.  The  9th  of  George  I.  designated  the 
classes  of  persons  to  be  affected  by  the  Act; 
and  the  lOth  of  George  I,  showed  in  what 
manner  the  oath  should  be  administered. 

Mb.  AOLIONBT  would  not  enter  into 
a  consideration  of  the  legal  points  at  issue. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  tiio  able  and  lucid 
ergnment  of  tho  hon.  and  learned  Member 
ftr  Aylesbury  wm  nnantwered,  end  that  it 
wee  unanswerable.    He  wislnd  to  guard 
anv  vote  which  he  was  fv}>out  tn  give  from 
being  construed  into  a  want  of  respect  for 
the  right  hon.  Oentlemui  who  presided 
ever  their  discussions,  for  he  looked  upon 
him  as  the  most  able  and  impartial  ex- 
pounder of  the  forma  of  the  House  who 
bed  «rtr  ceoairfed  the  ohur.   The  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  meant  no  disrc- 
spoet  to  the  Speaker  in  this  apparent  defi- 
ance of  his  authority.    He  (Mr.  Aglionby) 
felt  anre  that  when  the  Speaker  ordered 
Mr.  Salomons  to  withdraw,  he  did  not 
moan  to  cxprc"<=?  an  opinion  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  privilege,  but  that  he  was  merely 
expressing  1  the  general  opinion  of  the 
Hooae.   The  nohle  Lord  treated  the  deei- 
sion  of  last  year  as  if  it  were  a  judicial 
decision.     The   nation    would    lat!2:h  to 
scorn  its  receiving  such   uu  mtcrprcta- 
tien.   Ereiy  hon.  Member  who  voted  on 
'  the  Betolution  last  year,  came  down  to 
the  House  with  his  mind  perfectly  made 
up  on  which  side  he  would  vote,  quite  ia- 
dependent  of  any  arguments  they  might 
beer.    Did  they  suppose  that  any  argu- 
ments, no  matter  how  forcible,  could  alter 
one  vote?    Ue  was  very  sceptical  upon 
the  point.  Why,  it  was  e  mockery  to  call 
it  jndidal.   It  was  only  a  decision  which 
||;evo  expression  to  tlioir  own  private  feel- 
ings.   He  did  not  claim  any  merit  as  an 
impartial  person — in  fact  he  was  not  im- 
partial— but  he  would  vote  nevertheless. 
He  believed  that  tho  Member  for  Green- 
wich was  as  good  a  Member  as  any  of 
them,  end  if  time  was  taken  to  eonsider 
the  masterly  speech  of  the  Member  for 
Aylesbury,  ne  believed  thnt  no  lawyer  in 
the  kingdom  could  doubt  the  fact.  Look- 
ing upon  the  concluding  portion  of  the 


oath  to  form  no  part  whatever  of  its  sub- 
stance, he  should  give  his  vote  in  fiivonr 
of  the  hon  ^fember  for  Greenwich. 

Sir  ROBERT  H.iNGLIS  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cockermouth  had  avowed  an 
unhesitating  deference  for  the  judgment  of 
Mr.Speeker;  and  Iio  (Sir  R.  11.  Inglis)  rose 
not  so  much  to  defend  the  decision  of  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  to  support  the  de- 
cision of  tho  House  itself,  of  which  their 
Speaker  was  the  exponent.    The  ease  of 
the  last  Session  was  precisely  similar  to 
thn  case  now  before  the  House,  with  the 
luuue  only  changed.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Greenwieh  came  to  the  table  and  per- 
formed exactly  the  same  part  as  his  prede- 
cessor had  done  twelve  months  before. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ayles- 
hnry  had  proved  too  mnch  in  die  first 
part  of  hie  speech;  in  the  end,  however* 
ho  had  proved  nothing.    He  (Sir  R.  H. 
Inglis)  appealed,  not  to  lawyers,  bat  to 
men  of  common  sense,  whether  sneh  waa 
not  the  case,  when  tiie  hon.  and  learned 
Member  stated,  ns  an  argnment  in  this 
case,  that  it  was  within  the  competency  of 
the  lowest  offieer  of  the  lowest  eonrt  of 
justice  in  the  kingdom  to  change  the  form 
of  the  oath  in  question,  by  the  substi- 
tution of  the  name  of  Victoria  for  that 
of  WtUiam  IV.  ?  The  alteration,  however, 
which  he  now  supported  was  much  mere 
than  the  change  of  the  name  of  the  Sove- 
reign.   If  such  a  proposition  were  admit- 
ted, it  could  not  be  denied  that  a  Reso- 
lution of  that  House  was  sufficient  to 
overrule  an  Act  nf  Pjuliamcnt.    But  if 
tiiat  were  the  case,  why  v,  us  it  that  four 
Bills  had  been  passed  in  that  House,  and 
as  many  rejected  by  the  ether  House  within 
the  last  twenty  years,  with  the  same  object 
i  in  view  as  that  under  discussion,  if  tho 
power  was  in  their  own  hands  ?    Could  it 
be  reserved  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber to  discover,  on  the  21st  of  July,  1851, 
this  secret  which  had  lain  so  long  con- 
cealed, not  only  from  the  lawyers  of  his 
(SirR.  H.  Inglis's)  side  of  the  House,  hni 
also  from  the  piercing  vision  of  the  hoD. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General,  and  from 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Furst  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  all  whose  feelings  and  prin- 
ciples were  engaged  in  support  of  the  cause 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  (!ri  rnwit  h  un- 
happily represented  ?  The  course  suggest- 
ed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Abingdon  was  that  most  consistent  with 
the  dignity  of  the  House.    The  authority 
of  the  House  had  been  defied;  the  repre- 
sentative of  that  authority  had  been  die* 
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to  sustain  him  by  an  immense  nu^orit}'  In 
eiiforcliif,'  tlio  (Iccisioti  of  liiht  year.  I)id 
any  one  contend  that  the  slightest  diti'cr- 
ence  existed  between  the  eaae  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich,  and  the  oeae  of 
Paroii  de  Rotliscliild  ?    Both  wore  elected 
liv  large  constituencies — both  were  pre- 
pared to  take  similar  oaths.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  took  two  of  the 
oaths  presontt  d,  Lut  liu  did  not  take  the 
tliird,  as  required  by  law;  but  he  had,  not- 
\vitiiBtandiDg,  vciitured  to  take  his  seat 
among  them.   If  it  were  in  the  dieoretion 
of  the  hon.  ^feuibcr  to  omit  the  seven 
words  in  question,  it  would  be  also  in  the 
diaeretioQ  of  other  persons  to  oma  any 
werda  they  choee,  and  ao  to  eat  and  oarro 
the  oath  as  they  might  see  fit.    It  was  the 
animus  imponentiff  that  gave  to  the  oath 
its  value;  the  oath  was  meant  to  be  taken 
in  ha  plain  and  literal  aense;  it  waa  open 
to  those  who  objected  to  any  part  of  it  to 
refuse  it  altogether,  but  not  to  alter  it  to 
•ttti  their  individual  convenience.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had,  however,  omitted  the 
words  *'on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian," 
thereby  darini'  mhI  dofyinr,'  the  Tfouse. 
The  simple  course  to  have  taken  was  to 
hate  done  what  it  was  whispered  would  be 
done — namely,  to  move  to  reeeind  the  Re- 
Eolutinn  nf  thp  last  Ses^^irin;  nu'l  liowever 
stultified  the  House  might  iiave  been  by  a 
TOte  to  that  effect,  the  ground  would  be 
clear  for  the  hou.  Member  for  Qreenwieh. 
He  (Sir  R.  li.  Inglis)  concurred  in  the 
prnposition  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
withdraw.    What  was  to  he  done  after- 
wards he  should  eonaider;  but  be  oerlainl  J 
did  hopo  that  iho  euirgcstion  of  his  hon. 
and  ](!arnod  Friend  the  Member  for  Abing- 
don would  be  adopted. 

Mb.  bright  thought  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  was  not 
aware  of  the  precise  question  now  before 
the  House.  The  noble  Lord  spoke  as 
Ihongh  the  only  question  before  the  House 
was  whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich ahouM  withdraw  or  remain  there.  If 
ho  was  not  imder  a  mistake,  there  was 
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was  not  taken  within  the  meaning  of  the 

Act,   was  directly  contrary  to  it,  and 
affirmed  that  the  oath  had  been  duly 
taken,  and  that  the  sittlttg  Member  waa 
lawfully  entitled  to  take  a  part  in  the  dia> 
cusfiions  of  the  House.     Tho  hon.  and 
learned   Gentleman  voted   last  year  in 
favour  of  Baron  Rothschild;  and  how  he 
could  reconcile  a  vote  whieh  would  be  now 
adverse,  he  could  not  possibly  sec.  Tliero 
were  two  modes  in  which  the  IIoihp  ini^'ht 
look  at  iho  question — one  us  arguing  it 
only  aa  a  questimi  of  law,  the  other  as  a 
question  of  precedent,    lie  would  not  go 
into  tho  question  of  law,  because  he  thought 
liiat  lin  right  hou.  Colleague  {h\r.  M.  Gib- 
son) had  ahown  that,  aa  ^  as  law  waa 
concerned,  they  wore  completely  in  the 
dark.     The  most  distinguished  la«yor.s 
appeared  to  be  very  much  at  sea,  and  d 
it  had  not  been  for  the  lueid  and  raaaterljf 
speech  of  the  hoD.  Member  for  Aylosbmy, 
they  might  be  excused  for  takin*:^  their 
opinions  into  consideration  at  aU.  But 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  preeedenta* 
the  case  was  wholly  different;  and  it  waa 
upon  thi.s  point  that  he  wished  to  offer  to 
them  a  few  observations.    The  Ueaolutioa 
of  last  year  he  understo<^  to  be  taken  aa  a 
prcoedeat  for  this  Session,  and  the  Hooae 
liaving  come  to  the  resolution  that  Baron 
Kothschild  was  not  to  be  admitted,  they 
wished  to  enforce  the  same  regulatiou 
against  the  preaent  Member  for  QreeD» 
wich.     If,   however,   they  were  to  be 
guided  by  precedents  of  this  nature,  why 
tihuuld  they  uot  go  further  back,  and  fol- 
low a  preoedent  which  enlarged  the  powen 
and  privileges  of  Parliament,  while  it  at 
the  same  time  enlarged  the  freedom  and 
rights  of  the  people  i    It  was  tiiat  oi  a 
gentleman,  a  finmid  of  hia,  a  member  of 
the  same  sect  to  which  he  belonged;  but 
he  did  not  think  thnt  the  House  had  fairly 
looked  at  the  point  involved  in  that  c«so. 
He  waa  aatiafied  beyond  all  queatien  that 
tho  House,  in  the  iaatanoe  to  which  he 
ferrcd,  had  taken  tipon  itself  in  do  very 
uiucii  more  than  it  was  now  asked  to  do. 


equal  to  the  rescinding  of  the  Rosolutiou 
of  last  year.  The  question  stood  exactly 
as  if  the  hou.  Member  for  Middlesex 
moved  the  Beaolutton  whioh  he  intimated 
it  w  as  his  intention  to  do;  and  if  that  were 


only  altered  the  form  and  substance  of  the 
oath,  hut  loft  ont  a  most  essential  portion 
of  it — in  point  of  fact,  dispensed  with  the 
three  oaUis,  and  comuruaied  tiiem  into  one 
single  declaration,    if  the  Hooae  did  that 


80,  he  thought  the  Solicitor  General  was  in  1832,  had  it  not  equally  the  power  to 
not  quite  consistent  in  the  course  which  he  :  do  it  in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  fw 
adopted.  The  Motion  now  before  the  i  Greenwich  ?  He  held  in  his  band  the 
Heuae^  combg  after  the  Motion  of  last  declaration  wluchi  he  took  at  the  bar  aftha 
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HouRo.  He  wished  to  point  oat  aa  essea- 
tial  difference  in  the  deelaratloD  vhioh  he 
had  taken,  end  the  oath  taken  hj  If  ombors 

when  they  presfntod  themselves  at  the 
table.     The  doeiaration  wliich   ho  Imd 
taken  was  uoarly  iUootical  with  that  which 
Mr.  Feeae  bad  taken  before  the  Act 
passed  which  enabled  him  to  take  a  scat 
in  that  House.    The  ijcncral  oath  began, 
"  And  I  do  svrcar  that  i  will  hear  faith 
md  true  illMianee  to  Her  Majesty  Quceti 
Yietorla,  ana  Her  irill  defend  to' the  ut- 
most  of  my  power  agninst  nil  traitorous 
conspiracies,  and  attempts  whatsoever, 
which  shall  be  made  against  Her  person, 
erown,  or  dignity;"  bnt  the  declaration 
framed  for  Mr.  Poase,  and  all  other  per- 
Bons  of  his  sect  who  might  hccome  Mem 
bers  of  the  House,  luercly  set  lurth  that 
the  penon  taking  it  mnud  be  foithfal  to 
the  Orown  againat  all  traitorous  cons}!i- 
nicies,  omitting  all  mention  of  defending 
Her  Majesty,  because  the  term  "defend- 
ing '*  implied  "  by  force  of  amti,*'  and, 
therefore,  the  term  waa  omitted  in  defer- 
pTK-f-  to  the  peculiar  views  entertained  by 
the  iJociety  of  Friends  on  the  subject  of 
peace.    They  had  ail  sworn  to  defend  the 
Crown;  but  be  (Mr.  Bright)  had  not  de- 
clared that  he  would  defend  the  Crown; 
The  Committee  wh'uh  \rns  appointed  on 
the  subject  in  183li  did  not  recommend 
that  Mr.  Pease  ehoold  he  compelled  to 
declare  that  he  would  defend  the  Crown; 
and  l)ic  House  of  Tvords  assented  to  the 
alteration  in  the  oath,  and  the  Aet  was 
pMMd  into  *  bir.  How-  be  pat  it  to  the 
Uonae  whether  ihej  did  not  eome  with  a 
stronn^r  case  than  Mr.  Pease  came  with  ? 
In  the  case  of  Mr.  Pease,  the  House  left 
out  the  words  "  on  the  true  faith  of  a 
Cbrietian;*'  hewae  a  Chmtian,  and  there 
was  no  need  for  the  omission.    lie  did  not 
like  to  use  the  words  *'  on  the  true  faith  of 
a  Christian,"  because  he  understood  the 
expresrioir  to  be  in  the  nature  of  an  oath 
-^nd  to  oaths  of  any  kind  the  Soeiety  of 
Friond';  entertained  a  conscientious  and 
insurmountable  objeetion — and  the  House 
dropped  them.  But  ft  did  inore-4(  did 
not  reipdre  him  to  promise  to  defend  the 
Crown;  and  it,  moreover,  absolvr  ]  him 
from  taking  several  oaths,  and  permitted 
him  to  make  one  affirmation.   Why,  then, 
if  Membere  of  the  Society  of  Friends, 
being  Christians,  were  permitted  to  omit 
these  particular  words  from  their  Parlia- 
mentary declaration,  was  Mr.  Saioinoas, 
sot  henig  a  Ohriatlan»  to  bo  oompelled  to 
npeH  thoie  woidiy  ha  doelariiig  them  to 


be  in  no  way  binding  upon  his  conscience, 
and  offering,  at  the  same  time,  to  take 
the  oath  which  was  binding  on  his  con- 
soic  nee  ?     In  the  case  of  liaron  Rotli- 
sciiild,  they  permitted  him  to  take  an  oath 
u]>ou  the  Old  Testament,  because  it  was 
most  binding  on  hla  oonecieneef  Imt,  hav* 
ing  giten  him  half  a  right,  they  refused 
him  the  other,  and  they  insisted  on  giring 
a  most  unfair  Mid  most  unjust  moaning  to 
those  words,  whioh  it  was  not  poemble 
could  liavc  boon  attribnted  to  them  In  the 
case  of  Mr.  Pease,  which  meaning  operated 
as  a  bar  to  his  taking  a  seat  in  the  House, 
They  were  in  a  difficulty,  because  they  did 
wrong  last  year.   The  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  tho  Government  wns  very  rash, 
and  hia  rashness  lix-t  year  }ind  raised  ono 
more  barrier  against  the  cause  of  the  Jews. 
But  let  the  House  bear  in  mind  tfaia—tbt 
Attorney  General  had  said  those  wordi 
were  discreditable  to  their  legislation. 
Tho  Solicitor  Genefsl  argnod  last  year 
that  the  oadi  waa  takn  aMording  to  law; 
superadded  to  that*  they  hod  the  testi- 
mony of  the  hon.  nnd  learned  Member  for 
Aylesbury,  wiiusc  opinion  would  have  the 
greatest  weight  attached  to  it  throughout 
tho  kingdom,  that  the  Member  for  Oreen- 
wich  was  thorou't^hly  entitle  ]  io  take  his 
seat,    llo  wi^lird  to  know  whether  this 
was  not  an  amouut  of  evidence  on  their 
ride  suffioient  to  warrant  them  in  laying 
aside  the  strict  interpretation  of  the  Jaw, 
and  acting  upon  the  precedent  set  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Pease,  in  whioh  they  omitted 
these  very  words,  *<  on  the  tmo  foith  of  • 
Christian  ?      They  did  not  always  act  up 
to  the  strict  letter  of  the  law  either  in  the 
public  or  private  transactions  of  life.  Let 
not  the  noble  Lord  think  that  tho  peoplo 
would  hold  him  blameless  for  the  diffionU 
ties  in  which  he  had  placed  the  question. 
The  constituency  which  ho  represented 
had  re-eieoted  two  or  tliree  times  a  col- 
league for  him  of  tho  Jewish  persuasion* 
Another  cotistituencv,  after  all  the  discus- 
sions  wliifh  had  taken  plncf;  in  Parliament 
on  this  subject,  had  returned  a  Member  of 
the  Jewish  penattrion;  and  ha  wonid  adt 
the  noble  Lord,  were  ^  opteions  of  these 
constituoncltes  to  :ro  for  nothing?  Ho 
could  only  say,  that  if  a  gentleman  of  tho 
Jewish  persuasion  presented  himself  to  a 
constituency  before  this  quefliott  waa  se^ 
tied,  ho  would  have  a  very  good  chanoe  of 
Itein;:^  returned.    The  noble  Lord,  it  ap- 
peared, would  rather  have  the  elections  of 
these  eonotitnenoies  made  noil  and  void, 
and  lenre  the  qmation  to  ronain  M  it  waiy 
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than  f&irlj  grapple  with  it  as  a  questioQ 
whkk  had  bMn  pawed  in  that  House  year 
after  year»  and  aa  pertinaebnsly  refused 

by  the  other  House.  Two  branches  of  the 
Legislature  were  in  favour  of  the  admis- 
■ion  of  the  Jews.  [*•  No,  no  I  *']  Yes, 
that  Uouso  had  over  and  over  again  de- 
clared itself  ill  f.ivour  of  it ;  and  the 
Queen,  through  Her  Ministers,  was  also 
in  favour  of  it.    [C'riei  o/jf'  Order  I  "] 

Mb.  speaker  taid,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  not  he  aware  tliat  it  was  very 
irregular  to  nae  the  name  of  the  Queen  in 
debate. 

'  Mb.  bright  :  He  howed  to  the  deei- 
noQ  of  the  Chair  ;  hat  he  had  only  been 

following'  a  hitrh   authority   in  nnothcr 


congratulate  the  hon.  Member  upon  haviog 
escaped  tikat  which  would  ha've  been  to 

him  a  dilemma ;  for  if  there  was  asj 
Mrmber  in  that  House  to  whom  such  an 
engagement  would  be  embarrassing,  it  waa 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester.  The 
hon.  Member  waa  the  representative  of  a 
small  religious  sect,  yet  no  hon.  Member 
appeared  to  pay  such  little  consideration 
to  the  religious  feelings  of  others.  The 
hon.  MeaiMr  in  poKtiea  parstted  a  eeme 
as  aggreaaive  as  in  matters  of  religion;  he 
was  a  consistent  supporter  of  those  who 
urged  that  House  to  grasp  in  their  own 
handa  the  legislatun  of  the  eovatry, 
without  wuting  for  the  aanetion  of  the 
Crown,  in  utter  violation  of  the  law  of 


place,  where  it  had  been  used  as  an  argu-  j  the  country,  and  the  declared  opinions 


ment  that  the  other  House  and  the  Crown 
being  both  in  &TOiir  of  a  measure,  they 
oiiijlit  not  to  refuse  to  pass  it.  The  fre- 
quciu  rejection  of  this  measure  by  the 
oiiicr  House  was  a  strong  reason  why  they 
ahonld  exannne  nanowl  j  whether  it  was 
not  in  the  power  of  that  House  to  do  what 
was  necessary  by  itself,  and  to  ^rant  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  having  taken  the 
oalhs  as  he  had,  the  right  9i  Mtting  in 
that  House.  With  regard  to  the  oaths 
generally,  ho  just  wl.lied  to  say  thi-^,  t'mt 
there  was  nothing  moro  useless  or  more 
deserving  the  condemnation  of  sensible 
meu,  than  the  oaths  taken  at  that  table. 
They  were  the  result  of  prejudice,  and  of 
Ion::  continued  habit;  but  hon.  ilembers 
siiouid  DO  longer  allow  themselves,  like  i  supposed  was  originaiiy  intended  by  its 
children,  to  he  put  through  the  fimn  of  |  author  for  the  arehivea  of  thia  Honaa,  waa 
taking  those  oaths.     They  held  no  man  fictitioua  and  illo;^al,  and  the  Speaker  had 


of  the  House  of  Lords.  But  the  pobt 
to  which  he  wiahed  to  call  their  paitmlar 

attention  was  the  manner  of  tht<=  aggression. 
[**HearI  "]  He  repeated  the  words,  it  was 
an  "aggression."  There  sits  the  elected 
of  Greoiwieh  in  defiance  of  the  law.  They 
had  heaa  fre<)uently  reminded  of  the  ap> 
pearance  of  Baron  Rothschild  at  that 
table.  There  were  many  painful  recoUec- 
tiona  eooneoted  with  the  appearance  ef 
that  Gentlemattv  who  left  a  fictitious  quali* 
ficution  paper  on  that  table.  He  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  did  not  know  whether  there 
was  any  more  such  rubbish  left  upon  the 
table  of  the  House  on  the  present  occasion; 
but  they  had  the  opinion  of  the  Speaker 
thai  Riiron  Rot!i?e!iild's  pnper,  which  he 


to  loyalty — they  held  no  one  to  relit^ion 
The  people  of  this  country  were  iuyal 
cnongn  without  those  oaths.  No  men  were 
sent  there  who  needed  to  bo  bound  in 
their  allegiance  to  the  Sovereign,  or  their 
obedience  to  the  law,  by  any  oaths  what> 
ever,  especially  by  such  oaths  as  those 
passed  two  or  three  centnriea  ago.  He 
should  like  soma  clean  sweep  to  br  hkkU? 
of  these  oaths,  and  that  tlu^y  *^hould  regard 
each  other,  as  he  believed  they  were,  as 
patriotic  citiaena  of  their  country  coming 
there  to  do  that  which  was  their  duty  to 
their  country,  and  not  bindin|^  themselves 
in  the  slightest  degree  by  thoso  antiquated 
liMma  of  aaaeveration  whi^  our  anoeatora 
of  old  had  enacted,  and  which  were  totally 
unsuitcd  to  the  times  in  which  wc  livod 

Un.  iS£WDEGATE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  had  congratulated 
himself  upon  not  haring  taken  the  oath 
tc  defend  Her  M^catj,   He  begged  to 


most  properly  directed  that  fictitious  docu- 
ment should  be  consigned  to  some  mb- 
hish  cleact.  The  appearance  of  Baron 
Rothschild  at  the  table  of  the  House  hod 
been  characterised  by  an  attempt  to  pl.iy 
a  trick.  What  had  characterised  the  ap< 
pearance  of  the  elected  of  Greenwich  f 
Why,  an  audacity  unparalleled.  Ho  came 
there,  and,  setting  at  defiance  the  Resolu- 
tion of  that  House,  and  in  direct  violation 
of  the  law  as  declared  by  the  proceedings 
of  both  Houaea  cf  Pariiaaient»  he  at- 
tempted to  take  a  seat.  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cockcrmonth.  that 
thej  were  proceeding  with  extraordinary 
lemty  towarda  him.  If  they  were  to  haro 
persons  sitting  in  that  House  in  oppon* 
tinn  to  nil  and  onlrr,  how  could  order 
bo,  in  future,  preserved  '{  Why  shoold  he 
or  any  other  Member  be  bound  by  order, 
when  they  saw  it  so  want<Mily  violated  ? 
Tho  dcctcd  of  Greenwich  waa  lotnaod 
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under  diitinct  pledges  that  he  would  vio- 
late both  the  kw  end  the  order  of  the 
House.  The  hoa.  Elected  hid  been  de- 
sired to  retire,  and  ho  did  once  most  un- 
-wiUiuglj  retire.  But  at  the  next  meeting 
of  the  House,  in  defiance  of  their  order, 
be  took  a  Met.  If  they  were  to  preeerye 
the  charactorlstlcs  of  the  IIouso  of  Coni- 
moTis  —  thoso  charftcteristics  of  orderly 
debate  which  might  well  be  followed  as 
an  example  by  the  oonBtituent  assemblies 
of  other  countries — it  was  their  bounden 
dutj  to  maintain  the  authority  of  their 
Speaker,  and  to  iusist  on  the  elected  of 
Greenwioh  quitting  this  Home*  and  that 
he  shoold  cease  to  violate  tliat  order  which 
they  were  bound  to  preserve. 

Mr.  J.  EVANS  deprecated  the  discus- 
sion of  this  question  under  excited  fccl- 
isgs.   The  importanoe  of  the  question 
could  not  be  exaggerated.    The  House 
was  in  collision  with  two  large  constituen- 
cies, and  had  been  so  for  four  years  with 
tiiat  of  London*         did  not  remember 
an  ii^stanoe  of  the  House  coming  into 
CoJlision  with  a  constituency  without  being 
defeated.     He  had  heard  of   such  a 
eollision  with  the  electors  of  Middlesex, 
and  the  proceedings  had  to  be  erased  from 
their  Journals.    How  was  this  tn  end  ? 
There  had  been  four  or  five  attempts  at 
pasaiDg  a  Bill  which  was  rejected  by  the 
oAer  Hovse.    In  coming  to  a  decision, 
they  ought  to  take  care  that  it  was  well 
founded.  Last  year  they  had  decided  that 
Baron  Rothschild  should  bo  sworn  on  the 
Old  Testamentt  and  immediately  after- 
wards they  decided  that  he  could  not  be 
admitted  because  he  would  not  take  a 
Christian  oath.     Which  of  these  were 
they  to  be  bound  by  ?    Or  would  they  go 
back  to  the  decision  in  Mr.  Pease's  case  i 
They  were  in  a  difficulty  owing  to  the  Ke- 
Boiution  of  last  year;  and  the  noble  Lord 
ought  first  to  have  proposed  that  it  should 
be  rescinded.   As  no  had  not  done  so,  the 
qoesti<Hi  might  be  disrassed  on  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House.   Ho  had  no  doubt 
the  opinion  of  the  Solicitor  General,  that 
there  was  nothing  wfaatcTer  in  the  sub- 
stance of  the  oath  which  required  the 
words  **  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian," 
was  a  correct  one,  and  the  House  ought  to 
be  bound  by  it.    Every  lawyer  knew  that 
an  oath  consisting  of  a  promise  and  an  ad- 
juration, the  latter  could  he  altered,  while 
the  former  could  not,  otherwise  it  would 
be  impossible  to  bind  the  conscience  of 
aoj  one.   The  adjuration  did  not  in  the 
■QgbleBt  degree  afiiMt  the  rabetance  of  the 


oath — the  oath  was  iiuished  before  the  ad- 
juration was  arrived  at,  and  it  was  sworn 
on  the  tnie  faith  of  a  Christian  if  the 

party  was  n  Chri-tinn — on  the  true  friitli 
of  a  Jew  if  the  j)arty  was  a  Jew.  There- 
fore, ho  doubted  not  the  oath  had  been 
properly  taken  bj  the  hen.  Membor  for 
Greenwich.  A  native-born  Jew  of  this 
country  was  entitled  to  all  the  privileges 
of  citizenship,  .unless  it  could  be  shown 
that  be  was  deprived  of  them  bj  statute. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said:  I  onlj 
wish  to  justify  myself  to  my  constituents, 
in  case  they  ask  whether  I  listened  to  any 
great  ahsnrdity  without  raising  a  yoice  in 
opposition.  It  was  plain  there  was  no  evi* 
dence  whatever  to  sltow  th:\t  the  framcra 
of  the  oath  of  abjuration  ever  wislu  l,  or 
intended,  or  dreamed  of  doiug  auythiurj  but 
to  find  out  who  would  standby  King  James, 
and  who  would  not.  Did  anybody  suppose 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  framers  to 
leave  Jews  and  Quakers  to  support  King 
James  if  they  liked  ?  On  the  eootraiy,  it 
was  plain  that  whenever  a  desire  arose  to 
have  their  declarntion«,  tlie  i  lirrtpeology 
they  objected  to  was  dispensed  with.  It 
was  a  solemn  mockery  for  this  House 
to  place  the  Old  Testament  in  an  hen. 
Memljei'a  hands,  and  thereby  call  upon 
the  Almiphty  fo  attest  his  asseveration, 
wheu  they  knew  all  the  while  they  had  a 
quirk  lying  in  wait  to  baulk  him  in  tbe 
middle  of  it.  The  responsibility  is  not  on 
thi.1  Bide  of  the  House,  for  we  own  no 
Deity  but  one  we  reverence.  It  is  plain 
your  Deity  b  not  our  Deity;  is  this  the 
way  you  treat  your  Jupiter  ?  Religion 
and  the  duty  of  impressing  the  sanctity  of 
its  forms  were  oftoner  in  the  mouths  of 
the  other  side  of  the  House;  but  this  side 
practises. 

Mr.  CROWDER  observed,  that  the  reel 
question  which,  as  he  understood,  tbe 
House  was  now  called  upon  to  decide  was, 
whether  the  hon.  tfemher  for  Greenwieli 
had  taken  the  oath  of  abjuration  or  not  ? 
He  thought  it  was  impossible  to  come  to  a 
decision  upon  that  question  without  looking 
at  it  j udicially .  It  was  impossible  to  decide 
it  except  as  judges,  and  deciding  it  as  judges 
it  appeared  to  him  that  they  ought  to  do 
so  with  calmness  and  deliberation;  but  he 
thought  some  portions  of  the  discussion 
had  been  very  unliko  the  deliberation  of 
judges  upon  a  judicial  question.  lie  felt 
called  upon  to  state  lii^  (tpi?ii<»n  upon  the 
point  of  law,  because  this  was  really  a 
question  of  law,  and  be  was  sorry  the 
lawyers  bad  not  agreed  in  their  opinions* 
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lAwyen  on  mA  ride  had  Mud  Umto  ww 
Dot  a  shadow  of  doubt  upon  the  subject; 

anil  ho  must  sny  that  ho  really  haJ  no 
doubt  in  his  own  mind.  He  would  ba?e 
felt  the  greatest  satisfaction  if  ho  could 
bftTO  brought  bimaolf  to  tbe  oondnsion  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Grccnwieli  could  take 
his  scat  in  that  House  according  to  law. 
because  he  did  not  yield  to  anj  man  in  his 
ftrong  desire  to  get  rid  of  that  eiolnsion  of 
particular  sects  ^icb  he  tboii|^t»disgraee 
to  the  legislation  of  thirf  coimtry.  But, 
looking  at  this  as  a  question  of  law,  the 
onlj  coodiiaioii  he  eeold  arriTe  at  was, 
tbat  the  ben.  Member  for  Greeawieh  had 
not  taken  the  oath.  TTo  yrn^,  vcrv  nv.ich 
surprised  at  the  arguracnt  ot  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  fur  Ajlesburj  (Mr.  I3c- 
tboU),  beeanae  be  betiered  &o  law]rer  in 
that  House  or  in  the  kingdom  entertained 
the  notion  that,  under  the  statr^te  10th 
George  I.  chap.  4,  if  properly  construed, 
any  Jew  night  eome  to  the  table  withoot 
the  necesity  for  any  other  Act  of  Parlia- 
m»*nt,  and  take  the  oath  of  nhjtiratlon  with 
the  omission  of  certain  words.  That  sta- 
tute, among  others,  waa  let  forth  in  tbe 
Beport  of  the  Select  Committee  which  sat 
upon  thcso  oathi,  ind  was  open  to  the  in- 
spection niu!  consideration  of  all  those  who 
took  part  in  the  disscussiou  of  this  ques- 
tum  last  year;  but  he  waa  aot  aware  that 
any  one  had  expressed  such  an  opinion  as 
that  to  which  he  had  just  alluded.  He 
certainly  ditfered  altogether  from  his  hoo. 
and  learned  Friend.  He  eonaidered  that 
bia  boo.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Abingdon  (Sir  F.  Thesiger)  had  taken 
a  right  Tiew  of  this  question,  and  that  the 
10th  George  I.,  cap  4,  referied  to  a  par^ 
tieolar  subjeat,  and  bad  no  reference  what- 
ever to  the  o?.ths  taken  by  ^rembers  of 
Parlinment  in  that  ilouae;  and  he  thought 
i\u&  iact  luruished  oue  of  tbe  strongest  ar- 
gnmeota  to  ahow  that  the  worda  **  on  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian  "  could  not  be 
omitted  without  legislative  interference. 
He  might  odd  that  two  other  statutes 
bearing  upon  the  same  point  showed  that 
before  these  words  could  legally  be  oinitted» 
the  Legislature  must  interfere,  and  pass  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  i3th  George  II., 
eapv  7,  refoned,  among  otbor  ti^iiga»  to  the 
natnralisation  of  certidn  Jews  and  fofeign- 
ers,  and  it  provided  that  whenever  any 
person  professing  the  Jewish  religion  should 
present  himself  to  take  the  oath  of  abjura- 
tion in  penuaaee  of  the  Act,  the  worda 
"upon  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian  "  might 


manner  aa  Jewa  are  pemdtted  to  tabe  the 

oath  of  abjuration  by  the  Aot  made  in  tbe 
10th  year  of  King*  George  T."  Thers 
was  also  a  subsequent  Act,  the  8th 
and  9th  Victoria,  cap.  u2,  which  was 
passed  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  Jewa 
in  the  case  of  the  declaration  for  the  taking 
(  f  municipal  otKces.  substituted  for  the 
Bacramental  test.  That  Act  referred  to  a 
deelaratioa — not  an  oath,  tbowing  that 
with  respect  to  a  declaration  equally  with  aa 
oath  the  terms  must  be  literally  adhered  to, 
and  it  expreasly  gave  permission  to  Jews 
to  leare  out  the  wmAi  *'on  tbe  true  faith 
of  a  Christian.*'  But  ho  must  aak  tile 
House  how  they  could  deal  with  this  caso 
without  reference  to  a  case  which,  under 
precisely  the  same  circumstances,  they  had. 
themaelTea  decided  allw  much  diaenaaion 
last  year,  the  decision  being  recoi*ded  in. 
the  Journals  of  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Aylesbury  had  said, 
'*  There  ia  nothing  in  tM  language  of  tlie 
ReaelBtUMi  of  last  year  which  would  im- 
pugn your  decision  :it  nn^j^ent,  that  Mr. 
SSolomons  has  taken  the  oath  of  abjura- 
tion.** There  might  he  nothing,  perhaps, 
in  the  precise  language  of  the  KeMix^km, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  chose  to  construe  it 
according  to  a  legal  sense,  but  it  was  wtjll 
known  the  circumstances  were  similar.  It 
would  be  remembered  Uiat  on  tbe  oeeaaioa 
to  which  he  referred.  Baron  Rothschild 
camo  to  the  table  and  took  such  parts  of 
the  oath  as  had  been  taken  by  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Oraenwiob.  What  matiaetkw, 
then,  was  there  here  ?  It  was  impossible 
that  the  House  could  decide  in  favour  .  -f 
admitting  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich, 
without  going  directly  in  the  teeth  of  he 
former  decision.  It  was  said  that  tke 
former  decision  of  the  Tlouse  mii'iit  be  re- 
scinded; but  he  would  aak  whctiicr  it  ought 
to  be  rescinded  by  a  side  wind  lu  ike  mau- 
ner  now  proposed?  It  bad  been  aaid  tlHit 
the  words  "  upon  the  true  faith  of  a  Chris- 
tian "  might  undoubtedly  be  omitted,  bo 
cause  this  was  only  a  jurat;  hat  he  held 
that  aiieb  waa  not  tM  caae,  and  tbMat 
witbont  an  Aet  paaaed  for  the  purp<w#^ 
thosi^  words  could  not  ho  onftted  rvnv 
more  than  any  other  of  the  words  from  tlie 
beginning  to  the  end  of  the  oath.  The 
2aNi  Yietariay  to  whsdi  referenee  bad  Waft 
made,  ^rn^  merely  a  declaratory  statiito, 
declaring  what  the  common  law  of  the 
kingdom  was  as  to  the  manner  of  taking 
oatto  genatally  ;  and  it  wae  clear  that  wheat 
an  oath  was  directed  to  be  taken,  if 


be  omitted  from  the  of^dMS.,  *'ia  likeifona  of  language  waa  praaerifaed. 


Mr,  Crowder 
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man  might  U!k»  h  aeoording  to  ihd 

monies  which  bound  his  oonscience.  The 
fallucy  of  all  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
au<l  learucd  Solicitor  General  on  tins  8ub- 
icut  wan,  in  con&tiuiag  tliu  word  "  furms  " 
in  that  Act  as  including  "forms  of  words;" 
to  which  it  clearly  had  no  application.  How 
could  it  rationnllj  be  contended  that  where 
a  form  of  words  was  pre&cribed,  as  iu  the 
present  ease,  »  man  might  Imto  out  sneb 
portion  of  this  long  oath  as  he  pleased,  pro« 
vidod  lie  adhered  to  its  substance  and  said, 
*•  I  abjure  the  Pretender  ?  "  If  the  House 
decided  that  the  words  might  be  omitted, 
they  would  take  upon  themselves  the  func* 
tlons  uf  tlic  Legislature,  because  the  Legis- 
lature had  chosen  to  ])rescribe  a  form  of 
language  complclo  iu  all  iu  parts.  Ho 
did  not  tdfocate  die  neeeasitT  of  this 
oath  in  this  present  day,  for  he  agreed 
with  those  who  thought  that  there  was  now 
no  need  for  tho  oath  of  abjuration;  but  he 
also  agreed  with  those  who  considered  that 
they  could  not  erase  that  oath  from  the 
Statute-book  eioept  by  an  Act  of  Pariia- 
ment. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  had  taken  no  part  what- 
ever in  the  debates  on  this  question,  and 
had  contented  liiinsclf  with  giving  a  silent 
Toto  for  tho  iuhnissiou  of  Jews  to  Parlia- 
ment.    He  never  could  understand  why 
the  question  of  life  and  death  should  be 
left  to  the  determination  of  a  Jew  in  the 
jury-box,  or  why  the  office  of  sheriff  should 
bo  open  to  his  accepUuice,  and  yet  tliat  he 
ahoiud  bo  denied  the  right  to  sit  in  that 
Houae,  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Hon  sc 
■was  iu  a  very  anomalous  position.  He 
(Mr.  Muntz)  did  not  take  part  in  the  pro- 
ceeding that  recognised  the  right  of  the 
Jew  to  be  sworn  on  the  Old  Testament. 
But  it  a]>|)cared  to  him  that  those  who 
Totcdin  favour  of  the  Resolution,  either  in- 
tended to  admit  tho  Jew  to  iliat  liuuse,  or 
to  direetiy  inaih  him,  by  putting  to  him 
an  adjuration  which  he  knew  toboftlse. 
"While  the  Jew  did  his  duty,  as  well  as 
other  citizens,  and  ei^oyed  other  privileges 
equally  with  other  members  of  the  com- 
munity, he  oould  not  refuse  the  claim 
which  was  now  put  forth  in  Ins  behalf. 

^?H.  WAWN  wos  understood  to  support 
the  right  of  Jews  tu  sitiu  tho  Legislature; 
bnltlMhon.  ICember'a  attempt  to  address 
the  House  was  inaudible,  in  eonaeqoonce 
q{  tho  cries  for  a  division. 

lU.  J.  A.  SMITH  said,  he  had  ju«t 
been  requested  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  to  state,  that  though 
)m  Toied  on  the  firafc  diviioii  whieh  took 


phce  that  areiung,  yet,  as  the  division  to 
which  they  were  now  proceeding  involved 
a  question  personal  to  himself,  he  therefore, 
in  obedience  to  the  custom  of  tiic  House, 
would  retire  without  voting.  I}ut  at  the 
same  time  his  hen.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  respectfully  requested  it  t(}  bo 
understood  that  by  his  retirement  he  did 
not  abandon  one  tittle  of  the  right  which 
he  came  th«e  to  maintain. 

Aldeiuian  SALOMONS  then  rose,  and 
having  bowed  to  the  Speaker,  witlulrew 
from  tho  House. 

Question  put,  **Tbat  ihe  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  ef  tho 
Question." 

The  House  di'cided : — Ayes  229;  Koea 
81 :  Majority  148. 
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Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
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Goaelly,  T. 
Corry,  rt.  boo.  H.  L. 
Cotton,  hon.  W.  H.  S. 
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Dunne,  Col. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
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Korteflcuc,  hoo,  J.  W» 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
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Grogan,  E. 
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Guest,  Sir  J. 
Owyn,  H. 
Halford,  Sir  11. 
Hall,  Col. 
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Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
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Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
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Knightloy,  SirO. 
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Manners,  Lord  O.S. 
Mastcrman,  J. 
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Morgan,  0. 
Morris,  D. 
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Moody,  W. 
Maas,  Lord 
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Newport,  Visct. 
Noel,  bon.  G.  J, 
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Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 


Paget,  Lord  C. 
Pmkingtoo,  Sir  J. 
Patmer,  R. 

Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  YiML 
Parker,  J. 
Pool,  Col. 
Peel,  F. 
Pigott,  F. 

Ponsonby,  hon.  C.  F. 
Portal,  M. 
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Ricardo,  0. 
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Rumbold,  C.  E. 
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SojBMF,  H.  K* 
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Spooner,  R. 

Stafford,  A. 

Stanford,  J.  F. 
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Strut t,  rt.  boo.  E. 

Stuart,  H. 

Stnart,  J. 

Sturt,  n.  G. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  Col. 
Tbesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thompson,  Aid. 
Thornhill,  G. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  G. 
Vcrner,  Sir  W. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 
Vysc,  U.  II.  R.  H. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
WatkfaM,  Gol.  L. 
Wpgg- Pressor,  F.  R. 
Wcilesloy,  Lord  C. 
Wigram.  L.  T. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wnioughby,  Sir  II. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  bon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  Sir  W.  P. 
Wriightaon,  W.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Harter,  W.  G. 
Hill,  Urd  M. 


Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
BcU,  J. 
BctheU,  R. 
Bright,  J. 
Rrothortoii,  J* 
Brown,  W« 
Clay,  J. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Cobden,  R. 
Collins,  W. 
Crawford,  W*  8, 
Corrie,  R. 
DawM,  E. 

D'Eyncourt,  rt.hll.O.T. 

Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  G. 

Ellis,  J. 

Evans,  Sir  Do  L* 
Evans,  J. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  W.  J. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon,  T,M* 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Greene,  J. 
HaU,  Sir  B. 
Hastie,  A. 
Uastie,  A. 
Haorjr,  A. 
Hobbonse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  T. 
Horsman,  E. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Locke,  J. 
Lusbington,  C. 
M'Cullagb,  W.  T. 
M'Grsgor,  J. 
Manhall,  J.  G. 
Mlliier,W.  M,  E. 


Milnes,  R.  M. 

Mitdipll.  T.  A. 

Molesworth,  Sir  W. 

Munti,  G.  F. 

Korreys,  Lord 

Norrevs,  Sir  1). 

O'Brien,  J. 

Pechell,  Sir  G.  B. 

Pilkington,J. 

Power,  Dr. 

ReynoldH,  J. 

Salwey,  Col. 

Sobolefield,  W. 

Soobell,  Capt. 

Scully,  F. 
Seymour,  H.  D. 

Sidney,  Aid. 

Smith,  rt.  boo.  B.  T. 

Smith,  J.  B. 

Strickland,  Sir.  G« 
Stuarty  Lord  D. 
Stoart,  Lord  J. 
Sutton,  J.  H.  M. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thornely,  T. 
Tollomachc,  hon.  F,  J. 
Villiers,  bon.  C. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Wawn.J.T. 
Wastbend,  J.  P.  B. 
WiUoox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Williams,  W. 
Willyams,  U. 
WilMm,M. 

TSLMM. 

Smith,  J.  A. 
OibonM.  R.  B. 


Inttofthe  Noes. 
Adair,  H.  E.  Anstey,  T.  0. 

Agiionby.  H.  A.  AioMtroog,  Sir  A. 

Auosk,  T.  Aimatram,  A.  B. 


After  the  difieion,  ICr.  AUemun  Sab- 
mons  re-cnterad  tike  HenM,  aod  toek  hit 

seat  as  before. 

Question  agaia  proposed,     That  Mr. 
Aldemseo  Salomoiia  do  now  withdraw. 

Mr.  CHISHOLM  ANSTEY  wished 
hon.  Members  to  consider  the  importance 
of  the  question  on  which  they  were  now 
about  to  come  to  a  division.    Ho  was 
happy  to  see  that  the  hon.  Member  tw 
Greenwich  had  returned  to  his  place;  ho 
thought  hi.s  hon.  Friend  had  been  wrong 
in  yielding  to  an  excessive  delicacy,  and  in 
withdrawing  before  hie  qneetioD  was  pat 
He  thought  it  was  his  hon.  Friend's dntjto 
suppress  all  feelings  of  that  kind,  in  consi- 
deration of  the  major  Question,  which  he 
was  there  to  defend.   The  present  ques- 
tion would,  in  fact,  decide  the  fete  of  his 
seat;  for,  if  the  House  had  power  to  order 
him  to  withdraw  below  the  bar,  it  had 
pow«r  to  unseat  him*  and  to  order  the 
Speaker  to  eanae  a  new  writ  to  issue.  He 
was  happy  to  poo  that  this  interpretation 
was  adopted  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
thoi^  them  was  an  embons  silence  on 
the  Treasniy  beoeh.  He  hoped  tha*  m 
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the  present  question,  inrolving  the  fate  of 
his  seat,  the  hon.  Member  would  consider 
bU  constituents  more  than  himself,  that  he 
woqU  ataj  Mid  vot^  md  leave  the  respon- 
sibUitv  of  conseqneDces  on  thoie  who,  whe- 
ther led  by  intolerance,  or  a  worse  feel- 
ing— for  he  thought  conoessions  to  intole- 
nmee  worse  than  intoleranee  itself'— >wottld 
bare  contributed  to  swell  the  majority 
against  him.  Thn  question  now  was,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  be  ordered 
to  withdraw;  and  he  had  to  ask  the  House, 
when  thej  had  carried  that  Motion,  whe- 
ther it  was  their  intention  tliat  tlic  Imn. 
Member  should  withdraw  out  of  the  House, 
or  whether  he  should  withdraw  simply 
from  hie  seat.  It  was  perfectly  plain  that 
when  the  next  question  came  t-i  ^>e  put, 
nnraelv,  that  for  liis  contumacy  in  disobey- 
iug  that  order  (as  be  must  disobey  it,  if  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  majority  had  no 
rightful  power  over  him),  he  be  committed 
to  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant-at-Arms, 
when  that  question  came  to  be  put,  which 
boo.  Qeotlemeii  antieipated  with  eheers  of 
fieiisy  and  delight*  it  would  then  be  for 
somp  one  to  move,  and  he  would  himself 
move  It  in  the  absence  of  any  one  more 
qcuslified  to  do  so,  that  the  hon.  Member  be 
beard  in  person  or  by  counsel  against  that 
sentence.  The  House  had  now  to  con- 
Bidor  to  what  part  of  the  House  thoy  were 
gulug  to  order  Imn  to  wididraw;  and  when 
the  Motion  was  made,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber be  heard  against  the  execution  of  the 
order,  he  thought  that,  even  in  the  present 
temper  of  the  Hotise,  there  would  not  be 
one  Gentleman  who  would  refuse  him  a 
hcnring.  He  (Mr.  Aristey)  should  move 
that  the  hon.  Member  be  heard  iu  his 
place;  but  if  there  were  those  present  who 
thought  that,  in  the  face  of  an  order  di- 
recting him  to  withdraw,  tlic  lion.  Member 
could  not  be  bo  heard,  he  would  ask  them  if 
it  was  their  intention  that  tlic  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  be  heard  as  a  stranger— as  one 
not  of  them — at  the  bar  of  the  House  ? 
He  asked  those  who  relied  on  that  view  of 
the  case  to  point  out  to  him  the  passage  in 
the  so  nraeii  niUed  on  Aet  of  rarliament 
whhdl  justified  them  in  proceeding  to  that 
extreme  act  of  exclusion  ?  He  found  no- 
thing in  the  Act  depriTing  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ^  the  right  to  he  heard  In  his  place. 
Were  hon.  Mcmbov  prepared  without  fur- 
ther inquiry,  in  a  case  of  so  much  magnitude 
and  importance,  to  adopt  the  Resolution  of 
the  nome  Lozd,  whieh,  he  heliered,  would 
not  have  been  moved  had  the  noble  Lord 
watted  till  that  stsge  of  the  debate,  as  the 


arguments  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Membei* 
for  Aylesbury,  and  others  who  spoke  on 
that  side,  must  have  satisfied  him  that 
there  most  be  much  graver  doubt  than, 
when  be  moved  that  Resolution,  he  might 
be  supposed  to  believe.  He  conid  not 
but  think  that  great  discourtesy  had  been 
shown  towards  the  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich: first,  in  the  indisposition  of 
House  to  listen  to  any  argument.?  on  the 
subject ;  and,  next,  in  the  utter  silence 
mamtained  by  the  Government,  for  none 
of  the  Ministers  appeared  to  deem  the 
rirrhts  of  the  great  constituency  of  Green- 
wich of  sufficient  importance  to  induce 
them  to  address  a  single  word  to  the 
House  on  the  subject.  To  this  moment 
the  argument  remained  unanswered  on  the 
main  question,  namely,  the  power  of  that 
House  to  administer  the  abjuration  oath  in 
any  shape  or  form'^ttot  one  word  had  heen 
said  by  the  Goverament,  by  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown,  or  by  any  Gentleman  who 
had  spoken  in  favour  of  the  Resolution. 
He  said,  until  that  question  was  settied, 
the  House  was  not  ripe  for  Ihe  decision; 
and  he  thought  the  fittest  course  for  the 
noble  Lord  to  have  taken  wouid  have  been 
to  move  fbr  a  Committee,  and  to  refer  the 
question  to  it  for  consideration.  If  they 
feared  the  arbitration  of  the  Courts  of  Law. 
they  ought  to  shrink  from  deciding  it  in 
ignonmee  and  baste.  The  House,  last 
Session,  decided  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  was  entitled  to  bo 
sworn  at  the  table  as  a  Jew — tliat  the  seat 
was  full — but  that  be  was  not  entitled 
to  vote  until  he  had  taken  the  oath  in  the 
form  appointed  by  law;  but  what  form  that 
was,  the  House  refused  to  pronounce.  If 
they  had  proceeded  so  cautiously  in  that 
case,  would  they  not  show  even  greater 
caution  here,  ^vhcn  a  question  of  still 
graver  importance- — tlic  of  the  hon. 

Member  for  Greenwich  to  continue  to  hold 
the  seat  he  had  assumed— was  before  them, 
especially  when  all  tho  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  nt  their  hands  was  an  opportunity  to 
submit  himself  to  the  decision  of  a  Court 
of  Law  f  They  denied  that  the  law  was 
against  the  worthy  Alderman,  and  pointed 
to  former  and  undisputed  precedents.  In 
tho  form  of  affirmation  permitted  to  be 
taken  by  Quakers,  the  House  had  omitted 
tho  words  declaratory  of  belief  in  Chris- 
tianity, as  being  words  of  form  and  so- 
lemnity only,  uot  of  substance.  In  order 
that  they  might  not  deosde  tUs  question 
OTor  hastily,  tiiat  they  might  have  time  to 
ewiMder  what  was  dime  toA  promised  last 
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year,  and  what  the  dignity  of  tliat  House  ' 
required  from  thorn  in.  the  assertion  of  its  j 
privileges  against  the  usurpation  of  the 
Other  House,  he  woaM  move  the  adjourn- 1 
ment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  bright  Boconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL :  I  will  state 
in  a  few  words  the  course  which  I  think 
the  Honsc  ought  to  pursue.  I,  of  course, 
cannot  think  of  agreeing  to  the  Motion 
for  adjonrament,  for  whieh  the  hon.  Uem- 
h(Ur  who  has  just  addressed  the  House  has 
not  assii^ed  any  reason  whatever.  With 
respect  to  the  question  before  the  House, 
I  think  the  Honee  ought  at  onee  to  eome 
to  a  decision  as  to  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  ought  or  ought  not  to 
withdraw.  It  was  my  intention,  as  I 
stated  hi  an  early  period  of  the  erening, 
to  have  made  a  ^lotion  similar  in  terms  to 
the  Resolution  whieh  was  adopted  last  year 
in  the  case  of  Baron  liothschild.  I  do 
not  wi«h,  however,  that  the  Home  thonld 
cmne  to  an  immcdiato  decision  on  that 
question — and  I  shall  ho  ready  to  make 
that  Motion  to-morrow,  leaving  time  for 
hon.  Members  to  consider  what  course  thev 
may  think  fit  to  adopt  respecting  it.  But, 
with  respect  to  the  Motion  iinniediately 
under  consideration,  I  do  think  the  llouso 
is  iu  a  fittuatiou  iu  which  it  can  fairly 
deeide  upon  it.  Tlie  hen.  and  learned 
Member  for  Youghal  has  stated  that,  in 
the  event  of  the  IToiho  ndoptlnp  the  Reso- 
lution which  I  liavc  proposed,  the  hou. 
Member  for  Greenwieh  will,  of  eourse, 
refuse  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  ANSTEY  :  No.  I  said  I  hoped 
he  would  do  so. 

LoBD  JOHN  RUSSELL:  The  only 
precedent  which  I  can  find  npon  this  sub- 

iect  is  one  which  is  more  favourable  to  the 
ton.  Member  for  Greenwich,  than  the  case 
of  Baron  Rothaehild.  With  regard  to  Sir 
W.  Windham,  there  were  some  words  of 
hi'?  w1ii(;h  wcro  fonnd  fault  with  in  this 
House.  He  wa«  ordered  by  the  Speaker 
to  withdraw,  hat  refoaed  to  do  so.  I  find 
the  transaction  thns  noticed  in  the  .Jour- 
Tinls  of  the  Ifonse  ; — "  Motion  heino^  made, 
ond  Question  put,  that  Sir  W.  Windham 
do  retire,  the  House  divided  :  Ayes  206; 
Noes  127."  "  And  thereupon,*'  the  Jour- 
nal say<5,  "  the  Motion  was  resolved  in  the 
atHrmative,  and  ho  withdrew  acconlingly." 
I  believe  that,  in  so  .ncting,  he  only  paid 
A  proper  respect  to  this  House.  It  will 
be  rcnienibere<l    that  Sir  W,  Windliani 

wae»  at  tliat  time,  an  undoubted  Member 


of  this  House,  and  that  ho  had  spoken  in 
debate.  He  declined  to  withdraw  on  the 
order  of  the  Speaker,  hut  retired  at  onee 

in  deference  to  a  resolution  of  the  House. 
If  the  ^o:i  Member  for  Greenwich  will 
not  pay  that  respect  to  the  House,  of 
course  other  measures  must  be  taken. 
But  when  the  anthoritj  of  the  Speaker  is 
confirmed  by  a  ref^olution  of  the  House.  I 
(hi  h(i[>e  there  will  be  no  hesitation  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  Member  in  withdrawing. 

Sir  benjamin  HALL  said,  he  saw 
no  practical  good  that  was  to  result 
from  an  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
They  had  already  hod  enough  of  dis- 
cussion, and  he  thought  that  under  the 
circumstances  in  which  the  lion.  Mom- 
bor  for  Greenwich  was  placed,  and  con- 
sidering the  great  difference  of  opinion 
whieh  existed  amongst  the  high  legal 
anthoritics  in  this  House,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  taken  a  wise  and  proper  course, 
botli  as  regarded  himself  and  the  constitu- 
ency  he  represented.  He  (Sir  B.  Hall) 
had  no  knowledge  of  tho  intonlions  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  after  this  division;  but  ho 
would  take  upon  himself  to  recommend 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  let  the  House  come 
to  some  deeision  now.  No  good  result  could 
accrue  from  an  adjournment;  and  no  fur- 
ther debate  could  tbfow  greater  light  upon 
the  subject. 

Mr.  VaWN  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber fur  rJrcenwich  was  allowed  to  take  the 
oath  on  the  Old  Testament,  and  he  wlf^hed 
to  know  why  other  words  should  be  added 
which  were  inconsistent  with  the  Old  Tes- 

tumfuit. 

Mk.  IIOBHOUSE  rose  amidst  lond 
cries  for  a  division.  He  said  he  had  but 
one  observation  to  make,  and  diat  wae> 
that  the  hen.  Member  for  Greenwich  would 

weaken  his  own  ca?>e  if  he  did  not  rise 
and  state,  however  briefly,  the  course  he 
meant  to  pursue.  The  hon.  Oentleman 
had  pat  and  voted  in  tlie  House,  and  as- 
sumiiif;  that  he  had  the  right  to  do  so,  it 
logically  followed  that  he  had  also  the 
right  to  speak.  What  the  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  say  it  was  not  for  him  to  deelare 
— but  whatever  his  intention  w.is,  he 
thought  it  would  bo  bettor  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  state  by  his  own  mouth,  and 
not  by  that  of  another  Member. 

Ml*.  Atht^rmax  SALOMONS  rose  to 
speak,  amidst  cries  of  "  withdraw;"  but 
the  House  showing  a  general  desire  that 
lie  should  be  heard,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
spoko  as  follows: — Sir,  I  should  not 
have  presumed  to  addreaa  you,  or  this 
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Home,  In  the  pecolier  poidilon  In  which  1 1  than  it  had  heen  on  any  former  oeoasion 


am  placed,  were  it  not  that  I  hare  been 
so  pointedly  appealed  to  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  ju6t  &at  down.  I  trust 
tho  House  will  make  some  allowance  for 
the  novelty  of  my  position,  and  the  respon* 
sibility  that  I  feel  in  the  unusual  course 
which  it  may  bo  thou^jht  1  have  adopted. 
But  I  bog  to  assure  you,  iSir,  and  tho 
Hooee,  that  it  has  been  far  from  my  inten- 
tioo  to  indulge  in  anything  contumacious 
or  presuming  towards  pi  til  rr.  But  having 
been  returned  to  this  House  by  a  large 
eoustitaency,  and  beHevlng  that  I  labour 
nnder  no  disability  whatever,  and  that  I 
am  in  a  position  to  fulfil  all  the  require- 
ments of  the  law-,  I  thought  I  should  not 
be  doing  justice  to  my  own  position  as  an 
Sngliahroan  and  a  gentleman  did  I  not 
adopt  the  course  which  I  thought  right 
and  proper  of  maintaining  my  right  to  ap- 
pear on  this  floor—without  thereby  mean- 
ing any  disrespect  to  you,  Sir.  I  thought 
I  waa  bonod  to  take  this  course  in  defence 
of  my  own  rights  ami  privileges,  and  of 
tho  rights  and  privileges  of  the  constituents 
who  have  sent  me  here.  In  saying  this, 
Sir,  I  sliaVl  state  to  yon  that  whatever  tho 
decision  of  this  House  may  be,  I  shall  wil- 
lingly abide  by  it,  provided  that  just  sufH- 
cicnt  force  bo  used  to  mako  me  feel  that  I 
am  aetiug  under  ooeroion.  Having  ex- 
pressed these  sentiments,  I  will  not  intrude 
on  the  time  of  the  Houso  further  than  to 
say,  that  i  trust  and  hope  that  in  the  pre- 
sent dottbtfnl  state  of  the  law-doubtful, 
as  shown  by  tho  different  opinions  of  tho 
most  eminent  lawyers  who  have  addressed 
this  House — no  final  order  or  resolution 
will  be  adopted  towards  me  or  my  eon- 
Btatuents  without  affording  me  an  oppor- 
tunity of  addressing  tho  IIouso,  and,  stat- 
ing l)eforc  tlie  House  and  the  country  what 
1  beliovo  to  bo  uiy  rights  and  privileges, 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  rights  <n  my  con- 
Stitutents.  and  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
duty  of  this  House.  I  liojic  this  House 
will  not  refuso  that  which  I  believe  no 
eourt  in  the  country  ever  refuses  to  the 
meanest  snbjeot  of  the  realm — ^that  it  will 
not  refuse  to  hear  mo  before  it  comes  to  a 
final  decision. 

Mr.  bright  said,  that  he  had  not  sec- 
onded the  Motion  of  adjournment  for  any 
factious  or  uurcaf^onablc  end  ;  but  lie 
thought  that  the  House,  before  it  came  to 
a  decision,  should  do  so  when  it  was  less 
excited  that  it  was  at  present.  It  would 
be  admitted  that  the  law  question  h.ul 
thoroughly  sifted  that  night 


bv  the  most  able  men  in  Uic  Houne,  and 
lio  thought  there  was  no  Member  who 
must  not  feel  that  the  law  was  open  to 
great  doubt.  He  was  much  mistaken,  or 
i^e  noble  Lord  would  confess  that  the  case 
presented  itself  to  his  mind  in  a  less  clear 
form  than  when  he  advised  the  House  to 
come  to  a  Resolution  last,  year — a  resolu* 
tton  which  he  thought  rather  increased 
than  diminished  the  diffionltiesof  tiie^pMS- 
tion.  He  was,  therefore,  the  more  anxious 
that  tho  House  should  not  come  to  a  hasty 
resolution  on  the  preseDt  occasion.  He 
should  therefore  suggest  that  the  debate 
be  adjourned  till  to-morrow.  In  the  mean- 
time tho  noble  Lord  could  consult  the  law 
oiticcrs  of  the  Crown;  and  tho  Members 
of  the  House  would  do  well  to  review  tho 
whole  of  the  proceedings.  If  the  majority 
continued  to  be  of  tho  same  opinion,  and 
should  still  refuse  to  admit  tho  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, their  decision  would  then  be  more 
respected,  and  would  have  more  weight  in 
the  country.  After  the  tcmperaTo,  wise, 
and  judicious  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentlo* 
man.  he  thought  it  was  the  more  necessarr 
for  them  to  adopt  tho  course  he  suggested. 

Sir  He  LACY  EVANS  came  to  tho 
same  conclusiuii  as  the  last  speaker,  and 
particularly  that  the  House  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  Resolution 
which  tho  noble  Lord  had  submitted  to 
them.  If  that  was  a  judicial  tribunal, 
they  had  not  treated  tbo  question  with  tho 
dignity  which  a  judicial  tnbnnal  should  do. 
He  regretted  the  course  which  had  been 
taken  by  the  othor  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, who  had  not  treated  the  resprcsenta- 
tives  returned  by  the  people  and  large  con- 
stituencies with  proper  respect.  He  thought 
the  course  pursued  by  the  Hfiiiso  of  Lords 
was  an  inipro])cr  interference  with  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  tlio  people.  Who- 
ever would  take  the  trouble  of  looking  at 
the  history  of  tho  country  must  be  satisfied 
that  the  contest  would  como  to  a  speedy 
conclusion.  Whether  the  hon.  Membor 
for  Greenwich  would  be  given  into  the  ens- 
tody  of  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  or  not,  the 
country  iroitid  entertain  a  different  opinion 
upon  the  subject  than  appeared  to  prevail 
in  that  House,  whieh  treated  tiie  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  wiA  somethbg  like 
ridicule.  The  country  would  sympathiso 
with  tho  hon.  Gentleman,  and  would  ac- 
knowledge that  it  waa  ho  who  was  con- 
tending for  the  just  rights  of  the  people, 
and  the  House  that  was  disrsgaiding 
them. 
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must  saj  oue  word  upon  the  adjournment 
of  the  d^te.    The  hen.  Member  for 

Greenwich  has  spoken  so  temperately  on  ' 
this  occasion,  that  1  regret  1  am  Tiot  able 
to  complj  with  any  request  that  may  seeiu 
faTonnuMe  to  hie  being  fully  heard.  I  have 
already  said,  with  regard  to  the  question 
itself,  I  am  quite  willing,  and  it  is  my  in- 
tention to  postpone  its  consideration  until 
to-morrow.  If  the  Hoose  BhonM  think,  aa 
I  oonfess  I  do  not,  that  the  law  is  at  all 
faTonrable  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
that  he  should  bo  allowed  to  tako  his  seat, 
the  Hoaie  might  then  eome  to  a  Resolu' 
tion  upon  that  subject,  and  he  would  then 
be  fully  entitled  to  come  into  the  ITmiiso 
and  take  bis  scat  according  to  that  ito&o- 
IntiOD.   Btit  I  own  I  do  not  think  it  is 

Cible,  in  any  caso  after  Mr.  Speaker 
ordered  him  to  withdraw,  and  has,  in 
fact,  appealed  to  the  House  to  support  his 
authority,  that  in  soch  a  case  I  can  con- 
sent to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  House  must  1r  itle 
on  this  point,  leavini?  completely  untouched 
the  substantive  question,  whether  they 
ahall  come  to-morrow  to  a  Resolution  in 
conformity  with  that  which  they  came  to 
in  the  case  of  Baron  Rothschild  ;  or,  hav- 
ing heard  the  whole,  shall  reverse  that 
dednon. 

Ma.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  said,  that 
he  would  not  do  anything  which  was  op- 

S>sed  to  the  respect  duo  to  the  right  hon. 
endeman  in  tiie  ehur,  as  a  gentleman 
and  as  Speaker  to  that  House  ;  but  there 
were  rights  superior  to  his,  and  he  would 
not  remain  silent  when  he  thought  a  great 
injostiee  was  going  to  be  eommitted,  merely 
because  Mr.  Speaker  had  pronounced 
from  the  chair  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
withdraw.  The  case  of  Sir  William  Wind- 
ham, which  the  noble  Lord  had  adduced, 
was  materially  different  from  the  present 
one.  Sir  WilHani  Windham  had  spoken 
some  words  which  were  offensive  to  Mem- 
hen  of  that  House;  hot  the  hon.  Member 
for  Qreenwich  had  not  said  anything  that 
was  offensive  to  any  Members  of  the  House. 
Ho  had  been  returned  by  the  electors  of 
Greenwich  to  take  his  seat  in  that  House; 
it  was  not  a  question  of  a  mere  form  of 
words,  and  the  hon.  Member  oo'ild  not,  in 
his  opinion,  leave  bis  seat  until  he  was 
taken  into  custody  by  the  Serjeant-at- 
Arms.  He  adTised  the  hon.  Member  to 
take  that  course;  for  however  adverse  that 


out  of  doors  which  would  compel  them  to 
rescind  their  Resolutions,  and  would  bring 
noble  Lords  in  another  place  to  their 
senses.  He  thanked  the  hon.  Gentlemaa 
for  doing  that  which  ho  thought  would 
mainly  conduce  to  carry  this  question,  if 
the  noblo  Lord  did  not  make  the  question 
a  Cabinet  question,  they  might  go  on. 
Session  after  Session,  passing  Bills,  and 
the  House  of  Lords  would  reject  them. 
They  would  reject  them  until  the  large 
constituencies  of  the  country  spoke  out* 
and  caused  the  question  to  be  made  ft 
Cabinet  question.  He  called  upon  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  to  retain  his 
seat  in  that  House  until  he  was  reraoved 
by  the  Serjeant-at-Arms;  and  not  many- 
months  afterwards  the  Houpe  would  bo 
compelled  to  grant  full  and  equal  justico 
to  the  members  of  the  Jewbh  perauaaioti. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pat,  **Tbat 
the  Del)ate  be  now  adjourned." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  75 ;  Noea 
237 :  Majority  162. 

Question  put,  *'  That  Mr.  Alderman 
Salomons  do  now  withdraw:"— Ajea  231; 
Noes  81  ;  Majority  150. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  stated,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  had  heard 
the  decision  of  the  House,  and  hoped  that 
he  was  prepared  to  obey  it. 

Mr.  Alderman  Salomons  continuing  to 
sit  in  his  seat,  Mr.  SFBAUta  directed  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms  to  remove  him  below  the 
bar : 

Whereupon  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  hav- 
ing placed  nis  hand  on  Mr.  Alderman  Sa* 
lemons,  lie  was  conducted  below  the  bar. 

Mr.  CHISIIOLM  ANSTEY  wished 
to  ask  Mr.  Speaker  if  his  attention  had 
been  drawn  to  the  language  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  could  stand  at  the 
bar  in  the  place  appropriated  to  Peers  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
may  take  his  Mat  in  the  place  where  hon. 
Gentlemen  usually  sit  before  tbej  take 
the  oaths. 

Mr.  bright  begged  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 

Government.  There  was  some  misapr^ro- 
hension  as  to  what  the  noble  Lord  had 
said  with  respect  to  the  Resolution  he 
Intended  to  move  on  tlie  next  day.  Would 
the  Resolution  ho  intended  to  propose  with 
respect  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich, 
be  precisely  similar  to  that  which  was 
carried  last  year  with  respect  to  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Citv  of  London  ?    Before  the 


House  might  be  to  htm,  Uiero  was  a  power  j  House  adjourned  it  would  bo  well  to  know 
Lord  John  Eussell  * 
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preciselj  what  it  was  thflj  were  expected 

to  do  next  d^. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  the  Re- 
solution lie  should  propose  was  exactly 
similar  to  the  Resolution  wliicli  the  House 
had  approved  of  in  the  case  of  Baron 
Rothschild.  He  should  move  that  David 
Salomons  is  not  entitled  to  sit  or  vote  in 
the  House  durin;]f  any  debate,  not  having 
taken  the  oath  of  abjuration  in  the  form 
appointed  by  law.  He  uudcrdtoud  that 
Aldeman  Salomons  had  expressed  a  wish 
to  be  licard  at  the  bar,  and  in  that  case  he 
would  move  that  he  bn  heard  in  the  same 
waj  as  Mr.  U'Connell  had  been  heard  at 
the  bar  of  ibe  House. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART :  At  what 
hour,  to-morrow,  will  the  noble  Lord 
move  the  Resolution  ?  Is  it  at  twelve 
o'eloekf 

LoBO  JOHN  RUSSBLL:  At  five 

o'clock. 

Mr.  bright  bcg^d  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  he  would  make  anj  state- 
ment  of  his  mtratioDS  to-morrow  night  on 
this  qucstioD  f  because  if  that  was  all  the 
noble  Lord  proposed  to  do,  which  he  stated 
ho  would  do,  the  House  would  he  just 
where  it  was  this  tune  last  year. 

Sn  FRSDERIO  THBSIGBR  said, 
he  thought  it  right  to  inform  the  House 
that  he  should  not  now  make  the  Motion 
which  on  Friday  night  he  intimated  he 
wouM  nia]ce«  but  sboold  agree  to  the  Re- 
solution which  he  understood  ^e  noUe 
Lord  intended  to  propose. 

Mr.  BRRNAL  OSBORNE  begged  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  whether  he  shonld  now  feel 
it  his  duty  to  institute  a  proseeution  against 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL:  I  should 
think  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Qteenwieh 
wishes  to  be  pmsecuted,  he  will  be  able  to 
find  some  person  who  will  do  it. 

Mr.  cms  holm  ANSTEY  wished 
to  ask  whetiier  on  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  being  called  on  to  make  bis 

election  to-morrow,  to  be  heard  at  tke  bar 
Or  not,  tlio  noble  Lord  ^volt1d  then  oODSider 
the  propriety  of  prosecuting  him  ? 

GENERAL  BOARD  OF  HEALTH  (No.  9.) 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Sneaker  do  now  leave  tbe 
Chair." 

Sir  JOSHUA  WALMSLEY  moyed 
VOL.  CXVUI.   iiHiac  sfiBiBS.] 


for  the  appointment  of  a  Selfft  Commit- 
tee, to  inquire  by  what  means  the  Board 
of  Health  had  isined  the  provisional  eider 
for  applying  this  Bill  to  Ureat  Yanneii^ 

contrary  to  the  protest  and  remonstraoee 
of  tbe  mayor  and  a  large  majority  of  the 
ratepayers  of  that  borough,  or  what  im- 
provements by  drainage  are  now  carrying 

on  under  that  contract,  tr>  the  satisfaction 
of  the  inhabitants  and  ratepayers  of  that 
borough,  as  in  public  meeting  expressed. 
He  assured  the  House  that  1,500  rate* 
payers  out  of  2, .500,  and  all  the  rmt!iont"r<5 
of  the  town,  were  opposed  to  the  powers 
which  the  Commissioners  sought  by  this 
BUI.  He  must  oppose  Mr.  Speaker's 
leaving  the  chair. 

Amendment  proposed— 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  '  That '  to  the 
end  of  the  Quostion,  in  order  to  add  tbe  words, 
'this  House  do  not  resolve  its<'lf  into  tho  said 
Oonuoittoe  boforo  the  Provisiooal  Orders  of  the 
G«ii«na  Bou4  of  Health  be  bad  en  the  TsUe  of 

this  House,*  instead  lliereof." 

Lord  SEYMOUK  paid,  that  It  was 
necessary  to  do  something  with  respect  to 
the  public  health  in  Yarmouth.  There 
had  been  a  pav  ing  commission  for  the  last 
forty  years  in  the  borough,  that  had  done 
nothing.  Tiiat  body  had  elected  itself, 
was  irrcspoutiible,  and  did  not  publish  its 
acoonnts. 

Question  put.  "  That  the  words  pro* 
posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question.*' 

Tho  House  ditided  : — Ayes  92  ;  Noes 
12:  Majority  80. 

Main  Qnestion  pat,  and  agreed  to«  Bill 
considered  in  Committee. 
House  resumed. 
BUI  reported  as  amended, 

TU£  VETERINARY  SURGEONS'  EXEMP- 
TION RILL. 

House  in  Conimittoe. 
Mr.  BOUYERIE    moved  that  tbe 
Chairman  shonld  leave  the  ebair. 

After  a  brief  diBCossion,  in  which  Mr. 
NEWDieATB  and  Mr.  Babs  sappocted  the 

Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Chairman  do  leave  the  chair." 

The  Committee  dUmded Ayes  24 ; 
Noes  13:  Majority  31. 

House  resumed. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  be* 
foro  Two  o'clock. 
2  B 
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ICivvTu.]  Pujiuo  Biua. — 3'  Chief  Juatioos 
SaUriM ;  j&golatiwtiml  Tittei  AMuuj^oa, 
JCgMW^d.-^Appointment  to  Offioes,  Ac. 
3*  Turnpike  Acts  Continuanco  ;  Turnpike  Trasts 
Arrangement ;  Inhabited  Uoiiso  Duty ;  CiummU 
and  New  Brunswitk  Bumdufi  9L  iUtaM 
Btihty  ComiB<wiflii» 

£CCI£SUSTICAL  TITLES  ASSUMPTION 

BILL, 

Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  Ad- 

1'ourned  Debate  on  the  Question,  "  That  the 
iiW  be  DOW  roiid  a  Sucuud  Tiuio,"  read. 
Debate  reaamed  accordingly. 
The  Earl  of  WINCHILSILV  salJ,  he 
could  assure  their  Lordships,  and  more 
especially  the  Roman  Catholic  portion  of 
thanit  ihtt  he  was  most  anxktuB  thiit  not 
m  vord  shoald  drop  horn  Mm  llwl  eould 
in  nny  manner  give  offeree  or  pain  ;  for 
howoTer  stroog  and  decided  hia  own  oou- 
Tietion,  it  «u  noi  bb  witb  in  giving  ex- 
pfwipn  lo  them  tii  offend  otbera.  During 
tho  lonq'  pourso  of  opposition  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  claims  which  had  characterised 
bis  public  life — which  dated  almost  as  far 
\mt  Mm  tiwt  of  ike  noUe  MarqvoM  oppo- 
site  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdownc),  a  pub- 
lic life  of  nearly  forty  years'  duration — he 
had  never  been  iulluouced  by  any  feeling 
of  pertmial  bostility  towards  the  members 
oftba  Roman  Catholic  Church.    He  had 
heen  ♦guided  solely  by  what  ho  conceived 
the  true  interests  of  the  country  ;  he  had 
always  endeavotired  to  npbold  those  prin* 
ciplea  upon  which  the  constitution  was 
founded,  and  by  which  England  had  at- 
tained her  greatness  and  freedom.  He 
had  many  friends  among  the  Roman  Ca> 
tbolics,  of  whose  friendship  he  was  justly 
proud;  and,  if  he  could  have  conceded  their 
claims  on  the  grouud  of  private  friendship, 
he  should  have  been  most  happy  to  liave 
made  that  saeriflee  of  his  private  inclina- 
tions.   But  he  had  always  been  convinced 
that  there  were  principles  in  tlic  Church  of 
Rome  which  he  never  could  udant,  because 
tlier  were  inconsistent  with,  nay,  intrinsic 
eaiiy  bostilc  to,  civil  liberty,  and  the  spirit 
and  genius  of  the  Briti^^h  constitution,  and 
to  the  existence  of  the  Church  of  England. 
It  was  on  sueh  gronnds  that  he  had  resist- 
ed to  the  last  the  passing  of  the  Emanci- 
pation Act,  and  the  admission  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  to  the  Letrislature  of  this 
couulry.    It  was  now  twenty-three  years 
aioee  that  Act  leceiyed  the  Royal  AjMset; 
and  when  he  now  looked  aroond  him*  be 


could  not  help  lamenting  the  lost  of  manj 
whose  support  he  then  enjoyed,  or  vhoae 
opposition  he  admirod^many  who  agreed 
in  what  he  theu  predicted  would  ho  tho 
consequences  of  the  Relief  Act,  and  who. 
had  they  lived,  would  have  seen  the«e  pre- 
dictions bnt  too  aeewratelj  rerified.  H« 
had  pmnted  out  at  the  time  the  fatal  con- 
sequences which  he  anticipated  from  the 
nnfortunate  concession  of  that  Act.  Ho 
had  mamtained  then,  and  he  maintwne4 
now,  baebedby  the  experience  of  twen^ 
three  years,  that  equality  of  civil  privi- 
leges  never  would  satisfy  the  Church  of 
Rome,  and  that  we  should  find  freah  elmma 
put  forward  by  its  members  of  which  wo 
had  never  heard,  and  which  would  involve 
the  country  i"  v.ew  <lifH<"ulti<'S.  Ho  remem- 
bered liiat  at  that  tunc  he  wa&  ircqueutly 
tannted  as  a  narrow-minded  bigot,  and  tm 
a  false  prophet.  Ho  hntl  liorne  the  taunt 
with  in<iifT"rence,  and  had  only  replied  that 
time  would  show  which  party  was  right  in 
the  anticipations  drawn  of  the  effects  of 
th  tt  measure.  It  was  predicted,  on  tlM 
other  side,  that  peace  and  concord,  tran- 
quillity and  harmony,  would  be  restored 
both  to  this  country  and  to  Ireland,  and 
that  hereafter  we  should  have  no  religious 
difficulties.  Fearfully  had  those  anticipa- 
tions been  disappointed,  and  no  wonder,  for 
liome  never  gave  up  claims  which  she  had 
onee  asserted,  bnt  only  wmted  fbr  an  op- 
portunity to  enforce  them.  Ho  would  not 
woarv  their  Lordships  by  any  loncfthened 
allusion  to  the  measures  which  had  been 
passed  since  1829 ;  bnt  whether  be  looked 
to  the  severe  blow  and  heavy  discoura>;e- 
ment  which  the  Church  of  Englrvnd  had 
received  by  the  reduction  of  half  the  num* 
her  of  its  bishops  in  Ireland,  or  whether  be 
looked  to  the  attempt  made  to  abut  vp 
every  Protestant  church  in  that  country, 
which  was  only  defeated  by  the  ^fanch  oi>- 
positiou  of  its  Protestant  miiabituut^,  or 
whether  he  hxtked  to  the  &te  wMeh  bad 
befallen  those  who  held  that  tho>  Scriptures 
should  be  read  in  every  school  in  Ireland* 
or  whether  he  looked  to  the  system  of  the 
Queen's  GoUegee,  which  had  been  insti* 
tuted  to  conciliato  the  feelings  of  the  Be>* 
man  Catholics  in  Ireland,  but  which  had 
failed  in  its  object,  because  the  Roman 
Catholics  knew  full  well  that  every  system 
of  education  must  diminish,  if  not  dettroj, 
their  influence,  he  fiiund  that  all  the  mea- 
sures taken  by  the  (lovernmcnt  wcit>  inju- 
rious to  the  iuteresU  of  thu  Protestant 
Chnreb,  and  were  so  far  from  satisfyii^ 
the  Homan  Catholic  liktfff  and  laitj,  that 
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they  were  even  eneounigod  to  commit  a 
dariog  act  of  aggrcsaion  upon  Uio  Crown 
of  UMO  realms,  and  upon  the  religious 
feelings  of  their  population.  Melancholy 
indeed  wa«  tho  picture  shown  by  the  last 
census  for  Ireland,  for  it  showed  that  hy 
tho  awful  judgiuenta  of  tho  Almightv,  upon 
that  PofHiwi  ooootiy.  of  fiuniaa  and  pottU 
lence,  the  Roman  Catholio  population  had 
hoon  reduced  two  millions;  and  he  had 
no  doubt  III  his  own  mind  that,  if  a  fair 
cenioa  wero  to  lie  taken  of  tbe  religioos 
fiews  ol  the  people  of  Ireland,  it  would 
now  show  that  tho  ProteBtant  population 
of  Ireland  waa  nearly  equal  to  the  Koman 
Catholio.  He  bad  no  doubt  that  if  there 
were  In  Ireland  freedom  from  that  dread- 
ful jHTsocutlou  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  of  Ireland  atill  exercised  over  the 
population  by  denouncing  from  the  altar 
mdiTidoala  vIm  left  it,  bindreda  of  thou- 
sands of  Roman  Cathullcs  would  come  over 
to  the  Protestant  Church.  He  firmly  be- 
lieved that  in  no  other  coimtry  in  the  world 
W*  thia^  wadd  thi  piteidiood  of  Rome 
Iiave  Taotnred  on  lo  daring  an  aat  of  bault, 

or  80  mon"?trov!'?  nn  a[!;f:i;ression  on  the  civil 
power,  as  that  which  they  had  eominlttcd 
within  the  last  nine  months  on  the  Queen 
ef  Bngland.  He  voold  not,  however,  atop 
there.  In  no  other  country  of  the  world 
ivnuld  they  have  offered  so  bnitnl  nr\  insult 
to  the  feelings  of  a  great  Protci^taut  com- 
atraaity.  aa  that  whl^  thej  had  offered  to 
us  in  tbe  face  of  the  whole  globe  i  fbr  the 
Pope,  not  content  with  outraging  the 
Throne,  and  insulting  tbe  people,  had  ig. 
mad  the  rmf  aid^enee  of  the  ChorSi 
irhidi  they  so  dieriehed,  and  the  wj  ex» 
istence  of  Protestants  in  a  Protestant  na- 
tion. It  wri'i  well  said  last  night  by  the 
noble  Murquess  oppoMte,  that  wo  had 
not  heen  we  aggreMora*  Ko ;  the  Bo- 
luan  Catholics  had  been  placed  in  the 
possession  of  every  privilege  which  we 
ourselves  enjoyed;  and  he  must  deny 
vhnt  the  noUe  Earl  near  lum  (the  Ban 
of  Aberdeen)  asserted  last  night,  that  the 
^pointment  of  bishops  In  ordinary  was  ne- 
cessary to  carry  on  the  administration  of 
the  spiritualities  of  the  Church  of  Kome. 
When  the  Bnancipation  Act  waa  passed, 
nothing  was  snid  in  the  debates  upon  it, 
no  evidence  waa  offered  in  the  various  Com- 
mittees which  previously  inquired  into 
the  subject,  to  enow  that  tiean-apostolie 
vera  net  sufficient  to  carry  on  the  religious 
cereninnlcs  and  observances  of  that  Church; 
and  cx^rience  had  proved  that  by  vicars- 
apostoho  ito  alfoin  might  he  miently 


administered.    It  ^vaa  difficult  to  trace  tho 
various  circumstances  which  had  led  to 
this  lost  daring  act  of  aggression,  and 
which  had  induced  the  Pope  to  think  that 
ho  had  any  chance  of  success  in  it.  He 
attributed  tho  Pupu's  conduct  partly  to  the 
mi^&iou  of  Lord  Minto  to  Italy,  aud  to  his 
extraordinary  proceedings  in  the  course  of 
that  mission — a  mission  entirely  unconsti- 
tutional, and  contrary  to  those  c^reat  and 
solemn  acts  of  the  Legislature  upon  which 
the  Church  and  Throne  rested;  partly  to 
tho  fact  that  successive  Administrations  in 
this  countnr  had  atiknowlcflgcd  tho  titles 
of  Roman  Cfatholic  biahops  in  our  colonies; 
partly  to  the  conduct  of  Government  to 
the  Irish  EstahHahed  Church,  and  its  vain 
and  weak  attempts  to  co:iriliatc  the  Irish 
Roman  Catholic  clergy;  Ji^inl  I'^rtly  and 
chiefly  to  a  Romanising  body  ot  clergy  in 
oar  own  Chureh,  many  of  whom  hsa 
ready  gone  over  to  Rome,  an  1  the  rest  of 
whom  he  hoped  would  shortly  follow  the 
example  of  their  apostate  brethren.  He 
waa  one  of  the  first  to  see  what  that  mora- 
ment  in  the  Church,  which  begun  som^ 
years  ago,  would  end  in;  he  bad  predicted 
that  that  movement  would  end  in  Popery, 
and  he  had  lived  to  see  his  anticipations 
Torified.   He  asked  thdr  Lordships  whe- 
ther the  power  of  England  was  fallen  so 
low  that  we  dared  not  demnnd  from  the 
Pone  reparation  of  the  insult  which  he 
had  offsred  to  our  most  graeiovs  8ove< 
reign,  and  the  instant  withdrawal  of  the 
individual  whom  he  had  dared  to  nppoint 
Archbishop  of  Westminster  ?    A  Cardinai 
who,  nnder  aueh  drenmstanoes*  entered 
an  J  other  feragn  State,  would  not  haTtt 
been  allowed  to  remain  in  it  twenty-four 
hours;  and  reparation  would  have  been  de-> 
mauded  for  the  insult  to  the  Throne,  and 
the  outrage  upon  the  feelinga  of  the  whole 
nation.    He  considered  the  present  Bill  as 
a  paltry  Bill — aa  a  Bill  below  contempt, 
for  it  endeavoured  to  vindicate,  in  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence,  the  ininred  hononr  of 
our  tunitrious  Queen.    He  should  c«iw 
tainly  record  his  protest  against  such  a 
paltry  measure.    He  told  their  Lordshijui 
distinctly  that,  after  saoh  a  Bill  as  thu, 
the  present  would  not  he  the  last  aggres- 
sion of  the  Popo  on  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  and  on  the  feellnfrs  of  Prnto=;tant 
England.    This  Bill  was  a  direct  encuu- 
ragement  to  proceed  onwards  on  the  path 
into  which  he  had  already  entered.  He 
ventured  to  predict  that  within  ten  years 
from  the  present  day  the  nrococdings  of 
the  Popo,  if  not  iefere^  etieeked*  would 
2  R  2 
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inrolve  this  country  in  tremendous  confu- 
Bion  and  ruin.  ITe  aslvcd  tliclr  Lordships 
to  consider  what  the  result  would  have 
boou  if  we  had  oQ'crcd  to  any  other  Sove- 
reign in  Europe  the  same  insult  which  we 
had  ourselves  received  from  the  Pope 
of  Rome.  We  must  cither  have  with 
drawn  the  insult,  or  must  have  boon  pre- 
pared to  meet  the  worst  eomequenees  that 
could  be  expected.  He  anticipated  that  if 
we  did  notliin^^  more  than  pass  this  Bill, 
we  should  soon  have  a  sj'uod  of  these 
biabopB  meeting  in  our  own  eoantrjr,  and 
ignonng  the  Legislature  and  all  its  pro- 
ceedings. Did  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops 
in  those  sjnods  confine  themselves  entirely 
to  spirituiu  matters  ?  Quite  the  rererse. 
In  one  of  their  late  synods  they  had  ven- 
tured to  consider  the  whole  question  of 
landlord  and  tenant.  Was  that  a  spiritual 
matter?  Kay,  were  they  not  even  noir 
attting  in  a  sort  of  synod,  and  deokring 
publicly  that  they  did  not  care  a  straw  for 
any  laws  which  might  be  passed  against 
them  ?  He  should  not  he  doing  justice  to 
his  own  feelings  if  he  did  not  offer  his 
thanks  publicly  to  the  noble  Baron  oppo- 
site (Lord  Beaumont)  for  the  able  and 
manly  speech  which  he  delivered  last  night. 
That  speech  did  equal  honour  to  his  head 
and  to  his  heart.  It  showed,  at  any  rate, 
that  he  was  not  influenced  by  the  ultramon- 
tane principles  of  his  Church,  and  that  he 
ralued  as  he  ought  the  honour  and  inde- 
pendence of  1.)^  pQimtry.  lie  believed  that 
before  long  liie  majority  of  his  Roman 
Catholic  fellow-countrymen  would  dicicover 
that  nobody  wonld  be  more  Injured  titan 
themselves  by  this  unprovolted  aggression. 
As  for  this  Bill,  he  (the  Earl  of  Winchil- 
8oa)  should  not  vote  either  for  it  or  against 
it.  It  waa  nnworthy  of  the  great  insult 
which  it  professed  to  redress;  it  contained 
no  reparation  for  the  gross  insult  offered 
to  the  Sovereign  of  Great  Britain,  and  no 
reparation  for  the  outraged  religious  feel- 
ings of  this  great  and  eiSightmed  Protes- 
tant country. 

LoBD  LYNDHURST  said,  that  the  sub- 
jeet  then  before  theur  Lordships  was  nearly 
exhausted.  It  had  been  discnssed  already 
for  several  months  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  and  last  night  it  was  very  fully 
and  very  ably  discussed  by  thdr  Leduhips; 
and  he  should  certainly  have  hesitated  to 
address  their  Lord'^liip"  on  the  present  oc- 
casion bad  it  not  been  fur  some  allusions 
which  bad  been  made  to  him  personally  by 
his  noble  Friend  who  had  addreaaed  the 
House  so  eloquently  at  the  commenoMnent 

ThgEarlo/Wwdtiltea 


of  the  debate  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeoi),  and 
also  hy  his  noble  Friend  the  gallant  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington).  He  trusted  that 
he  should  satisfy  their  Lordships,  before 
be  resumed  his  seat,  that  the  eowrse  which 
he  had  hitherto  pursued  in  order  to  give  to 
the  Roman  Catholici^  a  full  participation  in 
all  the  liberties  and  privileges  enjoy^  by 
the  rest  of  their  feUow-«ounti*ynieii  was 
not  inconsistent  with  the  oonrse  which 
ho  intended  to  pursue  that  evening  in 
votiug  for  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 
But  fisfore  he  entered  upon  that  topic*  ha 
would  direct  their  attention  to  the  Bill  it- 
self. It  had  not  as  yet  been  much  con- 
sidered in  its  details,  and,  therefore,  ad- 
verting to  the  situation  which  ha  had  for- 
merly held  in  that  House,  he  hoped  that 
ho  might  be  permitted  to  express  his  opin- 
ion as  to  their  operation  and  effect.  The 
Bill  divided  itself  into  two  distbct  parta-^ 
the  one  declaratory  of  the  ezistbg  law, 
and  the  other  to  a  certain  extent  enacting 
a  new  law.  The  noble  Marquess,  who 
spoke  with  so  much  eloquence  and  good 
neling  last  night,  had  confined  hb  atten- 
tion almost  entirely  to  the  enacting  part 
of  the  Bill,  and  had  made  no  remarks  on 
the  formal  and  substantial  portion  of  it. 
The  noble  Marquess  was  desirous  to  show 
favour  to  his  own  puny  bantling,  rather 
than  to  the  more  vigorous  propagation 
which  had  recently  been  forced  upon 
him.  Now,  the  first  thing  to  be  considered 
was,  to  what  did  this  Bill  aj»ply  ?  The 
Rill  applied  itself  to  a  state  of  things  which 
liad  resulted  from  the  publication  of  a  lie- 
script  from  the  Pope.  New,  considering 
the  first  portion  of  the  Bill,  what  was  the 
proper  constniction  to  bo  put  upon  it  ?  The 
preamble  said  that  *'  Divers  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Roman  Catholic  subjecta  have  as- 
sumed to  themselves  the  titles  of  aidk- 
bishop  and  bishops  of  a  pretended  province, 
and  of  jpretcnded  sees  or  dioceses,  within 
the  Umted  Kindom,  under  colour  of  on 
alleged  anthmrity  given  to  them  for  thai 
purpose  by  a  certain  Brief,  Rescript,  or 
Letters  Apostolical  from  the  See  of  Eome, 
purporting  to  have  been  given  at  Rome  on 
the  29th  of  September,  1850."  Now, 
this  preamble  spoke  of  protended  sees — 
sees  properly  so  called  in  the  Bill — sees 
appointea  without  the  authority  of  the 
Crown — sees  illegal  and  utterly  nnantbo- 
rised.  It  likewise  spoke  of  attempts  to 
establish  such  sees  by  a  certain  Brief  or 
Kescnpt  from  Rome,  which  was  in  itself 
illegal  and  void;  and  it  proceeded  to  enact, 
that  '*  all  and  every  the  juriBdictioii,  an- 
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ihotity,  pre-cminr  ret',  or  titlo  conferred, 
or  pretended  to  be  conferred  theroL}',  was 
and  should  be,  and  be  deemed,  unlawful 


was  not  8  violation  of  the  indcpendenco  of 

tills  country  ?  ITo  asked  wlietlier  any  law- 
yer of  experience,  whether  &uy  man  of  his- 


and  void."  It  followed  as  a  matter  ofltorical  information,  whether  anj  man  of 
course  that  if  the  Brief  were  illegal  and  common  sense  and undentaodiog,  oouldaaj 


void,  the  jurisdiction  which  it  crratc  l  must 
be  illegal  and  void  also.  What,  thou,  was 
the  point  to  be  established  ?  This  was  a 
declaratory  law.  Was  the  law  correctly 
state  1  ?  He  was  the  more  auxloua  that 
their  Lordships  should  inquire  into  t!ir,t 
poiut,  aa  it  was  not  until  the  close  uf  the 
ditentsioiw  elsewhere  tbat  the  amendmenta 
containing  this  clause  were  introduced,  and 
therefore  they  were  not  so  thoroughly 
sifted  as  other  portions  of  the  Bill.  He 
apprehended  that  the  mere  statement  of 
the  facts  which  had  given  rise  to  this  Bill 
would  be  in  itself  sufficient  to  prove  that 
the  attempt  to  create  these  pretended  sees 
by  the  anthoritj  of  ih»  Pope  <Mf  Rome  was 
illegal  by  the  law  of  England.  What  were 
the  facts  and  the  statement  hy  which  he 
proposed  to  proro  that  proposition  ?  In  a 
few  words  he  would  present  them  to  Iheir 
Lordships,  in  order  that  the  conclusions 
which  he  had  announced  might  follow  at 
onoe  from  the  facts  themselves.  A  foreign 
pinee  possessed  of  ecclesiastieal  authority 


issued  an  ordinance,  or  Reocriptt  or  Brief,  and.  indeed,  in  every  successiTe  reign  up 


that  such  an  act  was  not  at  once  unlaw- 
ful and  void  ?  Ho  was  sure  that  his  noble 
and  learned  Priend  on  the  woolsack,  and 
that  all  his  othw  noble  and  learned  FrioidB 
In  that  House,  would  not  dissent  from  his 
propi'sition,  for  the  bare  statement  of  fncts 
carried  coDvictiou  along  with  it,  and  must 
satisfy  all  of  the  justice  of  his  eoncluMon. 
He  did  not,  however,  intend  to  let  the 
case  rest  here.  It  was  a  part  of  the  law 
of  England,  and  had  been  so  from  the  very 
earliest  times,  that  no  see  could  be  created 
without  the  consent  of  the  Crown.  That 
could  not  bo  disputed — it  was  clearly  laid 
down  by  all  our  earliest  legal  writers.  He 
would  show  diat  die  practice  had  always 
been  conformable  to  and  consistent  with 
the  law.  Ho  could  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  cases  on  the  point  from  the 
time  of  Alfred  down  to  uat  of  the  Ba> 
formation;  but  he  would  abstain.  lathe 
reign  of  Alfred,  in  that  of  the  Conqueror, 
in  that  of  his  son,  in  that  of  Henry  I.,  in 
that  of  Henry  II.,  and  of  Edward  I. — 


for  the  purpose  of  creating  sees  in  Eng- 
land, or  rather  of  dividing  tho  territory  of 
an  independent  Sovereign  into  varions  ter- 
ritofiid  jurisdictions.  He  appointed  per- 
son" enjoying  ecclesiastical  and  spiritual 
autliority  to  preside  over  those  jurisdictions. 
One  object  was,  to  introduce  iuto  them  a 
eode  of  laws  which  was  unknown  to  this 
country,  and  which,  though  a  code  which 
■was  ^ometimoB  considfrod  bv  us— "a-c  bad 
constantly  aud  mvanabhr  repudiated.  An 


to  the  Reformation,  with  the  exception  of 
one  rare  case,  in  which  the  Pope  had  ven- 
tured to  assail  tho  independence  of  the 
English  Church,  numorotts  eases  occurred, 
in  all  of  which,  with  one  exception,  it  was 
steadily  maintained  that  the  assent  of  tho 
Crown  was  uecessary  to  the  appointment 
of  a  see.  Was  there  any  law  to  the  con- 
trary  now  ?  None  of  which  he  was  aware. 
It  was  sometimes  said  that  the  assent  of 
the  Crown  was  necessary  with  reference  to 


Other  object  was,  thsl  the  peracni  appoint-  the  temporalities.   Undoubtedly  the  tem 

ed  to  these  pretended  sees  should  confcd- '  poralities  of  the  see  were  handed  over  by 


crate  together  to  oppose  any  measure  of 
the  British  Legislature  which  should  trench 
on  thdr  authority,  or  should  be  inconvC' 
nient  to  the  exeidie  of  their  power.  This ' 
ordinnnce  was  signed  not  only  by  the  Pope 
of  Komo  but  also  by  a  council  of  foreigners 
—^j,  of  foreign  eocleriastieB.  A  person 
raised  to  the  dignity  of  Cardinal,  an  Eng- 
lishman by  birth,  bearing  his  dignity  with- 
out the  assent  or  authority  of  his  Sove- 
reign, came  to  this  country,  and  took  upon 
himself  tho  office  of  Archbishop  of  West- 
Tnin?ter.  As  such  he  was  enthroned.  ITo 
publiiibod  the  Papal  Brief  without  any  at- 
tention to  the  laws  of  Parliament  or  the 
will  of  his  Sovereign.  He  (Lord  Lynd- 
hnrst)  asked  whether  such  ctmdnot  «a  this 


the  Crown  to  tho  bishop  of  the  see;  but 
there  was  no  ground  whatever  for  saying 
that  this  was  the  ground  of  the  principle. 
No  jurisdietion,  no  temporal  authority,  no 
dominion  over  any  of  the  Queen's  subjects, 
could  be  exercised  without  the  consent  of 
the  Sovereign,  or,  what  was  equivalent  to 
it,  of  the  Parliament  of  which  She  waa  » 
Member.  But  the  case  did  not  even  rest 
here.  What  was  the  general  law  of  uni- 
versal Europe  on  this  point  ?  There  waa 
no  text-writer  on  the  Jaw  of  nations  who 
did  not  state  that  no  see  could  be  appointed 
to  in  any  ki^igdom  of  Europe  without  the 
assent  of  its  Sovereign.  The  principle 
was  stated  by  them  all  plainly  and  broadly. 
Then,  if  this  were  the  law  of  natiooa,  by 
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the  principles  of  the  common  law,  U  be- 
came part  and  parcel  of  our  common  law. 
ITo  Imil,  then,  tlio  authority  of  tl,<^  public 
law  of  civilised  Europe  for  assert;i  -  that 
ihiB  was  a  principle  which  prevailed  uni- 
rtmMj,  tma  irhieh  never  had  been  uid 
never  could  be  disputed.    It  was  not  for 
him  to  trnublp  their  Lordships  hj  runninsf 
through  a  complete  roll  of  cases,  to  show 
tint  tne  pnottee  was  in  conformi^  with 
the  general  law;  bnt  he  wonld  cite  a  few 
!l!'i«trations  of  it,  and  he  would  defy  any 
person  to  cite  any  respectable  decision  to 
tile  eontrarj.    He  would  take  first  the 
countries  which  were  in  communion  with 
the  Church  of  Rome.    In  France,  in  the 
time  of  Pope  Leo  X.,  in  consequence  of 
some  intrigue,  an  attempt  wns  made  to 
eeteblieh  ^  new  diocese  in  the  arehiepis- 
copal  prorince  of  Lyons.  The  Pope  issued 
a  rescript  establishing  a  see  in  that  pln'-o. 
The  King  of  France  instantly  rcnion- 
ititttodr  and  almoet  immediately  the  brief 
was  withdrawn.    Aboat  six  or  aeven  years 
afterwards  the  nttempt  xra??  renewed;  an- 
other remoustrace  took  place ;  and  the 
brief  wae  cancelled.    But  then  it  was  said 
ihal  that  applied  to  the  ease  of  oonntries 
in  comrnnrii  II  with  the  Church  of  'Rome, 
but  not  under  a  mncorrlat;  but  the  exist- 
ence of  a  concordat  was  an  affirmation  of 
the  princifile.   He  would  take  a  case  in 
later  times,  when  there  was  a  concordat 
between  France  and  the  Pope.    In  the 
time  of  Charles  X.  the  Bishop  of  Poiotiers 
published  a  brief  without  the  eonsent  of 
the  Grown.    Complaint  was  made;  the 
nifindnte  was  revoked,  and  the  bishop  Apo- 
logised that  he  did  it  in  ignorance.  So 
tiiat>  whether  the  countries  were  in  com- 
manion  with  the  Church  of  Rome,  with  or 
withnnt  a  concordat,  tlio  practice  was  in 
conformity  with  the  principle  he  had  laid 
down.  What  took  placo  in  Prussia  ?  When 
the  negotiations  between  that  cmmtiy  and 
the  Seft  of  Rome  were  dependin  tj,  the  Pope 
was  desirous  to  establish  there  three  sees; 
but  he  did  not  attempt  to  do  it  without  the 
consent  of  the  Orows.   Ww  from  it;  bnt 
more  than  that — the  Ring  of  Prosaia  re- 
fused his  assent,  and  the  act  was  rot  f!one. 
Then,  what  took  placo  in  the  Netherlands 
tmder  a  concordat  strictly  in  conformity 
with  tho  law  ?  The  assent  of  the  Khig  of 
thr  Netherlands  wag  requested  to  tho  ap- 
pointment of  three  bishojis.    The  revolu- 
tion took  placo  before  tho  objeet  could  be 
e0eoted ;  no  attempt  was  made  8ab»e- 
quently  to  establish  those  sees,  and  at  that 
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said,  the  adtninlstratton  of  the  Oatbofie 
Chnreb  in  that  countiy  was  carried  on  bj 

vicars-apostolic — there  was  no  episcopate. 
Again,  what  was  the  case  with  one  of  tho 
cantons  of  Switzerland,  that  of  Ba^le — a 
Protestant  conntry^never  in  eommnoioii 
in  modem  times  with  tho  Church,  and  un- 
der no  concordat  ?  The  Pope  was  desirous 
to  establish  a  Roman  Catholic  see  in  that 
conntiy.  He  applied,  as  a  matter  of  coarse, 
to  tho  Oovemment,  and,  with  the  assent 
of  the  Government,  the  establishment  t^k 
place.  Ho  had  ventured  to  cite  those  cases 
m  illustration  of  what  be  bad  stated:  and 
he  would  repeat,  that  aU  writers  on  the 
law  of  nations  tinifonnly  and  constant! j 
stated  that  no  see  could  be  established  in 
any  independent  country  by  the  authoritj* 
of  the  rope  withoot  ue  aasent  of  the 
Crown  or  the  Qovemment.     The  mere 
statement  of  the  facts  would  carry  convic- 
tion to  tho  mind  of  every  reasonable  maa 
that  this  act  of  the  Pope  was  a  vidatioii  nf 
tl     independence  of  this  country,  and  ui 
infringement  of  tho  rights  of  our  So-re- 
reign.    It  was  contrary  to  the  law  of  the 
country  with  respect  to  the  formation  of 
sees;  it  was  contrary  to  the  law  of  Europe; 
and,  therefor-^,  hr  linj,  m1  their  Lortl-l  ips 
would  concur  witli  l  iiu  in  thinking  that 
this  declaratoi^  imrt  of  the  measure  was 
sniScient  to  establisb  tbat  diese  brieb  wwn 
illegal  and  void.    But  further,  he  did  not 
mean  to  rely  on  the  statute  of  prcrmunire 
passed  in  the  reign  of  Richard  II.  fie 
agreed  with  bis  noble  Priced  who  spoke 
last  night,  that  it  would  bo  unwise  and  im- 
prudent to  drag  from  their  fj^i-r::rity  ob- 
solete statutes,  particularly  statutes  aecao)- 
panied  with  such  severe  and  heavy  penal- 
ties; statotes  that,  in  the  langaage  of  tbo 
poet — 

"  like  an  M  lion  horn  its  caT«, 
Want  ftfth  lo  eaMi  its  pMf.'* 

Bnt  not  onlT  would  it  bo  nniriae  and 

imprudent  thus  to  appeil  to  cbsdela 

statutes,  it  was  also  iin necessary.  There 
were  some  general  words  at  the  end 
of  the  Btatntes  wbieb  were  supposed  to 
apply  to  the  present  case;  bnt  be  WOoM 
take  upon  himself  to  say  that  if  any  act 
were  done  that  came  within  tho  scope  of 
those  general  declaratory  words,  that  act 
wonld  bo  an  offence  against  the  common  lav 
of  England,  and,  being  so,  wonld  be  illcg:il 
and  roid.  He  said  also,  that  it  would  be  im- 
pnidcnt  and  improper  in  the  highest  degree* 
according  to  his  opinion  and  inew,  to  re^ 
to  what  was  called  Lalor's  Case.  We  were 


moment,  notwithstanding  what  had  been  |  going  on  harmoniouslj  with  the  system  of 
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vicfxrs-apostolic.     Wo  were  content  with 
that  system.    We  considered  it  legal  and 
proper  in  overy  senM.    Lalor's  Oasc  irns 
cited  for  tlie  present  argument  to  show  that 
wlmt  was  done  in  this  instance  was  iilcfral 
and  void.  Bo  it  so.  lie  did  not  liko  Lalor's 
Case;  tlwn  w«re  circumstances  In  it  that 
did  not  recommend  it  to  his  mind.  What 
was  the  fact  ?    The  system  wc  were  desir- 
ous of  coDtinuiug  was  the  system  of  vicars* 
apostolio.   But  ihat,  aeeoraiiig  to  Lalor's 
Case,  was  equally  illegal  and  void ;  for  that 
Case  was  founded  on  the  statute  of  Richard 
II.,  as  applied  to  vicars-apostolic.  Lalor 
wan  found  guilty  tn  four  counties  ia  Ire- 
Isad.  and  suffered  the  penalties  of  prw- 
munire.  Could  anything,  therefore,  bo  more 
imprudent  than  to  ^ote  that  case.  Now, 
tlia  elauae  of  this  Bill  iras  a  declaratory 
ttlauaai  it  declared  and  enacted,  and  thei*e- 
fore  assumed  the  law  to  be  before  the  Act 
as  it  would  be  after  it;  it  introduced  no 
new  law;  and  he  would  ask  tbeir  Lordships 
whedier  the  attempt  that  was  made  by  the 
mihority  to  which  he  had  reffrrcd  to  es- 
tablish tnese  pretended  sees,  was  not  a  vio- 
lation of  the  law  of  this  country,  and  there- 
fe^re  whether  not  within  the  declaratory 
clause  of  this  Act  ?    IIo  trusted  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friends  would  concur 
with  what  he  had  stated,  or  would  draw 
some  distinction  which  had  not  occurred  to 

his  mind.     So  nmch,  then,  as  to  the  first 
part,  the  substantive  part,  of  the  measure. 
The  Bill  was  uot  altogether  the  measure  of 
the  Goverament.   Amendments  had  been 
forced  upon  them  at  n  late  stage,  and 
adopted  by  thnrn  of  necessity.    But  there 
were  two  other  parts  of  the  Bill  besides 
that  to  which  he  had  referred.   It  was 
very  material  that  the  whole  measure 
should  bo  distinctly  understood,  nnd  it  was 
with  great  reluctance,  and  not  without 
some  inconTenienoe  to  himself,  that  he  went 
into  these  details.    But  the  measure  itself 
had  not  been  much  considered  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  previous  evening,  and  there* 
fore  it  was  that  he  pursued  l£«  course  he 
was  taking.  The  enaetiiw  part  of  the  Bill, 
contained  in  the  second  cmnse,  was  to  this 
affect : — By  the  Relief  Act  any  person  aa- 
snmin^  the  title  of  an  existing  see,  and  so 
oftoding  against  the  law,  was  subjected  to 
n  p»»Tialty.    It  prohibited  persons  from  n^- 
sumiog  the  titles  of  pretended  sees,  and  he 
thought  no  rrasonable  person  could  object 
to  <Im  extension  of  that  prohibition.  The 
pof-^on  TK-ho  assumed  the  titles  of  tlm^e 
pretended  sees  committed  an  illcc;al  act. 
If  it  were  proper  to  prohibit  the  assump- 


tion of  the  titles  of  legal  sees,  ^  /or<iori,  it 
was  proper  to  prohibit  the  assumption  of 
titles  of  these  pretended  sees.    No  dbsat* 
isfat'tinn  h  id  occurred  with  respcrt  to  that 
extensioti  of  the  law.    The  next  part  was 
that  whicii  increased,  he  would  uot  say  the 
penalty,  but  the  mode  of  enforcing  the  pro- 
hibition.   By  the  present  law  the  prohibi- 
tion could  only  be  enforced  hy  the  Attor- 
ney General.    Mark  what  had  ooeurred. 
That  law  had  been  in  force  for  upwards  cf 
20  years.    Tie  would  not  say  to  what  ex* 
tent  it  had  extended  the  assumption  of  titles, 
but  every  one  must  know  that  that  assomp- 
tion  had  been  carried  hy  some  individuals 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Ohoreh  in  Ireland 
to  a  considerable  extent.    No  attempt  had 
been  made  to  enforce  the  prohibition ;  the  pen- 
al ty  had  been  snlfered  to  lie  dormant.  How 
what  could  bo  more  unwise  than  to  prohibit 
nn  act,  to  declare  it  illegal,  to  provide  pen- 
alties, and  to  Buffg:  those  penalties  to  lie 
doruantf    Better  would  it  be  to  repeal 
that  statute  than  to  leam  it  so.  If  tha 
prohibition  was  to  continnc — if  the  penalty 
was  to  continue,  let  tliem  adopt  some 
means  of  enforcing  it.  What  better  means 
could  be  adopted  Stan  what  this  Bill  pro- 
poned ?    At  present  nothin!:^  could  be  dona 
without  the  consent  of  the  Crown.  By 
this  Bill  an  informer  might  enforce  it,  so 
that  he  had  previonsly  obtained  the  assent 
of  t!i'  Crown.    What  would  bo  the  effect 
of  that  ?     An  Attorney  General  might 
slumber  on  his  post;  this  Bill  recalled  him  to 
activity,  eompelledhim  to  give  reasons  why 
ho  would  not  procoed,  and  added  rcspon- 
sibihty  to  his  conduct.  Upon  these  grounds 
he  thought  it  would  be  wise  to  adopt  the 
additional  means  of  enfordnf  ^  penalty^ 
which  was  one  of  the  Amendments  intro- 
duced into  this  Bin.    He  had  now  directed 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  various 
parts  oF  the  Bill,  and  explained  to  the 
i  st  of  his  power  its  effect  and  operation, 
lie  had  said  that  part  of  it  was  the  law  of 
the  land;  the  declaratory  part  of  it  he 
thought  he  bad  established,  namely,  that 
Brie^  issued  without  die  consent  of  the 
Crown,  for  the  ^^nrpocp  which  ho  had 
stated,  were  illegal  aud  void.    No  altera- 
tion of  the  law,  thereforD,  was  proposed  to 
bo  made  by  this  Bill  in  that  reepect.  Its 
nbjrct  was  to  meet  a  n^rogs  violntion  of  the 
law.    He  was  suro,  therefore,  that  tho 
Bill  would  meet  with  their  Loidships'  ap- 
probation.  And  now,  having  passed  over 
this  part  of  the  subject,  he  hnppfl  thrir 
Lordships  would  allow  him  to  say  a  few 
words  with  respect  to  tho  course  which  he 
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had  himself  pursued  with  regard  to  tlie 
Bpoman  Catholics  in  thii  eoantry.    He  was 
party  to  the  Relief  Act  of  1829.    He  had 
the  honour  of  holdiog  at  tliat  tiiuc  the 
Great  Seal,  and  filling  the  scat  now  bo  well 
filled      hid  uoble  and  learned  Friend.  He 
mnaiilted  with  bis  Colleagues :  be  waa  satis- 
fled,  aod  ibej  were  satificd,  that  not  only 
was  it  a  measure  of  justice,  but,  in  the 
State  of  Ireland  and  of  parties  in  the  other 
House  of  Pariiament,  it  waa  absolutely  ne- 
cessary.   They  were  umm,  on  introduc- 
ing that  Bill,  of  the  consequences  to  which 
it  would  lead  so  far  as  related  to  them- 
selves; they  knew  it  would  lead  to  their 
relinqniahm«nt  of  office;  but  the  question 
was  of  sticfi  a  nature,  their  '^cn^.v  of  duty 
was  so  strong,  that  they  voluntarily  incur- 
red the  risk,  and  afterwards  did  relinquish 
offioe.   He  took  a  principal  part  on  that 
occasion,  assisted  by  his  noble  Colleagues, 
in  introducing  the  Bill  into  their  Lordships' 
House,  and  aapporting  it  in  the  active  and 
vigorous  debates  wiih  which  it  was  assailed. 
He  did  not  regret  the  part  he  had  then 
InVen.    Further  than  that :  he  afterwards 
came  into  power  at  a  subsequent  time. 
His  noble  Friend  who  spoke  so  wdl  on  the 
pverious  evening  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  (Lord  Beaumont),  tlircftedhis  atten- 
tinn  to  various  Acts  of  Parliament,  which, 
though  necessary  at  the  time  they  were  in- 
troduced, as  he  admitted— though  neces- 
sary immediately  after  the  Reformation, 
bad  become  a  disgrace  to  our  Statute-book. 
He  referred  the  whole  question  of  those 
Acts  to  a  CoBUUSsion.  A  Coninussion  was 
at  that  time  sitting  with  respect  to  the 
criminal  law,  nntl  ho  tlireftrrl  it  to  sit  anil 
examine  those  Acts,  wiach  were  very  com- 
plex, and  report  to  him  bow  hr  tbey 
thought  they  might  go  in  fopealing  them. 
They  made  their  report,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  that  report,  tvro  Bills  were  intro- 
duced and  carried,  expunging  from  the 
Statute-book  the  greater  part  of  those 
Acts,  and  in  others  the  extreme  penalty 
imposed  for  the  infringement  of  them.  The 
object  that  he  and  his  Colleagues  who  co- 
epefated  with  him  had  b  view  was  the  ez- 
tanvon  of  toleration  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics,   Did  be  sny  toleration  ?  He  meant  a 
full  participation  of  all  the  rights  and  privi- 
l^SM  of  the  rest  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 
That  was  the  object  ho  had  in  view,  and 
be  thought  they  had  fully  attained  that  ob- 
ject.   But  toleration  would  never  pntisfv 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church,    it  had  been 
■o  stated  by  bis  noble  Friend  near  him  (the 
Barl  of  Winchihea)  in  the  oourie  of  that 
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evening's  discussion.  ToleraUon  they  wish.- 
ed  for  to  save  ihemaelTea  firom  ineonre- 
nience,  and  further,  aa  a  stepping-stone  to 

the  attainment  of  power;  but  tolt  ration  as 
a  principle  was  wholly  alien  to  the  Roman 
CathoUc  Church.    It  was  acknowledged 
that  they  despised  it.    Had  be  good  ait- 
thority  for  that  ?  He  had  strong  and  deci* 
fiivo  authority.    In  a  letter  from  the  laio 
Pope  to  the  bishops  of  Belgium,  he  said* 
"  They  talk  of  establishing  liberty  of  eon— 
science.    It  is  an  absurd  and  erroneous 
maxim — it  is  a  wild  notion.    I  reject  it 
wiUi  disdain."    What  was  it  that  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  deshred?  Domination  and 
ascendancy,  and  never  would  they  be  satis^ 
fied  until  they  obtained  the  object  of  their 
ambition.    Had  the  progress  of  science 
and  light  altered  those  principles  ?  liad 
their  designs  changed  from  what  they  vers 
in  former  times  ?  Not  in  the  least.  What 
they  were  300  years  ago,  they  were  at  tho 
\  present  moment — hesitating  when  politic* 
blinking  wh^  necessary,  {^vandng  when 
it  could  be  done  with  safety.    They  told 
us  that  th'^ir  principles  were  eternal — im- 
mutable,   iiut  he  would  ask  their  Lord- 
ships whether  there  was  any  inconsistency 
in  the  course  he  was  pursuing  ?  He  was 
wiUiug  and  anxious  that  toleration  and 
liberty  of  conscience  should  he  c!;ranted  to 
tho  fullest  extent.    But  toleration  was  the 
Tory  opposite  to  domination.   H^,  then, 
he  took  his  stand;  and  because  he  conceiv- 
ed that  this  wa?  the  first  step  towards  the 
establishment  of  that  principle  in  this  coim- 
try,  he  voted  in  support  trf  this  Bill.  But 
he  would  ask  their  Lordships  whether  they 
thought  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland 
had  adhered  to  their  promise  f  When  the 
Relief  Bill  was  under  consideraUon  it  had 
been  examined,  criticised,  and  adopted,  by 
tliose  persons  in  whom  the  T^')^la^  Catlio- 
lics  of  Ireland  confided,  ami  to  whom  they 
intrusted  the  care  of  their  interests.  It 
waa  sanctioned  in  eteiy  way  in  all  the  se- 
curities or  supposed  securities.    The  noble 
Marquess  on  the  previous  eveninpf  read  yon 
an  address  confirmatory  of  that  sutement. 
Bnt  what  had  happened.  That  Act  prohi- 
Inted  the  assumption  of  titles  of  existing 
sees.    Had  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land regarded  that  prohibition  ?  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  it  baa  in  every  instance,  but 
to  a  very  considerable  extent  it  had  been 
violated   by  various  individuals  in  that 
country.   Priests  were  forbidden  to  appear 
in  their  robes  in  public,  but  only  in  (heir 
places  of  worship;  th^prohibttionwasoon* 
stantly  dier^gaided.  There  waa  ali«»pnK 
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lubilion  in  ihftt  Bill*  which  he  considered 
an  important  one,  agamst  the  introduction 
into  thia  country  of  Je«5uits.  There  were 
certain  limitations,  certain  restrictions, 
certain  boundaries  therdn  to  prevent  that 
proliibhion  from  being  attended  with  incon- 
venience or  injustic'*;  but  the  system  liad 
been  carried  ou  iu  dciiaace  of  tlie  pruhlbi- 
tiou :  tbey  bad  acted  in  total  defiance  of  it. 
Again,  there  was  what  he  considered  a 
most  important  and  material  prohibition 
against  tho  establitihnient  of  monastic  in- 
■tittttioBa  in  this  eonntry.  It  had  bemi 
mcknowledged  that  those  eatablishments 
were  the  most  effective  means  of  making 
proaeljrtes  to  the  Eoman  Catholic  religion. 
Bnt  tnere  were  at  llie  present  time  in  thia 
country  nearly  twenty  monasteries  of  men, 
established  in  opposition  to  that  prohibi- 
tion. He  said,  then,  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
ibolica  of  Ireland  bad  taken  all  we  granted, 
end  morot  bnt  in  return  they  had  not  given 
ns  a  single  thing  which  tbey  themselves 
had  promised,  and  upon  which  wo  relied. 
A  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  the  synod 
established  in  Ireland,  and  he  had  lately 
read  the  history  and  the  proceedings  of  that 
body.  An  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed 
to  establish  colleges  and  places  of  educa- 
tion for  the  middle  ranka  of  the  peopio 
in  that  country.  Every  f^r.ro  was  t:iken, 
as  he  could  vouch,  to  prevent  any  excep- 
tion on  tbc  giound  of  religion  —  every 
guard  was  inserted  in  that  Bill  to  prevent 
a  system  of  proselytlsni,  on  the  one  side 
or  the  otber.  Notbing  could  be  more  care- 
fully considered  than  all  the  details  of  that 
Bill.  It  waa  a  most  benefieial  measnre; 
it  was  approved  of  by  a  large  body  of  the 
Kotnati  Catholic  laity  and  also  of  the  Ro- 
nian  Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland.  Upon  the 
death  of  the  late  arohbisbop,  the  Roman 
Catholic  Primate,  the  ordinary  mode  of 
election  was  departed  from,  the  Pope  hav- 
ing in  view  a  great  ecclesiastical  orgaot- 
cation  In  Ireland.  Three  namea  were  se- 
lected by  the  Roman  CathoUo  clergy  of 
Ireland,  and  out  of  tbo  three  names  so 
selected,  the  archbishop  was  generally 
chosen.  In  this  inatanoe  they  were  all 
rejected,  and  a  stranger  to  Ireland,  though 
certainly  horn  in  that  country,  educated  in 
Italy,  a  monk,  be  believed,  by  profession, 
was  railed  to  Ac  Roman  Catholic  primacy. 
And  for  what  purpose  ?  Toeon  ^'cne  a  ^-"^■I■l^:Hl. 
It  wn'  necessary  to  silence  those  Roman 
Catholic  bishops  who  had  approved  of  the 
colleges  to  which  he  had  alluded.  But 
how  were  tbejr  to  be  silenced  ?  By  the  do* 
eree  of  a  ayocd,  which  spoke  by  the  ma* 


jority.    A  synod  waa  convened;  it  pro- 

nouncod  against  the  colleges,  and  the 
Pope  confirmed  the  decision.  The  result 
was,  that  the  effect  to  the  middle  classes 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  of  n 
measure  so  beneficially  intended  by  Par- 
liament, had  becTi  entirnly  lost,  lie  re- 
ferred to  these  ixistauces  us  guards  and 
beacons  which  they  ought  to  keep  in  view, 
in  considering  these  subjects.  While  speak- 
ing on  the  subject  of  education,  he  would 
mention  a  circumstance  which  bo  had  seen 
sixty  years  ago,  and  whieh  he  had  not  seen 
mentioned  since.  Tie  was  then  engaged 
in  some  mathematical  pursuits,  and,  among 
others,  the  Princi^ia  of  Newton  passed 
before  him«  Their  Lordships  were  aware 
that  that  work  was  couched  in  very  short 
terms;  a  good  deal  was  taken  to  be  known, 
and  in  reading  it  a  person  was  obliged  to 
go  through  a  long  trun  of  reasoning,  to 
arrive  at  the  conclusion.  Why  did  he  men- 
tion that  ?  Two  Jesuits,  able  mathomati- 
cians,  took  upon  thetnselves  to  writo  notes 
on  the  Frincipia.  Their  notct  werCp 
he  bdicTcd,  quadruple  in  extent  to  the 
text.  They  were  very  learned  notes,  very 
laborious,  and  showed  to  the  fullest  extent 
that  tho  authors  of  them  knew  fiill  well 
every  thing  in  the  iVtnctpto— the  prin- 
ci[)le.s  upon  which  were  founded  the  con- 
clusions to  which  it  necessarily  came.  An 
edition  of  the  Frimipia  was  published 
with  those  notes,  and  tneir  preface  to  the 
work  was  quite  ludierous.  They  said, 
*'  We  have  commented  upon  this  curious 
work;  we  have  shown  the  intention  aud 
conclusions  of  the  author;  but  it  must  not 
bo  supposed  for  a  moment  that  we  assent 
to  those  conclusions,  or  that  we  differ  in  a 
single  iota  from  tho  opinions  and  dociriues 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. '*  What  a 
monstrous  conclusion  it  was  to  which  the 
Roman  Catholic  ecclesiastics  of  Ireland 
had  come,  that  tho  young  men  of  Ire- 
land should  be  withdrawn  from  the  col- 
leges to  which  he  had  referred,  where 
they  would  have  obtained  sound  learning, 
to  be  put  under  the  tuition  of  the  priest- 
hood in  Irdand  f  In  the  establishment  of 
those  Oolleges  everything  was  done  for  tho 
purpose  of  preventing  proselytism.  And 
what  took  place  ?  By  intrigue  and  man^ 
agement,  and  violation  of  the  law,  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic]  clergy  endeavoured  to  con- 
vert them  into  Roniati  Catholic  colleges. 
But  the  Government  obtained  a  knowledge 
of  it,  pursued  the  labyrinth,  and  found  out 
the  whole  scheme.  The  system  was  dis- 
corercd— the  Govemmcnt  interfered,  and 
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whM      the  rosult  ?  The  Romftli  CfttiioKii 

bishops,  not  being  able  to  have  everything 
their  own  way»  immediately  withdrew  the 
children  of  the  Rofnan  Gatholie  Ghtireh 
from  these  beneficent  establishmcnta.  He 
bftc!  mentioned  those  facts  for  tho  purposo 
of  putting  their  Lordships  on  their  guard 
witii  respect  to  the  designs  of  that  Church. 
H«  wbhed  to  reaitt,  as  far  aa  be  eould, 
every  attempt  at  enoronchrnont.  He  would 
rescind  nothing  of  what  had  hiMi^rto  l)een 
done — ho  approved  of  it,  and  ii  it  were  to 
ooiiw  over  again  lie  sliodid  punnte  the  same 
course.  But  here  he  took  his  stand.  Not 
one  step  further  towards  the  attainment  of 

Eower,  of  ascendancy,  of  domination,  would 
e  proeeed.  He  adhered  to  the  principle 
in  voting  for  this  Bill,  hit  old  principle  of 
principiif  ohsfn,  and  on  that  ground  would 
Tote  in  favour  of  the  second  reading;  and 
trusted  he  had  aeqaittod  himself  of  any  in- 
eouaistenoy  between  the  course  he  bad  for- 
nerly  pursued,  and  that  which  he  was  pre- 
pared to  take  on  the  present  occasion. 

LoBD  YAUX,  who  was  nearly  inaudible, 
was  understood  to  oppose  the  Bill,  on  the 
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their  eo-religionista,  wonhl  have  e voiced  aa 
expression  on  the  part  of  the  Catholics  c.r- 
pressiro  of  tho  impolicy  of  attempting  the 
re-formation  of  a  hierarchy  in  this  conntrj. 
As  the  matter  now  stood,  he  confessed  };e 
rej^ardeil  ti  e  issue  with  anxiety,  and  had 
now  nothing  more  to  say  than  he  hoped, 
on  this  aa  on  all  other  occasions,  to  do  his 
duty  equaUj  to  his  religion  md  to  his  So> 
voreifrn. 


The  Kakl  of  WICKLOVV  paid,  ho  va« 
not  sorry,  as  a  usual  supporter  of  the  Go* 
▼emment,  to  be  ftUe  to  say  that,  in  oppo«- 
iug  t!ip  ])re3ent  Bill,  he  was  not  opposing 
n^iy  measure  of  theirs.  It  wag  well  known 
iu  that  House  and  elsewhere,  for  which 
p<Mtbn  of  it  tiie  CbveniBienl  were  respon- 
sible. Tho  Bill  had  undergone  efaangea 
very  remnrkablc.  A  strino^f^Tit  measure 
had  been  originallv  introduced  by  the  Go> 
vemnent,  fonnded  upon  e  most  impm* 
dent  letter  written  and  circulated  by  tho 
noblo  Lord  at  tlio  head  of  the  Govem- 
mcnt;  and  had  rarliament  met  imme- 
diatelj  after  its  pvblieatioa,  the  Bill  in* 
troduced  would  have  been  far  more  striiw 


ground  that  it  was  not  the  description  of  creut.    In  tlio  progress  of  tho  original  Bill 


le^slation  calculated  to  meet  the  evil,  if 
evd  there  was.  It  was  impossible  fbr  the 
Pope  to  establish  a  hierarchy  in  England 
without  appointing  districts  and  naming 
sees.  The  people  of  Ireland  were  in  a  state 
of  anxiety  with  reference  to  a  Bill  which 
was  intended  to  aim  a  blow  at  their  ancient 
hiernrrhv,  lind  never  been  disturb- 

ed, and  they  naturally  viewed  this  descrip- 
tion of  legislation  with  alarm  and  distrust. 
The  present  Bill  was  infinitely  more  strin- 
gent than  that  first  introduce*!;  and  this 
was  the  more  unfortunate,  because,  after 
the  original  introduction  of  the  Bill,  he 
(Lord  Yaux)  had  oaUed  up<m  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne), 
and  inquired  if  tho  Bill  would  be  allowed 
by  the  Government  to  be  made  more  strin- 
gent dian  it  then  was;  to  whieh  the  an- 
Bwer  of  the  noblo  Marquess  was,  that  it 
Would  not.  Ho  (Lord  Vaux)  thought  that 
ho  and  others  had  been  much  misled  by 
this  assnraaee  of  Ike  noble  llarouess;  and 
he  felt  himself  in  a  very  embarrasslnt^ 
position  when  ho  found  that  the  Bill  had 
been  asseuted  to  by  the  Government  in  so 
much  mure  stringent  a  form.  He  depre- 
cated the  BiU  aa  a  recurrenoe  to  the  spirit 
of  peT'eeeution,  without  any  necessity  or 
reason.  If  the  Government  had  exercised 
*  little  more  discretion  and  caution,  they 
would  have  communicated  with  the  Eoman 
Catholics  who,  by  their  influenee  with 
Lord  Lyndhwit 


the  Government  saw  the  impolicy  of  tho 
coarse  they  were  pursuing,  and  relaxed,  in 
a  great  degree,  tho  ibree  oif  their  own  me«^ 
sure,  so  that  the  measure,  as  intended  by 
tho  Government  to  pass  into  law,  became 
very  inoffensive;  and  though  be  should 
have  opposed  it  as  unnecessary  and  nib- 
worthy  of  the  T  r^^i-lr^ture  of  this  country, 
and  unfitted  for  its  object,  ho  should  not 
have  characterised  it  as  severe.  He  should 
have  opposed  any  such  measure  as  un- 
worthy, because  not  intended  for  the  wel- 
fare of  the  subjects  of  this  country,  but  ss 
a  njiserable  revenge  upon  a  foreign  Power. 
In  the  progress  of  the  amended  Bill,  and 
in  tho  very  last  Stage  of  it,  however,  enact- 
ments were  introduced  into  it  against  tho 
will  of  the  Government,  but  which,  to  the 
astonishment  the  country,  they  bad  as- 
sented to  and  adopted.  He  was  convinced 
that  the  Government  had  not  given  full 
consideration  to  the  force  and  effect  of  the 
Amendments  that  had  been  sucoeastvely 
proposed.  And  even  after  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne),  it  was  bis  belief  that  the 
noble  Harqoesa  did  not  understand  the 
force  of  the  measure  he  was  propounding 
to  their  Lordships.  He  (the  Earl  of  Wick- 
low)  waa  tho  more  conviQced  of  this  be> 
cause  it  now  appeared  that  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Vaux),  a  member  of  the  Catholic 
I  bodji  had— fri^teoad  at  the  proipeet  of 
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the  proposed  legidation — obtuned  from  tbe 
noble  Merquett  an  aBMinnee  tluit  tho  Bill 
^ould  not  DO  made  more  stringent  in  it- 
progress  through  the  House  of  Coumons. 
The  noble  Karquess  might  say,  that  ho 
was  not  responsible  for  the  alterations 
made  in  tin.  Pill  I  v  the  other  TIousc. 
Eut  surely,  after  what  had  passed,  when 
the  Govcrumcnt  found  enactments  forced 
npon  fhem  against  their  opinion,  and  their 
own  measure  totally  altered  in  its  nature, 
it  was  their  duty  to  decline  to  proceed 
further  with  the  Bill.  Yet,  so  far  from 
liiis,  not  one  iroid  fell  from  the  noble  Mar- 
quees on  tile  subject— their  Lordships  heard 
not  from  tlio  noblo  Marquess  any  hint  of 
alterations  having  been  made  in  the  Bill  of 
the  Government,  whether  with  their  assent 
or  without  it;  but  tho  noble  Marquess 
merely  rccommendud  tlio  moasuro  as  pcr- 
fcotly  his  own, 

the  country,  and  as  not  calculated  at  all  to 
prciudiee  tike  interests  of  the  Roman  Ca» 

tbono  religion  in  this  country.  The  Bill 
Tnijjht  really  bo  divided  into  two  distinct 
and  different  parts — the  Government  por- 
tion, and  the  Opposition  portion.  As  now 
frnmcd.  it  must  either  render  illegal  and 
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but  that  it  was  never  intended  ^t  It 

should  be  put  in  force.  The  GoTommentf 

wvlin-  tho  I'mnncipation  Act,  bad  the  power 
ot  carrying  out  their  own  intentions,  as  no 
proseeutions  could  be  inetitated  except  by 
the  Attorney  General.  And  in  the  pre* 
sent  Bill,  when  orifrinallv  Introduced,  there 
was  r.n  *'  informers'  clause."  The  Govern- 
ment, indeed,  would  have  effected  their 
own  objeet  better  by  simply  introdncing 
an  amendment  of  a  few  words  into  tho 
Emancipation  Act,  extending  the  prohibi- 
tion of  the  assumptioQ  of  existing  titles  to 
any  new  tities;  and  to  sueh  a  measure  pro- 
bably there  would  have  been  little  opposi- 
tion. The  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Lyndhurst)  had  argued  that  the  existing 
law  was  in  itself  sufficient  to  prevent  tho 
assumption  of  these  titles;  whence  it  would 
follow  tliat  tlie  1)111  was  needless  altof]^otlicr, 
as  useful  and  beneficial  to  i  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  said,  that 

the  clause  in  the  Emancipation  Act  ought 
to  have  been  ezeented,  and  that  the  At- 
torney General  of  those  days  had  slumher- 
cd  at  his  post — the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
own  Attorney  General — for  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  high  in  office  at  the  time, 
and  was  certainly  responsible  for  the  slum- 
ber of  his  own  Attorney  General,  whom 


vr'\i\  all  the  acts  of  the  Catholic  episcopate, 

and  defeat  the  carrying  on  of  the  Catholic  he  could  have  easily  awakened  if  he  had 
religion  in  the  country,  making  it  impossi-  pleased.  It  was  now  proposed  that  tho 
Ue  to  appoint  Catholic  bishops  in  England  Legislature  should  eonstruct  a  species 

'  of  flapper,"  to  prevent  that  learned 
officer  from  sleej)ing  at  his  post  in  fu- 
ture. But  he  believed  that  few  wero 
at  aU  aware  of  the  extent  <tf  the  M  whieh 
it  would  entail  upon  tlie  country.  No  At- 
torney General  could  ever  withstand  the 
enormous  pressure  from  without  which 
would  be  exerted  b  order  to  get  this  Bill 
put  in  force.  That  powerful  engine,  the 
iiydraulic  press,  which  their  Lordships 
could  see  in  ojteratiou  at  tbe  Great  Exhi- 
bition, exerting  its  prodigious  and  marvel- 
lous power,  would  only  be  a  poor  iUustra- 
tlon  of  the  tremendous  pressure  from  all 
jiarts  of  the  country  which  would  follow 
tlie  passing  of  this  Bill.  There  was  no 
bigot  in  the  country — no  opponent  of  On- 
tholicism,  of  wliatever  character,  from  the 
highest  to  tho  lowest  —  who  would  not 
evoke  tho  ageu^  of  tho  Attorney  General, 
in  order  to  miroree  the  law.  The  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  would  not  he  able  to 
resist  this  enormous  influence — they  must 
perform  the  duty  imposed  upon  them  by 
this  Bill;  and  it  was  impossible  to  predict 
the  consequences.  It  was  realty  extra- 
onluiary  that  the  Government,  after  such 
iujurious  alterations  had  boon  made  in 


or  Ireland,  and  invallilatc  all  the  acts  of 
Catholic  j)riests — or  It  must  be  (as  he  sus- 
pected the  Government  desired  it  to  be)  a 
dead  letter,  never  carried  into  efieet.  In 
the  latter  supposition,  was  it  becoming  in 
tbe  Legislature  to  assist  the  Government  in 
framing  laws  not  intended  to  be  executed  ? 
Let  it  i)e  oheervedt  under  the  24di  Olause 
of  the  Emaneipation  Act,  it  was  illegal  to 
assume  any  titles  at  present  tiied  in  the 
Established  Church;  yet  from  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  that  Act,  these  titles  had 
been  assumed  (sometimes  openly,  certainly 
notorlonsly)  in  Ireland,  where  tho  bishops 
of  the  Catholic  Church  performed  all  the 
functions  of  the  episcopate  under  these 
titles;  and  it  was  indeed  impossible  that 
they  should  otherwise  perform  them  at  all 
than  under  tho  very  titles  they  were  prohi- 
bited by  the  Emancipation  Act  from  os- 
vuniag.  And  it  had  been  stated-^he  be- 
lieved truly — that,  when  this  clause  was 
under  consideration,  the  Catholic  leaders 
pointed  out  to  tho  Government  the  evil 
which  roust  ensue  from  enforcing  such  an 
enactment,  and  they  were  assured  that  the 
clause  was  introduced  as  an  apparent  se- 
curity for  the  purpose  of  canying  the  £111, 
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their  own  measure,  should  not  only  go  on 
with  the  Bill,  but  quietly  propoM  it  as  if 
it  were  one  they  had  all  iJong  approved  of, 
and  propounded  as  a  useful  and  salutary 
Bill.  Ho  o^ijected  to  the  Bill,  further,  be- 
cause the  preamble  upou  which  it  waa 
Ibonded  stated  faliebooos.  It  stated  that 
doabta  existed  as  to  whether  the  assump- 
tion of  the  titles  was  illegal.  Why,  so 
far  from  any  one  imagining  it  was  illegal 
under  the  Emancipation  Aet,  he  helieved 
eT«7  ene  must  have  seen  tliat  the  praht- 
bitton  was  expressly  framed  so  as  to  per- 
mit the  assumption  of  any  other  titles  than 
those  mentioned  in  the  Act.  And  so  far 
from  tho  measure  of  tho  Holy  See  being 
intended  as  an  insult,  it  was  a  remarkable 
instance  of  a  most  studious  effort  to  act 
without  giving  otlcuce  to  the  British  Go- 
Temment;  for  it  was  n  great  saerifiee  on 
the  part  of  the  Catholics  to  give  up  their 
old-established  episcopate  —  the  ancient 
sees  of  England.  The  right  rev.  Prelates 
present  were  nware  that,  although  sup- 
ported hy  the  law  of  the  land,  tho  See  of 
Home  had  never  acknotvledged  them  as 
legitimate  bishops,  having  invariably  main- 
tained that  the  Holy  See  was  the  sole 
aonroe  of  episcopel  jnrisdiction;  and  this 
was  the  first  instance  in  which  {out  of 
deference  to  tho  Inw  of  the  land)  the  Tloly 
Sec  hod  abolished  tho  aucient  sees,  so  far 
onlr  as  the  Catholic  Ghnreh  was  ooneemed, 
ana  solely  for  the  purpose  of  creating  new 
sees  for  that  Church,  without  L'iving  offence 
to  the  Government  or  people  of  this  coun- 
try. To  ceU  that  an  instut  was  reaOy  nn* 
reasonahle.  But  what  was  tho  course  pro- 
posed to  resent  it  ?  To  inflict  punishment 
— not  on  the  party  who  did  tho  act — but 
on  our  own  fellow-subjects.  Tbe  measure 
was  not  directed  against  the  Pope.  Ho 
could  laugh  at  it.  It  -n-as  against  the 
Catholics  of  this  countrv  that  it  would 
operate.  It  mi^ht  rewind  their  Lordshijps 
cf  n  beentifal  figure  ot  Mr.  Burke's,  in 
which  he  represented  a  warrior  directing  a 
mortal  blow  at  his  enemy,  but  arresting 
his  hand  on  seeing  that  tho  body  of  bis 
own  ehUd  interrened.  It  was  against  their 
own  Oatholie  fellow-subjects  that  this  Bill 
would  operate,  cripplinc^  and  restrnining 
them  in  the  exercise  of  their  religion — a 
wretched  rerival  of  that  system  of  persecu- 
tion nnder  which,  by  penal  enactments,  by 
fire  and  sword,  it  had  hecn  sought,  for 
throe  hundred  yc^rs,  to  cxtirjiate  the  Ca- 
tholic religiuu;  the  only  result  being  to 
riret  it  on  tho  country  more  firmly  than 
OTer-    And  did.  not  the  €bTecnment»  per- 

Tk^EoHp/Wiekhio 


haps,  but  those  who  forced  the  provisions 
of  this  measure  on  the  Oovemment,  think 
that  they  could  do  by  sndi  enactments  as 

these  what  the  whole  powers  of  the  cnan- 
try  had  been  inefficient  in  doing  ?    By  tbe 
Bill  now  before  the  Uouse  they  would  show 
—what  was  not  a  safe  principle  to  esttb- 
lish  in  regard  to  Ireland — that  they  were 
in  tho  habit  of  passing  laws  to  be  violated 
by  the  people;  and  he  expected  no  dis- 
turbance nor  great  excitement  in  Irdand 
in  consequence  of  this  measure,  because 
the  people  there  were  determined  to  dls- 
rcgard  it.    They  had  but  two  alternatives 
to  choose — either  to  pack  up  their  coods 
and  chattels  and  quit  the  country,  whov, 
if  this  Bill  were  respected,  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic religion  could  not  be  respoctnl ;  nr, 
what  he  thought  was  more  likely  to  iiap- 
pen,  to  laugh  at  the  enactments  of  the 
measure.    This  he  could  not  but  contem- 
plate as  an  unfortunate  state  of  things, 
lie  had  been  surprised  at  the  strong  oppo- 
sition of  die  reprecentatiTee  of  Irdand  to 
the  Bill  M  originally  introduced;  for  it  was 
only  in  consequence  of  tho  amendments 
subsequently  introduced  that  it  beca^ie 
effectively  applicable  to  Ireland.    For  the 
reasons  he  had  stated  be  gave  hia  nort 
cordial  ."support  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
nohlf  Karl  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen). 

The  Duke  of  NEWCASTLE:  My 
Lords,  I  did  not  at  once  liie  after  my  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Earl  (the  Eart  of  Wkk- 
low),  because  two  speeches  in  succession 
have  already  been  delivered  on  that  side  o£ 
the  question  which  I  now  rise  to  snpporL 
And,  my  Lords,  I  rejoice  that  I  did  not 
address  your  Lordships  sooner,  because 
even  DOW  I  feel  that  I  can  hardly  express 
the  deep  regret  with  which  I  beard  the 
concluding  passages  of  the  speech  of  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Lynd- 
hurst).  My  Lords,  so  trrrnt  is  tho  attach- 
ment which  I  feel  to  him,  the  admiration 
with  which  I  hnTC  ever  looked  np  to  bin, 
the  reverence  (I  nnght  almost  say)  I  en-> 
tcrtain  for  him,  and  the  respect  with  which 
I  regard  his  position  in  thia  House,  that 
it  was  with  the  deepest  and  meet  rineeve 
regret  that  I  heard  him  who  was  a  mens* 
berof  the  Cabinet  which  passed  the  Eman- 
cipation Act,  who  was  the  author  of  the 
Bill  which  removed  from  the  Statute-book 
those  obsolete  penal  laws  which  had  beea 
felt  as  a  grievance  for  so  many  veal's  by 
our  Roman  Catholic  feUow-oountrvmfn  — 
it  was  witli  the  deepest  regret,  my  Lords, 
that  I  heard  this  crcat  and  eminent  man 
tnpportmg  the  BiU  now.before  your  Lord- 
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thxg*  on  ih»  grounds  he  pnt  fonrurd  in 
the  eoncloaUm  of  his  speecn.   My  Lords, 

the  concluding  words  of  nay  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  speech  were  "princi- 
Of  iff  ohtta !  "  Mj  Lords,  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  appropriately  enougb,  fol- 
lowed the  noble  Earl  (tlie  Earl  of  Win- 
ehilsca),  but  omitted  to  bear  testimony, 
except  indirectly,  by  tho  course  he  is  now 
taking,  to  the  consistency  of  the  noble 
Earl.  *'  Principiis  ohsta !  "  These  words 
hare  been  heard  before.  They  were  heard 
from  the  lips  of  the  nolle  Earl,  when,  in 
IS'Jd,  he  opposed  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  vrho  then  thought  it  riglit,  not- 
withstandicL';  that  app<cfi!.  to  remove  the 
grtevaoces  ot  the  Ivuiuaii  Catholics,  but 
who  now  mUs  upon  you  bimoetf  "prin^ 
cipiis  ohstarc.''  And  upon  what  grounds  ? 
Upon  the  very  grounds  which  were  equally 
applicable  to  the  measures  which  ho  him> 
•elf  snpported  in  1829*  and  proposed  in 
1814.  Hy  noble  and  learned  Friend  says 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  is  not 
satisfied  with  toleration — that  the  Roman 
CatboKes  bare  erer  sought  for  domination 
and  power.  These  aro  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  grounds  for  supporting  the  pre- 
sent measure ;  and  he  declares  that  such 
bae  always  been  the  case.  Upon  what 
ground,  then,  did  ho  concede  WB  daims 
of  the  Roman  Catholics,  on  ihoso  occasions 
when  he  was  opposed  consistently  by  the 
noble  Eail  ?  and  why  does  be  now  bring 
forward  these  statelnents,  the  truth  of 
which  to  a  certain  extent  T  am  not  about 
to  deny,  for  they  are  of  the  essence  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  ?  and  being  so,  I 
say,  my  Lords,  yon  eagbt  eitber  to  have 
maintained  those  restrictive  laws  which 
you  have  successively  removed  since  1791, 
or  you  ought  now  to  carry  out  the  prin- 
eipws  whidi  you  have  a^pted  to  their 
lfl^ptimatc  conclusions. 

My  Lords,  it  would  not  be  becoming  in 
me  to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the  very 
important  legal  point  ndted  hy  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend.  There  is  probably  no 
OTIC  in  your  Lordships*  Hon?o  cnpnWc  of 
disputing  on  points  of  this  kind  with  my 
Bone  and  learned  Friend;  and  eerlunly  I 
am  not.  But  admitting  or  assuming  the 
law  to  be  as  stated  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  however  it  may  differ  from 
the  statements  of  lawyers  in  the  other 
House — ^if  it  be  tme  that  this  act  of  the 
Pope,  in  forming  dioceses  within  the  do- 
minions of  another  sovereign  is  by  inter- 
'  law  ill^|ral  and  void,  and  that  the 
of  MMb  aofeteign  is  neetietiy  on 


all  ooeasioni — and  if,  as  my  nolle  and 

learned  Friend  further  states,  by  the  same 

international  law  the  vicars-apostolic,  as 
they  existed  previously  to  the  recent 
Rescript,  were  equally  illegal  —  then  I 
have  a  right  to  ctdl  upon  your  Lordships 
to  consider  seriously  this  state  of  the 
question.  It  is  not  any  justification  of  the 
Bill  now  before  your  Lordships  that  it 
makes  by  statute  illegal  that  which  was 
by  international  law  illegal  before,  for,  if 
such  bo  the  case,  its  only  result  can  be 
that,  if  the  law  is  now  confusion,  it  will 
then  be  **eonfasion  worse  eonfonnded." 
For,  Btipposing  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  this  country,  in'^tcnd  of  treating  tho  act 
with  defiance,  were  tu  mcmorialiise  the  head 
of  their  Cbnreh  to  conform  to  the  intention 
of  the  measure  (which,  however,  has  no 
direct  bearing  whatever  upon  the  Pope 
himself),  and  suppose  the  Hol^  See  to  pur- 
sue that  eonrse.  in  what  position  would  tho 
Roman  Gatbdics  then  bet  The  Pope 
could,  if  he  chose,  withdraw  this  Rescript, 
and  the  bishops  appointed  under  it;  but 
in  what  position  would  the  Bnglisb  Roman 
Catholics  then  ind  themselves?  Why, 
their  previous  position  was  alike  unten- 
able ;  the  vicai's-apostolic  were  as  illegal 
(so  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  says) 
as  their  bishops  are  now  ;  and  suray, 
if  fhoy  are  to  return  to  their  provions  po- 
sition, they  ou^ht  at  all  events  to  be  as- 
sored  by  the  Qoremment  that  it  will  be 
recognised  as  legal,  and  that  no  oppo* 
?ition  will  be  made  to  their  vicurs-apos- 
tolic.  My  Lords,  is  it  necessary  for  me  to 
say  that,  though  this  may  have  been  the 
law  for  three  hundred  years,  it  has  not 
been  acted  upon  ;  and  the  consent  of  the 
Crown  has  never  been,  in  fact,  asked  by 
tho  Pope  or  the  Roman  Catholics  to  the 
establishment  of  a  tnsboprie.  It  was  not 
asked  with  reference  to  tho  creation  of  a 
new  bishopric  in  Ireland — the  bishopric  of 
Galway — or  on  any  similar  occasion  ;  and 
the  Papal  Reseripts  have  appointed  id- 
cars-apostolic  without  any  consent  of  the 
Crown  in  this  country. 

My  Lords,  I  must  be  forgiven  if  I  ad- 
rert  to  one  other  part  of  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  speech.  He  complained 
of  the  remissness  of  Attorneys  General, 
who,  he  said,  had  slumbered  at  their  post, 
and  be  rejoiced  that  now  the  L^slatttre 
was  about,  by  this  Act,  to  carry  into 
effect  the  24th  Clause  of  the  Act  of 
1829,  and  to  compel  the  Government 
to  prosecute  the  prelates  of  the  Roman 
Oatnolio  Obnrob  who  shonld  asiome  the 
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titlat  prohibited  \n  that  elanae.    If  this  is 

a  course  that  outilit  to  be  pur?«od,  I 
deeply  regret  thiit  uiy  noble  and  learned 
Friend  did  not  earlier  disoover  it,  fat 
0wtry  year  that  has  passed  since  the 
enactment  of  that  clau'^c  has  led  the 
Eonau  OathoUc  population  and  prelates 
in  Ireland  to  aeaume  that  it  wm  iii^ 
tended  by  each  Mcoesuve  Governmeiit  to 
be  a  dead  hitter;  and  although  only  twen- 
ty-two years  Imve  paaaed  since  the  Act 
oontaining  tiiat  elatise  booame  the  kw  of 
lihe  land,  I  might  almost  have  oallod  upon 
my  nublc  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Lynd- 
hurat),  had  it  not  been  fur  hii  speech 
this  evening,  to  have  treated  that  clause 
«a  one  of  those  obaoleto  laws  which  it  j 
was  once  his  dcllj^ht  to  remove,  so  far  from  : 
now  cndeavguriug  to  give  fresh  life  to  wliat 
eveij  Government  had  disregarded.  My 
offieial  oonnexion  with  Ireland  was  of  too 
short  a  duration  for  mo  to  assume  to  my- 
self an}'  knowledge  of  tl)at  coini^rT  irhirh 
may  not  be  potuessod  by  aii  your  Lord- 
thips;  bat  I  know  full  well  that  if  that 
clause  was  now  brought  into  operation, 
after  the  whole  course  of  our  legislation 
Biuoe  1831 — after  we  have  seen  the  right 
m.  Prelate  who  laat  night  oecnpied  the 
front  benob  (the  Archbishop  of  Dublin) 
acting  in  harmony,  and  co-operating  for 
the  social  welfare  of  the  peo^c  of  Dublin 
and  of  Ireland,  with  a  man  who  was  as* 
•oming  a  titlo  legally  belonging  to  him 
alone,  and  prohibited  by  law —  [The 
Marquess  of  ULA^ftiOAiiiX£  :  No,  no!]— 
a  title  whieh  waa  prohibited  by  law,  even 
though  tho  words  "  Roman  Catholic" 
were  inserted  before  the  word  '*arob- 
bishop.*' 

The  Karquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
dottied  that  Arohbishop  Murray  had  ever 
assumed,  as  far  as  ho  knew,  the  title 

of  Archbishop  of  Dublin. 

Tho  DcKE  of  NEWCASTLE  :  Unless 
I  receive  a  much  Aore  poeitire  contradic- 
tion tlian  that  now  given  by  my  noble 
Friend,  I  must  maintain  that  1  have  no 
more  doubt  of  that  title  boing  aii«iumed 
by  Arohbishop  Murray  than  I  have  that 
tho  other  rignt  rev.  Prelate  to  whom  1 
referred  takes,  as  ho  is  by  law  entitled  to 
do,  the  title  of  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  and 
I  cottld  withent  any  difietiUy  bring  proofs 
of  the  truth  of  my  assertion.  But  at  any 
rate  those  titles  have  been  conferred  ; 
and  now  in  tlicso  days  to  revive  a  clause, 
to  whieh,  judging  from  the  debates  in 
Parliament  at  the  time  the  Bill  passed, 
(ho  Government  attached  little  iniportanoe^ 

The  Duke  Mewcattlo 
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'  and  never  looked  uiion  in  the  light  of  • 

substantiil  ^"curity — to  revive  such  a 
dauso  would  be  considered  b^  the  people 


of  Ireland  aa  a  measure  to  vindictif  ^  ao 
fraught  with  inault  to  that  conntiy,  that 

the  con«?equence8  must  be  such  as  will  be 
deeply  regretted;  for  every  evil  which  baa 
hitherto  attaehed  to  the  soeial  oonditaon  of 
IreUnd,  and  every  diffieultj  which  hat 

hitherto  attended  its  govennMltt»  iHIl  bO 
increased  a  hundred  fold. 
But  I  undentood  mt  neUA  and  teamed 

Friend  to  look  upon  this  Bill  in  the  ligbl 

of  a  security,  and  if  so,  he  must  of  course 
mean  a  security  for  the  Established  Church. 
I  am  prepared  upon  this  and  all  other  mat- 
ters to  aet  upon  principles  whieh  would 
give  proper  security  to  the  interests  of  all 
clas&eii  of  the  community,  and  to  no  insti- 
tution of  the  country  more  earnestly  than 
to  the  Established  Chnreh;  bat  I  should 
feel  content  to  place  my  opposition  to  this 
Bill  upon  the  ground  of  my  attachment  to 
the  Established  Church  of  this  country. 
So  far  from  seeking  a  leonrity  in  meaanraa 
of  this  kind,  the  days  have  gone  by  for 
the  Church  to  rely  for  support  on  other 
arms  than  those  of  truth  and  her  own 
energy;  and  the  inteieats  of  the  Ghareh 
itself  are  directly  at  variance  witli  any 
course  which  shall  place  the  rights  and 
the  religious  liberty  of  any  class  of  our 
fellow-coontrymen  in  jeopardy. 

We  have  been  told  this  evening,  and 
throughout  the  long  period  that  this  sub- 
ject has  occupied  the  attention  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  that  the  Queen*< 
supremacy  liad  been  invaded  by  the  mea- 
sure of  the  Fopo.  I  shall  not  go  over  the 
ground  which  was  so  ably  occupied  yester* 
doy  by  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen) who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
nor  will  I  ask  with  him  what  the  Queen's 
supremacy  is,  but  I  will  say  that  the 
Queen's  supremacy  in  any  sense  in  which 
it  can  be  understood  can  attach  aloue  to 
the  Cliureli  established  by  law  in  tl.ia 
country,  and  bas  no  jurisdietlon  wbatovcr 
over  the  Uouiau  Catholic  thuruh,  except 
in  80  fur  aa  the  Queen  baa  dvil  jnriedie- 
tion  over  all  classes  of  Her  subjects — in 
that  respect,  therefore,  the  supremacy  of 
the  Queen  uan  in  no  way  be  invaded. 
The  Rescript,  of  course,  confers  eoelec^ 
astical  juri;^ilietl«»n  over  those  who  belong 
to  the  Roman  ratholic  Church,  but  it  nei- 
tlier  has  nor  assumes  to  liave  any  right  in 
thia  country  to  enforce  that  jurismet' 


— it  elaime  canODical  obedience,  but  oB^y 
from  thoM  who  Tolofttariiy  Mibnit  then- 
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selves  to  the  jurisdiction  of  that  Church. 
Tills  being  the  case,  I  am  at  4^  loat  to  eoo« 
«eiv6  bow  it  can  be  shown  thai  tiie  Queen 

aiipreinacy  has  boeu  invaded.  There  is  u 
great  difference  lie t ween  n  legal  and  a 
moral  claim.  In  this  case  no  one  asserts 
that  there  is  a  legal  claim;  bat  the  Pope 
•aserta  a  moral  elaim  ofer  those  who 
Toluntarll}'  clioosc  to  submit  to  him.  That 
is  just  the  point  which  has  been  raised 
with  reapect  to  the  proper  interpretation  of 
the  woras  of  the  oath  of  tupremacy.  It 
is  the  point  which  prevents  two  noble  Lords 
from  taking  their  seats  iu  this  House,  be- 
eause  thej  ohoosc  to  ^ve  a  eooatructtou  to 
tiua  oath  which  we  think  it  b  not  capable 
of  sustaining,  they  saying  that  the  oath 
falsely  dcuies  a  jurisdiction  which  all  know 
to  exist — we  maintaining  that  it  only  de- 
nies a  jurisdiction  rccoguised  by  law  and 
capable  of  enforcement.  But  we  are  told 
that  the  Queen's  prerogative  has  been 
assaulted  ;  and  the  noble  ^fnrqtsoss  op- 
posito  (the  Marc^uoss  of  Lunadowuo),  iu 
noTing  the  aeeond  reading  of  thia  601, 
diacaraing  all  the  arguments  so  stoutly 
nuuntained  in  the  other  Ilouse  of  Par- 
liameut,  and  hj  the  public  press,  rested 


apprehend  that  "bishop"  docs  not  strictly 
oome  under  the  designation  of  a  title, 
dioii||h  the  teuporal  ineidenta  of  a  bishop- 
rie  give  a  different  eharaeter  to  the  rig(t 

rev.  prelates  opposite;  but  the  T?oman 
Catholic  bishops  stand  in  a  totally  distinct 
position  to  the  bishops  of  our  own  Church. 
The  Queen  oanoot  appoint  them.  Hew, 
then,  lias  Her  prerogative  been  invaded? 
1  cannot  sec  that  the  asstimption  of  a  title 
whiuh  u  not  recognised  by  law,  eun  be  Qoa« 
■idered  an  infringement  of  a  prerogativ« 
which  has  no  power  io  confer  iook  tideit 
though  it  may  be  open  to  other  as  gravo 
objections.  There  are  the  Scotch  bi- 
shops, who  ttand  pieeisely  in  the  same 
position;  they  are  not  appointed  by  the 
Queen;  they  have  no  real  authority  for 
their  position  in  Scotland — yot  there  is  a 
clause  in  this  Bill  by  which  the  bishops  of 
Scotland  are  exempted  from  the  operation 
of  it.  This  is  decidedly  an  admission  of 
the  spiritual  character  of  these  appoint* 
meutfi;  and  though  while  others  are  placed 
in  a  position  whkb  I  do  not  think  they 
ought  to  bo  placed  b,  I  rejoice  that  the 
Scotch  bishops  are  to  be  exempted,  yet 
I  must  say  that  I  look  upon  that  clause  aa 


Ae  whde  of  hw  case  upon  the  ground  of!  a  self-stohifioation  of  tiie  whole  BiO. 


the  Queen's  prerogative  as  tlie  fountain  of 
honour  having  been  invaded.  Now  I  offer 
DO  apology  for  the  manner  in  which  the 
thing  was  done.  I  shall  not  only  be  ready 
to  admit  with  the  nohle  Barl  (we  Earl  of 
Ifalmesbury)  that  there  was  a  "  want  of 
common  civility  '*  in  it,  but  I  shall  be 
content  to  give  those  documents  any 
atronger  tenns  of  reprohatioii  which  any 
of  yonr  Lordships  may  choose  to  ascribe 
to  them.  But  when  tlic  noblo  Marquess 
says  the  prerogative  of  the  Queen,  as 
tiie  fountain  of  honour,  has  been  infringed 
upon,  surely  my  noUe  Friend  will  admit 
that  titles,  iu  the  common  acceptation  of 
the  word,  are  of  two  kinds.  Titles  such 
as  thu^e  wbicii  every  one  of  your  Lord- 
ships possess,  CQBferriog  certmn  rights  as 
well  as  dignities,  are  derived  alone  from 
the  Queen,  and  cannot  be  infringed  upon 
without  otfence  to  tlte  Queen's  prerogative. 
Bnt  there  ia  another  kind  <tf  titiee— -mdeed 
they  are  not.  properly  10  called,  ^Uoa, 
though  confeiderc'd  so  in  common  parlance, 
and  are  rather  the  designation  of  oihoes 
which  scnne  partieular  individiials  hold — 
and  such  titles  or  appellations  can  only  he 
deiived  from  tho:se  who  have  tho  ])owcr 
to  appoint  tu  such  ollices.  Such  i«  thr 
case  with  the  titles  of  bishops  of  tiic  1 


It  is  said  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar* 
que.'isof  Lansdowne)  "Wfn^n  nttflcnl  l/ytliis 
liill  with  the  Roman  Catiiolic  sui)jects  of 
Llur  Majesty,  but  with  a  foreign  Power,** 
I  can  find  nothing  in  this  Bill  dealii^  with 
any  foreign  Power;  but  I  find  it  inflicting 
penalties,  and  dealing  in  a  harsh  and  un- 
just manner  with  the  Broraan  Catholic  suh« 
jecta  of  Her  Majesty,  It  ia  true,  that  by 
one  claoae  you  legislate  against  bulls;  and 
I  may  bo  permitted  to  rend  what,  in  1846, 
was  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  OoTcraraent  npon  thia  point. 
He  said,  *'  There  are  certain  bqUa  of  th* 
Pope  which  arc  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  appointment  of  bishops  and  pastors 
bolonging  to  the  Uoiiian  Catboliu  Church. 
It  would  he  qntte  impossible  to  prevwi 
tho  introduction  of  such  hulls."  Now, 
my  Lords,  although  tho  noble  Lord  has, 
in  all  probability,  changed  his  mind  siuce 
then,  and  Ihinka  he  can  now  legislate 
against  and  prevent  that  which  he  said 
it  was  impossible  to  obviate-  in  1846,  I 
cannot  but  think  that  this  attempt  dues 
not  justify  the  noble  Marsiiess  in  stating 
that  it  was  intended  to  deal  with  a  foreign 
Power  alone.  But  the  preamble  of  the 
l)ill  goes  very  much  further  than  the  mere 
prohibition  of  bulls,  and  I  think,  after  tho 


case  Vila  me  luiea  oi  uisuops  oi  luc  xvo-  i  proutuuiou  ui  uuus,  au^  i  i>ninK,  aivcr  uio 

mm  (MfJSn  Qhmh  in  tlu4  ommliy,  I  spceob  of  the  noU«  UMt«pm  laat  u^Ik 
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that  that  preamble  does  remifj  and  bring 
bto  full  force  and  effect  the  Aet  of 

Richard  11.  Tliis  is  a  very  serious  view 
of  the  case,  and  one  which  has  not  at- 
tracted that  attention  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  wlueh  it  desenree;  for  eren 
many  of  your  Lordships  who  support  this 
"Bill  will  not  bo  prepared  for  what  I  be- 
lieve will  be  its  necessary  conseoueDoe. 
What  were  the  laws  tinder  which  Laior  was 
prosecuted — those  old  laws  which,  nntil 
now,  were  believed  to  be  extinct,  under 
which  many  eminent  lawyers  have  ex- 
pressed their  opinion  that  no  prosecution 
conld  take  plaee,  but  which  you  are  now 
prepared  to  revivify  and  give  effect  to? 
These  laws  do  not  relate  to  titles,  but  to 
something  more  substantial — to  all  juris- 
diction whatsoever.  Our  ancestors  had  a 
definite  object  to  pursue;  but  that  object 
was  not  the  object  of  the  noble  IMarqacss, 
or  any  of  your  Lordships.  Our  ancestors 
took  care  to  put  an  eifectual  gag  upon 
tiiose  mouths  which  they  wanted  to  stop. 
But  will  their  provisions,  if  revived,  deal 
with  the  Roman  Catbulics  alone?  I  be- 
lieve not.  I  run  a  risk  in  hazarding  a 
legal  opinion  in  the  presence  of  so  many 
noble  Lords  learned  In  the  law,  bat  I  nob- 
mit  it  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  woolsack  whether  the  effect  of  revi- 
vifying those  laws  will  not  be  to  enable, 
not  merely  the  purposes  for  which  they 
are  re-enacted  to  be  carried  into  effect, 
but  alsn  the  purposes  for  which  they  wore 
origiually  enacted  ?  If  '"J^h  is  the  case, 
then  the  Dissenters,  uud  amongst  them 
Hiat  respectable  and  excellent  body  the 
Wesleyans,  who  have  approached  year 
table  with  so  many  petitions  in  favour  of 
this  Bill,  may  dread  the  future  effect  of  the 
proyisions  of  the  measure ;  and  ev.en  in 
these  days,  as  in  days  gone  by,  the  Puri- 
tans may  tremble  at  the  expectation  of 
some  fresh  persecution  which  may  arise 
by  the  resuscitatiou  of  these  laws.  And 
yet  with  such  prospects  before  him  the 
noble  Doke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  who 
spoke  80  ably  last  night,  asserted  that 
thi.'?  Bill  was  only  an  extension  of  the  24tii 
clause  of  the  Emancipation  Act.  So  far 
from  that,  it  is  making  invalid  that  which, 
by  implication  at  least,  was  made  lawful 
bv  the  Act  of  1829,  for  that  Act  was 
silent  as  to  all  titles  except  those  belong- 
ing to  prelates  of  the  Established  Church, 
and  it  is  reiiTtng  the  old  statntes  which 
had  become  obsolete,  to  the  prejudice 
aot  merely  of  Roman  Catholics,  but  of 
other  classes  of  Dissenters.    To  rettWi- 

The  Duke  of  Nexoccutle 


for  a  moment  to  the  oboerrAtioos  of  ihm 

noble  Marquess,  as  to  the  doling  wiih. 

a  foreign  Power,  in  what  capacity  has 
the  Pope  of  Rome  sent  this  Rescript 
of  which  you  complain,  and  of  which  I 
complain  so  fiir  as  the  tone  of  it  is  eon- 
cerned  ?  Not  in  his  capacity  of  Sovereign 
of  the  Roman  States,  but  as  the  head  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  all  over  tbo 
worid.  Does  the  noble  Marquess  me&n  to 
say  that,  two  years  ago,  when  the  Pope 
was  exiled  from  his  counfrv,  when  he  wa3 
no  longer  a  sovereign  Power,  if  he  had 
then  sent  his  Rescript  to  this  country,  he 
would  have  tolerated  it  ?  That  is  a  simple 
mode  of  settling  the  question — if  he  woold 
not,  tlioii  his  argument  entirely  fails  him — 
it  is  with  the  head  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  and  not  with  a  foreign  temporal 
soTcrmgn,  that  we  hare  to  deal.  So  naiieli 
has  been  said  upon  the  subject  of  con- 
cordats, that  I  will  not  do  more  than  allude 
to  the  question.  That,  it  appears  to  me, 
speaking  without  reference  to  the  objee* 
ttons  which  arc  raised  against  such  a  mea- 
sure, would  be  the  obvious  remedy  for 
many  of  the  existing  evils.  But  when  you 
speak  of  concordats  existing  iu  other  coun- 
tries, so  for  as  I  am  aware,  nothing  mofw 
is  assumed  in  any  of  them  than  the  power 
of  consent,  or  veto,  to  (ho  arrangements 
proposed  from  time  to  time  by  the  Pope;  in 
no  country  has  there  been  exercised  a  power 
of  positt?e  and  general  prohibition  each  as 
is  to  be  enforced  by  this  measure  before 
us.  The  prohibition  of  this  act  of  a  foreign 
Power,  as  you  are  please  to  designate  it, 
cuts  at  the  root  of  au  toleration  for  the  Bo* 
man  Catholic  religion,  for  if  you  forbid  the 
Roman  Catholics  to  communicate  with  th^ 
Pope,  you  interdict  the  free  exercise  of 
their  religion.  The  priests  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Churoh  are  appointed  indirectly, 
and  tlie  clergy  of  a  superior  order,  di- 
rectly, by  the  Pope :  no  one  can  recoive 
the  power  to  perform  the  functions  of  thftt 
religion  except  through  the  medtom  of  H>e 
Papal  authority;  so  that  the  whole  fobrio 
of  that  Church  in  this  country  must  fall 
to  pieces  if  this  enactment  can  be  carried 
into  effect.  I  can  indeed  conceive  no 
greater  absurdity  than  that  you  ahonid 
ignore,  as  wc  do  in  this  country,  a  spi- 
ritual power  altogether,  and  yet  claim  the 
right  of  limiting  the  exercise  of  that  apt- 
ritual  authority.  But  we  are  told  that  this 
is  not  an  act  of  spiritual  but  of  a  temporal 
authority.  Then,  if  it  is,  I  say  the  Bill 
is  nmcli  inn  wcr'.k  for  its  obje<'?:  but  I 
.deny  aku^ctiiur  that  any  proof  has  h^a 
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I  am 
lung, 
sure. 


sorry  to  detain  your  Lorclsliips  so 
nit  T  do  feel  strongly  upon  this  mea- 
am  one  of  a 
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given  tliaf-  this  act  of  the  Pope  is  of  a  tem- 
poral cliaracter;  it  is  one  of  the  many  va2;i;c 
as8crtiou&  which  we  havu  heard  fur  the  iuni 
nz  monthst  and  I  will,  therefore,  pursue 
this  part  of  the  case  BO  further. 

I  gather  from  the  speech  of  one  vohle 
Lord  that  he  considers  —  and  if  ho  does 
he  is  not  singiilaj,  for  the  noble  Lord  at 
tiie  head  of  ttie  Qoremment  bwed  one  of 
his  main  arguments  in  support  of  the  Bill 
as  it  stood  before  the  introdaction  of 
the  alterations  upon  the  supposition — that 
diere  are  many  Koman  CatboUes  in  this 
eoontxy  who  call  for  the  protection  of  the 
Legislature.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  par- 
ticipates in  that  opinion,  and  thinlcs  the  Le- 

§islature  may  be  rightly  called  upon  to  pass 
lis  Aet  as  a  protective  measure  to  Her  Ua- 
jesty  8  Roman  GathoKc  subjects.  I  think 
that  with  t!mt  wc  have  nothing  to  do.  There 
would  be  an  end  to  all  religiona  freedom  if 
Parliament  were  to  be  callM  upon  to  inter- 
fere in  matters  of  this  kind.  Is  not  the 
connexion  between  the  RomaTi  Catholics 
and  the  Pope  entirely  a  voluiUury  arrange- 
ment between  the  partica  i  To  propose, 
then,  to  interfere  bj  an  Act  of  the  Le^sla- 
ture  to  protect  a  certain  class  of  religion- 
ists from  the  exercise  of  authority  by  powers 
to  which  they  have  voluntarily  submitted 
themselves — is  an  act  which,  to  my  mind, 
would  be  quite  at  variance  with  every 
principle  of  religious  liberty.  It  is  of  course 
a  man's  own  choice  whether  he  shall  pro- 
fess the  Roman  Catholic  religion  or  not. 
In  adopting  tiiat  religion  he  is  no  doubt  in- 
flnenced  by  the  same  strong  religious  feel- 
in  find  conscientious  opinion  which  I  hope 
intiuence  all  your  Lordships,  whatever  reli- 
gious views  you  may  respectively  profess; 
but  has  be  not  the  power  to  leave  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  Ohnrch  if  he  was  so  dis- 
posed ?  Thin  is  not  a  singular  opinion  on 
mj  part,  for  within  the  last  few  days  I 
bave  recMved  a  copy  of  the  DeetaraHon  of 
ifte  Moman  Catkotie  haity  of  England, 
strongly  disclaiming  any  such  protectioUi 
la  that  document  are  these  words: — 

*'  We  reject  with  the  utmost  scorn  anrl  indigna- 
tion the  imputation  that  wo  wish  for  uny  laier- 
ibi'MW  botWBSB  Cor  revered  prdates  and  oarselves, 
or  require  any  protection  for  oar  rights  and  pro- 
perty against  them  and  the  powers  conferred  bj 
the  hierarchy.  We  regard  every  attempt  made 
to  represent  a  penal  law  against  our  bishops  aa  a 
BMOinre  passed  tar  our  beneflt  and  at  oar  request, 
as  an  attack  ujKin  our  honour.  And  we  make 
ibis  statement  for  the  express  purpose  of  depriving 
anjr  person  who  may  i^ain  haiard  these  iashin- 
ations  (whether  he  1x5  a  profr«si  tl  enemy  to  our 
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1  feci  that  I  am  one  of  a  small 
body  in  ibis  Honse  impressed  wilb  strong 

conscientious  convictions  as  to  the  impolicy 
and  injustice  of  such  legislation  as  this, 
and  a  deep  conviction  of  the  future  evils 
and  dangers  which  will  flow  from  it,  and  I 
desire  as  far  as  possible  to  laj  before  yonr 
Lordships  the  Tiows  I  entertain  upon  this 
subject. 

The  noble  Marquess  stated  last  night  that 
the  functions  of  the  Roman  Oadudio  reHgioD 
havOt  hitherto,  been  satisfactorily  perform- 
ed in  this  country.  "Well,  this  mav  ho  tho 
opinion  of  the  noi)le  Marquess.  It  niay 
be  my  opinion.  Until  I  saw  the  Kcacript 
which  has  lately  been  issued,  I  was  not 
prepared  to  express  any  opinion  that  the 
functions  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
were  not  properly  performed  in  this 
countrj.  But  t  cannot  assume  to  myself 
to  be  a  judge  upon  this  question,  I 
maintain  that  this  ia  not  a  questinn  for 
tho  Dobie  Marquess  or  myself  to  exercise 
any  opinion  upon;  it  is  solely  and  en- 
tirely for  the  consideratioB  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  themselves;  and  if  thejr  think 
those  functions  have  not  been  satisfac- 
torily performed,  they  have  a  right,  so 
long  as  they  do  not  infringe  on  the  rights 
and  prerogatives  and  religious  liberty  of 
other  parties,  to  make  any  alteration  in 
the  internal  discipline  of  their  Church, 
which  to  them  may  seem  most  proper. 
And  let  me  ask,  is  it  a  new  thing  for  the 
Roman  Catholics  to  desire  the  change 
from  vicars-apostolic  to  bishops  ?  By  no 
means,  on  the  contrary  it  is  a  question  which 
has  been  long  agitated,  and  agitated  too 
under  the  conviction  that  with  the  system 
of  yicars-apostolic  was  associated  the  most 
despotic  form  of  government  which  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  could  exercise; 
whilst  by  the  introduction  of  bishops,  a 
fairer,  and,  if  I  maj  use  the  term,  more  con- 
stitutional form  of  government  would  he  es- 
tablished. Indeed,  there  can  bo  no  douht 
that  such  must  be  the  case :  vicftrs-apostuiio 
are  removable  at  any  moment  at  the  sole 
wilt  of  tho  Pope;  whereas  bishops  onoo 
appointed  can  only  be  removed  by  the  pro- 
cess of  tho  canon  law  for  a  canonical  of- 
fence. This  difference,  moreover,  per- 
vades all  grades  of  the  Roman  Cathdie 
clergy,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest.  I 
will  also  remind  your  Lordships  that  virars- 
apostolic  would  never  have  ventured  to  do 
reUgion,  or  a  secret  foe  within  our  own  bodyl  ofUj'j'^*.™**?'  ^10  Cauoil  Uw,  it  is  an  histo* 

•11  Mit  sad  attsttiion."  ^ 'T^  ' '  ^  buhopt  hm  do&e;  for  vmj 
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of  TOUT  Lordships  must  be  well  acquaiuted 
mtk  the  faet»  tktA  ordinftrias  Wore  now 
bare  rejected  bulls  issued  bj  the  Pope, 
to  which  thev  had  valid  and  etrong  ohjeo- 
tioos.    We  ftro  told  that  we  have  reasou 
to  fear  the  tpread  of  ultnunontaiie  doc- 
trines.   I  am  not  going  to  diapnte  that 
point.    I     c  witli  ti  e  ir'ontest  regret  the 
spread  ot  these  opimoits,  not  merelpf  in 
England,  where  they  are  comparatiToly 
harmlese,  bat  in  other  countries,  where 
they  may  ho  more  hurtful.    But  if  tliorc 
bo  cause  for  alarm,  and  if  the  mure  mo- 
derate party  in  the  Church  of  Rome  is 
lo»ng  ground  as  agninst  the  more  extreme, 
let  me  nsk,  against  which  party  in  that 
Church  is  this  15111  dircctecl  ?    Is  it  against 
that  which  may  he  called  the  English 
party,  or  against  the  Roman  party?  I 
think,  if  tlieru  he  any  truth  iti  history, 
the    Bill  is  dircctcil,   iinintciitionally  of 
course,  but  practically  ag;uiuat  thu  Eug- 
liah  party,  and  not  against  the  Roman 
party  in  that  Church.    My  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Aberdeen),  in  moving  tho 
rejection  of  this  Bill,  referred  to  the  opin- 
ions and  pdliej  of  Mr.  Pitt»  and  to  what 
was  said  or  written  by  Sir  John  Hippie- 
ley  on  this  subject.    But  my  noble  Friend 
did  not  toll  the  House  that  the  cai>e 
does  not  rest  here.   The  oontest  has  been 
of  a  much  more  important  and  pronounced 
character.    Ever  smce  the  days  of  Eliza- 
beth up  to  the  passing  of  the  Emancipation 
Aot,  a  struggle  has  been  going  on  on  the 
question  of  episcopacy  versus  vioara-apos- 
tolic;  between  the  laity,  and  the  secular 
dergjr  of  tho  Church  on  one  ude^  and 
'tte  regular  elei^  and  the  Jesuits  more 
espeoiallj  on  tin    other,  the  latter  con- 
tending eagerly  for  the  appointment  of 
Ticars-apostolic.    Then  what  change  has 
taken  place  in  those  latter  days  t    We  are 
told  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  U  un- 
changed and  unchangeable.    But  1  will 

Erove  to  you  that  the  British  Government 
as  always  advocated  until  now  tho  ap- 
pointment of  bisliops  instead  of  Tiears- 

n|i;v^tolic,  I  hope  you  will  pardon  nv  for 
reading  two  sentences  from  the  writings 
of  Butler,  showing  the  respective  views  of 
the  EngliihCbTemmant,  and  of  tha  Papacy 
in  1686 

"  So  far  fVnm  ofTbndlng  GoTornment,  it  was, 
throughout  tko  roigns  of  Eliiaboth  and  Jamot, 
tho  wish  of  all  thoir  friends  in  power,  that  they 
should  obtain  from  Homo  tho  .-ippointmcnt  of  re- 
gular biahops  in  ordinary.  It  was  juatljr  obsorrcd 
tlint  ftftor  ^ucli  bi!>hi>ii9  ;iro  installed  in  tlu-ir  !<cfs, 
they  ar«  only  removable  for  a  canonical  critn 


thorofor«,  misht  di^rogard,  and  even  resist  with 
impunity,  such  itlaudablo  bulls  as  those  of  Paul 
III.,  of  St.  Pius  v.,  of  Gregory,  and  of  Sextos  V., 
wU«li  had  so  ft«atly  injured  the  Ostiiolle  eavss, 
and  gunrd  their  floras  r. L'a'u'ir  ^>irm.  In  fact,  bo 
gcucniily  was  it  understood  tti.^t  tlte  appoiutm^Bl 
of  bishops  wovld  bo  aooeptablo  to  Elisabeth  and 
her  Ministers,  that  tho  Catholic  opposcrs  of  that 
measure  used  this  Tcry  circumstance  as  an  objec- 
tion to  it,  ob«<>rvin^'  that  it  wa.i  iinpo9sil>U'  to  sup- 
pose that  aoy  plaa  woold  bo  aoeeptable  to  tbi^ 
advsrsaiiss  if  they  did  net  ibto s—  that  it  would 
cisentlaMy  pi^tidtee  the  Catbolie  fdicifln." 

The  historians  cl  those  times,  and  for  np- 

wards  of  1 00  years  afterwards,  show8tron|^jr 
that  it  was  so  :  but  without  troubling  your 
Lordships  with  quotations  from  any  of 
those  historumB»  I  oorae  to  that  Torf  impoN 
tantyear,  1681,  when  tho  great  eontroversy 
arose  about  the  oath  of  nlicginncc.  A  very 
large  proportion  of  the  lloman  Catholic  po- 
pulation and  clergy  were  in  favour  of  that 
oath,  but  it  was  strongly  objected  to  by  tiia 
Pope,  who  did  every thmg  he  could  in  o»^- 
position  to  it ;  and  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  1681  Bni^«d  for  their  loyalty  and  at- 
tachment to  tlic  Throne,  and  their  readi* 
nc3s  to  subscribe  the  oath  of  allegianee, 
the  same  punishment  which  you  now  pro- 
pose to  inflict  upon  them,  the  deprivation 
of  the  bishoprics  which  thej  had  80  lODg 
desired.   Berington  said-^ 


"Cardinal  Howard  writse  fioBS  Rome,  that 
unless  tho  Roman  Catholics  of  England  submit 
to  tho  Pope,  and  resist  tho  oath  of  allegiance,  the 
'ill  itiijirc-^sioa '  at  tlio  Court  will  bo  such  that 
they  will  bo  unable  to  obtain  what  tUey  judjge 
most  importsat — ^the  appointtMBt  of  bishops.** 

This  controversy  was  not  confined  to  Eng- 
land  only,  hat  fat  many  years  after  the 
Reformation  it  was  carried  on  in  Seotland 

by  tlic  Roman  Catholics  of  tlmt  country, 
who  endeavoured  to  limit  the  power  of  tho 
Pope  on  the  one  hand,  mid  to  extend  the 
freedom  of  their  Church  on  tho  other. 
Tho  stniggle  rontinuod  throughout  tin? 
roign  of  James  li.  Then  at  length 
vicars-apostolie  were  eonoeded,  and  soon 
afterwards  a  new  ]dia8e  OTovspread  tite 
roligioiis  aspect  of  the  country.  New 
penal  laws  were  passed.  Whether  any 
serious  attempt  was  made  for  many  ^ears 
after  this  period  to  got  rid  of  viear^ 
apostolic,  with  the  view  to  tho  introduction 
of  bishops,  I  am  unable  to  say,  until  ire 
cuuio  to  those  times  referred  to  la&t 
night.  I  apprehend  what  would 
been  the  answer  of  the  noblo  Marquess 
who  moved  the  second  reading,  or  what 
will  be  that  of  tho  noble  Marquess  (the 


and  If  a  eaaosyM  prooeediof.   Sveh  bishoi>4,  |  ^iarqueia  of  Clanriearde)  who,  1  perceive, 
o/  Nwcttitte 
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which  I  wish  to  dire«t 
of  joar  Lordabips  art 


"  At  nil  events,  I  think  that  wo  ougU  t*  tek« 
»w»7  eveijt^ii^  dcrog»t0C7  to  the  poitttoa  and 
ohanetor  of  the  IUwmui  Catbolio  bisbopo.  To« 

provide  l)y  statute  tliat  they  shall  not  W  allowed 
to  st^'lu  tliuni.^ulrcs  the  oame  of  the  dioccao 
over  which  thejr  preside.  I  think  that  a  most 
fooliah  prohibition.  You  declare  that  Dr.  Mur- 
ray aliall  not  style  himself  tho  C.itliolic  Arclibi- 
shop  of  Dublin,  Lut  ho  is  so,  ncvcrtheloas,  and  a 
man  of  very  high  attoiaioeats  and  dianctor  in 
the  eyes  of  ibo  people  of  Inbnd."  [$  Bantrndt 
Ixili.  7S0.] 

Agaiu,  what  did  the  noble  Earl  the  SflO* 
retary  for  the  Colonies  say  ?  What  wero 
his  declarations  ?  That  noble  £arl,  in  a  de- 
bate in  1846,  distinctly  said  that  he  would 
be  satisfied  with  nothing  less,  as  regard- 
ed the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  than  see- 
ing the  Roman  Catholic  bishop'^  sittini:^ 
upon  the  episcopal  bench  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  side  bj  side  with  tho  right 
rer.  Prelates  who  now  occupied  it.  Wero 


encouragenionts 
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intends  to  follow  me  in  the  dcbato.    X  |  The  words  to 
apprehend  he  will  give  the  same  answer  |  the  attention 
that  baa  been  given  to  a  similar  state-  \  these 
ment   in   the  other   TTotiso  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  in  all  those  cases  which  have 
been  referred  to,  the  Gorenunent  the 
Gonnliy  waa  in  favour  of  the  change  from 
tho  system  of  yicars^apostolic  to  that  of 
biahops;  hut  that  in  the  present  instance 
ilM  consent  of  the  GoTemment  bad  not 
even  been  asked.    I  will  not  disguise  that, 
notwithstanding  all  impediments  to  com- 
munications between  the  Court  of  Rome 
and  Ilcr  Majcs(jy*a  Qoremnieiit*  I  deeply 
regret  such  a  eommuiucatim  of  the  intcu- 
ttous  of  the  Pope  was  not  made.    I  think 
it  ought  to  have  been  made.    I  think  it 
would  have  been  but  right  and  j|ust  to  this 
country  to  have  made  it.    I  thmk  myself 
that  the  wisest  and  tho  most  poVitie  courf5e 
towards  tho  Roman  Catholics  themselvos 
in  this  country  would  have  been  that  the 
Pope  sbould  naTe  eommnn^ted  his  inten- 
tions to  our  Government;  but,  as  I  said 
before,  in  answer  to  the  taunt  of  want  of  these  no 
''common  civility,"  I  saj  again,  I  do  not 
eondder,  under  at  the  oirenmstanoM,  ^t 
the  omission  ought  to  be  visited  by  legisla- 
tion such  as  this.   I  am  certainly  not  in  the 
secrets  of  the  Roman  Pontiff ;  but  I  think, 
judging  from  what  baa  taken  phee,  and 
eeosidcring  how  the  Pope  and  his  advisers 
are  likely  to  be  influenced,  that  it  is  roost 
probable  that  they  assumed — and  not  only 
18  ft  most  probablik  but  tbey  eertainly  bad 
a  right  toassome— that  this  consent,  though 
not  given  in  form,  would  bo  given  in  sub- 
staneo;  that  is  to  say,  that  these  appoint- 
ments woidd  be  allowed  to  take  pnee  sub 
sUsnIio  exactly  as  every  other  smular  ap- 
pointment had  been.    Had  the  Pope  nnd 
his  advisers  no  grounds  for  such  a  suppo- 
sition ?    The  noble  Earl  who  spoke  last 
night  quoted  an  extract  from  tlio  speech 
of  Lord  John  R 11-^ -r]!  nn  tlu:  17t!i  of  Au- 
gust, 1848.    I  will  not  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships by  repeating  that  quotation ;  but  I 
will  read  yon  a  fsw  fines  from  a  speeeb  of 
the  noble  Lord,  on  the  13th  of  February, 
1844.    The  words  I  am  about  to 
wero  uttered  in  tho  course  of  a  remarkabio 
speech  respecting  tbe  establishraent  of  tbe 
Roman  Catholic  religion  in  Ireland  —  a 
speech  in  which  the  noble  Lord  express! v 


declared  that  his  policy  towards  Ireland 
wenM  be  to  plaee  the  Episcopal  Ghureh  of 
England   in   Ireland,   the  Presbyterian 

Church  in  the  north  of  Ireland,  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  upon  a  footing 
of  perfect  equality  in  vmj 


Had  his  UuUne&s  uo  rii>;iit  to  assume,  aiicr 
the  noUe  Lotd  at  tbe  head  of  the  Govern* 
ment  had  expressed  such  opinions  aa  I 
have  quoted,  and  tho  noble  Earl  the  Seo« 
retarv  for  the  Colonies  had  said  that  he 
would  be  aatlsfied  with  nothing  leaa  than 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops  should  ait 
side  by  side  with  the  right  rev.  Prelntes 
of  tho  Established  Church  in  this  House, 
bad  the  Pope  no  right  to  imagine  that 
Government  would  not  have  resented  so 
much  smaller  a  measure;  or  had  bo  the 
smoili^t  reason  to  apprehend  that  tho  uobie 
Lord  would  have  published  that  moat  ob- 
jectionable  i'.ii  l  most  ill-jndged  lettw»  thft 
full  evil  of  wliich  has  yet,  I  fear,  to  be  seen, 
but  when  it  is  seen,  will  provo  the  noble 
Lord  to  have  acted,  however  unconsciously, 
aa  the  betrayer,  instead  of  th»  proteetor  el 
his  trust  ? 

I  now  come  to  a  point  which  has  been 
touched  oa  by  the  noble  Mar<|uei>s  tho 
President  of  dbe  Council,  who  said  thai  he 
had  no  objection  to  Roman  Catholic  bi- 
shops, but  only  to  their  assuming  territorial 
titles,  or  rather  I  would  call  them  local  de» 
signationa.  I  think  it  will  require  vnj 
few  words  from  me  to  show  your  Lord- 
sbips  that  a  bishop  i>xcrcising  episcopal 
jurisdiction  in  any  di&trict,  must  be  known 
m  some  form  or  oth«r  by  the  name 
of  some  part  of  liiat  distriet.  A  bishop 
must  huve  some  locus  in  quo.  We  have 
now,  or  within  a  few  days  we  have  had,  in 
this  eoantry,  th»  Bisbopa  of  Gibraltar  and 
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Bombay.  They  of  course  retain  their  dig- 
nity M  biBhops,  though  away  from  tiieir 
£ooM6S;  but  in  this  country  they  haTtt  HO 

episcopal  jurisdiction.  The  noblo  Marquess 
himself,  in  the  course  of  his  observations 
ImI  night*  designated  another  riglit  rev. 
Prelate  as  Bishop  of  Jenualem,  though 
no  doubt  he  at  the  same  time  told  your 
Lordships  that  tho  Govommcnt  had  studi- 
ously EToiclecl  assigning  a  distriot  to  the 
BUhop  of  Jerusalem.  But,  by  n^^ing  the 
plirnse,  "  Bishop  of  Jorusalen),"  the  noble 
Marquess  had  himself  shown  how  utterly 
impoeeibk  it  was  to  define  the  bishop 
whom  he  thos  designated  in  any  otln  i  way, 
because  ho  would  doubtless,  in  dealing 
with  this  case,  have  adopted  a  phrase  more 
agreeable  to  his  argument,  if  he  had 
known  how  to  do  it.  Tho  late  Bishop  of 
Jerusalem  was  in  the  habit  of  sif^ning 
himself  with  his  Christian  name,  and  the 
addition  of  "  Hierosol :  *'  Whether  tho  pre- 
sent bishop  perseveres  in  the  praettoe,  I 
cannot  recollect.  T!ie  fact  is,  that  it  is 
almost  impossible  to  designate  a  bishop 
possessing  e|)iscupai  jurisdiction  over  a 
certain  distnet*  without  giving  him  the 
title  of  some  place  in  his  diocese;  and  ac- 
corclini;  to  the  earliest  Church  history,  tho 
course  has  been  to  designate  bishops  by 
tho  name  of  the  principal  town  or  seat  in 
the  diocese  over  which  they  preside.  I 
need  not  refer  to  tho  times  of  the  Bishop 
of  Antioch,  of  Alexandria,  or  of  Ephesus; 
but  to  eome  to  more  modem  examples, 
what  was  the  origin  of  the  clause  in  the 
Dublin  Cemeteries  Act?  I  do  not  press 
this  as  a  proof  of  the  legality  of  these  titles, 
or  their  reeognitioa  by  the  Legislature; 
but  DMffdy  for  the  nnrpoees  of  my  pre- 
sent argument.  Will  any  one  believe  that 
the  words  "  Roman  Catholic  Archbishop 
«f  Dublin"  warn  btroduced  into  that  Act 
from  oversight,  or  ^om  any  other  motive 
than  tho  impossibility,  without  most  ridi- 
culous circumlocution  and  danger  of  mis- 
eoneeption  and  misunderstanding,  of  other- 
wise designating  the  Roman  Oatholie  Arch- 
bishop  presiding  over  that  district  ?  I  will 
not  press  this  question  further,  but  I  ap- 
prehend that  there  is  no  doubt  that  not 
merely  the  titles  objected  to  by  tho  noble 
Marquess,  but  the  sees  to  which  ho  does 
not  object,  will  bo  prohibited  by  this  Act; 
for  the  words  of  the  preamble  say — 

"  The  attempt  to  establish,  under  colour  of  au- 
thority from  the  See  ofnoms,  or  otherwise,  sach 
prftonflw!  sor';,  provinces,  dioceses,  or  deaDeries, 
is  ille^'ul  aud  vuid.  And  wboreas  it  is  expedient 
to  frohibit  tho  asaumption  of  sush  tillea  in 

2%e  JMffo/Aetoeaifb 


respect  of  an/  pLaees  within  the  United  King* 

Andeortdn  ponaltiea  are  inffieted.  I  am 
not  going  now  to  discuss  what  may  be  die 
consequence  of  this  legislation  as  regnr^is 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  a  spiritual 
but  in  a  aooiel  point  of  view.  An  opinim 
has  been  oznrMsed  in  tho  other  House  of 
Parliament  by  those  who  arc  competent  to 
form  au  accurate  judgment — and  I  can  only 
say  in  eonfirmaUon  f  hare  tho  opiohm  cf  a 
most  eminent  lawyer,  an  attached  member 
of  the  Church  of  England — that  theconse- 

?[uence  of  passing  this  Bill  in  its  present 
brm  will  undoubtedly  be  to  render  invalid 
the  appointments  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
archbishops  and  bishops  in  Ireland,  and 
their  successors,  and  thus  to  invalidate  not 
only  the  ordination  of  priests,  but  tho  mar- 
riages which  thoee  priests  perform.  If 
such  will  be  the  result,  I  coufess  I  cannot 
contemplate  any  grcnfcr  or  more  vital 
social  evil;  aud  before  tiii^  debate  closes,  I 
thmk  such  of  jour  Lordshipa  as  are  oom- 
pctcut  to  give  an  opinion  on  the  subject 
ought  distinctly  to  state  what  is  the  real 
purport  and  meaning  of  this  Bill,  aud  still 
more,  what  is  its  legal  bearing,  and  what 
will  be  the  operation  of  it. 

The  noble  Marquess  strongly  objected  to 
the  recent  net  of  tho  Pope, on  the  ground  that 
it  was  a  parcelling  out  the  country  into 
diooeeee.  If  thia  is  an  ol!enee,  it  is  not  a 
new  ono.  The  country  has  been  again 
and  again  parcelled  out  into  districts  with- 
out objection  or  remonstrance;  and  I  ap* 
prohend  no  man  will  attempt  to  n^o  any 
difference  between diooeeei  and &tricts,  lo 
far  as  this  part  of  the  case  is  concerned.  The 
country  was  parcelled  out  into  districts  for 
the  purposes  of  viean-apostoUe  in  tho  year 
1688,  and  without  any  remmistraaoe,  or  ita 
being  imagine*!  there  was  this  great  dan- 
ger which  has  just  been  found  out.  It 
was  pareelled  out  into  four  distrieta,  for 
the  purposes  of  vicars-apostolie*  itt  the 
year  IGSS.  In  1840  it  was  again  parcel- 
led out  into  eight  districts  for  vicars- apos- 
tolic; and,  if  you  like  the  use  of  the  words, 
I  wiU  quote  them  again,  and  say  that  it 
has  now  been  again  parcelled  out  into  thir- 
teen districts  for  bishops,  though  I  believe 
it  is  more  correct  to  say,  ail  that  was 
done  in  1850  was,  that  these  eight  districts 
of  vicars-apostolic  were  again  subdivided 
into  thirteen  dioceses  for  Roman  Catholic 
bii>i)ops. 

The  noble  Marquess  complains  that  the 
Popo  ha»  ignorea  tho  Albican  Chnnh. 
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Why,  my  Lords,  of  oonrse  he  has.  I  have 
said  that  so  far  as  ignoring  the  Govern- 
ment I  think  he  was  wrong,  and  that  what- 
erereocoiin^pemeiit  be  may  hMm  mei?ecl, 
and  whatever  circumstances  may  have 
taken  place,  he  ought  to  have  made  the 
Attempt  to  obtain  the  consent  of  the  Go- 
Ternment.  But  die  ignoring  the  Anglican 
Church  is  one  necessary  element  of  the 
Koman  Catholic  religion.  How  cnn  the 
Pope  recogrtif^e  the  Anglicnn  Churcli  in 
any  way  ?  if  the  i'opo  n  crc  to  rccoguisu 
the  Anglican  Chnrcli  in  any  way  whatever, 
bflwouKlbe  Admitting  that  his  own  tys- 
tern  ia  an  imposition,  and  thnt  his  own 
claims  to  supremacy  and  tho  position 
which  he  assumes  over  all  Christendom,  are 
A  mockery  and  humbug.  He  now  ignores 
the  Anglican  Church.  So  he  did  when 
vioars-apostolic  were  appointed  in  16S8. 
So  he  did  when  those  districts  were  sub- 
aivUled  in  1840.  So  he  <Ud  when  the  hi- 
shopric  of  Galway  was  constituted  in  Ire- 
lanci.  So  he  did,  and  so  be  hns  done  in 
fact,  on  all  occasions  when  he  lias  exercised 
his  fuQctionji  as  head  of  that  Church  over 
whioh  he  prendee;  end  if  yon  oomplein  of 
his  having  parcelled  ont  m  oonntry  into 
districts,  how  can  you  overlook  similar  acts 
on  the  part  of  Protestant  Dissenters  ?  for 
I  apprehend  the  seine  eompUdnt  mnst 
be  mede  of  erety  otbei  religious  body 
in  the  community.  The  Wesleyans  have 
done  so;  and  when  the  Free  Church  of 
Scotland  seceded,  they  partitioned  the 
whole  eonntiy  mto  digtriets»  and  nobody, 
80  far  as  I  am  AWAre»  complained.  They  re- 
gretted the  secession,  hut  looked  upon  the 
partition  as  a  necessary  con&equeiice,  and 
as  absolutely  essential  for  the  carrying  out 
A  religions  system. 

I  have  assumed  throughout  my  argu- 
ment that  when  passed  into  law  this  Act 
will  be  carried  into  effect;  and  I  have  as- 
earned  tilts,  heoAose,  in  the  first  place,  it 
is  neoessAiy  to  show  its  opemtion;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  hecau'^e  T  conceive 
•  till  re  can  be  no  more  dangerous  practice 
than  for  the  sake  of  ^rving  some  tem- 
porary interest,  whether  it  be  of  a  legisla- 
tive, governmental,  or  individual  char- 
acter, to  pnRH  laws  never  intended  to  be  car- 
ried into  effect.  If  the  Bill  is  not  to  be  en- 
feroed,  the  Legislatwe  ought  not  to  ellow 
itself  to  be  made  subservient  to  the  in- 
fliction of  a  wanton  insult  to  the  Koman 
Catholics  Tf  it  i«i  to  be  carried  into  effect, 
I  cannot  but  predict  the  greatest  political 
and  sodal  evils.  I  think  it  will  derogate 
frem  iboie  aets  whioh  my  noble  end 


learned  Friend  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  has  boon 
the  means  of  passing.  I  think  it  will  ho 
the  cause  of  offence  to  the  llomau  Catholio 
popalAtien,  end  the  means  of  tti^ging  them 
to  adopt  views  and  opinions,  and  to  pursue 
a  line  of  condnet,  which  e.ninot  be  j notified 
even  by  this  kind  of  iegisiatiou.  1  tbmk,that 
whilst  it  has  this  efiSBOt,  it  will  also  have  the 
effect  of  degradingthe  dignity  of  Pariiament. 
A  noble  Baron  who  spoke  last  night  (Lord 
Beaumont)  said,  that  he  looked  upon  the 
1>1U  in  the  lipht  oi  a  protest,  it  is  found 
very  eon?enient  to  talk  of  this  BiQ  aa  a 
protest.  Bnt  who  ever  heard  of  a  protest 
made  by  any  individual  or  body  of  men, 
imposing  heavy  penalties  upon  their  fellow- 
subjects  ?  Will  my  noble  Friend  consent 
to  pay  any  of  the  penalties  inflicted  by 
this  Bill  passed  to  enable  him  and  others 
to  protect  n;^ainst  tho  words  of  the  Pope 
and  Cardmai  Wiseman  ?  If  he  merdy 
wishes  to  protest,  and  if  thb  were  a  mere 
form  of  protest,  I  should  be  most  ready  to 
join  him,  and  I  should  have  been  most  ready 
to  have  joined  him  at  an  earlier  period  of 
the  Session,  when  a  protest  would  have 
been  possible.  But  I,  lor  one,  will  not  eon> 
sent  to  give  my  vote  in  favour  of  a  mea- 
sure which,  in  the  expectation  even  of  those 
who  pass  it,  is  to  remain  a  dead  letter  on 
the  Statnle-book. 

We  hAve  been  told  tliAt  we  must  en* 
deavonr  to  check  anything  tending  to 
sprernl  ultramontane  opinions,  and  that 
tills  Jdlii  wiii  have  a  chance  of  effecting  that 
object*  Now,  on  the  contrary,  I  thmk  it 
will  increase  the  improper  influence  of  the 
priesthood  in  ten^poral  affairs.  I  believe  it 
has  already  had  the  effect  of  producing  a 
combmation  never  before  seen  between  the 
Roman  Catholio  clergy  and  laity  in  Ire- 
land, not  for  spiritual  but  for  civil  pur- 
poses. Instead  of  acting  in  a  way  to  pro- 
duce such  results  as  these,  it  ought  to  be 
the  policy  of  this  eonntry  to  snpport  the 
Roman  Catholie  popnlation  in  the  free  ex- 
ercise of  their  religion,  but  at  the  same 
time  to  take  every  legitimate  means  of 
detachmg  them  from  the  overweening  in- 
flumice  of  the  priesthood  in  secular  af- 
fairs. I  ihhik  this  Bill,  operating  on 
the  passions  and  feelings,  common  alike 
to  all  of  us,  will  have  the  effect  of  draw- 
ing nearer  thoee  who  hAre  hidittte  stood 
aloof  from  the  improper  ezereise  of  the 
temporal  power  of  Rome.  I  do  not  object 
under  any  possible  circumstances  to  inter- 
ference with  that  power.  I  object  to  any 
interfotenee  with  the  inllest  and  fteest  eter- 
eiaeof  rdigiottsliberty;  hnt  if  you  will  prove 
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to  me  that  an  act  of  the  Pope  infringes 
in  any  respect  on  soeial  order;  that  it  cir- 
enro scribes  free  li1>erty  of  the  subject;  that 
it  threatens  to  fetter  (which  no  religion  ha?, 
a  right  to  do)  the  free  will  and  action  of 
any  person  or  any  number  of  persons,  either 
vithm  Ae  pale  of  his  own  eraederoutof  it 
—I  will  be  as  ready  ns  any  man,  on  social 
grounds,  then  to  interfere.  If  you  show 
me  that  religious  bouses  in  this  country 
vet  eondiietel  on  a  Bjetem  at  variaoeewith 
fhe  liber^  of  the  subject,  or  infringing  the 
municipal  or  cItiI  law  of  the  country,  I  am 
perfoctlT  prepared  to  interfere  and  to  apply 
•  remedy  to  the  evil.  But  (he  emu  pro- 
hcmdi  rests  on  those  who  propose  such 
legislation,  and  they  must  first  make  out  a 
case  for  interference.  Allusion  has  been 
Bade,  and  more  than  onoe»  to  the  Synod 
of  Thnrles.  We  have  heen  teld  it  is  ne- 
ce^^nrv  to  stop  such  mectinj:^.  I  depre- 
cate the  tone  and  temper  of  that  meeting 
a«  much  as  anybody.  That  meeting  was 
oerliUnlj  diverted  from  its  objeot,  and 
from  its  relij^ious  charactor,  t<i  a  most 
etrennous  opposition  of  national  educa- 
tion. Yet  1  freely  confess,  if  that  meet- 
ing had  been  restricted  to  the  mere  de- 
r.Tinriati'^n  of  the  Queen's  rollec^cs,  I 
cannot  sec  what  right  we  should  have 
to  complain  of  their  conduct  more  than  of 
that  of  others  who  bare  equally  denounced 
ih'-'-Q.  institution?.  It  is  Avcll  known  that 
thr  linn.  Baeniet  the  senior  Member  for 
the  UnircrsitY  of  Oxford  designated  them 
''godleaa  eoDegea,"  and  endraavoured  to 
raise  the  religious  animosity  of  the  Pro- 
testants against  them.  I  cannot  under- 
stand on  what  principle  we  are  to  allow 
lum  to  denoonee  them  in  bia  plaoe  in 
Parliament,  and  then  turn  round  and  say 
Br.  Cullen  shall  not  donounco  them  at 
Thurles.  I  firmly  believe  that  if  these 
colleges  are  in  danger  al  all,  it  it  not 
from  meetings  at  Thurles,  it  is  not  from 
dentmciations  thundered  bv  "Dr.  Gullfm, 
but  it  is  from  the  spirit  raised  by  such 
legialatbn  aa  we  are  now  naked  to  eane- 
lion*  When  the  unfortunate  letter  of 
the  noble  Loi-d  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
Tcmment  appeared,  I  believe  the  Roman 
Oadiolie  lai^  of  Ireland  were  prepared  to 
maintain  thmr  righte  against  priestly  domi- 
nation in  tbis  matter,  and  to  exercise  their 
privileges  as  free  oitiiens,  for  they  appre- 
datod  thcae  eollegea  aa  one  of  the  greatest 
boons  (at  in  my  consdenee  I  believe  they 
ar'  ^t  evf>-  f^odfcrn  il  on  Ireland.  I  believe 
no  denunciations  from  Thurles  or  else- 
where woold  have  prevented  them  sending 
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their  sons  to  those  institutions,  had  it  not 
been  for  the  feelings  of  pride,  and,  as  I 
consider,  false  honour,  which  have  been 
pncrcrdrrod  in  them  by  all  that  has  been 
passing  in  Parliament  this  Session.  But 
for  these  feelings  I  beUeve  the  colleges 
woold  now  be  ftilfflling  the  high  des> 
tiny  for  which  they  ^orr  founded.  With 
reference  to  legislating  <'Ti  matters  of 
a  mixed  character,  where  the  spiritual 
intetferea  with  the  tenpoml,  the  noUe 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  alluded 
last  night  to  tho  case  of  a  poor  man 
who  had  been  excommunicated  by  a  Ua- 
tholie  priest,  in  Ao  north  of  Irdand,  for 
no  ofience  whaterer,  or  at  any  rate  for  no 
spiritual  offence.  My  noble  Friend  stated 
that  the  same  arguments  were  uaed  bv 
the  eomuel  for  the  prieet  m  thatcase  whioii 
have  been  nsed  by  noble  Lords  on  this  aide 
of  the  House,  and  by  others,  in  opposition 
to  this  Bill.  I  littened,  therefore,  very 
attentively  to  sea  how  my  noUc  Friend 
waa  about  toeoneloda  Ua  naRntim,  and 
support  liis  own  views;  but,  to  my  sur- 
prise, the  very  case  which  was  to  sup- 
port his  argument  proved  that  the  ex- 
isting law  was  suffieient  for  the  pnrpoee, 
for  lie  tnid  lis  that,  notwithstanding  these 
arguments  of  tho  counsel,  tho  jury  iound  a 
verdict  for  the  plaintiff  with  701.  dami^ea. 
Here,  however,  you  haTO  a  special  Bill 
introduced  to  meet  the  case  of  an  act 
which  is  not  ?.  temporal  offence  at  all;  and 
so  far  as  the  case  referred  to  waa  made 
ont  by  the  noble  Duke,  it  fortifiea  the  po- 
sition for  which  I  contend;  and  I  must 
moreover  remind  him  that  similar  acts  of 
excommuuicatiun  have  taken  place  in  Scot- 
land, though  yon  have  a  spcdal  saring- 
claiise  fur  the  Scotch  bishops. 

I  think  that  some  of  your  Lordships,  in 
the  course  of  yesterdar  evening's  debate, 
asked  what  we  shonld  do,  if  we  reject  this 
Bill?  I  must  remind  your  Lonlphip.s  in 
passing,  that  this  Bill  has  been  before  the 
Legislature  of  this  country  for  five  months, 
and  what  might  hafc  been  advisable  ifc 
months  ago  may  he  impossible  BOW.  Not- 
withstanding the  nrgnTtionts  of  my  no- 
ble and  learned  Friend  who  spoke  this 
evening — assuming  the  correctness  of  his 
law,  miMh  I  really  fael  it  would  be  treason 
in  mc  to  dou^»t —  I  rnnnf  t  imriL'^ue  what 
can  bo  the  breach  oi  international  law 
which  he  distinctly  stated  had  been  com- 
mitted by  the  recent  act  of  the  Pope,  and 
consequently  ovt  ry  similar  act  for  years 
past;  but  if  such  a  broach  of  international 
law  has  been  committed,  1  canuut  but 
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think  ihhi  the  plain  ayvl  obvious  eourse 
would  have  been  to  use  tlioso  oicans  which 
are  open  to  all  OoTcramenta  to  obtain  re- 
4fe88«  nMnely,  thraufh  tlM  wediuin  of 
diplomatic  interoourso.  I  thiuk  that  such 
ft  step  would  not  ha?o  boon  proTented  by 
the  Act  of  1848,  because,  although  a 
nmiMO  from  ih«  Pofie  ooold  act,  aider 
tbe  proffaloBs  of  that  Act,  bo  reoeifed  ui 

thh  cnuntrv,  thrro  is  imthing  to  prevent 
our  sending  an  ambassador  to  Home,  and 
obtaining  that  redroM  which  the  necessity 
of  tbe  ease  TSqiiint.  I  hw%  a«d,  bow* 
ever,  before,  that  I  think  there  was  nothing 
in  the  act  of  the  Pope  to  bo  complained  of, 
BATe  and  except  the  language  of  the  Ke- 
ecript,  and  that  no  p««fioasoommanicatimi 
was  BMde  to  the  QoFemnient  of  this  coun- 
try. Bat  though  the  tone  of  tho  Rescript 
itself  was  not  agreeable  to  tho  feelings  of 
the  people  of  this  eountrj,  and  ought  to 
hm  bMtt  vraided,  it  ntght  b«  Mid  that  it 
v  ;is  drawn  op  in  tho  aoouatomed  form. 
I'll  lit  excuse,  however,  will  not  apply  to  the 
latiirua're  of  Cardinal  Wiseman  :  he  is  a 
British  subject,  aod  knowing  well  the  re- 
llg(oin  feeHngB  and  prejudloes  of  the  nn* 
tional  sentimentr  the  langua^  of  his  pas- 
tnral  letter  was  much  more  reprehensible, 
and  he  ought  to  have  framed  that  document 
in  terms  which  would  Iuito  boen  equally 
well  calculated  to  effect  evoiy  legitimate 
object  which  he  had  in  vlow,  and  less  likely 
to  engender  those  feelings  of  irritation 
which  have  been  excited.  VVcli,  tiioo,  if 
IIiIb  were  the  reid  offenoe — if  inaoleooe  be 
the  gravamen  of  the  charge  against  the 
Pope  and  hh  CnnVinn] — what  should  have 
been  done  tivo  months  ago  ?  It  seems 
to  me  that  at  the  meeting  of  Parlia- 
ment it  woald  have  been  amply  sufficient, 
under  these  cirenmstances,  if  Parliament 
bad  stated,  either  by  a  Resolution  or  by 
an  Address  to  tho  Crown,  the  deliberate 
views  and  opiniooi  of  the  Legfelaturo,  and 
liad  declared — for  this  wontd  have  been  the 
main  mid  important  element  )n  tlio  pro- 
ceeding—  the  strong  attacliment  of  this 
eouDtry  to  the  Protestaut  religion — thus 
imdeeeiving  the  Pope  and  oCiieie~4f  thej 
were  deceived,  as  has  been  slated  bj  noble 
liordn  in  t!io  course  of  the  debate;  nnd 
confirming  by  its  solemn  sanction  the  gen- 
orallj-expresscd  will  of  the  people  to  main- 
tain thmr  independenoe  of  the  See  of  Rome, 
and  support  the  reformed  religion  of  the 
country.  For  this  purpose  a  Resolution  or 
Address  to  the  Crown  would  have  been 
•nfieioBtj  and  it  is  mw  flm  boHof  that 
jonwoold  bafo  obtefawdtlM  only  ifwl  ol»> 


jcct  wliich  you  Imvr*  a  right  to  aim  at,  by 
securing  the  sanction  of  the  three  branches 
of  tho  Legislature  to  the  dotormined  pro- 
test which  had  abnadj  boon  osade  bj  the 
country  at  largo.  At  the  same  time  I 
think,  now  that  all  this  bitterness  of  feeling 
has  been  aroused,  now  that  we  have  wasted 
tbe  whole  Session  by  the  postponemait  of 
every  greet  and  important  measure  to  this 
small  and  mlserahlo  Bil! — iniscialjle  yvho- 
thcr  I  look  fit  it  in  regard  to  its  caj  nritv 
for  good,  or  iis  power  to  prevent  evii — -i  say 
oven  now  it  weuU  be  hit  better  to  lejeet 
the  Bill  altogelber  thaate  |wse  it,  even 

though  the  ncco^mrj  consequence  would 
be  that  at  this  period  of  tlie  Session,  and 
so  long  after  this  aggression"  had  been 
committed,  noUiing  eiee  ooold  be  done. 

My  Lords,  I  must  again  apologise  for 
havinrr  tro-spassod  so  largely  upon  your 
Lordsiiips'  time.  I  am  aware  tiiat  my 
position  in  this  Hoose  does  not  justify  my 
doing  so,  aod  on  any  other  ooeaskm  i 
should  not  have  attempted  it.  But, 
my  Lords,  I  feel  that  this  is  a  step 
which  no  man  ou^ht  to  take  without 
the  elearsst  oonviottone  of  its  neeessity. 
Disguise  it  as  yon  will,  this  is  a  step 
backwards  in  the  course  of  logiwlation 
which  you  have  pursued  for  many  years 
past.  Yon  ace  Tovercbg  to  penal  iegisk^ 
tion.  This  is  but  the  sniall  sod  of  tbe 
wedge,  and  though  th(;  prosit  occupants 
of  tho  Treasury  bench  mav  not  sook  to 
drive  it  further,  they  may  bo  succeeded  by 
othofs,  who,  foioed  onwards  b^  the  same 
inflaeaoes  to  whioh  Aey  luwe  yielded,  may 
feel  themselves  cr>n>pelled  to  do  so.  There 
would  then  arise,  uay  1  fear  there  will  even 
now  arise,  such  a  state  of  things  as  ex- 
isted previottsly  to  the  passing  of  the  Eman* 
cipation  Act,  and  Parliament  will  be  com- 
pclled  to  retrace  it?  steps,  but  not  withont 
shame  and  ignotainy.  My  Lords,  I  shall 
reeord  vote  against  the  ieoond  leadinf 
of  this  Bill,  knowing,  at  tbe  same  time, 
that  I  shall  bo  in  a  cornparatircly  small 
minority,  but  as  a  piofi  st  mi  nijr  part 
against  this  kind  ui  legibiatiou.  i  am 
eoovinoed  that  if  enr  opposition  eonU  be 
effectual,  it  woold  tend  to  promote  the 
roli'^'(0!?9  ]v^f\ce  of  this  country,  and  that 
the  rejection  of  this  Bill  would  be  more 
conducive  to  the  ioterssts'of  that  Chnrcli 
of  whish  the  Membeie  of  tbe  rij^t  reterend 
Bench  arc  tho  recognised  protectors  In 
this  House,  than  nny  course  of  le<xi-l  i" 
tion  which  seeks  to  raise  barriers  agaiust 
religious  aggression,  and  whieh  will  leaTO 
belM  il  improisioBa  of  Wmnt  end 
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disaffection  on  hoth  sides  of  tho  Chan- 
Bel,  more  especially  in  Ireland,  to  which 
J,  for  one,  cannot  look  forward  without 
the  greatest  pain  and  anxiety, 

Tho  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDB 
said,  that  he  so  far  agreed  with  the  noble 
Dnln  who  had  just  aat  down,  as  to  look 
upon  tibia  measure  aa  onaof  fwj  gnve 
importance.  Ho  would  not  yenturo  to 
aaj  one  word  on  the  law  of  the  case,  after 
the  dear  and  joridical  speeeh  ddirered  hj 
ihe  noUe  and  learned  Lord,  with  all  the 
authority  whieh  liclonr^od  to  liis  position. 
He  would,  tliLt  i  furc,  address  himself  at 
once  to  the  arguments  which  had  been 
used  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  and  the 
noble  Duke  who  had  jast  resumed  his  seat, 
in  favour  of  tho  Amendment.  The  noble 
Duke  had  argued  in  favour  of  a  mere  Par- 
lianientarj  protest.  If,  however,  the  Pope 
or  any  of  his  advisers  T\  rre  to  hear  of  an 
attempt  to  defeat  their  meuiui  e.s  by  a  Par- 
liamentary protest,  they  would  have  a  very 
Immble  opinion  of  the  sagacity  of  the  Par- 
liament of  this  country.  Was  he  to  be 
told  that  Parliament  was  to  sit  idle,  when 
ho  saw  not  only  the  mobs  in  the  streets, 
hut  the  moat  inflnentbl  corporations  in  the 
country,  as  well  as  the  m<MA  learned  bo- 
dies in  the  kingdom,  coming  forward  with 
addresses  to  Crown  ?  Was  it  to  be 
isppoaod  that  at  sneh  a  tine  the  Govern- 
ment  had  any  option  to  remain  qwet  ?  The 
noble  Duke  had  used  an  argument  that 
appeared  to  him  singular,  for  tl^e  noble 
Due  had  said  that  tin  Pope  had  made 
no  attack  on  the  Royal  supremacy,  because 
the  Pope's  act  was  not  recognised  by  law; 
now  he  (the  Marquess  of  Clanhcarde)  could 
not  understand  how  such  an  attack  could 
be  made  at  all,  if  the  attack  must  bo  a 
legal  attack.  As  to  its  being  merely  a 
question  about  titles,  there  was  no  oh> 
jection  to  a  person  calling  himself  bi- 
shop of  the  Church  of  Eome  ;  hut  it  was 
a  very  different  thing,  ognmst  which  se- 
rious objections  might  exist,  if  he  were 
to  call  himself  a  bishop  of  a  part  of  Eng- 
land witfiout  the  consent  of  the  SoTcreign. 
It  was  urged  that  Roman  Catholic  bishops 
were  not  treated  as  bishops  of  the  Episco- 
pal Church  of  Scotland  were  treated,  nor 
like  the  Wesleyan  Methodists.  Bnt  was 
there  any  parallel  between  tho  two  cases, 
or  any  similitude  between  tho  communi- 
ties referred  to  and  tho  Church  of  Rome  ? 
Were  their  Lordships  to  ignore  all  history  ? 
The  noble  Duke  had  talked  of  the  contest 
which  had  been  going  on  for  300  years 
about  Ticars-apostolic  and  their  authority, 


and  yet  he  had  not  referred  to  the  contests 
which  bad  been  constantly  carried  on  dur- 
ing the  samo  period  between  die  Govern- 
ments of  all  Europe  and  the  Pope.  The 
noble  Duke  said  that  the  Government  of 
this  country  had  encouraged  the  Pope  to 
take  the  aim  whieh  ho  ud  done  hj  the 
liberality  and  generosity  of  their  measurea^ 
but  he  (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  totally 
denied  the  force  of  that  argomwit.  The 
inference  which  he  draw  from  it  was  pre- 
cisely  the  reverso  of  that  which  the  noUs 
Duke  deduced.  Was  there  any  ground  for 
committing  an  act  of  aggression  i^inst  a 
GoTcnunent  which  had  wown  n  di^Mwition 
in  every  way  to  protect  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics, and  to  give  them  nil  tho  religious 
liberty  whicli  they  could  desire  ?  He  really 
thought  that  the  points  which  had  been  so 
mudi  insisted  upon,  namely,  whether  hi- 
shops  or  vicars-apostolif  ^'^erc  the  hoH 
persons  to  administer  the  religious  aifiur.s 
of  Roman  Cuthulics,  and  whether  we  should 
open  ft  eommmiiealaoii  with  the  Pnpai 
afforded  much  too  narrow  a  view  of  this 
question.  It  was  impossible  not  to  recol- 
lect, when  this  Rescript  came  into  the 
eountry ,  what  were  the  eireunutanees  of  As 
continent  of  Etttope*  aod  of  this  kingdom. 
Their  Lord'^hips  knew  that  attempts 
had  been  made  all  over  the  continent  of 
Bnrope  to  adTanee  the  Papal  puwer  and 
authority.  If  dieir  Lordships  wanted  to 
see  what  steps  were  taken  by  the  Papal 
Government  to  extend  its  influence  and 
anthoii^.  and  what  worn  the  olgeeta  fior 
whidi  Ulkt  authority  would  be  exercised, 
he  recommended  them  to  read  the  con- 
cordat which  bad  been  lately  made  be< 
tween  the  Court  of  Bome  and  Spion. 
Let  diem  look  also  to  what  had  been 
attempted  in  Belgium,  and  done  in  Aus- 
tria, upon  the  subject  of  education.  Was 
it  possible,  then,  to  suppose  that  the  state 
of  foreign  affairs  was  left  out  of  view 
by  the  Pope  when  this  Rescript  was  writ- 
ten ?  They  knew  very  well  that  tho  Court 
of  Rome  hud  always  two  modes  of  aggres- 
sion, and  ono  of  those  modes  was,  when 
she  had  an  object  to  effect  in  one  place,  to 
introduce  discord  and  fermentation  else- 
where. That  was  what  had  been  done  by 
that  Oonrt  ibr  the  last  two  years.  Let 
their  Lordships  look  at  what  was  done  by 
the  Synod  of  Thurlos.  Tho  noble  Duke 
had  argued  that  the  Pope's  interference 
waa  oonfined  to  sinritnal  matters ;  bnt  the 
Court  of  Rome  set  aside  the  clergyman 
recommended  to  a  Roman  Catholic  arch- 
bishopric by  tho  clergy  of  Ireland,  and 
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tmA  in  iSnmr  place  a  clergyman  vho  for 
manj  years  had  not  been  connected  with 
the  conairy.  What  was  the  consequence? 
Undo*  the  (Breotion  of  that  Pnihte  the  in- 
stitutions which  had  been  aoeepted  with 
gratitude  by  the  Irish  Pvomnn  Catholic  pre- 
lates were  assailed,  and  this  was  done  just 
before  the  aggression  now  under  considera- 
tion took  pleee.  Were  their  Lordshipe  then 
tobetold  that  a  Parliamentaiyprotest would 
be  sufficient  to  meet  that  ncrn:re?sioTi  ?  Ho, 
for  his  part,  thought  that  something  more 
was  wanted.  He  did  not  wish,  however, 
that  the  Oorenunent  ahonid  take  one  atep 
further  than  vras  necessary  for  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  case,  or  do  more  than  prevent 
the  exercise  of  the  right  which  had  been 
improperly  awnmed.  Ue  regretted,  there- 
fore, to  see  that  an  Amendment  had  been 
introduced  into  the  Bill ;  but  it  wn^  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  nut  the  Govern- 
rucut,  who  were  res|)onsi6ie  for  that  Amend- 
ment. The  qneition  for  their  Lordships 
to  decide  was,  whether,  looking  at  idl 
the  circumstances  of  the  cape,  they  would 
accept  this  Bill,  so  amended,  as  it  was 
oalled — 10  injnrioaily  altered,  as  ho 
should  say— or  rcjeet  itt  and  throvr  it 
out  altogether.  That  was  the  question  be- 
fore the  House;  and,  looking  at  all  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Bill  came 
before  them,  he  would  take  it  as  it  stood. 
The  noUeDuke  (the  Tiulce  of  Newcastle) 
on  the  cross  benches  had  ?ai(l  they  uiirrht 
as  well  pass  a  Bill  for  preventing  the  free 
exercise  of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion 
in  Ireland  as  this;  hnt  the  noble  Bake 
seemed  to  forget  that  all  it  effected  was  to 
enforce  the  provisions  of  the  "RelH'f  Act. 
Dr.  Murray  iiad  been  alluded  to  :  now,  he 
(the  lIan)Qess  of  Glanricarde)  mnst  say 
that  a  more  learned,  a  more  worthy,  or 
distinguished  Chri!=;tian,  du!  not  live.  13ut 
Archbishop  Mun  :iy  never  called  himself 
Archbishop  of  Dublin.  Some  said  that 
he  executed  all  his  fttnctions  aa  Archbishop 
of  Dublin;  hot  he  defied  any  noble  Lord 
to  point  out  a  sinj^lc  case  in  which  ?nch  a 
title  as  Roman  Catholic  Archbibbop  of 
Dnblin  had  been  admitted  by  any  Irish 
court  of  justice.  That  the  de  facto  no- 
mination of  priests  by  such  a  functionary 
had  been  recognbed,  he  admitted  ;  but 
no  bidl  or  rescript  under  which  such  title 
was  eonfened,  had  ever  been  recognised  as 
A  Talid  instrument.  The  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Aberdeen)  had  stated,  on  the  pre- 
Tious  niffht  — 
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was  dr~irr(1  hr  tho  Government  of  this  country. 
Sir  J.  Jiippisley,  who  wsia  empowered  to  oegotiata 
this  matter  between  the  Coort  of  Rome  and  this 
country,  said,  in  in  r\  speech  in  the  House 

of  Commons — '  That  he  obuuned  from  Fope  Pius 
VI.,  aa  well  aa  from  his  pnooipal  ministem;  a 
declaration  that  such  a  reform  would  be  g^mntcd 
whenever  it  ahould  be  desired  by  our  Govom- 
mcnt.'  This  was  in  1794.  Mr.  Pitt's  GoTem* 
meat  thought  it  wise  to  have  no  direct  commn- 
nieatlen  with  Uie  Court  of  Rome,  and  he  did  not 
a.sk  for  this  change;  but  that  it  was  dcfir-  J  ly 
him,  and  by  the  GoTenunent  of  that  day,  was 
attested  by  the  frequent  spoecbss  cf  Sir  J.  0. 
Uip^dsr/'^FSge  1079^0. 

But  all  this  of  Sir  J.  C.  Hippisley  and  ICr. 

Pitt  referred  not  to  an  act  of  aggression 
like  the  present,  but  to  the  f|iie«5tion  of 
giving  the  Crown  of  England  a  voto  upon 
Uie  appointment  of  fioman  Catholic  hi* 
shops;  so  that,  in  fact,  no  Roman  Catholic 
bishop  could  be  appointed  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  Government.  The  noldc  Mar- 
quess then  read  an  extract  from  a  book 
(BuliUr*3  .fiSslory)  written  hj  a  member 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Chureli,  in  which 
it  was  stfitod  that  in  1799  a  mooting  of 
Irish  ICoiuan  Catholic  prelates  was  held, 
whe  resolved  that  the  Crown,  in  order  to 
secure  the  loyalty  of  the  hierarchy,  ought 
to  have  a  veto  upon  the  appointment  of 
bishops,  and  that  as  vacant  sees  occurred, 
thoy  ought  to  be  filled  up  by  men  approved 
by  the  Crown,  and  by  none  other.  In 
1 810  Mr.  Ponsonby  read  in  Uie  House  of 
Commons  a  communication  from  Dr.  Mil- 
ner,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  the  Ca- 
tholic prelates  of  Ireland  were  willing  to 
give  a  direct  negative  to  the  Qovemment 
upon  the  appointment  of  bishops;  in  case 
the  first  name  was  not  approved  of,  to  con- 
tinue to  present  the  names  of  persona  to 
fill  the  vacant  sees  nntil  the  Government 
ratified  the  choice  of  one  so  presented* 
But  tlir  qnr'ition  their  Lordships  rvcvo  now 
considering  was  of  a  totally  ditlerent  na- 
ture; it  was  nut  respecting  the  propriety 
of  conferring  on  the  Crown  a  power  to  veto 
Roman  Catholic  Iwshops,  but  to  declare 
territorial  titles  assumed  without  the  con- 
sent and  in  direct  violation  of  the  rights 
of  the  Crown,  invalid.  He  would  be  sorry 
if  this  Bill  should  in  any  way  prevent  the 
free  exercise  of  the  Catholic  religion : 
had  he  tlirmrrht  it  would  have  that  ef- 
fect, ho  would  not  have  joined  his  Col- 
leagues tn  introdneing  it  When  it  was 
said  this  measure  wolud  affect  the  loyalty 
of  the  Catholics,  he  must  say  that  ho  nl- 
togcther  rejected  that  supposition  as 
monstrous  and  absurd.  He  believed  that 
this  law  would  he  obeycMlt  tnd  that  the 


Digitized  by  Google 


1267       MstimtM  Tia«8       {LORDS}         AtmmpHmBiSL  1268 


BiOIDail  Catholics  would  continue  to  be 
atoadfast  In  the  loyalty  wljich  they  had 
always  evinced.  He  looked  back  to  his- 
tory, and  ho  found  that  the  C'athoUcs  had 
been  IotsI  when  Uiey  had  not,  m  now,  a 
paternal  Goverament.  Our  Roman  Ca- 
tholic fcllow-8ubjootj<  hfid  now  everything 
thej  could  dcsiro  coaaistently  with  loyalty 
to  their  SoTcreign.  When  tho  honour  and 
rights  of  the  Crown  were  invaded  in  for- 
mer tamea,  tbo  Roman  Catholics  had  not 
tho  privileges  which  they  enjoyed  now, 
aad  yot  their  Lordships  well  knew  that  in 
the  most  troahled  and  eritieat  thnee  the 
Roman  Catholics  had  exerted  themselves 
loyally  and  effectually  to  maintain  tho  in- 
dependence of  this  country  against  foreign 
agression.  He  believed  very  many  of 
the  Roman  Cfttholies  did  not  approve 
of  this  aggression ;  indeed  it  was  well 
known  that  many,  and  distinguished, 
members  of  that  oody  did  not  approve 
of  it,  and  he  felt  certain  that  no  good 
and  loyal  Bnglishman,  bo  he  Catholic 
or  Protestant,  would  have  advised  tho 
Pope  to  commit  such  an  act.  Ho  knew 
pernicious  doctrines  were  abroad;  bat  he 
also  knew  that,  in  spite  of  these  doetrtnes, 
information  had  spread,  and  inteUigence 
hnd  been  widely  diffused.  Wlien  he  re- 
ferred to  the  great  excitement  which  had 
prevailed  throughout  the  country  upon 
this  snhjeet,  the  ezistmiee  of  which  he 
regretted  on  many  accounts,  he  ftit  honnd 
to  sftv  that  it  was  the  Popo  who  wag  re- 
sponsible for  it,  and  not  the  Protestants, 
who  had  merely  expressed  their  indigna- 
tion at  this  proceeding  of  the  Court  of 
Rome.  TTr^  much  regretted  tho  step  taken 
by  Cardinal  Wiseman.  It  had  been  as- 
serted that  the  Cardinal  had  no  means  of 
commonieati]^  with  the  QoTemment;  but 
that  was  not  so.  He  had  abundant  oppor- 
tunities, and  had  even  had  an  interview 
with  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  GoTernment  immediately  before  he 
set  oat  for  Rome.  The  roqnirsments 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  did  not 
demand  tho  establishment  of  this  hier- 
archy, although  perhaps  it  might  be 
thoQght  to  be  a  conTenient  instrument 
for  promoting  the  views  of  tho  See 
of  Ilonio  The  nobhi  Duke  Avho  had 
Jitnt  snt  down  admitted  that  t!ie  manner 
iu  which  the  Pop©  had  committed  those 
aets  was  ungracions  and  insulting,  hnt 
he  tidienled  the  necessity  of  legislating 
against  wounded  feelings  ;  hut,  after  all, 
feelings  were  realities  in  such  matters, 
and  whether  they  looked  to  nations  in  the 
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I  aggregate,  or  to  mankind  individually,  it 

would  be  found  that  nothing  had  a  more 
material  influence  upon  the  destiny  of  our 
race  than  matters  affecting  their  feelings. 
He  looked  npon  the  insult  on  the  part  of 
tho  Popo  as  gross  and  gratuitous,  and 
though  he  wished  the  clause  relating  to 
informers  was  not  in  the  Hill,  he  would  un- 
hesitatingly give  his  vote  for  the  second 
reading. 

LoiiD  MONTE  AGLE  said,  that  he  had 
listened  with  the  greatest  attention  to  the 
speech  of  the  uoblo  Marquess  (Lord  Clan- 
ricarde)  who  had  jnst  sat  ^bwn,  w^ho,  from 
his  high  position  in  Her  Majesty's  serriea, 
his  kno  «viril::^e  of  Ireland,  nnd  his  conncc- 
;  tion  with  tliat  country  bv  birth  and  station. 
de:»erved  to  be  heard  with  peculiar  atten- 
tion on  the  present  snhjeet.  But  tite  mlile 
Marquess  hod  disappointed  his  expectm* 
tions,  for  he  had  failed  to  ?h^w  them  what 
good  results  this  Bill  was  to  effect;  he  had 
also  failed  to  show  whether  its  opera- 
tion would  bo  the  same  in  both  parts  cf 
tho  United  Kingdom.  The  nohlo  Marquees 
had  referred  to  the  sp'^'^r  li  r  f  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Lvndhurst),  and  had 
prudently  relied  upon  the  elesr  aadi  biit- 
liant  statement  made  by  that  aoUe  mat 
learned  Lord  with  respect  to  the  common 
law  of  England;  but  he  had  not  been  able 
to  extract  from  the  elo<[ucnt  statement  of 
that  learned  person  any  definite  escpoaS' 
tion  of  tho  future  operation  of  this  part^ 
cular  Bill.  Neither  had  the  Tif>h]o  Mar* 
Quess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
dewne),  whose  miHt  w/qnimlkt  so  justly 
recommended  him  to  the  respect  and  con- 
fidcTice  (if  their  Lrrl^li-ps  and  of  tho 
country,  entered  into  any  explanation  of 
the  practical  working  of  the  measure; 
nor  had  he  derired  from  the  aeoteaaaa  of 
the  noble  Lords  who  had  followed  htia  m 
support  of  tho  Bill,  any  more  satisfactory 
information  as  to  what  it  was  and  what  it 
was  not,  and  what  would  bo  its  practical 
eonseqaences.  This  sorely  was  a  moat 
unusual  circumstance  in  relation  to  a  peiud 
measure  bearing  upon  the  social  condition 
of  at  least  one  great  portion  of  the  State. 
This  Bill  was,  in  liaet,  a  severe  peaal  mea- 
sure, foonded  on  religions  dfistinetfoM. 
It  was  a  measure  vi,liirh  sli  uild  he  wratcb- 
ed  with  a  jealous  and  scrutinising  eye  ; 
aud  which  would  be  so  watched  by  those 
whose  dearest  interests  were  at  ataka. 
He  entreated  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lord  on  tlif  woolsack  to  his  question:  and 
he  called  on  him  to  explain  what  tha  ope* 
ration  of  tiiis  measuro  would  be  <m  Um 


Digitized  by  Google 


1269     HoOeikulM  mm     {Joly  22, 1851}      Aum^Hm  JWH.  1270 


ancient  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  of  Ire- 
land, and  what  its  operation  in  relation  to 
those  who  were  termed  the  intruders  into 
pretended  b6M  in  England-^be  uked  htm 
it  would  operate  on  the  one  tide  of  the 
Channel  uti  I  on  tlic  other — he  aaked  whe- 
ther the  lavir  would  he  practically  the  same 
in  both  countries,  and,  if  not,  what  the  dis- 
tinction MTOold  be*  Assuming  that  the  Pope 
hail  done  a  wronp^,  the  House  should  re- 
member that  by  thia  Bill  they  were  not 
punishing  the  Pope,  but  their  own  fcUovv- 
flabjeeto,  whoflr  mnoeent  of  the  imputed 
offence.  Of  all  bliuulcrs  it  snrely  was  the 
most  strange  to  complain  of  the  Pope's  ac^- 
.  grcBston,  and  to  punish  those  who  are  not 
"  aggrcssort:  to  punish  mett,  who,  like  the 
Boble  Lord  near  him  (Lord  Vaux),  had  been 
guilty  of  no  offence  whatever.  A  more 
complete  Irish  blunder  had  never  been 
tfommiited,  lu  leaiitnnoe  to  *  Pepel  bdl. 
But  Ae  Bifl  was  more  than  a  blunder 
it  was  a  complication  of  blunders  and 
of  injusticet  to  which  it  would  not  be 
eMj  te  fiiid  »  paarelleL  That  any  fo- 
leiga  potentale,  whether  tho  Pope  or 
any  otner  sovorcia^n,  should  pretend  to 
interfere  in  the  internal  a&irs  of  this 
country,  in  a  naniier  iinaothoriBed  hy 
the  common  law  of  Europe,  was  an  act 
which  he  was  not  there  to  defend.  But 
what  thcu  {  Because  the  interference  of 
Parliament  was  called  for,  did  it  follow  he 
WM  obliged  to  accept  the  present  Bill  as 
the  means  of  settling  tho  question  ?  Just 
ns  well,  if  he  were  in  sickness,  might  he 
1m)  cailiHl  ou  to  take  the  first  medicine 
prescribed  for  him  by  the  mott  arrant 
qnack.  A  more  precious  piece  of  quackeiy, 
a  more  comploto  pirce  of  delusion,  after  all 
the  excitement  ihat  had  takuu  pkcc,  iiud 
iMver  been  presented  to  Parliament  than 
the  Bill  now  in  question.  In  dealing  with 
any  rflleions  int^TOwt  it  was  the  fluty  of 
atate&mca  to  avoid  aii  causes  of  irritation 
mod  eittitemmit.  But  if  unhappily  com- 
peDed  to  irritate,  let  them  do  so  only  for 
the  purpose  of  gaining  some  real  security; 
lot  not  their  Act  be  at  once  active  and 
dBeiMit  for  evil,  and  powerieoe  for  good. 
Would  the  Bill  be  enforced?  Did  they 
heliiM'c  it  ?  Did  they  wish  it  ?  Let  thcni 
see  what  had  taken  place  recently  in  the 
cue  of  the  erMtion  <»  »  Bishop  of  Ross. 
Had  Govcmraont  instituted  a  prosecution  ? 
TTnd  any  address  been  move!  nL'-niii':t  them 
for  not  so  doing  ?  Had  a  quostiuu  been 
asked  in  Parliament  of  the  Goveminent  re- 
specting that  nomination?  No,  nothing 
of  the  kind.   Again,  wheo  Arshbiabop 


M'Hale — ^for  Archbishop  he  legally  WMTg 
thongh  Bishop  of  Tuuni  he  legally  was  not 
—had  affixed  the  style  of  "Tuam"  to 
eertatn  deemnentM,  Lord  Melboiniiey  then 
Prime  Miniater,  w»b  asked  distinctly  wh» 
thcr  ho  was  preparo<1  to  in-titntc  n  pro- 
secution; and  Lord  Melbourne,  after  hav> 
ing  taken  the  opinion  of  his  Colleagues, 
stated,  in  his  place  in  Parliament,  thnt  it 
was  the  united  opinion  of  the  Cabinet  that 
no  prosecution  should  he  instituted.  And 
had  any  objection  been  made  to  this  pru- 
dent eentnm  by  the  noble  Lordi  (the  Macw 
quess  of  Lansdowne  and  Earl  Grey)  at  tho 
time  ?  On  the  contrary,  tlicy  were  parties 
to  the  declaration.  Again;  the  House 
had  been  long  aware  Aat  religiottB  orden 
were  increasing  in  England  and  in  Ireland, 
notwithstanding  tho  prohibitions  of  the 
Emancipation  Act;  but  none  of  those 
noble  Lovdfl,  nor  had  Lord  John  Btnaoily 
ever  proposed  enfonrfi^  tho  prohibitions 
of  the  Act  of  1829  ai^ainst  the  regular 
clergy.  It  was  not  inactivity,  but  a  wise 
fbrbearanoe.  whteh  had  led  to  that  eonrse. 
Thoy  had  not  proseflvled,  heefense  it  weuM, 
not  havo  been  wise  or  expediont  to  prose- 
cute, it  would  be  the  same  with  respect 
to  Ihe  present  measnre.  What  motive 
could  there  bo  found  to  carry  on  a  prose- 
cution iimlrr  this  Bill,  which  did  not  apply 
to  prosecutions  which  might  bare  been 
instituted  under  the  previous  ktw  t  What 
reason  was  there  for  suppodSng  Aftt  the 
present  Gorommont  shonld  vrnrnrc  tn  net 
otherwise  thnn  they  had  hithi  i  t  *  done, 
or  that  any  Goverumeut  that  nii<^ht  suc- 
ceed them  weald  be  more  ready  to  in- 
stitute proceedings  under  this  Act,  than 
precodnT'  Governments  had  heretofore 
been  ^  i  lie  uoble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Lyndhurst),  who  had  spoken  that  night 
with  his  old  vigour  and  power,  and  with 
the  full  possession  of  his  brilliant  powers 
—  which  might  he  long  enjoy! — seemed 
to  hftTO  recovered  also  all  his  old  hatreds; 

*•  On  revient  toujourB 
A  808  promiors  amourfl," 

was  the  French  oounlet.  But  the  noble 
Lord's  Torsion  was  diiforeiit.   The  noble 

and  learned  Lord  had  returned  not  to  his 
early  loves,  but  to  his  early  animosity. 
He  had  that  night  dispkyed  the  same  in- 
domitable eh}quence,  bat  the  same  nneiivip 
able  bitterness  which  he  (Lord  Monteagle) 
remembered  to  have  heard  in  the  other 
House  so  powerfully  exerted  against  tho 
admission  of  Roman  Catholics  into  Par- 
liament, till  a  change  cane  orer  the  spirit 
of  his  opinion  with  ft  ohtogo  of  AdmaniS' 


Digitized  by  G6ogIe 


1271 


SotMmliieal  TiUst 


{LORDS} 

tntimi*  wlwn  that  nobtomd  iMnied  Lord's 

Toice,  not  dying  away  in  silence,  was  exer- 
cised with  equal  eloquence  on  the  other 
side  of  the  question.  But  the  noble  and 
Imnied  Lord  hftd  that  night  slid  that  tho 
iMMa  why  the  elause  of  the  Belief  Act 
was  not  pat  into  operation,  was  the  negli- 
geace  of  tho  Attorney  Generals.  The  fact, 
bowerer,  wm,  there  wee  do  negligence:  it 
was  a  politic  forbeerence — it  was  justifi' 
ablo,  becnnso  it  was  not  thoii<Tht  ^vtse  to 
cooiiueuue  such  proaecutions;  and  what 
naaon  wm  there  to  soppoae  that  the  aame 
reasons  would  not  now  preoeribe  similar 
forbearance  to  the  present  and  to  future 
Attorney  Generals,  even  under  the  more 
stringent  enactments  of  the  present  mca> 
sure  f  But  who  was  it  that  thus  blamed 
Attorney  Generals  for  their  remissness? 
Why,  the  very  statestnan  who  bad  been 
for  years  Lord  Chancellor,  and  who,  as 
such,  could  have  ordered  a  proseention. 
He  did  not  (In  BO.  Ho  blames  tho  In- 
activit}-  for  which  he  h  himself  respon- 
sible. But  he  must  now  beg  leave  to 
xefer  to  the  dreomatanen  under  which 
the  original  prohibition  to  assume  cer- 
tain ecclesiastical  titles  had  been  intro- 
duced  into  the  Act  of  1829.  Unless  these 
euenmttaiioee  were  carefully  considered, 
mneh  miMpprehension  most  mix  itself 
up  in  the  present  discussion.  Wlirn  the 
24th  section  of  the  Relief  Bill  prohibiting 
the  awomptiioo  of  the  titlee  of  eiieting 
leea  eame  under  discussion,  this  whole 
inbject  was  most  carefully  considered.  On 
the  8th  of  April,  1829,  a  noble  Lord, 
whom  he  might  name  in  hb  ahtence,  the 
Sari  of  Mountcashel,  and  who  from  his 
conduct  on  that  occasion  m\<rht  claim  to 
share  with  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  the 
houonr  of  paternity  to  the  present  Bill, 
dissatisfied  with  the  lentenoj  <n  Sir  Robert 
Peel's  clauses,  propn-^orl  to  augment  their 
stringency.  The  late  i^arl  of  Malmesbury, 
who  had  been  a  determined  opponent  to 
eaaaeipation,  ohsenred,  m  n^y— 

**I  by  no  means  Intend  to  support  this  Amend- 
mont ;  so&r  from  it,  that,  if  it  ;s  moved  to  strike 
out  this  olaute  altogether,  that  shall  havo  my 
mppoti.  I  have  opposed  OattMlle  Emaneipation 
on  principle  ;  but  that  question  being  at  rest,  I 
wish  to  seo  tho  principlo  tlmt  is  adopted  carried 
into  etfcct  without  any  rostriotien.  Tear  proposed 
olgaoi  bsiog  to  promote  peaoe,  you  oagbt  to  pat 
■a  end  to  all  diftroooes  and  all  distinctions. 
These  clauses,  which  you  call  securities,  are  all  a 
mere  joke,  a  complete  Suae :  they  are  worse  tlian 
that,  too,  fin*  they  will  toad  to  keep  alive  that  irri- 
tability and  discontent  which  you  wish  to  rlo  nway 
with.  I  prcftuiud  the  clause  is  introduced  to  sa- 
tis^ persons  who  attach  Importanoo  to  tbs  as- 
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sum  ption  of  these  titles.  I  confoss  I  think  it  a  very 

harmless  matter."    [Sec  2  JJansard,  xxi.  660  ] 

Little  did  Lord  Malmesbury  suspect  that 
what  ho  had  designated  as  a  "joke  and  a 
farce  *'  would  have  heen  eoaTorted  into  the 
form  of  a  severe  penal  Aot  like  the  preaenti 
or  that  acts  which  he  described  aa  "harm- 
less matters ' '  should  have  occupied  the 
attention  of  Parliament  a  whole  Seuion ! 
He  (Lord  Monteagle)  left  their  Lordshipf 
to  judge  whether  Lord  Malmesbury de- 
scription was  not  the  correct  one.  But  what 
said  the  illastrious  and  gallant  DoIm  who 
had  ehai^  of  the  BilU  Did  he  in  1829, 
any  more  than  liis  colleague  Sir  R.  Peel, 
set  any  great  store  on  these  clauses  i  On 
the  contrary.    "  I  admit,"  he  oheerred, 

— "  that  the  clause  is  no  security  at  all.  At  the 
same  time  it  gives  saiisfiMtion  to  the  United 
Choreb  of  England  and  Irehind.  I  am  aware 
that  there  is  nothing  in  tho  clause  that  adds 
strength  to  the  Cboroh ;  but  1  am  also  .aware  that 
it  gives  sitisfiMition  to  naDy  nwn."— (i6te{.] 

Tet  Mmie  among  their  Lerdah^  and 
elsewhore  have  been  taught  to  eoaaidw 

tho  assumption  of  these  titles  aj?  endan- 
gering the  Queen's  supremacy,  and  as 
incoasistenl  with  the  independence  of 

the  empire  !    Was  the  noble  and  gallant 

Duke  right?  and  if  lie  was  right  then, 
can  we  now  beiiovo  that  any  security 
will  bo  given  to  our  Chnreh  by  the  re- 
vival of  those  religious  animosities  whieh 
the  penalties  and  restrictions  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  were  calculated  to  engcnoer? 
But  he  had  another  authority  to  cite.  The 
late  Lord  Redesdale  was  not  mote  known 
as  a  learned  judge,  than  as  an  uncompro- 
mising Protestant.  Tfe,  too,  had  been 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Iruluud,  and  must  be 
nresnmed  to  have  been  familiar  with  the 
law  and  usage  of  the  country.  Did  he 
defend  the  prohibitions  ?  The  veiy  re- 
verse.   He  observes — 

"  There  Is  one  difflenlij  la  the  elsnso,  whidi  I 

cannot  see  my  way  through.  I  do  not  know  bow 
these  persons,  who  have  long  been  called  My 
Lfird  Bishop  of  Oubliii,  or  My  Lord  Bishop  oif 
Kildare,  and  wlio  have  been  thas  reoognisod  for 
yoars,  can  £vest  theanselTfls  of  these  titles,  or  act 
efficiently  in  their  clerical  capacity  without  dc- 
scribing  themselrea  in  ttiat  maoner.  If  these 
persons  exercise  power,  tbsf  most  eatvoiss  il  ii 
that  way." 

Lord  Redesdale  did  not  ask  for  any  increas- 
ed severity  of  law  ;  ho  did  not  rely  on  the 
16  Richard  11.,  or  seek  to  renve  Laler*s 
case.  On  the  contrary,  perceiving  diai 
an  adherence  to  the  law  would  be  incon- 
sistent with  the  duties  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic bishops,  he  most  wiifllvooiMiliadedp  '*  Fcr 
my  own  ]pun,  1  think  tiie  olaiiie  vHI  do 
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no  good. ' '  But,  aaid  the  noble  Marquess  op- 
posite (tha  lIsrqnesB  of  Clanriearde),  Arcti* 
bishop  linmj  and  the  other  Roman  Ca- 
tholic bishops  had  never  assumed  those 
territorial  titles.  Bis  noble  Friend  was 
wtirely  ia  error.  The  late  Lord  Pam- 
ham,  a  witness  of  the  most  unquestionable 
Protpstnnt  authority,  had,  as  well  as  Lord 
Kedesdaie,    stated  the  very  reverse  in 


titular  Primate;  the  Bishop  of  Ardagh, 
the  Bifllum  of  MmIIi»  tbe  Bishop  of  Clog- 
her,  the  Bishop  of  Kaphoe,  the  Bishop  of 
Dcrry,  the  Bishop  of  Down  and  Connor, 
and  the  Bishop  of  Dromore."  No  indig- 
nation  was  ezpirMwd  at  this  Mneo  of  00" 
clesiastical  titles,  identical  as  they  were 
with  the  titles  enjoyed  by  tlic  prelates 
of  the  Establishment.    No  demand  for 


1829.  IiQffdFamliaiiihonettljaiid  wisely  |  proBoentioiM,  no  threat  of  a  prammiire. 

The  legality  of  the  whole  waa  taken  for 

panted,  and  the  witnesses  were  tiontod 
with  that  courtesy  and  respect  which 
they  were  sure  to  meet  witik  from  all 
Members  of  the  House  of  Lords,  what« 

ever   might   bo  their   opinions  political 
and  rehgious.    If  these  precedents  are 
rejected,  as  being  antecedent  to  the  pro* 
hibltory  clauso  of  the  Relief  Act,  and  if 
the   observations   of   Lord  Malniesbury, 
Lord  Redesdale  and  Lord  Faruham  are 
set  aside,  as  being  only  remarks  made  by 
individual  Peers;  he  must,  however,  r^ 
mind  them,  that  all  this  took  place  when 
Parliament    wne    exclusively  Protestant, 
and  yet  no  Address  had  been  moved  pray- 
ing the  Crown  to  ^Greet  tbe  Attorn^  ' 
General  to  prosecute  these  prelates  for  so 
describing  themselves.    It  was  with  a  full 
knowlklge  of  these  facts  that  tbe  Relief 
Aet  was  passed.   It  is  tme  that  a  penalty 
of  100^  was  imposed.    But  no  one  dreamt 
of  an  enactment  like  the  present,  declaring 
the  acts  of  the  bishops,  and  the  instruments 
of  their  appointment,  to  he  nnlawAd  and 
void,      hat  dangerous  expedient  was  re- 
served for  the  present  time,  and  for  Sir 
F.  Thesiger's  Amendment.  He  was  there- 
fore jiistified  in  saying  that  the  Bill  now 
before  them  was  not  only  a  departure  from 
the  principles  of  religious   liberty,  and 
fraught  with  injustice,  but  was  manifestly 
contrary  to  the  spirit,  the  intention,  and  the 
very  letter  of  the  Relief  Aet    Bvt  It  waa 
iir':^cd  that  the  dan^^^  Ms  he  siifj^o^estcd  were 
imaginary,  and  that  no  proceedings  against 
the    bishops  would  be  taken,  as  the 
Attorney  General  wonid  not  give  hia  eon- 
sent  to  prosecute.    If  that  ^yc^r.  the  ca^o 
—if  the  officer  of  the  i  lown  did  not  deal 
with  these  cases  as  he  dealt  with  all 
olhers  of  a  like  eharacter  that  were 
brought  before  him — they  were  giving 
the  Attorney  General  (he  power  of  making 
the  law  instead  of  ndministering  it;  and 
nnlesa  their  Lordships  were  prepared  to 
defend  the  enforcemeut  of  the  law  when 
passed,  they  were  not  justified  in  passing  it. 


■  "  r  ohjrrt  rntirely  to  this  clause.  I  belicvo 
that,  to  conaiQ  eccloaiajitical  affun,  the  Roman 
Qhlholio  bishops  do  assume  these  tltlM ;  but  I 
cannot  say  thejr  do  so  in  any  other  manner.  The 
clause  may  be  evaded  in  a  hundred  'ways.  The 
^  penalty  is  inflicted  on  tiking  the  titlo  of  .my 
reveoae  or  diocese.  There  is  nothiQ|p  to  prevent 
tbem  from  describing  themidvss  as  arahobhops 
or  bishops  in  any  diocese." 

Biit  the  use  of  these  titles,  which  his  noble 
Friend  denies,  has  been  both  known  and 
acknowledged  in  the  most  formal  man- 
ner, and  on  the  most  solemn  oecasion. 
In  the  years  1824-25,  the  late  Lord 
Liverpool  had  been  persuaded  by  Lord 
Wellesley,  theu  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, to  consent  to  the  appointment  of 
Select  Committees  in  both  Houses,  be- 
fore whom  the  most  eminent  Roman  Ca< 
thoUo  prelates  were  examined.    The  first 

Siestion  pnt  to  the  late  Bishop  Doyle  was 
e  following:— **  Yon  are  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Bi  hop  of  Kildareand  Leighlin  ?  " 
The  answer  given  was,  "lam."  Arch- 
bishop If  onray  was  asked How  many 
years  have  you  been  Roman  Catholic 
Archbishop  of  Dublin  ?  "  Answer:  "Since 
the  decease  of  my  predecessor  in  1823." 
Arehhishop  Kelly  was  asked  How 
many  years  have  you  been  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Archbishop  of  Tuam  ?  "  Answer  : 
'*  Since  1815."  A  still  more  significant 
qnestion  was  ^ut  to  Bishop  Magaurin  : — 
"  What  eoonties  are  under  your  jurisdic- 
tion in  3-our  diocese  ?"  lie  prayofl  thrir 
Lordships  to  consider  the  import  of  those 
words, "  diocese  "and  "jurisdiction,"  which 
were  assuredly  not  nsedas  designating  any 
unlawfii!  act,  or  any  arrogant  assumption. 
This  c.xainitiation  was,  it  is  true,  before  the 
liuusc  of  Commons.  But  tho  House  of 
Lords  was  not  more  serapnloaa.  Qnite 
the  contrary.  With  more  than  formal 
courtesy,  tho  Roman  Catholic  Primate 
Curtis  was  asked—"  Have  the  goodness  to 
Btote  to  the  Cemmitlee  what  are  the  dif- 
ftrent  stations  in  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  in  the  Province  of  Armagh,  of 
which  you  are  the  head."  Answer; 
««Tharaiath» 


If  It  was  iutonded  to  suspend  the  law  by  the 
prerogative,  if  that  wore  indeed  to  be  me^ 


Digitized  by  Google 


he  mast  saj  *  greater  juggle,  a  more  j  in  the  trustees  haying  subseqoflDtfjr  M0n>» 

barefaced  imposture*  than  this  Bill,  he  never  '  red,  on  tlio  24th  June,  1850,  the  two  vacan- 


knew.  If  they  were  as  mtich  in  drouil  of 
the  Pope  as  was  reported  out  of  duurs, 
^  ibej  really  wUbid  to  diminidi  his 
power,  let  ilicm  not  niio  up  for  him  that 

■worst  of  all  pedestals — a  pedestal  of  broken 
Acts  nf  I^arlinment.  If  they  passcdthis  Act, 
aud  did  uot  puL  it  into  ejiecutioii,  they  were 
only  giviog  a  now  triumph  to  Owdiml 
Wiseman.  Thej  would  find,  too,  a  diattne- 
tion  to  arise  in  the  workit^:^'  of  the  measure 
from  tho  pecuUar  circum&tauceB  of  the  two 
ooBBtrieB,  whicb  would  i&v<dfie  tlMm  ia 
insurmouniable  diflSicttltiei.  The  l«te  SUU 
ney  Smith,  on  being  asked  how  ho  would 
deal  with  the  Roman  Catholics  of  England 
and  Ireland,  said,  "  Be  cautious  how  you 
pvoeeed— you  may  diseeot  a  frog,  but  bo 
cautious  how  you  attempt  t  >  anatomise  a 
tiger."  ITo  intended  no  disrespect  to 
either  country  by  the  illustration,  neither 
did  his  late  respected  friend;  but  it  was 
Baggostife,  and  pregnant  with  truth  and 
meaning.  He  was  ready  to  condemn  the 
presumption  of  tho  Rescript  in  any  way 
their  Lordshijps  thought  proper;  but  let 
them  not  infliet  neiuutiea  on  their  Bomaa 
Catholic  fellow. subjects;  lot  them  not  com- 
mit the  blunder  of  extending  to  Ireland  a 
measure  which  originated  only  in  the 
aggrcs&iou  made  upon  Euglaud.  The 
titles  that  were  sow  said  to  be  assumed 
in  Ireland  were  known  and  used  pre- 
viously to  this  allcT'^d  aggression  ;  and 
they  had  been  recoguii>cd  in  the  courts 
of  law  many  years  subsequently  to  the 
KeUel  Act.  He  would  give  some  instances 
of  this,  which  seemed  to  him  to  be  con- 
clusive, lu  1845  a  petition  was  ;n-'  s»  nt- 
cd  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  IrcUuid  on 
behalf  of  oertaiD  cbaritaUo  trust  estates. 
This  petition  was  referred  not  to  a  Roman 
Catholic  Master,  but  to  a  friend  and  con- 
nexion of  his  own,  Master  Henn,  a  gen- 
tleman whose  learning  and  orthodoxy  were 
alike  undeniable.  On  the  13th  January, 
1846,  the  Master  recommended  the  nomi- 
nation, as  trustees,  of  eight  Protestants  and 
eight  Roman  Catholics.  Among  the  for- 
mer was  the  Rev.  Arthur  Wynne,  the 
Protestant  Vicar  of  St.  Peter's.  Among 
the  latter  stood  tho  following  name,  with 
tho  following  otHcial  description  ;  — "  The 
Most  liev.  Dr.  Croly,  llumau  CathoUc 
Afcbhishop  and  Primate  of  all  Ireland." 
The  repoi-t  was  objected  to;  it  was  argued 
before  lluil  eminent  lawyer.  Sir  Edward 
Sugden,  and  a  motion  to  vary  the  report 
was  refused  20th  April,  1846.  Vacancies 

Lord  MtmtMgle 


cieH  were  filled  np  officially  as  follows  :  — 
'*  The  Most  Rev.  Paul  Culkn,jD.l>.,  Roman 
GathoKe  ArebbUhop  of  Armigb,  and  Pii* 
mate  of  all  Ireland,  and  the  Rev.  W« 
Ormsby,  Vicar  of  St.  Peter's."  Is  it  noi 
clear  that  the  court  considered  the  tir^t 
designjAtiou  to  be  as  free  from  lesttJi  obj«e- 
tionasthokstt  Theaextease  be  ahoold 
cite  was  equally  remarkable.  It  occurred  ia 
1S47,  and  was  in  the  Rolls  Court,  before  the 
Irish  Master  of  the  EoUs,  Mr.  T.  B.  C 
Snddi.  IfOtltrs  of  admivistretion,  wi& 
tho  will  annexed,  had.  It  appears,  been 
granted  (8th  May,  1S47)  by  the  Most  Rev. 
John  George,  Lord  AiThbi^hop of  Arumgh, 
and  Prinmtc  of  all  Ireland,  to  The  Most 
Re7.  John  H'Halo,  of  Tuara,  in  Ae  emmty 
of  Galway,  Roman  Catholic  Ajobbia]M|»  « 
Tuam."  An  affidavit  in  the 
sworn  on  the  aih  July,  1847,  before  Mr. 
Edward  Litton,  Master  in  Chancery,  a 
strong  Protestant.  This  affidavit  was 
signed  "John,  Archbishop  of  Tuam."  The 
case  supported  by  this  affidavit  was  disposed 
of  before  the  Master  of  the  Roils;  and  to 
far  was  at  from  there  being  any  objootian 
totiieaffidarit,  or  to  the  title  assnmad  by  the 
deponent,  that  tho  niotion  against  Arch- 
bishop M'llale  was  refused  with  costs. 
He  would  only  trouble  tho  House  with  uoe 
further  ease— that  of  the  R%bt  Rer.  Jehn 
Cant  well,  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  Meath, 
Plaintiff,  v.  Bernard  Marlon,  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Charitable  Bequu&Us,  and  the  At- 
torney General,  defendants.  In  this  ease  a 
reference  was  made  to  the  Master  in  Ch«s- 
cerv.  Mr.  Litton*  who  repotted  16lb  Am3» 
1641):— 

'<  I  find  that  Elizabeth  Marten  didbeqoeath  her 
estate  and  effects  to  tho  pUunttfT  and  his  sac«e»- 
sors,  Ronuui  Cutltolic  Bishops  of  Mcath,  oo  trust, 
to  establish  au  asjlum  ibr  distressed  Ifo—i 
Catholie  fAwf^jmvn,  I  find  that  the  plaintiff  ft 
cntitlfil.  uriilcr  tliis  will,  ;is  Ruin m  Culiotir  Ti- 
ahop  of  Meath,  to  have  the  posaesaion  of  these 
huids  diiriiv  his  BiblfaM^  whU»  he  aha^ 
ciso  tho  same  spiritual  jurisdiction  exercised  as 
Roman  CathoUc  bisbop  iu  tho  diocese.*  of  Meath, 
in  trust,  Ac.  And  on  plaintiff's  death  or  trans- 
lation, such  person?,  Iwinir  Rnm.-\n  Catholic  M- 
shopt,  who  shall  suoo«ti«l  him,  ext-Tciain^  the  saaie 
spiritual  jurisdtothM  in  the  diocese  of  Meath  aS 
tho  plaintiff  now  exercises,  will  be  entitled  Ul  pOS* 
session  of  tho  land,  &c.,  in  trust,"  Ac. 

He  would  a^k  how  would  buuii  cases  be 
dealt  with  after  this  BUI  heeanM  Iwrf 

But  if  bis  noble  Friend  Lord  Ciattric&rde 

had  not  beard  sufficient  to  convince  him 
that  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles,  withoiiS 
bemg  ostentatiously  prochumed,  had 
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MiloMwMge^  aniluHrities  moob  bighar 
than  those  of  the  Court  Circular  or  a 
State  Master  of  the  Ceremonies,  he 
would  introai  ium  to  hear  the  evidance 
given  againrt  ihe  prwaiA  Bill  by  Areb- 
Siahop  Mamj,  whose  truly  apostolic 
character  deserved  nil  the  cncoiinum  that 
Tt  bad  received  on  all  aidos.  That  euu- 
Hunt  Prolate  obsoi  vcii— 

*'  Our  Chnroh  is  eminently  episcopal.  Onr 
MOwJ  mialatiy  could  not  ka  earried  oq  withoat 
priest*,  and  wc  could  hare  no  priests  without 
bishops,  and  no  bishops  but  through  tbe  authority 
of  the  Pope.  It  la  his  busitu-HS  not  only  to  iiamc! 
our  bidwos,  but  to  point  out  tbe  limits  witbin 
■wliidi  timr  jviliAetion  Is  to  be  elrenaiMrlbed. 
Tbe  portion  of  surface  which  contains  thi'  Catlio- 
lio  flock  vtthin  those  limits  majr  be  called  a  di&- 
iriet,  k  see,  or  a  bithoprie,  aad  the  individual  ap- 
pointed to  ord.T-n  pr'i-st<«,  and  to  carry  on  the  no- 
oessary  functious  til  the  ministry  therein,  may  be 
a  viear>apoBtolic  or  a  bishop  iu  ordinary,  with  this 
ilifforonec,  tliat  ttio  fo^rmer  is  removable  at  plea* 
sure  ;  the  latter  is  permanent,  and  therefore  one 
step  removed  from  Papal  influence.  Except  as 
Archbishop  of  Dublin,  I  could  not  give  a  parish — 
I  could  not  ordain  one  of  my  own  priests — I 
could  not  comniiinicate  with  tbe  Popo — I  could 
not  grant  letters  diswiswiy.  or  ordinatioa  letters, 
ortettentwtfanonial." 

Wbat  tben  will  be  the  operation  of  a  BiU 
wluoh  deelarea  Arebhlahop  Murray's  ap- 
pointment and  nil  acts  and  juristlictious 
under  it  unlawful  aud  void  ?  The  con- 
setjucncea  wore  what  might  have  been 
faroiowi.  Many  of  Uieir  Lordibips  knew 
that  there  was  a  wide-spread  organi- 
sation of  thn  wliole  Roman  Catholic 
body  already  iorujcd  in  Great  Britain  and 
Iroland  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  their 
religion}  and  be  would  tnlMnit  to  thmr 
Lordships,  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
should  not  be  left  in  a  position  of  think- 
ing t^ey  were  again  oaUed  on  to  strug- 

Sle  for  froodon.  If  it  wore  tvppoBed 
bay  wore  really  driven  to  engage  in  a 
conte-^t  fnr  religious  freedom,  thoy  would 
not  struggle  alone — they  would  be  sup- 
ported by  public  opinion,  aud  hj  the  sym- 
pathy and  .  the  oo*op«ration  of  the  Protoa- 
tant  community.  If  their  Loidshipn  knew 
that  ih'in  law  could  not  be  executed — aud 
the  history  of  the  past  would  givo  them 
abundant  proof  of  what  they  must  expect 
to  find  in  the  lotnfO^he  begged  their 
Lordships,  by  every  consideration,  by  all 
that  was  due  to  their  own  dignity,  by  all 
that  was  duo  to  the  State,  by  tbe  desiro 
to  keep  mdiminitbed  the  foroo  aad  antbo* 
rity  which  ought  always  to  aooompany 
the  law  of  the  land,  not  to  pass  such  tv 
incasuro.  If  they  bf-linvod  that  this  uiea- 
Euru  wftis  just  uud  good,  aud  that  if  wheu 


paMod  it  could  and  would  bo  o&iiMrood* 

thongh  differing  from  thorn  iu  judgment,  he 
would  not  quarrel  with  the  logie  of  their 
doteruiiuation.  He  begged  them  to  proht 
by  exiwrieocoi.  Ifoaonres  fnuned  with  on* 
intent,  when  not  founded  on  sound  prinri« 
pie,  frequently  turned  against  their  au- 
thors. Of  this,  the  subject  under  con- 
sidoratiou  aii'orded  a  memorable  example. 
Wbon  the  Aot  for  vostoring  Diplomatic 
Intercourse  with  Rome  was  passed,  it  waa 
unfortunately  reudored  abortive  by  a  clause 
carried  by  a  noble  Friend  of  his  Uio  Earl 
of  Eglintoun.  That  ehrase  rendered  it 
nnlawful  to  receive,  as  an  ambassador,  any 
person  being  in  holy  orders  of  the  Church 
of  Rome.  This  clan'?»«  waa  prepared  either 
for  Protestant  dignity  or  Trotestant  safety. 
Thoir  Lordsbipo  were  then  aorely  afraid  of* 
priest;  the  result  has  been  that  they  havo 
imported  a  cardinal.  They  rpjocted  a  respon- 
sible nuncio;  they  have  to  enduro  an  irre- 
sponsiblo  legato.  The  same  cause  had  pro> 
duood  also  the  kttora  apootalioal  now  com- 
]i!Hincdof.  Butfor  that  unfortunate  Ammid- 
nient,  wo  should  not  have  had  the  aggros* 
siou  of  Cardinal  Wiseman.  It  would  have 
been  impouiUe  for  tho  Pope  to  bam 
issued  this  Rescript  without  first  com- 
municating with  the  Government  of  thia 
country,  if  there  had  hopu  a  Miiiister  ro- 
presoiitxug  the  Court  of  itomu  in  this  cottn> 
try,  or  even  if  wo  bad  a  Ministor  at  Bonio» 
Ho  warned  the  Government,  respootfalij 
but  earnestly,  that,  although  there  was 
a  danger  which  they  might  escape  in 
that  House  by  casting  the  responsibility 
of  Sir  F.  Thesigor's  Avradneats  on  Im 
House  of  Commons,  there  was  a  ro- 
sponiiibility  which  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  not  permit  them  to  forget— the  re- 
sponsibility of  ereating  an  agitatlOB  wbiflll 
would  be  the  more  enduring,  boo&use,  ho 
feared,  it  would  be  foundofl  on  trutli  and 
juatice.  Ho  therefore  implored  their  Lord- 
ships not  to  pass  this  Bill. 

Tho  LORb  OHANCSLLOB  said,  that 
though  the  Dobla  Lord  found  fault  with 
thf<  ]>re«('nt  i!ieft=ture,  yet,  although  he 
admiU'^i  tiiat  sometUiug  ought  to  be 
done,  lie  had  not  suggested  anything  in 
its  place;  and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  undor- 
stand  the  charge  of  the  noblo  Lord  as  to 
Ministers  shriukiug  from  the  responsibility 
which  thoy  ought  to  have  undertaken,  for 
be  altogether  deaiod  that  thoy  bad  done 
so.  Tho  Govcrnmant  presented  the  Bill 
to  their  Lordships,  nnd  recommended 
{]uAr  Lordships  to  i)as3  it,  and  they  con- 
biducd  it  a  Bili  which  justified  tliat  re- 
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commendation.   They  stated  at  the  same  |  prepared  to  bo  annouieed  f    How  were 

time*  **Wo  should  have  prefer  reel  a  Bill  |  their  Lordships  prepared  to  meet  that 
loroewhat  different;  but  it  is  necessary  in  f  case  f  They  would  not  shrink  from  the 
our  judgment  to  pass  a  Bill  on  the  subject.  |  question.  That  this  Bill  or  any  Bill  would 
We  think  this  Bill,  altliough  not  precisely  be  eucumbored  with  dtffieuldes,  was  moit 

in  thv.  shape  we  sbouM  LiLve  preferred  it,  likely.    But  tlic  first  question  for  con- 


has  a  tendency  to  accomplish  the  object 
which  it  is  desirable  to  accomplish,  not- 
withstanding  the  alterations  that  have  been 

made."  Was  there  anything  unreason- 
able in  that?  Did  tlip  (irncriimcnt  shrink 
from  responsibility  becauae  tliej  lold  their 


sideration  was  this — Was  it  necessary  to 
legislate  at  all  ?  Koble  Lords  who  enter- 
tained the  opinion  that  it  was  not  neces* 

aary,  were  of  coarse  justified  in  condemning 
the  measure  as  useless.  But  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Monteaglc)  did  not  concur 


Lordshipe  thej  did  not  approve  of  every  |  with  the  noble  Earl  near  him  (the  Bart  of 

line  of  the  Bill,  but  at  the  same  time,  as  a  j  Aberdeen)  in  thinking  this  a  trifiing  matter 
whole,  they  presented  it  to  their  Tiordships' '  — a  matter  that  could  be  passed  over  with- 


acceptance  ?  Wiiat  was  the  foundation  of 
tbe  imputation  of  the  Ooveramont  sbrink- 

ing  from  responsibility?  There  was  no 
ground  whatever.  They  were  responsible 
for  the  advice  which  they  tendered  to  their 
Lordships.  If  this  was  an  improper  BUI, 
tbey  were  subject  to  censure;  but  if  they 
eonld  satisfy  their  Lordships  that  it  was  n 
Bill  demanded  by  the  interests  of  the 
country,  one  wbien  they  felt  justified  in 
recommending  their  Lordships  to  adopt* 
what  was  there  inconsistent  in  their  con- 
duct, and  how  could  it  be  said  that  they 
were  not  properly  discharging  thdr  duty  ? 
Their  Lordships  were  deeply  impressed 
with  the  difficulty  of  legislating  for  Ire- 
land in  matters  of  religion.  It  was  a  ques- 
tion encumbered  with  difficulty :  it  was  a 
qnestikm  whioh  had  destroyed  many  Go- 
vernments, and  had  embarrassed  all.  But 
what  was  the  tendency  of  the  argument  of 
the  noble  Lord  ?  Were  their  Lordships 
prepared  to  repeal  the  Act  which  declared 
the  Church  of  England  and  Ireland  to  be 
inviolate  ?  If  not,  were  they  preparo.l  to 
support  it  ?  There  was  no  other  alterna- 
tive. But  if  they  were  not  prepared  to 
support  it,  let  not  the  separation  be  the 
resultof  a  struggle.  He  should  be  glad  to 
know  whether  the  result  of  the  noble  Lord's 
argument  was,  *'  Let  the  Roman  Catholics 
encroach,  or  the  Pope  encroach  as  much 
as  he  shall  think  fit,  let  them  go  from  step 
to  step,  up  to  the  moment  of  producing  the 
greatest  possible  misebief,  in  the  attempt 
to  separate  the  Church  of  England  and 
Iri  laiid" — if  that  was  the  argument  of  the 
noble  Lord,  there  was  no  stage  in  which 
they  eoold  venture  to  {ntermpt  that  pro- 
gress of  aggression.  It  was  said,  **  You 
dare  not  enforce  this  Bill."  The  same 
language  might  be  applied  to  any  BUI. 
Were  our  Roman  Catholic  fellow-subjects 
in  Ireland  prepared  to  resist  the  law 
which  Parliament  should  adopt  ?  Was  that 

Tk$  Lord  OkmotUor 


out  notice;  and  be  did  not  agree  that  it 
was  not  an  enorMuthment  upon  tbe  nrero- 
gatives  of  Her  Majesty  and  Her  righta  of 
the  Crown.  Then  if  the  aggression  was 
not  to  be  passed  over,  what  would  the 
noble  Lord  do  f  What  bad  he  suggested  f 
Nothing.  He  condemned  Her  Migesty'a 
Mini'=it('r.s'  measure  in  strong  terms — he 
applied  hard  expressious  to  the  Bill.  He 
stated  ibat  the  noble  Lord  who  brongbt 
forward  the  measure,  seemed  more  fond  of 
his  puny  offspring  than  of  his  more  vigorous 
measures  of  former  years.  The  noble  Lord 
also  mistook  the  manner  in  which  bis  noUe 
and  learned  Friend  described  the  Bill.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  not  a  m'tnd 
so  constituted  as  to  vote  for  a  Bill  which 
would  become  inoperative.  The  very  con- 
trary result  was  to  bo  inferred  from  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  speech.  A 
great  deal  had  been  said  of  the  letter  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Iler  Majesty  's 
Government  to  tbe  Bishop  of  Durham;  but 
what  would  have  been  the  feeling  of  the 
country  if  the  noble  Lord  had  not  inti- 
mated that  ho  considered  it  a  serious,  mat- 
ter f  Tbe  noble  Lord  had  written  a  letter, 
expressed  in  strong  terms;  and  if  he  had 
not,  what  would  have  been  the  situation  of 
the  Legislature?  Strong  as  were  the 
noble  Lord's  expressions,  they  did  not 
come  up  to  the  public  feeling  on  the  sub- 
ject. What.hod  been  tho  course  of  legis- 
lation ?  Ever  since  the  Emancipation  Act, 
the  Legislature,  anxious  to  complete  tole- 
ration, and  giving  credit  to  the  Catholics ftr 
loyalty,  had  gone  on  in  relieving  them  from 
one  statute  after  another,  until  at  last  the 
impression  bad  arisen  in  tbe  conntiy  that 
Parliament  was  indifferent  to  the  Cbuftill 
of  England;  and  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  spirited  letter  of  the  noble  Lord, 
which  disabused  the  public  mind,  and 
proved  that  while  tlie  noble  Lord  was 
the  ardent  friend  of  oivU  and  religioua  lip 
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liberty,  his  past  oondnet  vas  not  the  re- 
sult of  indifference  to  ihtt  Church  of  Eng- 
land— the  rcrj  Throne  ^vo^l1ll  have  been 
shaken.  That  letter  had  allayed,  it  had 
nut  excited,  public  irritation.  It  showed 
the  eountrj  that  the  matter  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  and  it  was  owinfr 
to  that  letter  that  the  country  was  content- 
ed with  BO  moderate  a  measure — it  was 
owing  to  the  eonfidenee  reposed  in  the 
integrity  and  good  intentions  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  their  Lordships  were  discussing 
a  measure  so  moderate  that  they  were  told 
hj  some  that  it  was  meleaB,  and  a  dead 
letter,  instead  of  a  more  stringent  mea- 
sure forced  upon  them  by  the  country,  on 
the  supposition  that  the  Government  were 
Dot  doing  their  duty.  Had  not  what  had 
occurred  created  a  necessity  for  legisla- 
tion ?  Look  to  the  past  history  of  the 
eouatry.  There  had  been  a  long  struggle 
en  the  aubject  of  the  Catholic  emancipa- 
tion*^ struggle  whicli  liad  quite  as  mneh 
of  the  political  as  the  religious  character. 
And  indeed  it  was  because  the  Roman  Ca- 
tliolic  rcligiou  was  allied  with  absolutism, 
and  had  a  tendeoej  to  tyranny,  that  most 
of  the  penal  laws  had  bcnn  oriLrinally 
passed;  and  they  were  to  be  attributed  as 
much  to  political  as  religious  consider- 
ations. As  time  went  on,  the  politieal 
considerations  disappeared,  and  Parlia- 
ment felt  itself  at  liberty  to  say  that  the 
necessity  for  laws  passed  under  particular 
eirenmstanees  had  eeased  to  exist.  The 
Legislature  had  yielded  to  its  feelings  of 
liberality;  and  believing  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  would  be  contented  with  an 
equality  in  eiril  rights,  had  (forgetfnl  of 
the  character  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church)  at  last  relieved  them  from  the 

Smal  laws.  What  had  occurred  since  ? 
radnal,  eonthiiial  advaaees.  It  was  not 
the  laity  hut  the  deigjof  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church,  who,  not  content  with  equal- 
ity of  civil  rights,  aimed  at  power  and  do- 
minion— not  for  spiritual  purposes,  but  for 
temporal.  And  was  it  not  natoral  that 
Tilioii  the  Rr>cript  cnw.c  out,  tlie  country, 
wiiicli  had  long  thought  ParliaTnent  Imtl 
gone  too  fast,  should  have  conceived  that 
%e  mask  was  now  thrown  off  by  the  Obnieh 
of  Rome;  and  that  it  was  intended  to 
establish  a  hierarchy  in  Enixland  first,  and 
afterwards  in  Ireland  i  The  step  was 
■neered  nt  as  a  slight  matter.  Bnt  their 
Lordships  should  remember  that  they  had 
an  Established  ('l  urch  in  England  and 
Ireland.  It  had  been  sought  to  en- 
eumher  the  sabjeei  with  the  question  ef 

VOL.  0X7III.  [IHERDSBBIES.] 


the  Royal  supremacy.  When  their  Lord- 
ships got  on  that  question,  they  would 
have  a  lon;^  debate  before  them.  He  was 
prepared  to  state  this,  that  the  Queen  was 
supreme  in  all  courts  which  related  to 
eoolesiastioal  matters,  and  that  was  enough 
for  his  purpose.  There  was  an  Established 
Church,  and  there  were  ecclesiastical 
courts  connected  with  it,  of  which  Her 


Majcbiy  was  the  head;  and  this,  Dttng  a 

foreign  Power,  sent  a  document  to  tiiii 
country,  treating  it,  not  as  having  no 
Church,  but  as  having  one  which  he  could 
sweep  away  at  pleesnre,  and  pareelling  out 
all  England  into  dioceses,  and  giring  it  an 
ecclesiastical  establishment  and  govern- 
ment. Was  that  consistent  with  the  ex- 
istenee  of  the  BstaUished  Chnreh,  and  widi 
Her  Majesty's  prerogative  in  regard  to  it  f 
The  Rescript  restored  the  old  government 
of  the  Church  of  Rome;  the  ancient  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  was  restored.  And 
this  was  eaUed  the  formal  language  of  aneh 
docnments.  Why,  it  was  the  fir-^t  oxara- 
ple,  in  a  country  having  a  Church  Estab- 
lishment of  iti>  own,  and  in  which  the  Roman 
Catholie  religion  is  only  tolerated,  of  the 
Pope  presuming  to  re-establish  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church.  But  this  document  de- 
clared the  Roman  Catholic  religion  to  be  re- 
stored as  the  religion  of  this  oountry— thai 
it  had  come  again  under  the  dominion  of 
the  Pope — and  that  all  acts  were  null  and 
void  that  attempted  to  interfere  with  that 
Rescript.  Tet  they  were  told  that  this  aet 
of  the  Pope  was  no  insnlt  to  the  country 
or  the  Church.  Could  any  one  doubt  the 
law?  No  man  could  lawfully  import  any 
doonment  which  should  affeet  the  Queen, 
Her  regality,  or  realm.  Now  the  Queen 
was  hf^nd  of,  and  the  only  authority  to 
constitute,  courts  of  justice,  and  any  at- 
tempt  to  sssnme  that  which  eeidd  enfy  be 
acquired  by  tin  authority  of  the  Grown  in 
respect  to  jurisdiLtinn  was  contrary  to  law. 
No  court  could  administer  justice  except 
under  authority  from  the  Queen.  One  of 
the  counts  in  the  indictment  against  O'Con- 
nell  was  for  establi^hinrr  courts  af  arbitra- 
tion, and  attempting  to  supersede  the 
Queen's  courts  of  justice.  Well,  here 
was  a  regular  hierarchy  ^tablisbed,  in 
terms  the  most  explicit,  with  all  the  juris- 
diction incident  to  it.  What  authority  bad 
the  Court  of  Rome  to  assume  to  it  that  i 
The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Newcastle), 
for  whom  he  had  a  great  respect,  had  ar- 
gued that  it  could  not  be  any  legal  offence 
to  assume  to  establish  jurisdictions  which 
Ittd  no  legal  power.  But  that  was  a  par- 
2  T 
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feot  fallacy.    In  Lalor^s  case,  for  iutoiMSt*  { Pope  had  Bent  a  Rescript  appointing  per 

the  (l(  feuJaiit  was  itulicte.l  for  assuming  '  sons  to  certain  situations  and  offices.  Tlu 
jurisdiction  in  foro  conscientuB;  and  al- 


though he  disclaimed  to  exercise  any  power, 
he  was  convicted.  Ue  was  discharged  on 
the  adniissioii  of  lil.s  fault,  Lut  afterwards 
relapsed,  and  was  tlioii  acntonced.  It  was 
said  that  the  statute  of  Uichard  II.,  on 
vhush  Lalor  bad  been  indtetsd,  wm  an  old 
and  obsolete  Act.  Why,  it  was  notorious 
that  it  was  unlawful  to  rooeive  bulls  fj  ijiii 
Rome — that  oven  the  Government  could 
noi  bold  eommuiiieataoii  whb  Rone.  Tbo 
ititato  eerlainly  had  not  been  enforced  in 
recent  times.  But  that  did  not  uffi'ct  tlie 
queatiou,  for  penal  laws  w^ero  not  to  he  put 
ill  foree  on  eveiy  occMion — ^tbat  wouM  be 
gross  persccutioil'-^ej  were  to  bo  ex- 
ecuted when  the  public  interests  called  for 
their  execution,  and  not  where  the  aets 
done  wera  followed  by  no  injurious  oonae- 
^veuoM.  Sttob  Ml  ooeaaion  mow  in  LalorV 
case;  and  the  present  was  another,  occur- 
ring as  it  did  after  a  long  course  of  con- 
stant aggrearioB*  It  ww  imponibte  to 
pass  it  bj.  The  opinions  of  toe  millions 
of  this  country  were  not  to  be  treated  with 
contempt.  Recollecting  the  excitement 
caused  by  the  Papal  Rescript,  let  their 
Lordships  conjectore  vhat  would  have 
been  the  feeling  of  the  country  if  tlie  Go- 
rerumeut  had  attempted  to  pass  it  by  iti 
silence :  the  country  would  have  resented 
tiw  insnU  itself,  and  Parliament  would  bare 
lost  its  confidence  if  it  had  not  passed  some 
rery  stringent  measure.  Tlien  ho«'  was 
it  to  be  met  i    Some  had  spoken  of  uego- 


The 

Bill  said,  "  This  shall  not  be  done.  Par- 
liament wOl  mot  aaff&t  it.  The  Rescript 
shall  not  be  carried  into  effect."  That, 

nt  least,  was  what  Parliament  B.aid — what 
it  would  do  was  another  question.  But  he 
contended  that,  at  all  events,  the  Bill  was 
tbo  more  direct  and  digniiied  course  to 
ad(»pt.  It  was  intimated  that  the  law 
would  be  disobeyed.    Parliament  did  not 

Srocccd  violently;  it  commenced  with  mo- 
eration,  but  indieated  a  dcterminatiaii  to 
enforce  obedience,  and  if  this  mca.'^'.ire 
were  not  e&ieiive  for  the  purpose,  to  pais 
others — 

LoBD  M0NTEA6FLE :  Homt.  be«rl 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  I  do  not 
understand  the  nohlc  Lord's  cheer.  But, 
my  Lords,  i  understand  this — that  if  Par- 
liament tbiubs  that  the  interests  of  the 
COttntry  demand  that  a  cerlun  oooise  sliould 
be  pursued,  that  the  assumption  of  the 
See  of  llome  shall  be  resisted,  that  Parlia- 
ment is  prepaved  to  do  its  duty  and  to  eii> 
force  lis  determination. 

Lord  MO  NT  EAGLE:  Hear,  hear! 
TheLORDCliANCELLOR:  Does  the 
noble  Lord  mean  that  PailiaaMnt  is  not 
prepared  to  do  its  duty,  or  thai  it  wiU  be 
difficult  to  do  it  ? 

Lord  MONTE AGLE  :  Hear,  hear! 
The    LORD  .  CHANCELLOR  :  Bat 
does  the  noble  Lord  avoid  the  difficulty  f 
Is  it  any  answer  to  say  that  past  liberality 
tnade   1*  o  t<hition    difficult  ?    Begin  then 
Willi  aiud  luettsure* — give  warning — indi- 
But  an  the  arguments  vrged'in  |  oate  a  determination— but  do  not  pass  the 
this  debate  would  have  been  used  against  j  Bill  if  you  meant  to  shrink  from  the  duty. 


the  remonstrances  of  the  Government.  A 
Resoltttioa  had  been  suggeatcd  by  otliers; 
bttt  bow  such  s  proeeediog  wtHild  have 
tommanded  any  respect,  ho  by  no  means 
saw:  all  the  ridicule  cast  on  this  Bill  would 
have  been  tonfuid  greater  against  proceed- 
ing by  way  of  i^oltttion.  The  Papal 
BeiMmpt  wfluid  bave  been  acted  upon,  not- 
withst.T tiding  the  re«olutioa  in  their  books 
and  journals  affaiust  it;  and  the  country 
wosid  have  mid  that  the  Government  had 
misled  them  by  pretenduig  to  act  by  a 
resolution,  and  had  done  nothiug.  By  the 
Bill,  however,  the  Legislature  indicated, 
determinately,  that  they  did  not  intend  to 
peratit  die  Bouun  Catholic  rehgfioB  to  ad- 
vance so  as  to  become  danccrous  to  the 
Churcli  established,  nor  so  as  to  ercate  a 
oouflict  between  the  two  Churches,  and 
produce  a  colUsioa  and  an  agitation  which 
WOVkl  shake  tlie  peace  of  the  eoQBtiy.  The 

Tk0  Lord  CkmceUor 


Lord  MONTEAGLE  :  Hear,  h^^ar! 
Tlie  LOUD  CHANCELLOR  :  Does  the 
noble  Lord  mean  that  your  Lordships  will 
shrink  from  your  doty  ?  I  trust,  my  Lords, 
that  there  is  no  one  else  who  will  entertain 
the  suppositiou.  ily  Lords,  I  say  the  Bill 
is  mild,  and  that  it  is  SO  is  its  merit;  hot 
wo  think  it  will  be  enough,  unless  an  im- 
pi  es.Klon  should  be  created  hy  what  passes 
in  Parliament,  thai  Parliament  is  not  pre- 
pared to  do  its  duty.  If  the  CAthoUe  clergy 
have  an  impression  that  the  Legislature  will 
not  use  its  power  for  the  protection  of  the 
Cburch  of  England,  your  Lordships  may  ex- 
pect rapid  advances  of  Romanism;  but  I 
hope  that  the  Bill  will  pass  \)y  such  a  aoajo- 
rity  as  will  render  iiuio.vioiis  all  stich  cheers 
as  the  noble  Loi  il's,  uhich  import  that  Par- 
liament is  not  prepared  to  do  its  duty.  If 
this  Bill  infringed  Upon  religions  liberty,  it 
ought  to  be  viewed  with  suspiciooi  but  he 
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WftUt^  te  kn«/w  wiMt  wM  nHgiotis  M berij  ?  wns  eAl««lht«d  to  lead  to  xionfii^ts  between 
Was  it  (as  tometitncs  Wds  malntniiioil)  the  obedience  to  the  hw  And  oh<^di«i«if%  %o fi^W- 
rit^ht  of  cTpry  Church  to  develop  itself  ac-  |  science.  Do  not  talk  to  liini  of  law — givii 
cording  to  its  utmost  discretion  f  He  dc- I  liini  thf  ('iinst  ienco  of  an  honest  ni All. 
nied  it.  Why,  the  Inquisition  was  part  of  i  What  led  a  muu  to  have  any  deferonbe  for 
what  was  involved  in  thd  developmeul  of  ^  the  laws  of  llie  Stats  f  CotlMiiMis{  tmA, 
the  Roman  Catholic  rolip^ion.  Fersccutiou  i  though  he  might  be  told  that,  if  a  Ittail 
was  essential  to  its  pertcet  dercloptnent. 
Look  to  Spain  or  Home  to  see  what  tolera- 
tHm  una  t  ottf  ideM  of  Mligious 

liberty  from  those  who  asked  it !  Rather 
learn  its  yninfiplos  from  men  like  Locke, 
who  laid  it  down  that  religious  liberty  was 
to  be  allowed  fo  tbo  ektent  to  «rliitth  Hirtm 
OODiistent  with  the  public  safety;  but  that 
hf^ynnd  that  it  should  be  restrained.  What 
was  this  necessity,  of  course,  must  be  de- 
pendent en  times  and  etreomstances.  Bnt 
it  waa  a  fallacy  to  treat  the  question  as  if 
it  ciiTieerned  the  Rortinn  Cntholic  religion. 
It  concerned  territorial  bishoprics.  Ue 
deeired  to  know  What  spiritual  funetions  of 
A  biAop  eeuld  dot  be  performed  bjbiahopa 
in  partihus,  or  Ticars-apostoHc  f  He  vpn- 
tured  to  say  there  was  not  one.  Then  the 
hierarchy  could  not  be  required  for  spiri- 
toal  purposes.  The  Reseript  did  not  pre- 
tend that  this  was  so.  The  object  was  to 
set  vf  ri  r'rn!  r'^ti'»lishracnt  to  the  Church 
of  Kn^iand.  It  was  said  a  vicar  in  ordi- 
iiarj  oould  not  exerelae  r^lat  episcopal 
jurisdiction.  What  then  ?  The  only  ef- 
fect was  that  he  could  not  open  eptscttpa! 
courts,  and  administer  ecclesiastical  law. 
And  why  sbottid  he^-aeeing  that  the  law 
of  the  land  did  not  admit  of  ita  being 
done  without  the  Queen's  nuthnrity  ? 
What  was  the  canon  law  which  was  ad- 
nmialefed  in  theae  eocleaiastieal  courts  of 
the  Roman  Catholie  Otinrch  ?  He  Iroold 
n-'ve  n  specimen  or  two  from  that  part  of 
it  wliich  related  to  legacies  or  wills.  By 
the  eanon  hkir  a  Uahop  de  jure  was  exe- 
cutor of  all  ptooB  bequests;  nod  the  Ooan- 
ci!  of  Trent  gave  to  the  bishop  the  power 
of  ciiangiiig  a  testamentary  disposition  on 
reasonable  cause,  and  if  the  matter  were 
doubtful,  to  refer  it  to  the  Pope.  If  a 
will  wat?  void  for  informality,  it  wn-  vnVid 
for  all  legacies  to  pious  uses,  and  so  if  the 
will  were  void  for  uncertainty.  The  will 
of  ft  nhMTWaa  also  TaKd  by  the  eanon 
law,  if  it  was  for  pious  uses.  If  a  legacy 
was  bequeathed  to  a  person  who  was  de- 
ceased, which  according  to  English  law 
lapsed,  that  also  by  the  eanon  law  went  to 
the  bishop;  and,  brides  affecting  property, 
the  canon  law  would  affect  qnestions  of 
marriage  and  dtrorcc.  The  canon  law  was 
u  BMBj  easea  praetieally  miaclneToin^it 


was  by  law  told  to  do  that  which  ita  his 
conscience  he  thought  he  ought  not  to  doj 
he  mnat  be  eontent  to  atibndt  to  the  pen- 
alty  of  the  law  rather  than  violate  h\i 

conscience;  still  in  the  Case  of  Cntliolifs 
the  Church  had  the  power  of  absolving 
them  from  diaobedienoe  to  thto  lAw\  IfthA 
fact,  ihen^  was  as  he  had  stated,  that 
erery  spiritual  office  of  the  Church  dooid 
bo  well  administered  by  a  bishop,  althonch 
not  territorial,  the  «ole  ol^eet  Sf  this 
script  was  that  the  Oathofao  clergy  in  Eng- 
lancl  should  create  a  power  which  should 
increase  their  influence,  which  should  give 
them  more  control,  wholly  independent  of 
spiritual  afiUra.  Thete  was,  therefore,  nO 
prrtence  whatever  for  saying;  tlmt  tlji=  Act 
wouM  be  an  invasion  of  religious  lilseny, 
on  tlio  ground  that  the  Roman  Catiiuiics 
oohld  not  hare  spiritual  aerricea  to  the  ftdl 
extent  without  these  bishops.  Tie  was 
asked  what  was  the  meaning  of  the  Bill  ? 
The  object  of  it  was  to  put  an  cud  to,  in 
some  hiatanees,  and  to  prevent,  In  all,  tHe 
assumption  of  territorial  titles  in  England. 
But  he  was  told  that  the  subjects  of  this 
country,  particularly  in  Ireland,  would  not 
obey  the  law.  Well,  If  this  Bill  passed, 
as  he  trusted  It  would,  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  show  that  Parliament  was  deter* 
rained  to  do  its  duty,  what  was  to  bo  ex- 
pected ?  He  «M  asked,  if  the  tetr  M 
not  obeyed,  would  it  be  enf orbed!  Thnt 
would  depend  upon  circumstances.  But 
he  hoped  there  would  be  no  occasion  to 
hare  H  enforced.  HoWerer,  he  trustecl 
that  Parliament,  by  proposing  the  Bill,  in* 
dicated  (hat  if  the  Catholic  clergy  should 
break  the  law — if  there  should  be  nn  at- 
tempt to  rebel,  or  to  raise  agitation  to 
offer  resistance  against  the  loi^— he  thilt> 
cd  that  Parliament  would  pass  proper 
measures  to  cause  it  to  be  rrspprted.  Wo 
had  given  them  fair  warning;  there  could 
be  no  talk  of  enrpriie,  or  a  breaeh  ef 
faith.  And  was  it  to  be  tolerated  thai  a 
set  of  men  who  enjoyed  the  protection  of 
the  country  in  every  respect,  who  were 
permitted  the  free  exercise  of  their  rell> 
gton,  and  who  had  full  protection  for  Cheir 
property,  should  talk  of  rebelling  against 
the  law  ?  The  country  was  at  an  end  if 
we  were  not  penmttea  to  vhidioate  the  taw 
2  T  2 
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— if  we  wore  to  ham  a  Government  so  pu. 

sillanimous  as  not  to  be  ready  to  maintain 
the  institutions  of  tbe  countrj,  the  law 
had  lictter  remain  as  it  mB,  He  WM  of 
opinion,  howerer,  that  this  law  ahonld  be 

as  moderately  exerted  as  the  occasion 
would  admit  of.  Various  objections  had 
been  taken  to  the  Bill,  but  none  of  them 
wera  of  any  weight.  What  other  course 
would  any  one  say  should  he  adopted  upon 
this  subject  ?  One  noble  Earl  said,  "  Do 
nothbg  at  all."  Another,  who  was  absent 
that  night,  said,  **  Resolutions;*'  and  ano- 
ther, "An  Address  to  the  Pope."  He 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  held  that  h  gislation 
was  necessary,  and  that  that  icgiblatiou 
whioh  had  been  adopted  was  not  inconsis- 
tent with  religious  liberty.  If  legislation 
were  adopted,  it  must  be  enforced,  if  it 
were  meant  to  protect  the  constitution,  the 
eonntry,  and  the  Crown.  A  charge  had 
been  brought  agMfiSt  the  noble  Ifarquess, 
that  the  Government  had  committed  a 
breach  of  faith  with  the  House  in  adopting 
the  subsequent  Amendments  wineh  bad 
been  proposed.  Bot  1^0  House  of  Com- 
mons insisted  upon  those  alterations,  and 
they  did  not  make  the  slightest  difi'ercnce 
in  the  effeet  of  the  Act.  The  &nlt  was 
found  with  the  clause  which  made  the  At- 
torney General  the  prosecutor.  He  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  thought  it  was  most  pro- 
per that,  as  a  public  servant,  the  Attorney 
General  should  be  called  upon  to  prosecute 
in  siif  h  rases,  and  if  lie  refused  to  do  so, 
lie  was  accountable  to  Parliament.  A 
prosecution  upon  a  religious  subject,  of  all 
others,  should  be  conducted  upon  the  re- 
sponsibility of  Government.  The  question 
was,  then,  did  the  alteration  so  far  affect 
the  usefulness  of  the  Bill  as  to  render  it 
imudicious  in  their  Lordships  to  pass  itf 
He  contended  that  it  did  not.  There  was, 
therefore,  no  ground  for  f\lle<Ting  that  there 
was  any  breach  of  faitii  ou  the  part  of  the 
Govemmenty  and  he  called  upon  the  House, 
therefore,  to  give  its  assent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  Eakl  of  ST.  GERMANS  would 
not  presume  to  address  the  House  at  any 
length  at  one  o'clock  in  the  morning,  more 
especially  as  the  greater  part  of  his  argu- 
ment had  been  anticipated.  He  would 
confine  himsdf  to  Tery  narrow  limits.  He 
had  listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
speecli  of  the  nohle  and  learned  Lord,  on 
the  woolsack,  with  the  view  of  hearing 
some  reply  to  the  obserrations  of  the  no- 
ble Lord  who  had  spoken  before  him  (Lord 
Monteaglo);  but  he  had  failed  to  catch  a 

The  iMrd  Okmiceikr 


I  single  syllable  whiob  could  be  considered 

'  n  "^fitisfactory  answer.  The  speech  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was  nothing  more 
nw  bw  than  a  "  Ko>Popery  "  onUon.  Il 
was,  be  thought,  a  speech  better  adapted 
for  the  meridian  of  the  Mansion  House  than 
for  their  Lordships*  House ;  and  be  con- 
fessed it  was  a  speech  which  be  did  not  ex- 
pect to  hear  from  a  Whig  Lord  Chancellor 
in  the  year  1S51.  He  would  confine  him- 
self strictly  to  the  Bill  as  now  before  the 
House.  With  regard  to  the  alterations 
made  in  the  Bill,  he  regretted  that  those 
Amendments  which  the  Government  them- 
selves disapproved  of  and  adopted,  had 
been  proposed  by  an  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  of  his  (Sir  V.  Thesiger)  who  held 
the  oifice  of  Attorney  General  under  the 
GoTcrnment  of  Sir  K.  Peel,  whose  every 
measure  was  marked  by  a  spirit  of  con- 
ciliation and  liberality  towards  the  Roman 
Catholics.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  said  that  the  letter  of  T^ord  John  Rus- 
sell bad  had  the  effect  of  allaying  the  pub- 
lic e»»tement;  and  so,  in  like  manner,  it 
might  be  said  that  the  proposition  to  tram- 
])le  under  foot  the  Cardinal's  hat  was  cal- 
culated to  soothe  irritation.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  discussed  the  penal 
laws;  but  he  would  appeal  to  their  Lord- 
ships whether  the  loyalty  of  tin  Roman 
Catholics  had  not  been  acknowledged  in 
many  Acts  of  Parliament?  He  had  heard 
with  great  regret  some  parts  of  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Duke  at  the  table  (the  Duko 
of  Wellington),  in  which  ho  seemed  to 
think  that  the  great  measure  in  which  he 
had  had  so  laigo  a  share  had  been  in  some 
JoijTeo  unsuccessful  in  allaying  agitation 
in  Ireland;  but  he  begged  to  observe  that 
the  loaders  in  the  recent  rebellion — if  the 
transaction  could  be  dignified  by  such  a 
term — were  not  Roman  Catholics,  but 
Protestants,  as  in  the  original  rebellion  of 
'9S.  From  the  experience  which  ho  (the 
Earl  of  St.  Germans)  bad  had  of  Irdand, 
he  thought  he  could  safely  assert  that  tho 
effects  of  that  mensarc  were  beginnin*:^  to 
bo  felt  until  this  ill-starred  measure  came 
in  and  put  a  stop  to  the  amalgamation 
which  was  going  ou.  The  noble  and  leam^ 
ed  Lord  then  went  on  to  make  himself  tho 
mouthpiece  of  the  Koman  Catholic  laity, 
and  assured  the  House  that  they  did  uot 
approve  of  tho  proceedraff  of  ^e  Pope; 
but  on  that  point  he  would  rather  trust, 
for  his  own  part,  to  the  declaration  of  tho 
Roman  Catholics  themselves,  which  had 
been  referred  to  by  the  noble  Duke  on  the 
cross-bench  (the  Duke  of  Newcastle), 
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which  Tffts  signed  by  eight  or  ten  Roman 
Catholic  peers,  and  most  of  the  principal 
Boman  Catholic  gentry,  in  which  they  ap- 
profed  of  the  aot  of  the  Pope,  and  ex- 
pfessed  their  disavowal  of  any  Intention  to 
stand  aloof  from  him  in  that  proceeding. 
Then  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  said  that 
dkis  iasidi  h«d  been  greatly  inereaaed  by 
its  prooeedini;  from  a  foreign  and  temporal 
potentnfc.    Nonr,  at  one  timo  tliere  liad 
been  m  EnL^lish  Pope,  ami  yet  that  would 
not  have  altered  the  complej^ion  of  the 
Aot»  bod  H  been  oommitted  bj  him.  The 
Pope  was  not  necessarily  a  temporal  po- 
tentate; and,  as  had  already  been  observed, 
his  Rescript  would  have  possessed  just  the 
same  force  had  it  been  issued  from  exile. 
It  might  happen  that  he  might  be  dispos- 
sessed of  his  temporal  sovereignty,  or  ex- 
pelled from  Rome;  but  his  spiritual  power 
would  remain  the  same.    Next,  the  noblo 
and  leaned  Lord  proceeded  to  antmadrert 
in  strong  terms  on  the  insolence  of  the 
Pope  m  parcelling  out  the  territory  of  this 
coimt)v  into  different  dioceses;   but  he 
wuuid  ask  the  uolile  aud  learucd  Lord, 
whether  the  psreelHng  oQt  of  the  territory 
into  Ticariats  was  not  as  much  an  aggres- 
sion on  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  as 
the  parcelling  it  out  into  dioceses  ?  The 
noble  imd  learned  Lord,  he  obserred,  shook 
his  bead.    He  probably  meant  that  vicar- 
iates do  not  involve  jurisdiction.  [Tlie 
Lord  Chancellor  assented  ]    "Rut  he  (the 
Earl  of  St.  Germans)  maiutained  that  the 
eases  were  nerMibeless  snbstantially  the 
same.    The  history  of  the  Catholic  Church 
in  England  had  been  so  boldly  slcetched 
out  by  the  noblo  IJ'uko  wlm  l)ri  1  preceded 
him,  that  he  should  not  attempt  to  touch 
npon  it;  from  it,  bowerer,  lie  was  inform- 
ed that  from  the  death  of  the  last  Roman 
Catholic  bishop,  Vr.  Watson,  incessant 
efforts  had  been  made  to  induce  the  Po]^e 
to  create  a  regular  hierarehieal  system  m 
this  country,  which  had  been  discouraged 
invariably  by  the  Jesuits,  and  until  lately 
the  Roman  Catholics  had  never  been  able 
to  prevail  on  the  Pope  to  comply  with  their 
irisaes.   Bat  the  noble  and  leamed  Lord 
asked  where,  among  the  great  Powers  of 
Europe,  an  instance  had  occurred  of  the 
Pope  having  been  permitted  to  appoint  bi- 
shops without  the  consent  of  the  Sovereign  ? 
He  (the  Eari  of  St.  Germans)  confessed 
be  did  not  expect,  in  a  matter  of  ciril  and 
religious   liberty,  that   despotic  Powers 
would  bo  set  up  for  our  example;  we  rather 
OQgbi  to  aet  uem  an  example,  thaa  take 
one  from  dimn.  But  he  would  ask  whe- 


thcr  it  did  not  make  a  great  difference  iha,t 
a  concordat  had  been  concluded  between 
these  Powers  and  the  Holy  See — at  least 
in  the  great  majority  of  instances  ?  for  in 
that  case  each  party  gave  up  something — 
Rome  gave  up  spiritual  power,  and  the 
country  gave  the  temporalities.    That,  he 
thought,  although  be  spoke  with  cBffidenoe, 
was  the  old  law  of  this  country ;  at  least 
something  like  it  was  to  be  found  in  Brac- 
ton,  who  seemed  to  him  to  Iny  it  down 
most  clearly,  and  to  point  out  tliu  fallacy 
which  ran  through  the  most  of  the  argu- 
ments used  by  their  Lordships,  and  that 
ivfts,  confounding  the  spiritual  with  tho 
temporal.    The  distinction  was  a  very  nar- 
row one;  so  narrow  as  to  give  rise,  he  be- 
lieved, to  most  of  the  disputes  which  had 
arisen  between  our  Kings  and  the  Popes. 
Ue  could  assure  their  Lordships  that  no 
man  could  be  more  opposed  to  any  en- 
croaebment  on  the  temporal  power  of  the 
Sovereign  of  this  country  than  be  was; 
but  he  (lid  not  see  that  in  this  case  any 
such  a;^;ur('3sion  had  been  committed,  But 
since  mucli  was  rested  on  the  assumption 
of  tides,  and  the  noble  Harqvess  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  had  said  that  the 
Qnemi  was  the  fountain  of  honour  in  this 
country;  he  begged  to  remind  the  noble 
Marquess  that  many  titles  were  accepted 
from  foreign  Powers  by  subjects  of  Her 
^fajesty,  without  the  smallest  sanction  or 
congnisance  on  the  part  of  the  Queen.  Tho 
noble  Marquess  would  see,  by  an  ahnanack, 
that  there  was  a  largo  nnmber  of  counts 
and  barons  in  Ireland,  not  one  of  whom, 
he  believed,  had  assumed  the  title  with  tho 
sanction  of  Her  Majesty  ;    and  in  this 
country  was  one  who  had  attracted  con- 
siderable attention  to  himself'— the  Baron 
do  Rothschild.    The  fact  was,  the  title  of 
bishop  or  archbishop  was  not  a  title  of 
honour,  but  of  offices  in  the  Church;  they 
were  no  more  titles  of  bononr  than  were 
the  titles  of  archdeacon,  priest,  or  deacon, 
being  no  more  than  titles  of  an  offici>  In 
the  Church,  and  not  beyond  the  f'hurch. 
No  doubt  in  this  country,  and  in  most  Eu- 
ropean countries,  there  waa  connexion  be- 
tween Church  and  State,  and  the  bishops  had 
been  placed  in  a  station  of  honour,  dignity, 
and  power,  so  that  it  was  difficult  to  dis- 
cover tho  idea  of  a  bishop  from  that  of  a 
man  of  rank  and  wealth.    Selden  spoke 
of  bishops  as  being  only  sjiirltual  barons; 
and  the  very  fact  that  tho  Government  had 
not  thought  it  necessary  to  prohibit  the 
title  of  bishop  from  hiring  used  m  the  Epis- 
copalian Ohnroh  of  Sootland  was  e  proof 
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that  tkaj  themscLvQs  did  not  oonsider  it  as 
a  honour,  whidk  oonld  onJy  be  con- 

ferred by  the  Queen.    Tlie  same  exercise 
of  authority  had  been  used  by  tlic  Pope  in 
the  Uaited  ibtated  oi  America,  wilkuut  tUu 
i]i||1it«it  TenMoitrMiiei  but  aUhovgh  thwe 
WM  noiEstabUshcd  Church  in  that  country, 
yet  if  tWrehad  been  any  infringement  upon 
th^  teodpor^  powci*,  Atu<^riua,  as  jeuluus 
of  it «»  wtt  ooold  be»  vmiU  luwe  resettled 
it.    That,  then,  was  a  case  in  pwiit  to  the 
nobI«  and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolsack, 
ia  which  a  Btmilar  ejieraisa  of  authosit^ 
had  beett  penuMI.   Tb»iiob1o  and  lumt- 
ed  Lord  who  spoke  early  in  the  debate 
(Lord  Lyndburst),  stated,  the  effect  of  the 
statute  of  Richard  II.  waa  to  put  without 
the  prateetioik  o£  tbe  Krog,  any  person  who 
should  ia  any  cnso  infriugo  upon  the  au- 
tli  irity  or  dig:nlty  of  tin-  K  ■  ug,  or  tlic  tem- 
poralities o£  the  Sovereign,  and  that  it  was 
on  that  giottnd  that  Lalor  iiaa  poaiflhcd. 
Dr*  Wiscmaa  sai^l,  in  disposing  ef  1iho8« 
eases  which  cauje  before  buu  as  a  coad- 
jutor to  assist  tlie  bishop  of  the  diocese, 
he  wottkL  ho  governed  Uy  tbe  c&imu  law. 
Tberalbve,  it  waa  Mi  at  ail  dear  that  they 
were  not  u)ore  in  danger  from  the  canon 
law  than  wa.s  supposed.    [Tlio  uoblc  Earl 
quoted  aft  extract  nhowiug  that  Dr.  Wise- 
man bad  atatod  al  tbe  bar  of  tbe  Hoaae  of 
Lerds  that  £nglish>  vicars-apostolic  cxer- 
eisod  episcopal  ftinctians,  and  Sir  W.  Fol- 
Ittt,  ia  euBtiubg  kim,  pre»uj^poded  the 
ajwrciao  of  tbe  eanon  law.]   He  WMwntiin- 
•d  tbat  aB  the  objections  which  bad  beea 
urged  a^in&t  the  system  of  government 
bj  tbe  regular  bishops,  applied  with  «^«al, 
if  lot  greatert  fo««o  to  Tfeara-apoatolie. 
Ia  ImI,  the  principal  difference  between 
them  eonslated  in  the  fact  that  tbe  bishops 
were  iikor«  iadependeat  of  the  i'Qpe  than  the 
ticaiBHipQetaUa  woffOh  TfaalviibiloBiaaCa- 
thoKc  hi»hops  had  raluaedto  obey  the  Pope; 
but  tho  viears-aposiolic  in  England,  who 
were  altogether  dependent  upon  the  Pope, 
wera  obliged  to  obev  his  HoUness.  If 
theioCbte  4bey  wiabed  tbe  Bomaa  Gatbolio 
Insbops  to  cootinu©  dependent  upon  tbe 
will  of  Rome,  their  Lordships  should  pass 
this  Bill;  but  if  they  wished  to  see  theiu 
BMra  independeBt,  tbej  ought  to  aQow  tba 
measure  of  the  Popo  to  tako  effect.  For 
his  own  part,  ho  wished  there  were  no 
Koman  Catholics;  he  was  no  admirer  of 
thelf  efeed;  be  wai  finalj  attached  to  tbe 
Church  oi  England;  but  ho  felt  that  he 
must  take  facts  as  ho  found  tliem.  Mo 
found,  then,  that  there  were  in  this  king* 
daai  Sjmjim  or  6,000,000  of  Bomaa 
Th$  Earl  of  8l  Qmnmt 


Catholics,,  and  how  was  he  to  deal  with 
them.  ?  Was  bo  to  igaora  tbov  oxislmea  f 

or  Wits  be,  as  tbe  CJuvernment  now  pro- 
posed, to  prefiT  a  bill  of  in<lirtT^if  nt  a^z^ninst 
theui  i  it  wa^  laipojasiblo  to  taku  diu  latter 
eoana  witb,  any  (^aoca  of  WMoeaa.  It  bad 
already  been  tried  for  300  years  and  failed. 
Had  the  Govermnent  forgotten  the  lesson 
of  expeclcDce  ou  this  sujbjjsct  ?    The  Ca- 
tbolie  BoKef  BUI  had  been  gnuited  beeanae 
a  civil  war  waa  ai^reheoded.    Was  thcro 
nothing  to  be  apprehend     from  such  le- 
gislation, as  this  ?    The  noble  Doko  (tho 
Dako  of  Wellington)  said,  ia  1829,  tba* 
ho  was  induced  to  concede  RomaaCa  L  Ul^: 
emancipation  from  a  fear  of  civil  war;  but 
it  very  elearlj  a^poared  from  the  speech  of 
tho  aobla  aad  Muraed  Lord  on  tbo  wooU 
sack,  whov,  indoodfc  to  do  him  justice,  had 
spoken  in  a  manner  that  could  not  be  mis- 
understood, that  penal  enactments  were 
uot  only  to  be  passed,  but  rigoroualj  en- 
forced.   In  ahofft»  tb^  Lonlahiiia  wwoi 
only  at  tbo  very  comraenccmcnt  of  a  cnnrso 
of  penal  legislation,    i  or  his  own  part,  he 
mui>t  bay  he  thought  it  was  well  the  peoplo 
of  Engliuid  and  IrelaBd  should  know  tiua 
— sliould  know  the  intentioos  of  the  Go- 
vcrnnunu.  and  how  far  the  e.\crei»e  of  tbo 
Roman  Catholic  ieiii^iou  was  to  he  pro 
hibated— that  tba  faaetioos  of  the  Boaiaa 
Catholic  bisho{kS  were  to  be  annulled,  their 
acts  invalid,  and  themselves  to  be  proso- 
cuted-~that  the  ejiiatence  of  a  third  of  tho 
population  el  tibs  Uiutad  Ktagdcan  waa  to 
be  igaoied  -and  that,  in  fact,  some  of  tha 
most  severe  provision!^  of  the  penal  lawa 
wero  to  bo  revived.    He  ventured  to  ask 
tbe  aoiUe  and  kamed  Lord  on  tbe  wooU 
sack  a  question  whieh  bad  beea  pievioas^ 
put  to  him,  namely,  bow  far,  and  in  what 
manner,  they  intended  to  carry  out  tha 
provisions  of  tiiie  Bill  ia  Eugknd  and  Ire- 
land ?    It  was      duty  of  tbev  Lordshipa 
to  ascertain,  before  tbey  sanctioned  tbo 
Bill,  to  what  extent  its  provisions  would 
he  hronght  into  actual  operation.  Tho 
Boble  and  Learned  Lord  bad  spoken  witb 
ridicule  of  tbo  proposition  of  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Duke  of  Newcastle)  to  address 
the  Queen  on  the  subject.    That  cour^ 
wss  ad^tod  witb  good  offeot  soaie  jaaM 
ago  in  the  case  of  tho  repeal  agitation  in 
Ireland;  and  bo  <lld  not  soe  why  it  would 
not  have  iiad  a&  good  efi'cet  in  tbe  present 
ease.    The  nom  and  learned  Lord  had 
adverted  to  the  evils  which  would  be  certain 
to  follow  the  existence  of  tbe  new  hierarchy 
in  England,  if  not  eouuteractcd  by  the  pre> 
seal  SU|  bat  mom  of  thoaa  etib  had  oe« 
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curred  in  Irelniul,  where  a  similar  hierarchj 
hatl  existed  for  300  years.  Tho  fears  of 
the  iioblo  mill  leaniod  Lord  were  tliercfore 
mere  chimeras  and  bugbears.  Thu  i'upc 
had  alvajs  ereated  bishops  pinprio  viporv, 
witiiiml  any  iDtetferenee  on  the  part  of  the 
Sovereign.  In  spiritualities  the  Popo  hnd 
always  been  supreme,  and  it  was  about 
temporalities  alone  that  disputes  had  arisen 
between  him  and  SoTsreigns  in  the  early 
periods  of  our  history.  '*  I  tliiMk,"  con- 
tinued the  noble  Earl,  "  T  know  sonicthin;:^ 
of  Ireland.  I  am  sure  I  take  a  great  in- 
fer«st  in  all  tbat  relates  to  tiie  people  of 
ihaieoimtrj,  and  I  eanimfeigncdly  declare 
that  I  never  felt  so  strongly  and  deeply  on 
any  political  question  affectlnc  tbein  a«?  I 
do  upon  this.  I  cannot  conteaipiatc  the 
adoption  of  this  Bill  vitliottt  dismaj.  Ton 
naj  pat  down  rebellioiL  wtUi  the  sword; 
hul,  tnj  Lord^  how  wfll  jou  oontend  with 

'  Th'  unoonquerabte  will, 
And  study  of  revenge,  immortal  iaiba. 
And  courage  never  to  mbmit  or  yield  f ' 

These  are  among  the  consequences  whioh 
TOO  have  to  apprehend,  and  I  earnestly 
hope  your  Lordships  wDl  not  adopt  a  men* 
sure  which  will  again  met  on  the  Roman 
Catholics  tliosft  fetters  whieh  tho  conti- 
nncd  efforts  of  tho  greatest  Rtatesmeti 
this  country  ever  produced  have  but  lately 
aoeoeeded  in  striking  off.**  He  would 
give  his  heartj  support  to  the  Aincndniont 
of  his  noble  Friend  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
accond  time  that  day  six  mouths. 

Tho  Earl  of  MINTO  was  anxious  to 
oflbr  explanation  upon  two  points  with  re- 
spect to  which  reference  had  been  made  to 
lum  personally.  When  ho  was  at  Rome 
lie  had  some  conversation  with  the  Fope 
on  tbo  question  of  establishing  diplomatie 
nlations  between  Iris  Conrt  and  this  conn- 
try.  Tie  told  tho  Pope  openly,  that  we 
would  not  be  wilTni^  to  receive  in  (his 
country  an  eculohiastic  as  his  representa- 
tive. The  Pope  said,  he  eoidd  not  nnder* 
take  to  send  a  Minister  wlio  was  not  an 
ecclesiastic;  Vint  ]u-  added  that  need  not 
occasion  any  ditticulty  in  the  transaction  of 
business  between  the  two  Ooorts,  because 
we  ndght  adopt  the  course  suggested  by 
the  noble  Earl  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ment rthc  Earl  of  Aberdeen) — the  course 
taken  bj  the  Gbvernment  of  Prussia  and 
BiiB8}a--and  aeoredtl  a  Minister  to  him. 
On  tbat  nnderstanding  matters  stood  at 
that  time:  but  when  a  clause,  supported 
by  the  noble  HirK  vrns  introduced  into  the 
PipWiuaiic  Kciatiuus  Bill  in  their  Lord- 


ships* House,  the  Pope  said  to  him  (tho 
Earl  of  Minto)  that  that  circnmstancc  had 
entirely  altered  the  Rtatc  of  the  case,  and 
that  after  thai  i  uriiauientarv  refusal  to 
entertain  soeh  a  Minister  from  htm  as  oould 
alone  represent  him,  noUili^  on  earth  « 
should  indnco  him  to  receive  a  Minister 
accredited  from  this  country  to  Rome. 
Under  these  eircnmstances,  tbdr  Lordships 
conld  judge  whether  it  was  possible,  sup- 
posing it  to  have  been  expedient — a  point 
upon  which  he  offered  no  opinion  — 
to  have  maintained  with  Rome  the  diplo- 
matic interoonrse  whieb  it  was  supposed 
would  have  prevented  the  occurrence  of 
the  event  which  had  given  rise  to  the  Bill 
before  the  House.  And  now  a  few  words 
with  respect  to  another  matter.  The  no- 
ble Eari  (the  Sari  of  Aberdeen)  bad  stated, 
that  while  he  (the  Eart  of  Minto)  was  at 
Rome,  a  paraj^ph  appear -d  iti  the  Pnnian 
Gazette  auuouncing  that  subscriptions  were 
to  be  raised  for  erecting  a  Rookan  Catholic 
ehorcb  in  London,  and  that  among  the 
persons  appointed  to  receive  .'^nhseriptions 
was  Cardinal  Wiseman,  *'  Archbishop  of 
Westminster."  The  noble  Karl  seemed 
to  think  it  nrast  be  rery  odd  if  he  (the 
Earl  of  Minto),  Sving  in  Rome,  bad  not 
seen  this  announcement  in  Roman  Gazette. 
The  fact  was,  ho  never  heard  of  the  para- 
graph until  he  learned  its  existence  from 
the  noble  Earl  last  night.  Sineo  he  en- 
tered the  House  that  evening,  he  had  been 
furnished  with  a  copy  of  the  paragraph, 
and  it  certainly  did  appear  the  Moman  Ga- 
zetu  stated  tbat  the  Tlear-Mostolic  had 
been  created  Arehbishop  of  Westminster. 
On  a  former  occasion  he  stated  he  was 
aware  that  an  intention  existed  of  creating 
Cardinal  Wiseman  Archbishop  of  West- 
minster. Everj  one  knew  it.  It  waa 
spoken  of  on  all  hands.  At  die  time,  how- 
ever,  when  tho  pnrirrmph  appeared,  ho 
understood  some  ditHciilty  had  occurred  on 
tiio  subject,  and  he  then  had  reason  to  Oi- 
peet  that  the  elevation  of  Cardinal  Wise- 
man would  not  take  place.  However,  it 
was  evidont  that  in  January,  1848,  the 
Moman  Gazette  spoke  of  an  Archbishop 
of  Westminster  existing.  If  he  had  hap- 
pned  to  have  seen  the  paragraph,  he  would 
have  looked  on  it  as  one  of  those  inaccn- 
racicB  which  appeared  in  that  newspaper, 
and  others  of  the  same  sort.  He  thought 
he  eonld  perceive  in  the  paragraph  ovidenoe 
that  Cardinal  W?>,enian  was  not  the  person 
referred  to.  The  cardinal  was  not  named 
in  the  paragraph,  and  ho  belierod  that  it 
referred  to  Dr.  Gregory. 
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The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  :  Wliat  cHf- 
ference  does  that  make  ?  The  paragraph 
■pealcs  of  aa  Archbishop  of  WeBtniin- 
Bter. 

Tho  Eaut.  of  MTNTO  :  It  certainly 
showed  an  intention  to  create  somebody 
'  Archbisiiop  of  Westminster.  Of  course, 
lie  WM  aware  of  that  mtention,  aa  he  stated 
before,  long  before  he  visited  Rome.  He 
only  wished  to  state  that  in  point  of  fact 
the  paragraph  never  met  his  eye. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  entirely  concur- 
red in  the  propriety  of  introducing  the 
Bill.  He  did  not  agree  with  the  Bill  be- 
caose  of  the  insult  offered  to  the  Sove- 
reign and  the  ooantry,  but  because  he  be- 
lief that  tbe  creation  9i  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic hicrareby  with  territorial  titles,  was 
iutcndcd  tn  propagate  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion  in  this  country.  lie  approved  of 
the  measure  on  that  ground,  aud  be  hoped 
k  would  be  passed  into  law.  Tbe  Bill 
was  uttsatiafaetory  in  its  pnmsions,  bat  he 

■^'oiiM  nccept  it  in  profrronce  to  having  no 
legislation  at  all.  lie  viewed  with  alarm 
the  long-Tista  of  fature  legislation  which 
tbe  Lord  Chancellor  had  opened.  Tbe 
Government  ought  to  have  Introduced  a 
sufficient  measure  at  once.  Uc  had  a 
word  to  say  to  the  other  House  of  Farlia- 
inent.  He  bad  also  a  word  to  mj  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  They  ought  not  to  have  kept 
this  Bill  in  the  other  House  five  months, 
bccaubc  at  this  period  of  tho  Session,  when 
ibeir  Lordsbipa  were  driTSn  as  it  were  into 
a  corner,  tbej  were  compelled  to  take  this 
Bill  in  its  present  shape,  or  none  at  all. 
He  thought  a  very  serious  error  had  been 
committed  by  extending  this  Bill  to  Ire- 
land. He  considered  ^at  error  the  more 
grievous,  because  in  his  judgment  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  should  be  placed 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  Protestant 
rdigion,  and  there  sbonld  be  what  he 
wonld  call  a  co-establishment  of  the  two 
religions  in  Ireland.  It  had  been  said 
that  in  high  quarters  tho  conduct  of  tlie 
Church  of  Rome  had  ojccited  more  iudlg- 
nation  than  fear.  That,  however,  was  not 
his  feeling.  He  regarded  the  condact  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  with  more  of 
fear  than  indigoatioo.  When  he  looked 
lonnd  and  saw  tbe  inflnence  which  these 
persons  exercised,  and  the  qnafiUes  which 
they  po'^sessed,  fitting  them  to  win  the 
hearts  of  the  common  people,  he  was  not 
without  anxiety  as  to  the  result,  particu- 
larly when  be  saw  bow  tbe  intonation  of 
tfa«  tenice,  and  all  the  pomp  and  circnm- 


!  stance  attending  the  celebration  of  the 
rites  of  that  religion,  had  made  their  way 
bito  tbe  week  mmds  of  many  of  tbe  aris- 
tocracy.  He  bad  confidence  in  the  middb 

classes  of  the  country;  but  though  he  was 
standiriL':  in  the  House  of  Lords,  he  would 
tell  their  Lordships  that  he  had  very  little 
confidence  in  tbe  aristocracy.   Tbe  House 
had  a  great  duty  to  perform,  and  tbe  mid> 
die  classes  thought  that  this  duty  would 
not  be  performed  if  the  Bill  were  passed. 
Ho  had  been  told  that  agitation  had  been 
calmed,  and  bad  gone  down ;  but  tbe 
thinkers  and  the  speakers  on  the  suhject 
nine  months  ago  felt  quite  as  strongly  now, 
if  not  more  strongly,  than  they  did  before. 
He  mnit  say  that  be  voted  Ibr  this  Bill 
with  great  pain,  as  be  £d  not  quite  aee 
what  would  he  its  effect;  and  he  thought 
his  noble  Friend  who  had  spoken  from  tha 
cross  benches  (Lord  Mouteagle)  deserved  a 
more  distinct  answer  to  tbe  question  he 
had  so  pointedly  put,  than  his  noble  and 
learned  Frieud  on  the  woolsack  had  given 
to  it.    He  trusted  it  was  not  yet  too  late 
to  hear  what  would  be  the  legal  effect  of 
this  Bill — a  Bill  which  was  not  altogether 
approved  of  by  the  Government,  but  which 
had  been  forced  upon  them  by  certain 
Members  of  tho  House  of  Commooa.  Be- 
fore sitting  down,  be  wonld  take  tbe  liberty 
of  stating  what  would  he  the  character  of 
the  Bill  which  he  should  have  taken  the 
liberty  of  recommending.    He  woisld  have 
made  the  assumption  of  titles  an  udcncOy 
but  be  would  bare  attached  no  peoalty» 
hut  left  the  Courts  of  Common  Law  to 
deal  with  that  offence.    He  would  Imvo 
had  it  declared  that  no  subjects  of  licr 
Majesty  should  use  any  titie,  eiril  or  eecle- 
siasticsJ,  conferred  on  them  by  a  for^gn. 
Power  without  Her  Majesty's  consent. 
The  practical  use  he  would  have  made  of 
such  a  power  would  be  to  prohibit  the  use 
of  eeclenastical  tities  in  England;  but  h» 
would  have  allowed  them  in  Ireland,  think- 
ing that  tho  position  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic Church  in  Ireland  entitled  it  to  that 
privilege.    Therefore,  though  he  would 
Tote  fw  tbe  second  reading  of  tbe  Bill  now 
before  them,  yet  that  would  haTe  been  ilMl 
measure  he  would  have  recomrDondfd. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWICKL  said,  that 
this  was  a  Bill  which  satisfied  no  one ;  it 
had  been  btroduced  by  Government,  but 
they  were  not  satisfied  with  it,  from  tbe 
alterations  and  amendments  made  in  it  ; 
and  his  noble  Friend  on  tbe  right,  a  distin- 
guished authority  in  the  House,  bad  di. 
rectij  opposed  it.  For  bia  own  part,  ho 
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said  be  should  vote  for  it  with  the  greate&t 
relootoiioe,  and  only  upon  ihe  strong  ne- 
cessity of  maintaining  the  honour  and  dig- 
nity of  the  Crown.  That  was  tho  rrronnd 
on  which  he  would  vote,  and  he  would  not 
offor  another  argument  upon  the  question; 
but  he  mnst  say  that  a  noble  Friend  of  his. 
if  the  necps«itv  of  providing  for  this  had 
fallen  upou  huu,  would  have  conducted  the 
case  in  a  rery  different  va^,  so  as  to  sa- 
tisfy tho  countrj,  hj  inrestigation  of  the 
whole  of  iho  circumstances,  that  something 
effioient  would  be  done,  and  that  the  rela- 
tione of  tlM  Roman  Catbolie  bierarchy  to 
tilis  eountry  would  bo  satisfactorily  ar- 
ranged. Ho  moro  than  doubted  what 
might  be  the  effects  of  this  Bill  on  Ireland 
—whether  it  would  be  possible  to  carry 
cni  the  Tiew  of  the  OoTemmcnt  in  that 
country  ;  and  without  saying  what  might 
be  the  conscqnences  in  England,  he  was 
convinced  that,  instead  of  satisfying  tho 
eonntrj,  the  BQl  would  raise  new  questions, 
and  that  when  they  had  passed  this  "Rill, 
they  had  not  reached  tho  end  of  their  le- 
gislation on  this  subject. 

The  Mabqirbm  of  LANSDOWNB  rose 
to  reply,  and  said,  that  there  were  two  ge- 
neral reflections,  which  had  occurred  to 
bim,  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  which  had 
afforded  him  much  sattsfaetion.  The  first 
wu»  that  in  the  course  of  this  lengthened 
discussion  he  had  not  lionrd  a  single  at- 
tempt to  justity  the  proceedings  of  the 
Court  of  Rome  for  the  manner  it  had 
actetl  in  this  affair.  The  noble  Earl  op- 
posite (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen),  who  had 
gone  the  nearest  to  apologise  for  the  pro- 
adopted  by  tnat  Court»  had  found 


no  other  reason  on  which  to  ground  his 

apology  than  this — that  these  proceedings 
were  no  other  than  the  habitual  arrogance 
and  assumption  displayed  by  that  Court.  He 
hoped ,  ho  wevcr ,  it  was  iK»t  we  opinion  of  the 
nnVilo  Earl  that  that  syHtcmattc  course  of 
arrotjance  and  assumption  was  to  be  met  on 
the  part  of  England  by  a  svsteuiatic  course 
of  snbmiseion.  What  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  claimed  was,  that  though  hear- 
ing much  which  the  Court  of  Rome  was 
accustomed  to  do,  this  couutry  should  use 
their  own  judgment,  and  if  the  proceedings 
of  that  Court  assumed  an  offensire  cbar- 
•iCter,  that  they  should  be  prepared,  in  the 
name  of  the  country  and  of  the  Sovereign, 
Mk  to  dedam  tbatthmr  would  not  submit 
to  it,  and  Aatthej  wodU  adopt  such  means 
as  were  necessary  for  ro.^istinfr  it.  The 


fyin^  to  him  was,  that  in  all  tho  rariety  of 
opinions  that  had  been  expressed,  and  the 

feelings  which  all  cntertamed  in  a  greater 
or  a  less  degree  of  the  charaeter  of  that 
aggression,  it  had  not  occurred  to  one  of 
their  Lordships,  and  he  believed  it  had 
scarcely  occurred  to  any  one  out  of  doors, 
that  it  would  be  right  to  retrace  their  steps 
in  the  great  cause  of  liberality  which  they 
bad  observed  towards  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  to  deprive 
them  of  the  rights — the  inestimable  civil 
rights— which  had  been  conferred  upon 
them.  He  would  reply  in  a  very  few  words  to 
an  argument  which  had  been  put  in  a  som^ 
what  logical  form  by  a  noble  Earl  on  the 
preceding  evening.  The  noble  Earl  said, 
"  What  has  the  Pope  done  ?  It  is  neces- 
sary to  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  that 
It  should  be  adminlsterorl  1  v  nn  Episcopal 
Catholic  hierarchy.  Tho  Queen  had  no 
power  to  establish  a  Catholic  hierarchy  be- 
side the  Chnroh  of  England,  and  it  la 
therefore  necessary  that  we  should  permit 
the  Fopo  to  establish  a  hierareliy."  Why, 
it  was  not  for  establishing  a  lioman  Ca- 
tbolie hieraroby  that  we  protested  against 
the  measure  of  the  Pope,  but  because  he 
liad  attempted  to  establish  a  British  hler- 
archv.  Who  had  ever  attempted  to  object 
to  uie  appointment  of  Roman  Catbolie 
bishops  to  preside  over  die  Roman  Catho- 
lic Church  ?  Tie  said  no  man  had  done 
so.  Let  tho  Fopc  do  what  he  thought 
just  and  necessary  in  regard  to  Ua  own 
Church,  hut  let  him  not  attempt  to  do  it  by 
ostnl  lishing  a  British  jurisdiction.  Again, 
the  uoblc  Duke  (tho  Duke  of  Newcastle) 
bad  said,  that  this  Bill  was  not  so  much  an 
Act  against  the  Pope  as  against  our  fellow- 
subjects  professing  the  Catholic  religion; 
but  he  (the  Marquess  ofLansduwne)  would 
ask  in  what  way  they  could  proceed  but  by 
attacking  those  instruments  which  the  Pope 
employed  ?  Let  those  parties  refuse  to  be 
the  instruments  of  the  Pope  in  his  illcjral 
acts,  and  they  would  stand  acquitted  ot  ail 
guilt  and  all  punishment;  but  if  they  sub- 
mitted to  act  under  the  Pope's  jurisdiction, 
and  to  act  in  contradiction  of  the  authority 
of  the  Queen,  they  must  abide  tho  conse- 
quenees.  Let  them  teaeh  the  Pope  that 
he  could  not  employ  such  instruments  in 
this  country,  and  they  would  administer  to 
him  a  most  useful  lesson,  which  would  have 
the  eSeet  of  preventing  him  from  proceed- 
ing in  that  career  which  had  been  justly 
described  as  indicating  an  intention  of  ex 


other  general  observation  from  the  whole  i  tending  his  system  over  every  parish  in 
eovrie  of  the  debate  which  was  most  grati-  England  where  he  could  erect  toe  Papal 
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Aulbority.    Il  was  mkI  that  bj  flut  BOl  ntiy 

vre  were  takini:;  the  first  stops  towards 
hindering  the  Hoiuan  Cntholic  religion,  bv 


of  tiie  mlnitlmtloDt  of  llio  Catholic 

Churdi ;  but  sliould  that  appear  to  be  the 

cnsp  in  practice,  he  bhouUl  feel  boand  to 


Eenal  enttotineot.  But  how  otherwise  than  come  again  to  Parliament  to  give  the  C 
y  pcnidtitti  oould  we  preTent  anything  tholies  that  fall  extent  of  rdigiom  liberty 


that  we  desired  to  put  a  atop  to  ?  The 

Emancipation  Act  itself  was  n<"^<Mnpaniod 
with  penalties.  lio  could  uut  sit  down 
without  paying  a  tribate  of  pruie  to  the 
noble  Lord  (I<ord  Beaumont),  who  might 
be  said  to  represent  the  Roman  Catholics 
in  that  House,  for  the  good  feeling,  moder- 
ation,  aud  temper  he  had  displayed  in  his 
speech.  Oil  tie  OMiita  cmnea  dkissent! 
If  all  hail  come  to  the  examimitioii  of  this 
question  in  tlio  same  fair  and  nnpvojiuliced 
spirit,  11  might  have  bcuu  brought  without 
difficulty  to  a  mora  speedy  and  satisfaolorj 
issue.  He  denied  that  his  Colleagues  in 
the  other  House  had  yielded  innnediately 
to  the  efforts  to  make  the  measure  more 
strigent.  On  (ha  contrary,  while  some 
TorwU  Amendments  had  been  admitted, 
many  oiTorts  to  increase  the  stringency  of 
the  Bill  had  been  defeated*  and  others  had 
been  given  np  on  their  Movers  finding  that 
the  QoTWmment  would  give  them  no  sup- 
port, amongst  which  was  tho  most  objec- 
tionable AjDiendment  of  ail — tliat  which 
wnnld  have  gEvwi  the  power  of  filing  an  in- 
fovmntien  to  the  oommoQ  informer.  On 
other  occasions  Her  Majesty's  Govf^rnment 
had,  it  was  true,  been  defeated.  Aud  his 
noble  Friend  said,  that  having  then  aent 
up  the  Bill  with  tl^  Amendments  so  intro- 
duced, they  were  answerable  for  tluun. 
lie  denied  that.  They  were  answerable 
for  the  effort  to  carry  an  effective  measure. 
These  Amendments  did  not  affect  theprin- 
oiplo  of  the  Bill;  and  was  it  anything  new 
that,  such  bcinf^  the  case,  the  Government, 
being  defeated  uu  thuoe  particular  Ameud- 


to  whioh  they,  as  well  as  evwj  other  class 

of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  were  entitled, 
under  the  protection  of  that  House  and  the 
sanetion  ofthe  Crown.  Ho  was  not  iber» 
to  contend  that  the  B31  net  every  difficulty 

of  tho  case,  for  every  person  who  had  stu- 
died the  history  of  modern  Europe  knew 
that  tho  separation  between  the  spiritual 
and  temporal  power  was  one  of  the  groatMt 
difficulties  with  which  modern  Icirislatirm 
had  had  to  contend.    What  ho  looked  for 
from  tho  moaiiure  was,  that,  passed  by  the 
mtjorities  by  whioh  it  had  hitherto  been, 
and  by  which  he  was  snre  it  would  be  finally 
sanctioned,  it  would  di^abii'e  the  Pope  of 
Rome  more  effectually  than  could  bo  done 
by  any  other  means     that  tuifartannt* 
error  into  which  he  or  his  advisers  had 
fallen,  that  tliero  was  a  party  in  this  coan- 
try,  becoming  daily  more  numeroos  and 
powerful,  who  would  reeeivo  any  menenre 
extending  his  power  and  fortifying  his 
authority,  not  with  oppoBitton,  hut  vr'.th. 
readiness  aud  joy.    Upon  these  groun«is 
he  begged  their  Lordships  to  read  the  Bill 
n  second  time.    He  trusted  that  none  oT 
the  prophecies  which  had  been  eliadoworl 
out  with  respect  to  its  operation  in  this 
ooontry,  and  more  e«pcoially  in  Ireland, 
would  be  verified.     Undottbtedly,  if  the 
Irish  people,  sufficiently  prone  to  miisnp- 
prehcnd  the  s])irit  of  British  legislaiion, 
tthould  take  the  meaning  of  this  Act  from 
two  or  three  speeches  whioh  their  Lordships 
had  heard  that  night,  it  could  not  fail  to 
crrntf  rrrnt  discontent  in  that  country  ; 
but  he  was  convinced  that  when  they 


ments*  diOQld  have  consented  to  go  on  with  should  find  that  in  praetice  they 


the  Bill  ?  His  noble  Friend  had  liimsclf 
been  a  Member  of  a  Government  that  very 
wii>uiy  accepted  the  Municipal  Kefonm  Bill 
when  it  was  sent  down  mnn  that  Honsa 
with  Tery  great  amendments.  Her  Ma- 
jcHty's  Government,  thinkin;^  that  it  was 
important  that  a  pubhc  declaration  of  opiu- 
ien  on  this  important  snbjeM  riiovld  go 
forth,  would  not,  because  soma  alterations 
bad  been  made  in  its  machineni-,  abstain 
from  inviting  their  Lord^ips  to  carry 
this  meaaura  into  afieet,  and  thereby 
to  secure  the  benefit  of  those  provisions 
whioh  were  iier»>-Hnvv  f  r  tlui  mainte- 
nance of  tho  d^uoou  a  prerogative.  Ue  be- 
lieved that  there  was  notlung  in  tha  Bill 
which  wonid  at  aU  invade  or 


san 

guaranteed  every  privilege,  civil  and  reli- 
gious, which  they  had  hitlierto  enjoyed, 
that  their  feelings,  however  tumultuous, 
would  snbsida*  and  that  hannony  would 
prevail,  which  it  vras  the  doty  of  tiw  €l«w> 
vomment  to  secure  by  every  meaaa 
their  power. 

On  Question,  That  ("  now  ")  stand  part 
of  tho  Motion,  their  Lordships  divided : — 
Content,  Present  146;  Proxies  119 — 
265: — Not-Content,  Present  26:~Proxies 
12—38  ;  Majority  227. 

HesolvciJ  in  tlie  Aifinnative  ;  Bill  read 
2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee cf  the  whole  House  on  Friday 
nast^ 
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thorittes  of  the  prison,  if  hich  had  been  laid 
upon  the  tahle  of  the  Hoase  on  (he  Motioa 

01  an  hon.  Friend.  In  answer  to  tlie  alle» 
gations  in  Mr.  Jones's  petition,  the  prison 


Fond :  M«^«poUtaii  Sew«n ;  Emigntion  Ad-  j  authorities  admitted  that  he  was  placed  in 


TanoM,  DiRtrasMd  IMstriets  (Seottaad) 

Repo)(''<l. — Commons  Inclosnro  TNo.  3). 

Groad  Jury  Cess  (Ireland) ;  Mercantile 
Marine  Aet  Amondmcnt ;  Amst  of  Abscond- 
ing Debtors  :  New  Forest  Deer  Remotal,  4o.  ; 
Local  Acta  (rrelimiiuiry  Inquiries). 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  CASE  OF 
ERNEST  CHARLES  JONES. 

Order  for  receiving  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  And  Ifetiis,  reed. 

Hotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 


separate  confinement  on  the  silent  system, 
was  employed  in  oakum  picking,  wore  the 
prison  dresss,  had  no  change  of  clotlios 
in  summer  or  winter,  was  not  allowed  the 
use  of  a  knife  and  fork,  and  only  had  visits 
from  his  friends  eleven  times  during  the 
wliole  period.  After  tho  first  three  months 
he  had  been  prevcnlcfl  writinrr  to  his 
fricudB,  even  to  his  wife,  and  had  only  been 
Allowed  to  write  foarteen  letters  altogellier. 
Towards  the  close  of  tho  period  he  Wfts 


"  That  the  Report  bo  now  brought  up."    \  (lo>>nrred  the  use  of  pen  and  ink,  and  was 


Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  rose  to 
call  tho  attentkm  of  the  Home  to  the  ease 
of  Brnest  Charles  Jones,  as  stated  in  his 

petition,  presented  to  this  House  on  tho 
26th  May  last,  and  to  move  for  "  CopiM 
of  all  Rules  and  Relations  whbh  at  any 

time,  from  tho  year  1840  to  tha  present, 
liavo  been  in  force  within  the  several  pri 
sons  in  England  and  Wales,  so  far  as  they 
nay  affect  prisoners  convicted  of  political 
ofiwioea."  He  said  it  was  the  duty  of  a 
Hembcr  of  that  House  to  bring  forward 
any  easo  of  oppression  that  camo  to  his 
knowledge.  Mr.  E.  C.  Jones  had  appealed 
to  him  to  bring  forward  his  case,  and  he 
felt  it  his  dutv  to  do  ro.  Owing  to  the 
curtailment  of  the  Motion  days,  he  had 
been  compelled,  uDwilliiigly,  to  bring  it 


Motion.  Mr.  Jones  had  done  all  in  his 
power  to  have  the  case  investigated  earlier. 
Ho  bad  been  discharged  from  prison  late 
kat  anmmer;  and,  owing  to  the  indispon* 
tion  of  himself  and  one  of  the  Members  for 
Westminster,  the  case  had  not  been 
broaght  forward  earlier.  Mr.  Jones  was 
a  banristMT,  a  man  of  eonaiderable  literary 
attainments,  and  the  aathiv  of  several 
works  in  prose  and  verse.  Ilis  fatlier, 
Major  Jones,  was  formerly  e<^uerry  to  the 
Dnke  of  CnmberlaiMt,  now  King  of  Hano- 
fer.  In  1848  Mr.  Jones  had  been  tried 
and  convicted  for  a  political  offence,  that  of 
delivering  a  seditious  speech,  and  sentenced 
to  two  years'  imprisonment.  He  (Lord  D. 
Stuart)  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  justice 
of  tliis  sentence;  it  was  to  the  treatment  to 
which  Mr.  Jones  had  been  subject  in  the 
prison  in  which  be  underwent  his  sentence 
(Tothill-ficlds  Prison),  to  which  his  Hotion 
Iiad  reference.  Neither  ilid  he  propose  to 
go  into  all  tho  allegations  of  the  p<^t;(inn, 
but  would  proceed  upon  the  answer:}  uf  au- 


uot  allowed  to  write  to  the  Judge  as  to  the 
carrying  ont  of  his  sentence,  nor  to  see  his 

solicitor.  This  was  eontrary  to  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  to  the  rules  of  the  prison, 
in  which  it  was  distinctly  stated  that  con- 
Tictod  prisoners  were  to  have  the  privilege 
of  seeing  their  solicitors,  and  in  prirate  if 
t!i<n'  wished.  TTo  was  called  upon  to  pick 
oakum,  and  did  so  at  first;  on  his  refusal 
he  was  phMOd  in  a  cell  for  four  days  on 
bread  and  water;  and  on  a  svibsequent 
rofn?nl  he  was  there  placed,  by  order  of 
the  magistrates,  for  four  days.  This  was 
admitted  by  the  governor;  and  the  magis- 
trates, in  giving  that  order,  had  fielded 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  which  gave  them 
no  authority  to  confine  a  prisoner  on  bread 
and  water.    Tho  governor  had  this  au- 


forward  as  an  Amendment  on  a  Government  thority  for  three  days,  bnt  not  for  a  longer 


period;  conseciuontly  the  order  to  confine 
him  for  four  days  on  bread   and  water 
was  illegal.    Two  other  political  prisoners 
(Sbarpe  and  Williams),  who  were  placed  in 
solitary  confinement  on  the  same  day  as 
Mr.  Jones,  for  refusing  to  pick  oakum,  be- 
cause their  friends  could  not  afford  to  pay 
the  miserable  sum  of  5«.  per  week,  wUch 
would  exempt  them  fimu  uat  labour,  were 
dead  in  less  than  a  week  ;  and  at  the 
inquest  the  iury  commented  on  tho  severity 
used  towarcto  them,  and  recommended  that 
prisoners  should  not  be  subjected  to  snch 
treatment  at  that  time  when  tho  cholera  was 
raging.    Mr.  Jones  suffered  in  his  health, 
and  it  was  donhtfnl  whether  he  would  ever 
recover  from  the  effects  of  this  treatment. 
Tho  surgeon  of  the  prison,  T\-hiIe  denying 
his  ill  health,  admitted  that  he  had  been 
fifteen  weeks  and  two  days  in  the  infirmary, 
when  he  was  suffering  from  chronic  in> 
flamniation  of  the  eyrli  ls     The  surgoun 
admitted  that  he  lost  iiou:ly  :\.  ^tnnr;  n?id 
Mr.  Perriug,  tiic  mudicai  ixuipcctur,  said  ho 
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lot(  14  Hw.  in  fire  ip«ebk  Mr.  Jones  had 
written  to  several  Members  of  Parliament 
to  come  and  visit  him;  the  frovernor  order- 
ed him  to  deaiat,  and  the  governor  had 
added  to  a  letter  written  by  the  priaoner  to 
Ida  wtfe»  warning  her  not  to  invite  other 
persons  to  visit  him,  as  that  might  inter- 
fere with  her  own  visits.  This  was  now 
denied;  but  it  was  capable  of  substantia- 
tion bj  the  prodnotion  of  the  governor's 
letter.  He  eompleined  of  having  to  wash 
in  the  open  air;  and  this  was  substantially 
correct,  though  in  part  denied  by  the  Go- 
Ternor.  He  (Lord  D.  Stuart)  had  exa- 
mined the  plaee,  and  found  ICr.  Jones's 
etatement  correct.  He  found  the  prisou 
arranfifpmonts  open  to  various  objections 
not  involved  in  this  case;  there  were  no 
flnefl,  nor  any  artafieial  meant  of  wanning 
the  priaODy  whioh  presented  in  that  respect 
a  ^rcat  contrast  to  the  Pentonvillc  Prison 
and  the  House  of  Detention.  Tlie  cover 
nor,  in  his  report  to  the  magistrates,  hud 
alleged  that  the  political  priaoners,  m  their 
intwriewo  with  relatives  and  tb«r  corre- 
pon(!once,  evinced  a  determination  to  re- 
peat their  offences  as  soon  as  discharged. 
He  (Lord  D.  Stuart)  had  seen  all  the 
letters  written  by  Mr.  Jon^,  and  found  in 
them  nothing  whatever  indicating  an  in- 
tention to  act  improperly.  He  had  yet 
to  learn  that  it  was  an  offence  to  op- 
pose the  Government,  or  to  indnee  others 
to  do  so.  The  spirit  of  the  gover- 
nor's report  showed  very  little  leniency 
or  can  ill  Kir.  The  geuci  al  feeling  was 
in  favour  of  a  distinctiou  between  political 
prisoners  and  others;  for  no  one  eonld  be 
brought  to  helieve  that  their  offences  were 
of  the  samo  ttirpitude  as  those  of  felons 
and  others;  and,  whatever  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment might  be  passed  on  the  subject,  the 
pnUio  eoold'  not  be  reeoocilcd  to  the  same 
treatment  in  these  cases.  In  the  cases  of 
Redhead  York,  Gilbert  Wakefield,  and 
William  Cobbett,  they  had  not  only  been 
allowed  to  see  their  friends  and  eotrespond, 
hot  to  carry  on  their  publications.  Hunt 
was  worse  treated  in  Ilchester  gaol;  but  he 
afterwards  recovered  compensation  from 
the  gaoler.  Mr.  F.  O'Connor,  when  cou- 
fined  in  York  Castle,  had  heea  treated  with 
less  severity.  It  appeared  there  was  no 
tiniforraity  in  the  treatment  of  different 
gaols.  Cooper  the  chartist,  in  Stafford 
gaol,  had  heen  treated  with  great  leniency, 
contrary  to  the  nsaal  rale,  hist  at  tlie  ex- 
press desire  of  the  then  Secretary  of  State, 
Sir  J.  Graham,  ^fr.  O'Connell,  when  in 
oonfinemeut  iniJubiiu,  had  his  apartments 


splendidly  foinished,  was  aOowed  to  write 

to  whom  he  chose,  and  the  prison  was 

thronged  with  visitors.    Mr.  Disraeli,  in 
1840,  had  truly  observed  that  in  dealing 
with  politieal  offenders  they  ought  to  pro- 
vide for  the  security  of  the  State,  not  for 
tlio  punishment  of  the  prisoners.  The  late 
.Ml.  (J.  Buller  liad  said  it  was  the  basest 
and  most  stupid  act  of  a  despotic  Govern- 
ment to  eoafoond  politieal  offenders  widi 
others.    Mr.  Justice  Talfourd  and  the  pro- 
sent  Lord  Chief  Justice,  when  in  that 
House,  had  e.xpressed  similar  sentiments. 
The  Mar(^ue88  of  Normanby,  writing  in 
referenee  to  Mr.  O'Connor,  said  to  ere 
ought  to  be  nothing  of  degradation  iu  his 
treatment,  nor  anything  injurious  to  tho 
health.    Why  should  Mr.  Ernest  Jones 
have  heea  trsated  with  greater  sererilj 
than  ICr.  O'Connor?    Why  did  not  the 
Government  act  in  the  same  spirit  as  they 
had  advocated  iu  the  treatment  of  Lovett 
and  Collins  ?    Vincent,  it  was  said,  had 
been  trsated  with  greater  lenienej,  heoanse 
his  offence  was  less  heinous  than  that  of 
Ernest  Jones.    But  tho  offence,  an  do- 
scribed  in  the  two  cases,  woa  tho  samo 
totidem  verbis.    When  Vincent's  case  Was 
under  disoossion,  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  given  an  assurance  that  a  classifica- 
tion of  the  prisoners  should  bo  introduced; 
but  was  it  meant,  by  a  bod  jest,  that  such 
separation  was  to  he  solitary  eonfineraentf 
When  Ernest  Jones  eomplained  of  solitaiy 
confinement,  he  was  told  that  he  might  go 
and  herd  with  the  felons  tliat  filled  the 
prison.    To  treat  political  prisoners  with 
undeserred  rigour,  was  bad  policy  on  the 
part  of  Government.    Men  so  treated 
could  never  forget  what  they  had  f>ndured, 
or  become  attached  to  the  institutions  of 
the  oonntry  under  which  they  had  so  suf- 
fered.   It  was  time  something  was  done; 
he  hoped  the  next  Session  would  not  pass 
without  a  measure  on  tho  ^^nhjcet  being  in- 
troduced.  In  one  respect  Mr.  Jones's  case 
differed  from  all  others.   He  applied  to 
the  visiting  magistrates  for  leare  to  peti- 
tion this  House.    That  wnoi  the  constitu- 
tional right  of  every  Englishman;  it  was 
so  declared  by  the  Bill  of  Rights,  and  laid 
down  by  Blaekstone ;  and  it  had  aerer 
been  questioned.  He  doubted  whether  the 
interference  of  any  parties  to  prevent  any 
one  petitioning  that  House,  was  not  a 
hreaeh  of  pririlege.  The  Speaher  thought 
it  was  not;  hut  no  one  eould  question  the 
gross  inipropriety  of  the  act.    Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  had  been  allowed  to  petition,  and 
his  petitiou  bod  been  received,  though  ho 
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%rM  ftttotnfcd  ttf  high  treason.    Id  Mr. 

Jones's  cnse,  the  mni^i-itiatcs  n  qulriM!  to 
blow  the  gruuDds  on  which  he  vrantetl  to 
^tftiofi  the  Hwue :  ob«  wsato  couiplain 
of  their  oolldiiet}  the  p(M-mis8ion  WAS  re- 
fused, but  he  was  allowed  to  addrc-gs  the 
Hotuo  Office.     Sir  G.  Oroy  had  imme- 
diately acted  in  a  way  which  did  him  great 
hononr;  he  had  written  to  the  visiting  jus- 
tices, desiring  them  to  utlow  Mr.  .Tones  to 
petition.    Notwithstniidiiic:  this  tliov  still 
refused,  and  the  prisoner  hud  uevor  been 
dlowed  to  petition  that  Houm.  The 
conduct  of  the  first  instance,  and  then  dis- 
regftrding  the  intimation  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  was  monstrous.    Notiiing  could 
bo  lose  eharaoterittie  of  men  who  wished 
to  net  with  leniency  and  kindness.  There 
wag  somethin!:;^  puspicioo*  in  the  way  in 
which  Sir  G.  Grey's  letter  had  been  con- 
tojred  to  the  niaglstmtes;  Its  delivery  was 
nnusually  delayed,  so  that  it  only  came 
before  the  meeting  of  justices  on  the  9th 
of  July,  instend  of  the  2ad.    When  it 
moB  befwre  them,  thejr  ettded  it  by  al- 
leging that  the  prisoner  had  just  written  a 
letter  to  Mr,  O'Connor,  and  eouhl  not  by 
the  rules  write  another  till  three  months 
OXfrired.    It  was  to  be  regretted  that  Sir 
0.  Orcj  had  not  relaxed  that  rule,  to  en- 
able Mr.  Jones  to  forward  his  petition. 
They  wero  bound  to  have  told  him  nt  the 
end  of  the  three  months  that  he  was  at 
fiherty  to  send  his  petltloftf  hat  this  was 
kept  from  him,  and  ho  never  knew  of  the 
permission  hnvini;  been  given.    This  wa^ 
a  flagrant  abuse  of  power  on  the  part  of 
tiie  magietrates,  and  onght  to  ho  inquired 
into,  i^o  that  the  recurrence  of  such  a  thing 
mi;<ht  he  prevented.    Had  lie  hronght  tlii'^ 
forward  at  an  earlier  period,  he  sliould 
have  nored  for  a  Select  Oommittee,  and 
should  do  so  nest  Session.    Of  all  the 
chartist  prisoners  condemned  at  thnt  time, 
Emost  Jones  was  the  only  one  who  had 
Mt  reoeiTed  a  remission  of  his  sentence. 
This  looked  like  oppression;  and  wherever 
tber^  was  nn  attempt  to  bear  down  nn  in- 
dividual, it  was  the  duty  and  the  interest 
of  all  to  see  that  justice  was  done.  Ho 
did  not  hrhig  forward  this  case  because  he 
porrrMvI   in   thr-  political  0]iinion.s  of  Mr. 
J  ones,  but  because  he  thou|{ht  he  had  been 
oppressed. 

Amendment  proposed— 

To  IwiT*  out  fiwn  ilw  word  '  That'  to  the  end 

of  til."  (}i:.  <ti.,n,  in  onlt-r  to  add  the  words  •  tiicre 
bo  laid  before  tbiis  liouso  Copies  of  all  Ruk-s  ;uid 
RefDbtUms  whleh  at  any  time.  Iron  tlie  year 
ISMtotbe  pNWDt,  h»vo  b«w  im  Inee  wMua  the 

Lord  J),  Stuart 


I  scTL'r.11  prisons  izi  EiiLrLmd  .ind  W.iles,  so  far  mi 
tlicjr  majr  afibct  prisoaors  convioto4  of  polifcMsl 
'  offenees,'  instead  tbereef." 

Question  proposed,  '*  Thai  the  wards 
proposed  to  be  left  mt  stand  part  of  tha 

Question." 

Ma.  W.  WILLIAMS  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion.    Ho  was  one  of  the  visiting  justices 
of  the  iiriaoii,  and  he  quite  agr^d  in  tha 
language  the  noble  Lor:!  had  used  .1^  to 
the  oppressive  and  tyrannical  treat meut  of 
these  prisoners.    It  was  most  disgraceful 
to  plaeo  men  morel  jeoaTieted  of  sedidous 
language  nhmg  with  common  felons.  But 
tlio  noble  Lord  had  not  properly  distin- 
guished between  the  rules  of  the  prison, 
and  tiie  eondnet  of  tile  magistrates.  Had 
he  referred  to  the  rules  and  regulations, 
ho  would  have  scon  that  nearly  all  which 
he  had  imputed  to  the  magistrates,  was 
neeessarily  impoead  on  thorn  hy  Act  of 
Parliament.    Tboy  had  HO  alternative  but 
to  inflict  the  oppve^siong  comjdained  of. 
There  were  two  divisions  of  prisoners  con- 
Tieted  of  flrisdomoaaofin,  in  one  of  which 
the  prisoners  rseeived  some  iudulgencos. 
In  the  other  cases  which  the  nohlo  Lord 
had  referred  to,  tho  prisoners  had  gone  to 
the  ieeond  divi^on  of  misdemeanants,  in 
the  absenoo  of  any  order  from  the  court  to 
tho  contrary;  and  in  that  division  the 
prison  regulations  authorised  the  visits  of 
friends,  wearing  their  own  clothes  by  pri- 
soners, aad  other  iodolgenoes.   The  omer 
division  was  miieh  more  strict  in  its  regu- 
lations— both  were  in  conformity  to  the 
Act  of  Georgo  IV    cap.  64-.    During  the 
time  he  had  been  a  visltiiig  magistrate  of 
this  prison,  he  found  that  every  request  of 
Mr.  Jones  had  been  complied  with  TTe 
was  not  a  visiting  justioe  when  the  pnsonor 
desbed  to  petitioB}  that  refitsal  ha  oonsid- 
ered  a  grievons  wrong.    In  otie  instoneo 
.Tones  had  applied  for  the  use  of  pen,  ink. 
and  paper.    This  wes  at  first  refused  by 
tho  iristtittg  jistteos,  hut  hi  less  thaa  a 
month  after  it  was  allowed.  Afterwards 
Jones  was  provided  with  a  drawing  book, 
at  his  own  request.    He  had  written  to 
Mr.  Setjeawt  Wiikhis,  reqaesting  a  tkk, 
and  the  magistrates  had  allowed  thia  letter 
to  he  forwarded.    Every  application  mndo 
while  he  (Mr.  Williams)  was  a  visiting 
justice,  was  complied  with.     The  visiting 
justieee  wero  placed  in  a  most  di6Scult  po- 
sition; and  he  knew  that   the  feehngr 
amongst  thorn  was  in  favour  of  ofranting 
ail  the  indulgences  thoy  could.  The 
oakmn  poking  had  heon  imposed  Jones 
owing  to  tho  eeisatioft  ol  tha  p^jmeM 
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which  exempted  him  equally  vitib  the 
otlior  prisonera.  Wlion  tlie  money  was 
raiecd,  this  dcirrailinfr  occupation  coaseii. 
He  laiucaled  tu  kauw  that  two  of  tiie  pri- 
•oaert  who  vere  iiiutUe  to  mA%  the  re- 
quired payments  and  had  refused  the  work, 
and  been  placed  in  holitary  confinement, 
bad  taken  the  cholera  and  died.  lie  did 
not  belieTe  the  visiting  jnitieee  had  any 
alternative  in  this  case;  but  the  oppressiro 
Acta  by  wliich  their  discretion  was  fettered, 
ought  to  be  rcpeoled;  and  he  regretted  the 
noble  Lovd  had  not  moved  for  a  Commit- 
tee. These  tyrannical  and  opprcftsivo 
statutes  could  only  be  got  rid  of  by  their 
eriis  being  pointed  out.  He  had  not  been 
ft  Tttiting  justiee  dmiog  the  whole  of 
Jones's  imprisonment;  but  he  had  teen  no 
disposition  in  his  brother  magistrates  to 
make  the  condition  of  these  prisoners 
worse  than  it  necessarily  was.  After  the 
death  of  Sharpe  and  Williams,  ho  had 
visited  tlie  twelve  remaining  political  pri- 
soners, and  separately  asked  tlicm  if  tliey 
had  any  complalut,  promising  to  bring  it 
{iorward.  Tney  one  and  all  eomplmned  of 
the  bitter  and  tyrannical  rules;  but  no 
complaint  was  made  of  the  way  in  which 
the  rules  were  carried  out,  or  of  the  con- 
doet  of  the  oflieers.  He  knew  that  Vr. 
Jones  made  more  complaints  than  the 
oth;  r  prisoners;  probably  they  were  well 
founded;  but  in  general  they  referred  to 
tiie  regnlatioiMyOTer  wMoh  the  magietrates 
had  no  poww.  It  was  a  mistake  to  state 
that  Jones  wrtfl  t1if>  onh-  ]irisoner  whose 
poniahmeut  was  not  shortened;  one  man, 
Tbomaa  Jones,  had  a  ine  imposed  upon 
him  of  10^  at  the  end  of  his  imprison- 
ment, which  he  could  not  possibly  pay;  lie 
was  sent  to  the  House  of  Detention  as  a 
debtor,  the  Secretary  of  State  refusing  to 
remit  the  fine,  and  it  was  at  last  paid  by 
the  penny  »uh.sorij)tions  of  lii:^  friend.^,  lie 
roQ;retted  that  the  case  had  been  brought 
forward  m  late  that  a  Comtnittee  could 
not  be  appointed;  he  hoped  this  would  be 
done  next  Session.  He  was  confident  the 
Tisiting  jnitiees  would  bo  acquitted  of  any 
harshness  beyond  the  law,  aud  it  would 
he  seen  that  they  were  aetuated  by  a 
deiira  to  grant  all  the  indulgence  in  their 
power. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART,  in  explana- 
tion, smd,  that  Thomas  Jones  had  reeeiTod 
a  pardon  in  May,  his  sentenoe  not  expiring 
till  July;  hut  this  was  conditional  on  his 
conduct  being  good. 

Ur.  W..J.  FOX  said,  the  apology  for 
the  nagtalraCsa  at  the  eipeme  of  tho  pri- 


son regolations  had  strengthened  tho  ease 

of  tho  nuhle  Lord,  and  shown  moro  forcibly 
the  necessity  of  Parliamentary  inter- 
ference. In  one  case  a  month's  unne- 
cessary  delay  had  been  interposed*  and  on 
this  ground  he  thought  the  House  might 
express  its  opinion  as  to  the  conduct  of 
the  magistrates.  On  three  or  four  points, 
they  clearly  had  an  option.  In  preventing 
the  prisoner  from  petitioning  this  House, 
they  had  debarred  him  from  a  right  which 
was  conceded  to  orery  human  being.  It 
was  the  only  defence  of  a  British  sutjeet 
against  illegal  oppression  within  the  walla 
of  a  prison ;  his  petition  sliould  hare  as 
easy  access  to  that  House  as  his  prayers 
to  die  thfOM  of  Heavaa,  There  were 
ample  saf<^ards  in  that  House  against 
any  impertinent  petition;  it  was  wholly 
unnecessary  to  ^lace  further  obstacles  in 
the  way  of  petitioning.  The  visiting  roa^ 
^strates  wore  not  the  jadgcs  of  the  prl- 
«ourr:  and  in  depriving  a  litt^ary  person 
of  writirif;  materials,  nothing  more  irri- 
tating could  be  conceived.  It  was  no  part 
of  the  sentence  that  a  man  shonld  be  pan- 
ishcd  by  irritating  and  embittering  his 
mind.  Tho^e  who  superintended  prisons 
should  rather  bo  pleased  to  see  prisoners 
employing  writing  materials,  than  anxious 
to  deprive  them  of  them.  Every  one  knew 
that  the  object  of  punishment  vrnn  best 

{romoted  by  kind  and  liberal  treatment, 
n  1795  or  1796,  Mr.  James  Montgomery, 
the  editor  of  the  Sheffield  Iris,  had  been 
confined  for  a  political  libel,  and  wn«i  yet 
allowed  to  continue  tho  management  of 
his  paper.  The  ease  was  the  same  with 
Mr.  Flower,  the  editor  of  a  Cambridge 
paper,  with  Mr.  Leigli  Kunt,  Mr.  Whittio 
Harvey,  and  others.  In  ail  these  cases  it 
was  evident  these  men  were  not  embittered 
by  their  employment.  These  eases  had 
occurred  during  twenty-five  years  of  the 
worst  period  of  this  country's  history,  when 
power  was  most  unsparingly  applied  to 
crash  those  opposed  to  it.  Tet  even  now, 
when  the  Government  themselves  held 
opinions  coincident  with  the  victims  of  tho 
former  system,  these  gross  cmeltics  were 
still  sanctioned  by  the  Qaoi  Acts.  In  Mr. 
Jones's  case  there  had  been  the  most  ex- 
traordinary interposition  of  the  gaol  chap- 
lain as  to  bis  books;  they  wore  rejected, 
not  because  they  werebhsphemons  or  cor- 
rupt, for  tho  list  was  most  extraordinary. 
Atiiong  them  were  som<»  of  Mr.  Jones's 
own  works;  also  the  Antiquary  of  Sir  W, 
Scott,  the  PUoi  of  Cooper,  and  some 
works  of  an  boo.  Member  of  that  Hoosa^ 
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the  lion,  ^^pmbcr  for  Buckinghamshire — 
-which  wci-c  moat  exteosivolj  read.  It  was 
only  a  chaplain  of  tbe  WestmuiBter  priBon 
that  plaoea  these  worka  m  «i  Index  Ex- 
purgatorins.  Shakspeare  was  also  inter- 
dicted, as  w  oli  as  some  books  of  travel; 
and  during  his  ais  daja*  aolitarj  eonllne- 
ment,  eTcn  the  Bible  was  refused  him. 
This  could  bo  nothing  but  the  wilful  exer- 
cise of  a  bad  power;  but  gaol  chaplains 
seemed  to  be  persons  of  very  peculiar  no- 
ti<nit.  These  were  all  matters  in  which 
discretion  was  exercised,  and  the  visiting 
justices  eonld  not  bo  defended  by  an  ap- 
peal to  the  rules.  He  hoped  the  subject 
would  eome  again  before  the  House,  and 
that  there  would  be  not  only  provision  for 
the  future,  but  reparation  for  the  past, 
where  injury  had  beeu  comtutlted. 

CoLOifB.  THOMPSON  said :  It  will  not 
be  supposed  that  I  speak  from  approbation 
of  all  that  has  been  done  by  the  various 
individuals  whose  names  have  been  brought 
before  the  House  in  the  present  debate, 
•Iter  I  h*ve  aaid  that  I  look  upon  them  as 
men  who,  amonrr  them,  have  by  misman- 
agement thrown  away  a  great  cause.  But 
it  is  imposaible  not  to  depreoate  the  impo- 
licy of  making  horoos,  by  persecution,  of 
men  whose  political  conduct  we  do  not  ap- 
prove. And  there  is  another  ground  which 
•hould  be  taken  into  consideration.  E  very 
one  of  these  persecuted  men,  will  probably 
make  hia  appearance  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Some  are  here  already;  and  the  rest 
are  coming.  For  example,  thm«  it  Henry 
Tincent,  whose  name  has  been  introduced; 
niul  for  whose  return  to  Parliament  I 
would  enter  into  a  convivial  contract  of  as- 
aurance,  as  soon  as  for  any  of  the  Mem- 
bers present  on  whom  it  is  possible  to  place 
the  hand.  I  know  nothing  against  liim, 
but  that  he  has  been  too  forward  for  his 
own  safety.  Had  he  asked  my  advice,  in 
those  excited  times  it  is  probable  I  should 
have  said  to  him,  "  Ride  as  close  as  you 
can  to  the  enemy's  guns,  but  do  not  get 
takeu  prisoner."  ILaughter.]  lion.  Geu- 
tlemen  shovld  remember*  that  it  was  a 
thing  which  might  have  happened  to  many 
of  themselves.  ["Hear!"  frovi  the  free- 
trade  benches.]  I  hope,  Mr.  Speaker,  yuu 
will  hear  hun,  if  it  is  only  for  the  faculty 
he  has,  of  speaking  by  the  hour  with  the 
correctness  of  a  page  in  Bfair's  Lectures. 
Where  he  got  the  faculty,  is  known  to  Ilim 
who  gave  it.  He  was  a  journeyman  printer 
at  Hull,  at  the  time  ni  an  deetion  in  1835 

in  which  I  was  concerned,  nnd  thcte  he  rules,  more  scvnro  and 
says  he  began  in  politics;  so  that  he  isj  toinly  to  the  prisoner,  but  yet  rules  which 
Mr.  W.  J.  Fox  • 


a  kind  of  political  godson.  In  all  con- 
tests, there  should  be  a  degree  of  mo- 
deration towards  opponents;  for  no  nan 
can  say  whose  turn  may  come. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  rose  to  answer  the 
charges  brought  agiunst  the  justices  by 
the  noble  Iiora.  He  said,  the  real  qnestioa 
which  the  House  had  to  consider,  apart 
from  tlie  mere  formal  Motion  of  returns, 
was  whether  any  cruelty  or  oppression  bad 
been  oflfored  to  Bmest  Jones.  With  re- 
gard to  the  formal  Motion*  there  were  no 
prison  rules  or  regulations  peculiarly  af- 
fecting political  prisoners,  as  distinguished 
from  other  classes  of  prisoners.  There 
j  was  no  distinction  between  political  and 
I  otlicr  offenders  recogni^  il  by  the  law;  and 
tlierefore,  if  tlic  noble  Lord  wished  to  have 
copies  of  the  rules  aud  regulations  afieet- 
ing  such  prisoners,  he  could  only  attain  bis 
object  by  asking  for  the  copies  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  all  the  prisons  in  the 
country  indiscriminately.  With  regard  to 
the  rules  of  the  prisons,  the  Secretary  of 
State  or  the  Government  had  no  power 
whatever  of  altering  or  waiving  them. 
The  Act  of  Parliament  had  impoi^ed  upon 
the  magistrates  the  dnty  of  iiraming  sndi 
regulations;  and,  when  framed,  they  had 
only  to  bo  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
State.  As  to  the  alleged  hardships  suf- 
fered by  Mr.  Jones,  it  was  true  that  he 
had  been  confined  in  a  sepai  at  -  i|  irtmcnt 
by  himself;  but  then  that  had  been  done 
at  the  petitioner's  own  request,  the  justices 
having  no  altematiTe  bnt  either  to  cause 
him  to  be  treated  as  an  ordinary  misde- 
meanant, or  to  bo  confined  in  a  separate 
cell.  Yet  the  petitioner  having  made  his 
own  choice  between  the  two  alternatives, 
turned  round  and  made  the  matter  a  charge 
against  the  justices.  Tbo  petitioner  was 
an  offender  of  a  particular  class,  and  had 
been  subjected  to  the  discipliuo  assigned 
to  hia  class.  It  was  true  the  justices  bad 
some  degree  of  discretion  allowed  them; 
yet  they  were  bound  to  enforce  the  rules 
prescribed  for  the  good  government  and 
regulation  of  the  prison.  The  3^4 
Vict.,  cap.  25,  declared  that  prisoners 
convicted  of  misdemeanours  should  consist 
of  two  classes;  and  when  the  sontonce  did 
not  indnde  hard  labour,  the  Judge  might 
order  that  the  prisoner  should  be  confined 
with  the  first  division  of  misdemeanants. 
But  Ernest  Jones  was  not  sentenced  to 
imprisonment  aa  a  first-clasa  misdonea- 
nant;  and,  therefore,  he  came  under  the 

disagreeable  cer- 
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^fR.  G.  THOMPSON  dented  that  tho 
weuriug  of  a  felon's  cap  was  in  conformity 
with  the  rules  end  raguIatioM  of  thepriioo, 
or  that  the  exclusion  of  the  hooks  referred 
to  had  heen  so  required.  It  was  clear  this 
was  an  extra  punishment,  and  a  most 
severe  and  heartless  one.  Mr.  Jones  had 
been  compdlod  to  walk  to  and  from  the 
chapel  in  company  with  a  class  of  prisoners 
to  which  he  did  not  belong,  including 
felons.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke 
last  had  passed  by  tho  charge  of  Mr.  Jones 
being'  prevented  from  seeing  his  solicitor, 


the  justices  vrero  bound  to  enforce  uith 
regard  to  ail  prisoners  of  that  class,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  draw  any  distino- 
tioo  between  political  offenders  nnd  other 
classe*t  of  prisoners:  and  if  it  were  at- 
tempted it  would  have  the  effect  of  deal- 
bg  leniently  with  offeaoes  far  worse  in  the 
eyes  of  nil  well -disposed  men,  than  any 
other  offences  entering  into  the  category 
of  ortroe.  Tho  rules  were  very  distinct  as 
to  the  nomher  of  visits  which  the  prisoners 
should  receive,  nud  the  number  of  letters 
which  they  might  write,  nnd  undoubtedly 

Hr.  Jones  had  received  a  degree  of  indul- 1  one  of  tho  most  important  srounds  of  com- 
gence  to  whieh  he  was  not  entitled  by  the  |  plaint.   Why  had  not  the  hon.  GenUeman 

accounted  for  the  neglect  of  the  Secretary 
of  State's  letter  ?  This  letter,  dated  at  tho 
Home  Ofiice  on  the  2nd  of  June,  only  came 
before  tho  justices  a  week  after,  the  go- 
vernor stating  that  it  bad  only  boon  re- 
ceived at  the  prison  on  the  7tli.  Why 
had  not  this  been  inquired  into,  and  ex- 
planation given  ?  How  was  it  that  Mr. 
Jones  never  knew  of  this  letter  being  re- 
reived,  and  of  permission  being  given  for 
iiim  to  petition  tlie  House  ?  Tho<so  were 
all  viulatiuus  uf  the  priiiou  rules,  and  could 
only  bare  arisen  from  a  wuh  on  the  part 
of  the  magistrates  to  make  the  prisoner's 
situation  as  painful  as  possible.  He  re- 
joiced that  the  question  had  been  brought 
forward  at  a  time  free  from  politieal 
excitement.  Mr.  Jones  had  been  the 
victim  of  such  excitement;  tho  sentences 
then  passed  were  aggravated  by  the  ex- 
citement whieh  prerailed;  and  the  least 
severe  would  now  havo  been  thought  a 
sufficient  punishment  for  what  tbon  took 

J»lace.  Ue  trusted  the  discussion  would  at 
east  hare  the  effect  of  drawrag  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Legislature  to  the  neeessity  of 
i7':;;];tii<r  a  <1isiiiiction  between  political 
oiteuceb  and  others.  Mr.  Jones  bad  never 
sought  for  a  oommotation  of  his  sentence; 
he  had  only  complained  of  the  severity  of 
his  treatment  beyond  what  the  prison  re- 
gulations required.  As^the  case  Blood,  it 
wore  a  most  suspicions  aspect,  partica- 
larly  as  to  the  detention  of  a  letter  from 
the  Home  Office.  He  hoped  tlie  whole 
matter  would  be  brought  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  early  next  Ses- 
sion. 

Sir  henry  WILLOIIGIIBY  ex- 
pres.sed  his  opinion  that  Mr.  Jones  had 
been  harshly  and  unjustly  treated.  He 


rules,  in  being  permitted  to  see  bis  friends 
and  relatives,  and  to  write  letter-??,  vilu n 
he  had  no  claim  to  do  either.  As  to  the 
privation  of  books  to  read,  hon.  Gentle- 
men appeared  to  think  that  they  had  only 
to  call  a  particular  offence  political,  and 
tlien  the  prisoner  should  bo  sent  into  a 
sort  of  enviable  retirement,  where  he  could 
enjoy  every  luxury  and  indulgence,  al- 
though he  was  in  a  prison.  It  was  tnic 
that  ^fr,  Jonrs'a  health  became  tempora- 
rily ailing  whilst  he  was  subjected  to  dis- 
dptbe;  but  surely  that  was  not  a  eirenm- 
Staace  for  which  the  justices  were  respon- 
sible. The  surgeon  of  the  prison  stated 
that  Ernest  Jouos's  contmuancc  in  the 
infiimaiy  arose  more  from  indulgence  than 
necessity;  and  he  was  allowed  to  have  an 
album  in  which  to  write  poetry,  for  which 
he  ought  to  have  expressed  himself  thank- 
Inl.  It  was  compbuned  that  he  had  been 
placed  in  solitary  confinement  because  he 
refused  to  work,  and  kept  four  days  upon 
bread  and  water;  but  there  was  a  rule 
rendering  prisoners  who  refused  to  labour 
liaUe  to  a  month's  solitary  imprison- 
ment, and  to  be  kept  upon  bread  and 
Water. 

Lord  DUDLBT  STUART  said,  that 
might  be  stated  in  a  prison  mle»  but  where 
was  tlie  Act  of  Parliament  which  gave 
such  a  power  ? 

Mr.  B0UV£RI£  :  He  might  adduce  a 
whole  string  of  statutes,  giving  general 

powers  of  that  natiirn:  bet  1  c  assprtrd 
that  whatever  treatment  the  petitioner  had 
received  while  iu  prison,  was  strictly  in  ac- 
eordaoee  with  the  rules  which  it  was  neces- 
sary to  administer  for  the  good  govern- 
ment of  the  prii-'OM,   ami  that  wbatcver 

deviation  from  the  rules  had  been  made,    ^  _  ^     

bad  been  made  on  the  side  of  lenity  and  |  was  not  sentenced  to  hard  labour,  bnt  had 

indulgence  to  the  prisoner;  and  on  these  been  put  to  the  degrading  occupation  of 


grounds  ho  must  oppose  the  Motion  of  the 

noble  Lord, 

VOL.  CXMII.  [TUiaD  SfiiOES.] 


oakum  picking.  The  Act  did  not  prescribe 
this  as  a  puuishmeutf  but  to  repay  tho 
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90uatjr  for  Ui«  ezpend«  of  die  prisoner's 
wiinltiiMiee.  Aa  Mr.  JonM  was  •ffliottd 
irith  obronic  inflammation  of  the  eyes,  it 

iva"  n  Tiinrvel  to  liiin  how  the  visitinir  jus- 
ticua  ouulii  think  of  enforcing  this  igQo- , 
mintoaa  Ubour,  especially  tm  %  wn  of 
education.  The  Bolitarv  confinement  had 
been  onh  red  at  a  time  when  the  cholera 
was  prevailiogt  when  there  was  a  greater 
liability  of  serious  consequences.  The 
prieoner  had  boon  deprived  of  a  mott  im- 
portfint  right  by  the  rant^istrntes,  in  not 
Doiiiff  allowed  to  petition  tor  tliivc  months, 
fur  at  that  tliuc  the  liuuae  would  not  bo 
•iuing.  Some  esplanaUon  was  due  on 
tlild  point;  for  whoever  and  whatcTor  a 
prisoner  was,  he  hml  a  right  to  brinc;^  his 
case  before  that  House.  Uu  thought  it 
deeply  to  be  regretted  tlwt  the  Lord  Chief 
Justioe.  who  sentenced  this  prisoner,  had 
not  directed  his  confinement  in  the  first 
class  of  misdcmeauants.  it  was  impossible 
to  come  to  auj  oiber  conclnnon  then  that 
he  lind  been  harshly  end  unfairly  treated; 
be  would,  therefore,  support  the  Motion 
for  an  inquiry  next  Session. 

Sib  Db  LACY  EVANS  was  soiry  to 
obaerfe  a  want  of  ingennousncss  in  the 
way  in  whicli  the  Government  denit  with 
this  cose,  it  was  undeniable  that  all  the 
other  prisooen  had  reoeiTed  a  eommatA- 
tion  of  tlicir  sentence,  Jones  only  exeepted. 
Consiilerinf,^  the  ridiculou<t  nature  of  the 
Attempt  iu  which  they  had  been  engaged, 
he  thought  il  n  oeae  where  lenity  might 
properly  have  been  exercised.  Should  A 
Con^iiiiitrc  l;u  Aikodfor,  he  would  support 
the  iklutiun. 

Mr.  UKNLEY  said,  a  person  iu  the 
itAtion  oooupied  by  Mr.  Ernest  Jones, 
must  neceasarilj  liave  fult  the  restraints 
of  imprisoiitncnt  much  more  acutely  than 
other  classes  of  ollcuders  ;  but,  uiakiug 
every  idlowAOce  for  that  oonsiderAtion,  bo 
(Mr.  Ilcnloy)  thouf^ht  he  Imd  luirclly  re- 
ceived that  ilegreo  of  indulfjenco  which  ho 
was  entitled  to  expect.  The  case  did  seeiu 
to  oaU  for  further  inquiry}  Although  he  did 
not  blame  the  Government,  which,  as  far 
AS  he  knew,  had  no  power  whatever  in  the 
matter.  Yet  the  visiting  justices  had  to 
AOl  upon  ibov  own  diMrttion;  nod  he 
could  not  say  that  they  had  always  cxer> 
cised  a  sound  discretion  in  the  oaae  of  the 
petitionert 

The  OHANOBLLOR  or  ihb  EXGHB. 
QUEB  said,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
accede  to  the  Motion  of  the  nohlo  Lord  in  ' 
its  present  torui,  because  thcie  was  no  dU- 
tioctioo  between  the  mlsA  applicable  to 
sir  S,  WUloughbtf 


what  he  called  political  offendertt  and 
those  applicable  to  other  prisonors. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  said,  he 

iihl  modify  his  Motion,  so  as  to  include 
copies  of  all  tlie  rules  and  regulations  of 
all  prisons  fn  England  ami  Walet  where 
political  ofllenders  had  been  eon€uo<L 

The  CIIAXt  K LLOR  op  run  EXCHE- 
QUER pointed  out  that  that  alteration 
would  not  obviate  the  diffictdty,  because 
there  was  no  distinction  in  law  betiteen 
political  ami  other  prisoners. 

Mk.  CDKNKNVALL  LEWiS  said,  the 
liuble  Lord  should  briug  on  his  Motion 
some  other  day,  beeause  he  eould  not  make 
a  Buhstantive  Motion  on  the  bringing  up  of 
the  Report  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mk.  CMKISTOPHEU  suggested  that 
the  noUe  Lord  ehonld  move  for  the  prison 
regulations  in  the  case  of  misdemeanants. 

Mu.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  said,  that 
the  Motion  could  not  be  pressed  in  its  pre- 
sent form. 

Mb.  bright  suggr  n  ]  tlmt  the  noUe 
Lord  might  make  out  a  list  of  ten  or  a 
doaen  prisons  where  these  prisoners  bad 
been  eonfined,  and  (ben  ask  for  the  rdes 
and  regulations  of  these  priaons*  That 
would  probably  be  granted  aa  aauneppoaed 
return. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wtAdramn:  Main 
Question  put»  and  agrttd  tot  Beaolnlions 

THE  GERMAN  CONFEDERATION. 
Mr.  CHISHOLM  ANSTET  aaid,  thai 

he  had  on  a  former  occasion  put  a  qitostion 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  tSecrotary  for  bo- 
reign  Atfairs,  with  respect  to  the  negotia- 
tions that  were  then  going  oo,  upon  the 
jmrt  of  the  Courts  of  fierlin  and  Vienna, 
fiM'  tlie  admission  of  their  non-Germnu  pro- 
vince!* into  tho  German  Confederation. 
The  noUe  Lord  then  stated  that  be  bad 
presented  a  strong  protest  to  those  Courts 
against  so  manifest  a  violation  of  the  Treaty 
of  Vienna  as  that  would  be  if  it  were  cat* 
ried  out  without  the  assent  of  the  other 
parties  to  that  treaty.  It  was  stated  that 
some  reply  had  been  made  to  that  protest 
on  the  part  of  the  Court  of  Berlin,  deny- 
ing the  right  of  the  other  Powers  ^onoem- 
cd  in  the  Troaty  of  Vienna  to  interfere  in 
the  matter  in  any  way.  He  wished  t(j  ask 
the  noble  Lord  if  that  statement  was  cor- 
rect, and  if  it  were  whether  be  bad  addreea* 
ed  to  the  Courts  of  Vienna  and  Berlin  such 
'  a  rejoinder  as  would  tcml  to  keep  alive 
the  rights  of  the  British  Crown  iu  this 
mattor? 
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Vmcount  PALME RST on,  who  wag 
indistinctly  heard,  sal  J,  tlmt  no  formal  an- 
swer had  a.s  yot  boon  recoi'-ei!  to  ♦ho  re- 
pre»eutaliuu(i  wliich  Hot  Aliycbt/ i>  (jo- 
▼eraawnt  had  made  ttpoii  the  stibjeot  of 
thoee  DOgotiatioos.  When  the  Genuanic 
Diet  again  naet  at  Frankfort,  tho  rojirescn- 
tativd  aoorcilltcU  to  that  Diet  on  the  part  of 
Har  Majesty,  togetlierwUlit1iare|rreMDta* 
tire  of  Franoe,  delivered  to  the  Diet  on  tho 
part  of  their  respective  Governments  a  note 
containing  »  protest  s^ainAt  such  an  an- 
nazation  aa  tnat  to  vliieb  the  hon.  and 
leanwd  Gentleman  referred,  without  the 
consent  of  the  ntl.er  parties  to  thu  Treaty 
of  Vienna,  ^'o  an&wer  had  jot  heen  ac- 
toaHy  raoeivad  l»j  the  Gofonimoat;  but 
he  was  informed,  hy  a  despatch  from  tho 
British  Minister  at  Frankfort,  that  an  an- 
swer had  been  given  him,  on  the  17th  of 
this  month,  and  that  he  might  expect  it 
hy  the  next  moMeogor.  The  dootrine 
that  tills  was  a  purely  German  question, 
and  did  not  at  all  relate  to  othi  i  i  '  wcrs, 
was  one  to  which  Her  Majesty  (iuvera- 
meat  aonld  notaaMmt* 

THE  CAPK  OF  GOOD  HOPE 
Mu.  ADDEKLii^Y  said,  he  had  uudcr- 
fllood  the  fioUe  Barl  a£  the  head  of  the 
Colonies  to  have  8Md»  that  with  the  addi- 
tional infornmtion  now  before  the  Govern- 
ment be  saw  no  difficuity  in  preparing 
draught  erdinaocaa  to  be  ftaiaed  at  the 
Cape,  which  he  hoped  fipueJily  to  tmumit 
to  that  colony,  and  that  the  Governor,  with 
these  draught  ordinances,  would  be  relieved 
horn  ^e  real  responsibility  of  deciding  on 
the  matter,  and  witli  a  ooancil  of  eight 
would  feci  no  difficulty  in  getting  two  addi- 
tional members  to  give  to  him  the  neces- 
sary technical  and  fonnal  power  to'  pass 
the  Ordinances.  Ue  begged  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  if  he  wore  right  in  un- 
derstanding that  to  mean  that  the  draught 
constitution  now  about  to  be  sent  out  to  the 
Cape  was  to  bo  sent  out  eomplete  in  all  its 
details,  and  according  to  any  scheme  laid 
before  tho  House  in  papers  ah'eady  pre- 
S4i)Uted  to  iti  if  not,  whether  he  would  lay 
it  before  the  House  before  the  Session 
closed  ?  Whether  it  contained  anything 
relating  to  a  change  of  the  scat  of  Govern- 
ment at  the  Cape,  or  a  separation  of  the 
eaaten  aad  western  profiiioes  of  Sooth 
Africa  ?  Whether  it  had  to  pass  through 
the  usual  several  stages  in  legislation  in 
the  Council,  or  be  merely  submitted  to  their 
aoeeptaM*  «r  rMoetion  by  oae  TOte  f 
Wither   njgihl  be  diMoated  and  altered 


in  the  Leg isUtiTe  Oovmea  ?   Whether  it 

must  he  referred  home  for  final  sanction  ? 
Whether  it  was  to  he  postponed  till  after 
the  coucluiiion  oi  tliu  Kaiiir  wai*2 

Lord  JOHN  RVSS£LL  itated,  ia 
reply,  that  tho  draught  constitution  would 
be  sent  out  comploto  in  all  its  details,  not 
literally  according  to  any  particular  scheme 
contained  in  papers  presented  to  the  HonaOb 
but  combined  from  various BD|^ettionadl«t 
liad  been  made,  and  from  various  papers 
that  had  been  received.  He  did  not  think 
that  it  would  be  completed  in  time  to  be 
laid  upon  the  table  of  tho  House  before  the 
close  of  tho  present  Session,  The  change 
of  the  seat  of  Government  was  a  matter  for 
the  prerogatiTO  of  llie  Crown,  in  which  the 
Governor  would  act  according  to  the  in- 
struetrous  which  he  might  from  time  to 
'  time  receive.  There  would  not  be  any  pro- 
vision for  the  separation  of  the  eastern  and 
western  provinces  of  South  Africa,  but  it 
nould  be  loft  to  the  discretinn  of  the  colo- 
nists themselves,  acting  through  tho  11©- 
presentativo  Assembly.  It  would  be  pass- 
ed through  the  sereral  stages,  and  perhaps 
might  be  discussed  and  altered  in  the  Le- 
gislative Counril,  hnt  lie  rlid  not  expect  t!iat 
any  material  alteration  would  be  made,  it 
muat  he  referred  heme  for  final  saaetioiu 
He  could  not  say  anything  more  with  re- 
spect to  its  being  postponed  until  after  tho 
Kaffir  war,  than  he  had  already  stated  to 
the  HooM  at  diffowit  timea.  It  would  de* 
pend  upon  the  circumstanoM  of  that  war» 
and  its  probable  duration* 

DAVID  SALOMONS,  ESQ.^THE  **  VOTES 

AND  PROCEEDINGS." 
Mr.  CIIISIlor.M  ANSTEY  said,  that 
appeared,  upoa  theface  of  the  Votes  and  Pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  on  the  previons  day, 
that  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons  bad  addreaa* 
cd  to  tho  Speaker  a  letter  which  had  been 
entered  on  the  Minutes,  but  which  had  not 
led  to  a  corresponding  alteration  iu  the 
Minutes  of  the  day  before,  to  whleh  it  re- 
ferred, lie  therefore  w  ished  to  know  from 
the  Speaker  wlicther  the  entry  of  that  let- 
ter upon  the  jUmutos  was  aufiieieut  to  place 
on  record  the  faet  that  the  reason  why  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  had  omitted 
the  words  in  qurstinn  from  the  solemnity 
of  the  oatii  oi  ahjuratioD,  was  that  which 
he  had  thwe  otated  it  to  he,  namely,  that 
he  considered  that  he  had  taken  it  tn  the 
form  prescribed  by  the  lat  k,  2nd  Vie- 
toria;  thereby  distinguishiug  his  case  from 
that  of  the  Menher  for  the  City  of  Lon- 
don, who  had  i^fea  as  hia  leaton  lior  the 
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that  he  had  no  alternatiTe  hot  to  bvbe  it 
forward  as  a  matter  of  privilege.    He  Did 

staf'  il  tlio  otlicT  nisrht  that  he  regretted 


omissiou,  that  he  did  not  consider  the 
words  in  question  binding  upon  his  con- 
science. The  question  lie  Imd  to  put  was, 
whether  that  letter  being  entered  on  the 
Miniitea,  had  put  that  distinction  on  re- 
cord ?  Should  the  atiswer  irf  the  Speaker 
be  in  the  negative,  he  wished  to  know  wlic- 
thor  it  was  competent  for  him  to  move, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  be 
brought  to  the  table  now,  and  the  question 
put  to  him  in  the  way  that  it  was  put 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Citj  of  London, 
in  order  that  he  might,  bj  word  of  mouth 
and  in  person,  signify  his  reason  for  the 
omission  of  tlie  words  <*  on  the  true  futh 
of  a  Christian." 

Mr.  SF£AK£R  said,  that  the  letter  of 
the  hon.  Member,  which  he  had  read  to  the 
Hoaae»  was  the  best  ])ossible  record  of  his 
opinion  on  the  suhjoct  of  the  oath  and  of 
the  claim  which  he  had  made;  and  that 
tiie  House  would  not  adroit  of  any  farther 
proceedings  in  the  matter  until  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  55worn  in,  in  a  regular 
way,  at  the  table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  wished  to  speak  to  a 
point  of  order.  The  Motion  of  which  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  lu-ad  of  the  Government 
had  L^iveu  notice  was  a  question  of  privi- 
lege, and  of  course  took  mecedenco  of  the 
Motion  of  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  had  given 
notice  uith  reference  to  national  education 
in  Ireland,  iu  which  hon.  Members  on  his 
side  of  the  House  were  deeply  interested. 
He  wished  to  know,  however,  how  thia 
question  had  been  broiight  forward  as  a 
question  of  privilege.  Bccauae,  if  it  was 
merely  to  decide  that  a  gentleman  elected 
to  that  House  was  not  entitled  to  vote  and 
sit  during  any  df^)>ntA  until  ho  had  taken 
the  oath  of  abjuration  in  the  form  pro- 
vided by  law,  he  apprehended  that  that 
question  had  been  sHtled  by  the  House, 
and  that  there  was  no  need  to  discuss  it 
again.  In  that  case  it  would  not  be  ne- 
eessarj  for  the  noble  Lord  to  make  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice,  and 
his  hon.  Friend  the  MeniVcr  for  tlie  Uni- 
Tersity  of  Dublin  might  proceed  with  his 
Hotioii  on  the  subject  of  Irish  education. 

LoBD  JOHN  RUSSELL  conceived  that 
it  was  a  question  of  privilege  whether  or 
not  an  hon.  Member  having  come  to  that 
House  and  offered  to  take  the  oath  of  ab- 
juration in  a  peonliar  mannw,  the  House 
would  be  prepared  to  allow  him  to  take  his 
seat.  As  matters  of  issuing  new  writs 
and  matters  relative  to  the  seats  of  Mem- 
bers were  matters  of  privilege,  he  thou 
Mr,  0,  Afuttjf 


very  much  that  his  Motion  should  stand 
in  the  way  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Unirersity  of  Dublin;  hut  as  the  questioii 
.stood  last  night,  he  could  not  do  otherwise 
than  bring  it  on  as  a  matter  of  privilege, 
lie  should  not  detain  the  Uousc  long,  how- 
ever, with  his  statement  in  proposing  the 
Motion  of  which  ho  had  given  notice. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  did  not  wish  to  dis- 
pute the  point  whether  this  were  a  ques- 
tion of  privilege.  What  he  wished  to  place 
before  the  House  was  this — that  this  was  a 
question  which  had  been  decided — ["  No, 
no  !"] — that  Mr.  Speaker  had  ordered  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  to  withdraw— that 
he  had  withdrawn^— and  that,  therefore,  it 
wa  s  11  n  Ti  0  eessary  to  have  any  further  discna- 
sion  upoD  it. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  that 
was  certainly  not  the  view  which  he  hsd 
taken  of  it,  nor  did  ho  think  it  the  view 
which  the  House  would  tako  of  it.  He 
considered  it  necessary  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwidi  to  withdraw,  and  then 
it  was  for  the  ITouse  to  come  to  a  decision 
upon  tlie  matter  afterwards.  He  had 
ttiought  that  any  person  who  waa  disposed 
to  tute  a  diffatent  view  of  the  law  ftom 
that  which  had  been  taken  last  year,  ought 
to  have  nn  opportunity  of  stating  that  view. 
Ho  would,  therefore,  now  proceed  to  make 
the  Motion  of  which  he  haa  given  notice. 

DAVID  SALOMONS,  ESQ.— THE  OATH  OF 
ABJURATION. 

LoBD  JOHN  RUSSELL  proceeded: 
The  Motion  lathis:'^ 

"  That  Di;  ■  1  I  onions  "r^q  ,  not  ontitlod  to 
vote  in  this  iloui»e,  or  to  sit  in  this  Uoiise  during 
any  Debate,  until  be  shall  take  the  Oath  of  Ahjth 
ration  in  the  form  appointsd  bgr  Law." 

When  we  hnd  this  question  before  m 
last  year,  the  matter  was  so  much  debated, 
that  certunly  I  shall  not  thuk  it  neoesmiy 
to  say  so  much  upon  tlie  qneatbn  of  tM 

law  of  the  case.  I  have  ptatfd,  more  than 
once,  to  the  House,  that  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  statutes  which  make  it  incumbent 
on  us  to  require  that  the  oath  of  abjuration 
shall  he  tnlxcn  hy  a  Mcmher  before  he  takes 
his  seat,  are  the  Acta  which  nre  fniuKl  re- 
cited iu  the  report  of  the  Lommtiteo  upon 
this  snbject,  one  being  the  lOdi  Oeorge  I.» 
c.  4,  and  the  other  the  13th  George  IL, 
c.  7.  Now,  in  those  Acts  there  are  cer- 
tain provisions  made  with  respect  to  Jewa 
taking  oaths;  and  it  is  8taled>  m  the  fint 
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of  theoi.  "tliat  whereas  the  following  words  I  the  enactmont  which  is  contained  in  tho  20tb 
are  contained  in  the  latter  part  of  the  oatli  chap.  44  ?  The  prramblo  is  as  foi- 

•faUnratioii,  namely,  ' upoa  tlie  tri»&ith  i  ir'' r' ''""'f  ^''«ther 
*      nL  •         » »»      J  1  the  solemn  afarmation  or  declaration  of  the  peoDlB 

Of  ft  Christian;  and  thai  it  gOM  on  to  ( «jied  Qtiaken,  i«reforibed  by  an  Aet  madeln 
enart  that,  in  certain  cases,  those  words 
*'  on  tlic  true  faith  of  a  Cl;rl?t:an"  are  to 
be  omitted  from  tke  outh.  It  is  to  be  ob- 
served that  tliw  U  a  temporary  Aet,  that  it 
IB  not  of  a  permanent  nature  referring  to 
all  cases,  but  referring  to  cortnin  ensos  in 
which  the  oath  of  abjuration  is  to  be  taken 
bj  all  persons.  The  second  Act  is  enti- 
tled. An  Aet  for  Naturalising  sndi  Poreign 
Protestants,  and  others  therein  mentioned, 
as  are  settled  or  shall  settle  in  any  of  His 
Majesty's  Cdoniea  in  America.  And  then 
again  it  says^-**  And  wherees  the  follow- 
ing words  are  cont^ned  in  the  latter  part 
of  the  oath  of  abjuration,  namely,  '  upon 
the  true  faith  of  a  Christian;'  and  whereas 
tho  people  professing  tho  Jewish  religion 
may  thereby  be  prevented  from  reeeiving 
the  benefit  of  this  Act,"  ko.  Now,  it  cer- 
tainly appears  to  me,  if  Parliament  thought 
it  necessary,  in  order  to  enable  Jews  in 
certain  eases  to  take  the  oath  without 
those  words,  that  an  Aot  of  Parliament 
should  be  passed  for  that  purpose,  that  it 
follows  as  a  consequence  that  where  Par- 
liazueat  has  made  no  such  proTision,  those 
words  must  he  repeated.  I  own  I  have 
folt,  without  going  into  further  arguments 
on  the  subject,  the  strength  of  that  to  be 
such  that  I  have  been  imablc  to  come  to 
the  conclusion  which  I  should  willingly  do, 
that  we  can  act  here  as  the  House  did  in 
tike  case  of  Mr.  Pease,  and  say  that  these 
words  may  be  omitted  from  the  present 
ease.  Some  hon.  Membere  of  this  House 
hare  asked  ihe  question  how  it  was  possi- 
Ue  that  we  shoold  have  admitted  Mr.  Pease 
to  take  his  seat,  when  we  would  not  allow 
Baron  Rothschild  to  take  his.  Certainly 
I  was  mciiucd  iu  the  Committee  which  sat 
apon  this  snhjeet  to  think  that  the  House 


eighth  year  of  the  reipu  ofliis  lato  Majesty  George 
I.,  entitled, '  An  Act  for  granting  tho  people  called 
Quaken  nieh  hnm  of  irfbmation  or  dedaratioo 
ns  mny  remove  the  difflculties  which  many  of  them 
lio  under,'  can  be  allowed  and  taken  instead  of  an 
oath  in  aoj  ease  wherein,  by  an  Act  or  Acts  of 
ParliatiiPnt,  an  oath  is  required,  unless  tho  said 
affirmation  or  dotlaration  be  by  such  Act  or  Acts 
of  Parliament  particularly  and  expressly  directed 
to  be  allowed  and  taken,  instead  of  such  oath,  by 
reason  of  which  doubt  the  testimony  of  the  said 
people  ealled  (Quakers  is  frt'([uently  refused,  where- 
bjr  the  said  jx-oplo  and  others  requiring  their  «n- 
deneo  ar»  subjected  to  ^rva.i  IneonTenienoes** 
Tlien  it  enacts  for  removing  the  said  douht,  '  That 
in  all  cases  wherein  any  Act  or  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment now  In  famtt  cr  hereafter  to  be  made,  aa 
oath  is,  or  shall  be  allowed,  authorised,  directed, 
or  required,  the  »okmu  affirmation  or  declaration 
of  any  of  the  people  called  Quakers  iu  the  form 
prescribed  by  tbo  ?aiJ  Act,  made  in  the  eifjlith 
year  of  liis  late  Majebty's  reii:;n,  shall  be  allowed 
and  taken,  iiitosd  of  raeb  oath,  althongli  no  pop* 
ticolar  or  express  proniioD  be  made  for  that  pur- 
pose in  such  Act  or  Acts ;  and  all  persons  who  are 
or  shall  bo  authorised  or  recjuired  to  administer 
such  oath,  shall  be  and  are  hereby  authoriaed  and 
reqafa«d  to  administer  the  said  alBimation  or  de> 
claration  ;  and  tho  said  solemn  afllniiation  and  do- 
olaration,  so  made  as  aforesaid  shall  be  atyudged 
and  tdten,  and  is  thereby  enseted  and  deolwed 
to  he,  of  the  Fame  force  and  effect,  to  al!  intents 
and  purposes,  iu  all  ouurtit  of  justice  and  other 
places  where  by  law  an  oath  is  or  shall  be  allowed, 
authorised,  directed,  or  required,  as  if  sueh  Quaker 
j  had  taken  an  oa.th  iu  the  u!»ual  form  ;  and  if  any 
I  ])erson  making  such  affirmation  or  deolarntion 
,  shall  be  lawiully  convicted  of  having  wilftdly, 
j  falsely,  and  corruptly  affirmed  and  declared  any 
matter  or  thing  which,  if  the  same  had  been  de- 
posed in  the  usual  form,  would  have  amottnted  to 
wiUbl  and  eormpt  perjury,  every  person  so  oflfend> 
j  ing  shall  IxH  omo  sultject  to  the  penaltie?  of  jH  r- 
I  jory.'  Tho  Act  was  passed  in  the  20tb  of  George 
.  II.,  and  was,  I  apprshend,  the  law  hi  fbrae  at  the 
time  you  claimed  to  take  your  seat  in  the  House 
of  Coitimuus.  liy  that  law  theru  are  three  provi* 
!<ions :  first,  that  in  all  cases  the  affirmation  or  d»- 
i  claration  of  Quakers  should  be  eijuivalent  to  an 
oath  ;  secondly,  that  all  persons  cniiK)\v<  redor  re- 


might  have  heen  in  error  with  respect  to  :  quired  to  adalidster  an  oath  should. in  the  case  of 


the  admission  of  Mr.  Pea^r;  hut  I  must 
say  that  very  great  distinctions  were  point- 
ed out  between  the  state  of  the  law  aa  ox- 
lating  with  regard  to  the  seot  ealled 
Quakers  when  Mr.  Pease  came  to  take 


liis  seat,  and  the  state  of  the  law  with  '  Ho'ifo 


Quakers,  be  empowered  and  required  to  adnunister 
a  declaration ;  and,  thirdly,  that  the  violation  of 
the  engagements  taken  in  the  declaration  should 
be  eqaivalent  to  a  TiolaUoo  of  those  taken  by  tho 
oath.  Wasltin  Tirtne  of  this  emetmeat  that  70a 
claimed  yoQT  right  to  tske  yow  Bsat  la  the 


regard  to  Jews  when  Baron  Rothschild 
came  to  take  his  seat.  And  there  was  a 
question  put  by  Sir  Robert  Ped  in  that 

Committee,  which  appears  to  mo  to  contain 
the  argument  upon  thut  suljjrut  in  tho 
form  of  a  recital.    Sir  iiobert  i'eel  mkc^ 


Now,  without  going  into  further  arguments 
upon  ihie  rabject,  I  think  it  very  elear  that 
by  the  Aet  the  20th  of  George  II.,  there 

was  a  power  given  to  all  persons  who  were 
anlhoriscd  to  ailniinistcr  oatlis,  whenever 
oaths  had  to  bo  taken,  to  adtuiuister  au 
eiBmation  to  Qoekers.  There  is  no  snek 


Wni  yea  sllsw  aw  toestt|«Br  sMsotisa  to  jgeneral  law  witk  regsid  to  tke  Jews.  I 
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complain  of  that  state  of  tho  law.  I  think 
it  a  verj  great  hardship  upon  the  Jews; 
but  tbere  is  »  clear  difference,  as  pointod 
out  by  Sir  Bobort  Pool,  between  the  state 
of  the  law  as  to  Quakers,  wlicn  Mr.  Pease 
came  to  take  his  seat,  and  the  state  of  the 
law  as  to  Jews,  whoa  Baron  Rothschild 
came  to  take  his  Mai.  I  now  beg  to 
xnoT«  the  Motioik  whkb  I  bave  read  to  tbe 
Honso, 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  David  Salomons,  eflquire,  is  not  entitled 
to  vote  in  this  Iiuut>e,  or  to  sit  in  Hdt  House 
during  any  Delwte,  until  be  tball  take  the  Oath  of 
AbjwntiOD  in  the  ftns  appobtsd  hgr  Lav.*' 

Hb.  CHISHOLIC  ANSTET  said,  tbat 
tiie  noble  Lord  said  tbe  Aoi  voder  which 

the  abjuration  oath  was  snpposod  to  l)e  ad- 
miuist  rc<l  (he  said  "  supposed,"  because 
tbere  was  iu  realitv  no  Act  which  required 
it),  had  been  relaxed  in  favour  of  tbe 
Quakers  before  tbe  admission  of  Mr.  Pease 
to  take  his  seat  in  that  House.  If  that 
were  so,  he  wished  to  know  what  was  the 
utility  of  ^e  BeMilai^&  nnder  which  Hr. 
Feaae  wae  aottiaJly  admitted  ?  If  the  Aoi 
of  Parliament  was  sufficient,  the  form  was 
there,  and  why  was  not  Mr.  Poase  ^worn 
according  to  the  form  in  the  Act  of  i'ai  lia- 
meot?  The  fiwt  wae,  tbat  at  tbat  time 
^ere  was  no  such  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
only  Act  under  which  members  of  the  So- 
cietv  of  Friends  now  took  their  seats  iu 
that  Uouse,  was  one  passed  subseouently  to 
the  aduisMOD  ef  Mr.  Peaee.  Mr.  Peaae 
was  seated  bj  a  Resolution  of  tbat  House; 
the  form  of  nffirmntion  on  which  he  was 
sworn  being  submitted  to  and  approved  by 
tbe  Committee  of  Inquiry  wbten  eat  upon 
Ua  eaee,  and  being  afterwards  enacted  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament  pas.«<ed  subsequently, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  giving  validity  to 
Mr.  Pease's  election  aud  &eat  iu  that 
House,  bat  in  order  to  make  tbe  practice 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  uniform.  He 
now  bogged  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
ITousc  to  a  portion  of  that  most  important 
Act  to  which  tbe  noble  Lord  had  rnerred, 
ihe  8th  of  George  I.,  c.  6,  entitled,  An 
Act  for  Granting  the  Proplc  called  Quakers 
svii  li  fHi  niH  of  Affirmation  or  Declarntioii 
as  may  remove  the  Difiiculties  which  many 
of  i^em  lie  vnder,"  whieh,  he  ooateaded, 
eoftolnded  for  over  all  doabt  and  diffiouHy 
upon  the  subject.  The  words  were — 
•*  Instead  of  the  form  prescribed  by  the 
said  Aijl,  every  Quaker  shall  take  the 
effeet  thereof  in  the  foUowing  words  : — 
f  I,  A.  B.,  do  solemnlj,  sinoerely,  aodlndj 

Lord  John  BmM 


acknowledge,  protest,  testify,  and  d<»lare,' 
«Lc.  "  Then  followed  tbe  language  of  At 
abjuratioa  oath,  dows  to  tho  doM*  whet 
theae  words  were  s«hodtiited 

"  And  all  thMotMogS  I  doplafadf  sad  sinccrelj 

acknowlt^^srr',  promise,  and  declare,  according  to 
thcBO  exprc!js  words  hj  mo  spoken,  and  according 
to  the  plain  and  couirooa  seose  and  understanding 
of  tbe  same  words,  without  aoj  eqniToeetiee, 
mental  •ran(»,er  secret  reiemtion  whatsoever ; 
and  I  do  make  this  recognition,  aekiiowleJginTOt, 
renunoiatien,  and  fromise,  beartUy.  willinglj,  aad 
truly." 

Tho  effect  of  the  oath  of  al  j  ;  ntion  had, 
therefore,   been  declared  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  be  eontamed  ^  that  porttsa 
of  the  oath  which  followed  the  words  of  ab- 
juration rit  xhn  commencement,  and  which 
oiuled   with  tho    words,   *'  willingly  and 
truly,"  at  the  conclusion  of  tbe  oath.  Ue 
asked  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  whether  he  had  marked  this 
significant  declaration  by  Parliament  ef 
the  meaning  and  import  of  tbe  oath  of  ab- 
juration ?    It  showed  that  the  eAct  of  (be 
oath  wae  alone  important  in  the  eyeaoftiks 
Legislature.    The  Legislature  did  not  re- 
lease Quakers  from  tho  obligation  of  t.iking 
the  effect  of  tbe  oath;  but,  as  Quakers 
conld  not  take  it  in  tbe  form  ef  an  oath, 
the  Legislature  omitted  the  solemnity.  He 
considered  that  the  Resolution  adopted  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  Pease  was  altogether  in- 
consistent with  the  Resolution  which  the 
Honse  was  now  ealled  npon  to  pass.  Tho 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  asked  to  have 
the  legal  question  referred  to  the  proper 
authority,  and  the  Government  refused  him 
the  opportunity  be  sought  for ;  he  was 
forc^,  by  the  decision  of  the  Honao,  to 
withdraw,  and  leave  the  rix^^f-  to  Ins  (Mr. 
Anstcv'f»'i  Innnblc  advocacy,  and  to  the  ad- 
vocacy ot  other  hon.  Members,  who,  how- 
ever  great  theur  talent  might  bo,  were  vet 
so  competent  to  present  tbe  eaaa  in  ils 
trno  aspect  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, if  tho  House  had  agreed  to  hear  hhn, 
where  alone  he  ought  to  be  beard,  in  his 
place.    He  (Mr.  Anstey)  had  dispoeed  of 
one  of  the  arguments  of  tho  noble  Lord, 
nnd  there  was  but  one  other.    Tbe  noWc 
Lord  had  said  that  if  Parliament  had  o& 
one  or  two  oeeasions  l<^8lated  in  a  speelfc 
manner,  and  for  a  specific  purpose,  aad 
went  not  beyond  that,  tlu  v  w n  r    xind  to 
conclude  that  at  common  law  tlure  was  no 
general  power  of  going  beyond  the  lettOT  ef 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  and  applying  it  lo 
cases  to  whieh  sttoh  speelio  legidaUsB 
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not  dircotly  ajiply.    The  noblo  Lord  uas  the  fittest  course.     His  hon.  Friend 
niistakcD,  for,  unless  the  common  liatl  stated,  on  the  occasion  to  whiob 
kw  was  distinctly  takmi  away  by  an  I  referred,  that  it  «r«a  tb«  vidi     the  bon* 

Act  of  Parliament,  the  common  !a\v  and  ,  Member  for  (irccuwicli  tliat  a  prosecution 

the  Act  of  Parliament  went  side  bv  side.  |  should  bo  in8tituteil  au;ain5t  lilm  iinelrr  the 


If  Parliament  thought  fit  to  pass  an  Act 
velating  t»  a  cm*  wraod y  provided  for  at 
oommoAlw,  tlie  eooimun-la«r  right  and  the 

statutory  right  existed  together,  iniless 
there  wore  words  in  the  Act  which  abo- 
lidied  tbe  ooronoii-lair  right.  The  noble 
Lord  decided  the  point  of  Jaw  to  his  own 
■^nt!"^ faction,  but  certainly  not  to  his  (^Mr. 
AuHtey's).  If  the  noble  Lord  contended 
that  in  eonaeijiience  of  the  tpeotfic  ie<risla- 
tion  in  the  reign  of  George  III.,  a  Jew 
could  not  now  take  tlic  oath  of  abjuration 
except  with  all  the  forms  and  ceremonies 
that  accompanied  the  oath  when  talien 
by  the  Obmtinn»  he  was  eupporting  his 
ca^c  by  an  nrg'ument  that  was  false  in 
fact,  and  erroneous  in  law.  The  House 
had  decided  that  there  was  the  gouoral 
right  in  the  oaae  ef  Mr.  Pease,  and 
the  Jew  was  entitled  to  get  the  advan- 
tage of  that  decision,  unless  it  were 
shown  that  thero  was  souio  Act  of  Par- 
fitment  wbieb  took  away,  in  Ae  ease  of  the 
Jew,  the  common-law  right  that  existed  in 
the  ease  of  the  Quakers.  The  noble  I  or  1 
the  bead  of  the  QoTcrament  ftnd  hu 
(Ifr,  Anstey)  fA  issue  oh  tbts  point. 
As  a  constitutional  pr  Parii  i:n  ntary  au- 
thority, ho  hold  the  nulde  Lord  in  the 
highest  respect;  bqt  as  a  ic|{al  authority, 
the  noble  Lord  not  being  a  lawyer,  he 
held  him  in  no  respect  M  aih  Against  the 
nobU"  Tvord'j^  o|>lnion  was  to  he  |daced 
the  opinion  q1  the  hop.  and  iearuad  (Jun* 
tlenan  tbe  Meviber  for  Aylesbury  (Mr. 
Bethell);  and  even  if  the  House  thought 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  a  higher  autho- 
rity than  \m  lion,  and  learned  Friend,  or 
an  equal  authority,  or  that  the  authority 
of  the  noble  Lord  een)d  be  balanced  against 
that  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  let 
tho  HoQSQ  not  rashly  suppose  they  were 
aU  in  error  ;  let  them,  at  all  events,  sup- 
]H>se  it  was  a  case  of  doubt ;  let  them 
postpone  the  decision  of  tho  question,  for 
ivhieh  they  were  clearly  inadequate,  and 
leave  it  to  be  decided,  with  all  the  help 

Md  appliapees  whiob  leimied  Bar  could 

give  in  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction. 
With  regard  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
ppinion  of  such  a  coi^rt  could  be  obtained, 
he  tbovgbl'the  eowse  suggested  by  the 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  fur  Merylo- 
bope  (j^if  9,  Mali),  ia  tbe  ^cpt 


authority  of  the  Orown,  for  tho  purpose  of 
trying  tho  question  at  htw>  be  being  willing 
to  submit  to  the  penalties — ^il  penalties 

were  inflicted  npon  him — consequf^nt;  on 
the  act  whiob  was  made  the  subject  of 
proseeutiott.  The  noble  Lord  denied  to 
liim  tliat  opportunity;  and  the  ben.  Meai^ 
ber  for  Greenwich  ihm  gave  notice, 
through  tho  hoo.  Member  for  Maryle-r 
bone,  that  he  would  take  a  course  that 
would  oblige  the  House  at  least  to  proses 
cute.  The  hnn  Member  had  taken  that 
course ;  he  had  done  more  even  than  the 
occasion  required,  or  than  his  pledge  bound 
him  to  do.  Ko  men  ooold  say  that  he  had 
shown  any  want  of  courage  or  skill  in  tho 
conduct  of  his  own  cn?>p\  he  had  incurred 
the  penalties  for  tiiruu  rotes  he  had  given, 
and  for  three  tioBea  be  bsd  tnhen  bis  place 
in  the  TTouse;  and  it  was  now  his  (Mr, 
Anstey  e)  intention  to  move,  in  substitution 
of  the  liesoiution  of  the  i^oble  Lord,  an 
instmetion  to  the  Attorney  fieaerel  eff 
England,  to  prosecute  his  hon.  Friend* 
not  in  the  name  of  the  Government,  who 
had  refused  to  prosecute,  and  deliberatdy 
'the  right  to  do  so*  but  In  the 
<^  the  House,  whose  dignity  was 
concerned.  It  would  not  do  to  meet  this 
challenge  with  an  idle  jert,  qr  with  tbe 
levity  of  insinuation  widi  wbieb  fhey  hnd 
been  favoured  on  the  preceding  day.  It 
would  not  do  to  tell  them  that,  if  bis  boa. 
Friend  desured  a  proseou^en,  be  might 
proseeote  biniself,  or  get  a  Mmd  to  pro- 
aeente  him.  There  was  no  doubt  wX  • 
prosecution  would  he  in?^titiitcd  hv  pomo 
person,  if  the  House,  unoundlul  of  its  dig- 
nity, did  not  itttetfiwre.  No  deabt,  the 
oenmon  inforaur  would  be  set  in  mptioii  $ 
but  would  not  a  prnsocution  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  Attorney  General  be  more 
consonant  with  tho  dignity  of  tbe  House, 
than  to  have  a  prosecution  testitnted  by 
some  person  for  his  own  base  pccuiilnry 
ends  ?  Thero  was  no  precedent  for  the 
course  the  hon.  Member  for  Qreonwicb 
had  taken,  as  there  was  no  nrecedent  |br 
the  great  injustice  lli  it  had  bcrn  done 
hiiii.  Then  what  w  wh  ihe  conduct  pursued 
towards  his  liuu.  i:  rieud  ?  He  o^Wed  a 
doAanee  to  Chose  who  deehMfed  ^ey  wove 
ready  to  take  it  up;  but  what  took  place  ? 
His  hon.  Friend  was  led  away      ^  bef 
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Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 


T)y  the  Scrjpant-at-ArraB,  who  left  him  at 
the  door,  and  did  not  place  him  in  confine- 
ment. His  hon.  Friend  novr  challenged 
them  to  set  in  motion  against  him  the 
other  tribunal  to  which  the  decision  of  the 
question  was  by  Act  of  Pailianu«nt  referred, 
but  tlio  House  would  not  proceed  to  do  ao. 
The  Hoose,  If  ihej  were  to  imderatand  the 
intimation  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Abinf^dnn  (Sir  F.  Thesiger),  would  not 
renture  to  direct  that  a  new  writ  should 
issue;  and  tberefbre  the  House  wm  not  to 
decide  the  question*  hilt  to  shove  it  OTOr 
to  next  Session,  and  leave  the  conse- 
quences to  chanco.  There  was,  Ijowcver, 
another  tribunal  to  which  the  question 
might  be  referred — ft  eourt  of  justice. 
The  13th  Williriiii  III.  enacted,  that  !f  :inv 
person  who  then  was,  or  hereafter  might 
be,  a  Member  of  the  Uouse  of  Commous, 
ihoold  presume  to  Tote,  not  hamg  taken 
and  subscribed  the  oaths,  he  should  thence- 
forth be  deemed  and  adjudged  a  Popish 
reoosant  convict,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses whetsoerer,  end  shonld  he  disaoted 
to  hold  or  execute  any  office  or  place  of 
profit  or  trupt,  civil  or  military,  in  ihi"?e 
realms,  or  to  sit  or  vote  in  either  House  of 
Pariiament,  Ae.;  and  it  was  fivther  pro- 
Tided  that  *'he  shall  forfeit  for  every 
wilful  offence  again'^t  tliin  Act  the  sum  of 
500/.,  to  be  recovered  and  received  by  him 
or  them  that  shall  sue  for  the  same,  and 
to  be  prosecuted  by  any  action  of  debt, 
suit,  bill,  plaint,  or  information  in  any  of 
His  Majesty's  courts  at  Westminster." 
Ho  (Mr.  Anstey)  wislicd  the  Attorney 
Oenerol  to  sue  for  this  penalty,  or  if  he 
preferred  it,  let  him  prosecute  by  proxy. 
He  (Mr.  Anstey)  could  tell  the  Hotise  that 
there  was,  out  of  doors,  among  tho  British 
pnblie,  sueh  a  feeling  upon  this  question 
that  they  would  not  sit  tamely  by  and  see 
the  rights  of  the  subject,  the  privileges  of 
constituencies,  and  the  fraaciiises  of  the 
realm,  voted  away,  destroyed,  and  tram- 
pled under  foot  upon  no  better  authority 
than  by  a  hastj  Besolation  of  one  Houao 
of  Parliament. 

Amendment  proposed— 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  'cpqiiirc  '  to  tho 
end  of  tho  (iuestiuu,  iu  order  to  iidd  ihu  wordjj 
*  Member  of  Parlianiont  for  tho  Borough  of 
Greenwich,  having  sat  and  voted  in  this  House 
wfttioot  having  taken  tbe  Al^uratioa  Oath  in 
th''  ^v'H  d.■!  contained  nud  set  forth  in  the  form 
teiui«rcd  onto  tiim  at  tho  table,  the  Attorney 
General  of  Eaj^aad  be  ordered  to  Institute  pro- 
r r  vnnrr^  :i!:r^inst  him  at  Law  Ibr  sooh  da&olt,' 
instead  thereof." 


proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question," 
Mr.  BEBNAL  OSBORNE  leeondcd 

the  Amendment. 

Siu  BENJAMIN  HALL  begged  to 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
withdraw  hie  Anendnient,  more  eipeeiallj 
in  consequence  of  the  answer  whidl  had 
been  given  by  the  noble  Lord  to  a  ques- 
tion put  to  him,  that  he  would  not  take 
the  course  wluch  was  suggested  hj  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. He  ftpl<ed  to  have  the  Amend- 
ment withdrawn,  tor  the  purposo  of  having 
another  Amendment  brought  forward. 

Mb.  OHISHOLM  ANSTBT  would 
not,  as  another  Amendment  wris  to  ho 
moved,  press  his  proposition  against  the 
opinions  of  the  hon.  Gentlcmaa  near  hiui. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrmm^ 

Mk.  BETHELL  begged  to  call  tho 
attention  of  the  Hou'^o  to  nnother  Amend- 
ment on  the  Motion  of  the  noble  I^ord,  in 
whiebt  he  thought,  was  emhoified  the  red 
question  requiring  their  deliberate  attmi* 
tion.  The  Amendment  which  he  was 
about  CO  submit  to  the  House,  was 
this:» 

"That  Bamn  Uonel  do  Bothaehlld and  AUer* 
man  Sskmons,  havii^  taken  tha  oaths  of  aU*> 

glance  and  supremacy,  and  also  tbe  oath  of  ab- 
juration, in  the  m.mner  in  which  thia  House  U 
bound  bjr  law  to  administer  the  same,  arc  entitled 
t  o  take  tbeir  aaati  aa  Members  of  this  House.** 

The  important  words  of  the  Amendment, 
and  to  which  he  wished  partieidarlj  to  eall 

the  attention  of  the  House,  were  those 
declaring  that  Hfiron  Rothschild  nnd  Mr. 
Salomons  had  taken  the  oaths  in  the  man- 
ner in  which  tho  Hodse  was  bound  by  law 
to  administer  them*  It  was  his  deliberate 
opinion  th.it  the  question  of  law  had  not 
been  fully  discussed,  with  all  the  advan- 
tages and  assistance  that  could  be  derived 
from  a  more  perfect  examination  of  the 
Statute-book;  no  of^MMTtnnity  havin^f  jrt 
been  given  of  bringing  the  question  in 
that  way  under  the  attention  of  the  House. 
He  mnst  hmnbly  snhmit  that  there  unit 
be  a  better  reply  given  to  the  observations 
which  he  had  laid  before  the  House,  than 
had  been  yet  offered  to  them,  if  any 
person  examined  the  etatntes,  they  would 
find  this  to  be  the  state  of  the  enaetmente. 
The  9th  Geo.  I.  threw  upon  the  subjects 
of  tho  realm,  inrliidinfr,  of  mnrpe,  tha 
members  ui  tlio  Juwi^ib  puiauasioo,  tho 
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oWigfttion  to  take  the  oatli  of  abjuration. 
Thej  had  to  take  the  oath  of  abjuration  in 
ihe  form  and  masner  in  wliioh  the  oath 
traalald  down  and  worded  in  that  statute ; 
but  the  Legislature,  observing  the  abaur* 
dity,  came  to  ibe  relief  of  the  Jews  by  the 
declaratory  eniotmtnit  which  was  contaiocil 
In  the  10th  Geo.  L— 4»  atatate  that  was 
temporary,  ccrtninly,  ?o  far  as  it  enlar^red 
a  particular  meaning  in  the  statute  of  9th 
Geo.  I.,  but  a  statute  that  was  universal 
and  perpetoal,  so  far  as  it  annexed  to  the 
anterior  statute  of  9tb  Geo.  I.  the  proTiso 
in  favour  of  the  Jews.    So  lon<i^  ns  that 
obligation  existed,  or  any  similar  obliga- 
tion, the  legislative  deobvation  of  lOlh 
Qeo.  I.  accompanied  that  obligation,  and 
that  declaration  was  directly  in  favour  of 
the  exemption  of  the  Jews.    The  noble 
Lovd  had,  with  respect  to  this  statute, 
arrived  at  quite  a  contrary  conclusion, 
and  in  support  of  his  reasoning  bad  bor- 
rowed the  observations  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Abingdon  (Sir  F. 
Thesiger),  which  were  made  upon  a  super- 
ficial examination  of  tho  Statute-book. 
He  snid  the  10th  Crpo.  T.  had  expired,  and 
that  it  was  necessary  to  introduce  another 
enactments  hat  he  (Mr.  Betbell)  derived 
from  facts  an  opposite  conclusion.  The 
enactment  in  the  lOth  Geo.  I.  was  a  Par- 
liamentary declaration  that  the  rule  already 
eitsting  in  the  conrts  of  jnstioe  with  re- 
gard to  the  administration  of  any  oaths  to 
Jovvs,  should  be  adopted  in  every  place 
with  reference  to  the  administration  of  the 
abjaration  oath.   The  courts  of  justice 
had  outstripped  the  Legislature.  They 
had,  however,  to  deal  only  with  jurlicial 
oaths,  and  the  oath  in  question  was  a 
political  or  civil  oath.    It  wa^  an  oath 
impeaed,  not  with  reference  to  judicial 
proceedings,  but  with  reference  to  the  ex- 
ercise of  political  and  civil  liberties.  The 
Legislature  declared  that  iho  rule  of  the 
court  of  jnstice  with  reference  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  oaths  for  official  purposes, 
should  bo  the  rule  adopted  by  tlio  Lofrig. 
lature  and  other  authorities  in  ihe  aduunis- 
tration  of  the  oath  of  abynration,  which 
waa  a  political  or  civil  oath.    Let  them 
observe  the  hn^nage  of  the  section  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament; — 

"  That  taking  tho  oath  by  such  persons  pro- 
fessing the  Jewish  religion,  without  tho  wonls 
aibresaid^in  like  manner  as  Jews  are  admitted  to 
be  swonl  to  give  ertdenee  in'  eonttt  of  jmiiee, 

shall  bo  deemed  to  be  a  due  taking?  of  the  abjur.a- 
taon  oath  within  the  meaning  of  this  and  the  said 


Upon 


Tha  li» flf  Geo,  I.  aadeU 


Members  of  Pnrlinment  to  tnke  tbo  oath, 
but  it  was  not  of  universal  operation  as  it 
respected  the  cemmonitj.   The  statute  of 
9th  Geo.  L  made  the  obligation  to  take 
the  oath  universal — it  affected  nil  the 
members  of  the  community,  ail  the  sub- 
jects of  the  reafan.   It  waa  made  the  con- 
dition of  exercising  certain  political  and 
civil  liberties,  and  the  Jew  was  recognised 
as  a  subject  that  could  claim  these  liber- 
ties.   The  Legislature  found  the  precepts 
of  the  common  law  estahfiahed  with  refer- 
encc  to  oaths  generally  in  courts  of  jus- 
tice;  but  the  oath  of  abjuration  was  a 
creature  of  the  Legislature*  and  it  was  not 
an  oath  known  to  the  common  law.  The 
Legiilatiife,  therefore,  in  this  statute  took 
the  general  common-law  principle  appli- 
cable to  oaths  generally,  and  applied  it  to 
die  oath  of  aQnration  by  a  dedaratoiy 
enactment.    If,  therefore,  the  oath  of  ab- 
juration recognised  by  that  statute  had  an 
obligation  which  was  universal  on  all  the 
members  of  the  community,  it  followed 
that  the  exemption  whidi  was  created  by 
a  subsequent  statute  was  coincident  with 
tho  obligation;  and,  as  far  as  the  Jew  was 
concerned,  there  was  imported  into  ail 
conrts  and  aU  places  the  common-law 
principle  which  had  been  recognised  in 
courts  of  justice.    He  humbly  submitted, 
therefore,  that  instead  of  the  noble  Lord 
being  warranted  in  deriving  from  the  par- 
ticular words  of  the  enactment  anjtbbg 
like  a  conclusion  that  the  Act  bad  expired, 
and  that  a  new  enactment  was  necessary, 
he  would  have  found  here,  if  ha  had  intefw 
preted  the  words  in  a  libaral  spirit  (in 
which  all  remedial  acts  should  be  inter- 
preted), a  declaration  of  an  universal  prin- 
ciple, a  uriucij)le  known  to  the  common 
law,  and  bj  this  mactment  recognised  aad 
univeraally  introduced;  so  that  this  statute 
was  to  be  accepted  as  a  legislative  recog- 
nition of  the  right  of  the  Jews  to  have  the 
principle  that  was  adopted  in  courts  of 
justice  carried  into  other  places,  and  the 
Hou'^e  was  bound  by  this  legislative  decla- 
ration, as  well  as  by  general  principles,  to 
administer  the  oath  to  the  Jew  in  the 
manner  referred  to.    The  same  principle 
was  recognised  in  the  13th  Geo.  II.,  nnd 
20th  Geo.  n.  The  oath  of  abjuration  was 
now  administered  under  the  6Ui  Qeo.  III., 
the  laat  ParliamentaTj  definition  of  its 
form,  and  tbnt  Art  ncrompfinied  the  obli- 
gation to  tfike  tiie  ontli  with  the  proviso 
that  it  should  be  taken  '*  with  due  obaeiw 
vaaoe  of  the  same  requisites,  and  with 
benefit  of  the  tame  laviiigs,  praviaoes,  and 
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indemniti^  9m}>f  tke  1st  Oca.  I.,  or  by  any 
ot'if  r  Act",  or  finy  part  of  them,  then  sub- 
sisting', wore  (liifotod  and  enacted."  The 
noble  Lord  had  nguiii  adverted  to  tbe  ease  of 
Ifp.  Pease,  and  ho  had  read  a  part  of  the  ex- 
amlnfttion  of  that  hon.  Member  by  Sir  Ro- 
bert Peel.    Tbpro  was  another  n nil  a  very 
important  part  of  the  eYidenoe  given  by  the 
kiML  MtnlMr,  wkieh  th«  noble  Lord  had  not 
read.  Tbe  House  on  that  occasion  took  upon 
itsrlf  tn  niter,  anr!  nuxlify,  and  mould  the 
form  of  tho  oath,  having  no  authority  to 
do  so  except  the  general  authority  so  to 
apply  the  foffmnU  tkai  the  eeth  mghi  be 
ftdmliilstered  in  the  manner  binding  upon 
tho  conscionpf>  of  tho  party  required  to 
take  it,  and  who  bad  a  right  to  have  it 
administered.   Tlie  Heme  was  lioand  to 
•daiinistor  the  oath  to  tho  Jew;  the  Jew 
Was  hound  to  talio  it.     Ikit  if  the  TTouse 
bold  itself  bound  to  admini'^t'  r  it  n  ith  tho 
annexation  of  the  particuiar  formula  in 
^vestion.  it  weald  eenleM  ihai  the  Uw  had 
placed  it  in  this  position,  that  it  was  bound 
to  sot,  and  yot  unable  to  act.    In  short, 
the  House  had  been  reasoning  from  falso 
premises,  and  had  brought  itself  into  a  false 
position,  in  wUeh  it  recogniaed  an  obliga- 
tion, without  having  the  power  to  perform 
it;  admitted  a  right,  and  yet  was  obliged 
to  uegatife  it — a  position  into  which  the 
House  had  brought  ilaelf  by  taking  up  a 
firitoipb-,  and  thoa  atop|H]ig  thort  and  re- 
ftising  to  follow  it  out.    It  was  followed  to 
a  certain  extent  hv  tho  ndmission  nf  thi^ 
Jew's  right  to  take  the  oath,  aud  upon  tho 
Old  Testoment;  but  the  poeition  «aa  not 
followed  to  its  locptimate  consequences. 
Much  more  might  be  ascertained  upon  this 
subject;  and,  if  Members  were  not  pre^ 
pared  to  follow  hira  (Mr.  Bethell)  to  the 
•enollliioa  to  which  he  bolloved  thej  ought 
to  oome — to  which  lie  thoui^^ht  their  own 
procecdinrrs  would  compel  them  to  como— 
and  to  which,  in  the  judgment  of  all  thiuk* 
Ing  1MB  ovtside  the  Hooae,  they  ought  to 
eome  ■  they  might  consent  to  refer  the 
matter  to  a  Committee  to  investigate  the 
law  upon  the  manner  in  which  this  oath  of 
abjuration  was  to  bo  administered.  lie 
v^ppetted  that  the  noble  Lord,  finding  the 
admission  of  Jew  Members  opposed  only 
upon  technical  objections  which  could  be 
answered  in  the  most  triamphant  manner 
ttpon  w^^Jnown  pfneiplea  «^  lav,  bad 
shrunk  from  meeting  this  petty  trifling 
tochnicality.  ami   ^fought  fuiwrird  a  de- 
claratory Act— an  Act  whicli  was  =i:pcr- 
iiuous  and  unneoessary,  for  the  law  haA 

iitD  deabfod  alieady  by  jodioia] 


{COMHONS}    Th$  (kik  t^AhJmalimL  im 

and  by  alatoto.    The  hon.  and  learned 
mbor  eoDOloded  bj  moviog  hie  Amaai^ 


ment. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  To  lesTS  oat  from  tbe  word  *  nmff  to  tit 

end  of  tho  Question,  in  order  to  add  tho  wor-I, 
*  Baron  Lionol  NsUumi  ds  KotbachiH  and  IjamA 
SalomoBs,  esquire,  haTinf  taken  the  Oaths  of 
Icgiaiice  and  Sii|iroinacy,  nnJ  nI«o  the  Oath  of 
Alijurntion,  in  tho  manner  in  whioii  thitt  !Iou«e  U 
bound  by  Law  toadminuter  tbe  same,  are  entitled 
to  take  their  Seats  as  Mauhen  of  this  lloeiib' 
initead  thereof.'* 

The  ATTORNBT  GEKBRAL  was 
anxions,  as  one  of  thoee  who  bad  all  along 

supported  the  remoral  of  Jewish  ilisubili- 
ties,  hnt  who  had  been  charged  in  the 
courso  of  the  debate  with  hariog  put  an 
Wiberal  conatrootioa  vpott  the  Aeta  if 
Parliament  relating  to  the  qMatioa,  and 
with  pursuing  nii  illiberal  course  in  this 
case,  to  stato  bnetly  liis  vifnr  of  tho  <|'ies- 
tion.  He  apprehcoded  tliut  dm  duty  vtiii^b 
the  Home  was  sailed  open  m  thia  caoe  to 
perliMiii  waa  simply  a  judicial  dntjp:  lUi 
was  no  rn«o  of  |>olicv  or  lihornlitv.  n%  e<>f?i^ 
hon.  Alembcrs  seemed  to  suppose — it  was 
their  duty  to  act  judicially,  and  to  protect, 
as  &r  aa  poaaible,  the  rights  of  their 
Members.  The  I.egi.slaturo  had  imposed 
a  certain  oath  to  1  c  tnken  by  every  Mem- 
bor  of  that  House,  and  had  done  so  iit  a 
oertain  Ibm  of  worda,  and  the  imW  qnee* 
tion  whidi  they  had  BOV  to  decitte  was. 
whether  these  words  were  to  be  regardi:il 
merely  as  pnrt  of  the  formal  incidents  vi 
the  oath,  or  whether  thev  wore  intended  as 
the  essential  part  aad  anbatanee  ef  the 
obligation:  this  was  a  question  upon  whiA 
ho  bad  como  to  a  conclusion,  though  after 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Bethell)  bad  said,  he  would  not  say  it  wof 
a  qnestioa  free  from  doubt.  A  eaielal 
consideration  of  tho  historic  circumstances 
connected  with  the  original  introduction  of 
the  oath  confirmed  him  iu  the  opintou  that 
the  last  of  theae  two  propoaitmia  vaa  the 
corrett  one;  and  he  tbwght  that  thoss 
who  contended  that  the  wording  of  tbe 
oath  might  ho  moulded  and  moditied  from 
time  to  time,  to  &uit  the  eiroumdtaiice6  of 
thoee  by  wIunb  it  waa  to  ha  tabea,  had 
oaaitt^  all  reference  to  the  history  of  the 
oath,  and  tho  ohjects  for  which  the  Lcgts- 
latpre  originaiif  imposed  it.  Bat  thb  was 
an  important  element  Id  the  eensideialieK 
of  tho  question.  The  oath  was  first  iiitto* 
duced  in  the  3rd  James  I.  That  statute 
WHS  passed  imiiiediaiely  after  the  great 
Gunpowder  Plot,  and  was  described  as  bomg 

[ far  |h»  hettat  Altmmlug  mi 


Digitized  by  Google 


1333    David  Salomons,  Bsq.-^   {July  22,  1851}   The  Oalh  of  Ahjumion.  1334 


of  Popish  recusants."  It  wn«  directed' 
against  iioman  Catholic  recusantti,  and  the 
chief  object  of  the  oath  directed  by  that 
Aek  to  be  taken — a  combination  of  the 
pratcDt  oaths  of  abjuration  and  allegiance 
—was  to  afford  a  tost  of  a  man^s  roligions 
belief.  The  Jesuita  wore  thought  to  be 
tiie  main  uittigatora  of  the  Plot,  aa  irotild 
appear  evident  to  any  one  who  would  take 
the  troulile  of  rcailiiig  the  report  of  the 
trial  of  Garnctt,  a  niornber  of  the  Jesuit 
order,  who  was  oburgcd  as  a  participator. 
8ir  Edward  Ooke  proteonted  on  the  ocoa- 
rion,  and  tho  greater  portion  of  his  inter- 
rogations, and  of  those  of  the  Commis- 
sioners who  presided,  were  directed  to 
ascertain  whether,  according  to  the  Jesnits' 
doctrines  with  wUch  that  order  were  sup- 
posed to  have  contaminated  tlic  faith  of 
the  Roman  Catholics,  an  oath  miuht  not ' 
be  taken  bj  a  Roman  Catholic  with  men- 
ial reservatlooi  and  equivoeationa  whieh 
Would  enable  tlio  paity  taking  the  oath  to 
evade  it3  <)l^li:;atinn  on  his  cr>nsoience. 
Gurnet t  frnnMv  avowed  that  that  \raB  his 
riew,  and  timt  if  a  man  were  to  put  an 
oatb,  if  tbe  person  putting  it  was  not  en- 
titled to  put  it,  and  it  would  Operate  pre- 
judicially to  his  roligion,  he  might  take 
the  oath  with  a  mental  rosenration  evading 
it.  Hence,  the  object  of  the  Act  being 
to  eMlode  Popish  reouianta  from  power, 
and  to  prevent  the  oath  being  thus  efaded, 
theae  words  were  inserted  : — 

"  AH  theso  thioga  I  do  plainly  and  linoorely 
aekaowlcd^  ami  swear  aeoording  to  the99  express 

wonls  liy  mo  spoken,  nn<i  according  to  the  plniti 
and  eonunon  sooseaud  undcrstaading  of  tti''  saim-  I 
Tirordfl,  withoDi  any  cqoivooation  or  meit;  J  < 
sion  or  secret  reservation  whatsoever ;  and  I  do 
make  this  recognition  and  ucknowledgmeut  Ueai-ti- 
Ij,  wUliai^,  and  truljr,  upon  the  true  &ith  of  a 
Christian  ;  so  help  mo  God," 

An  Hon.  MEMBER:  What  has  that 
to  do  with  the  question  3 

The  ATTORNEY  QENEBALi  Itbas 
ererytbiog  to  do  with  it.  The  Legislature 
having  passed  nn  Act  making  it  obligatory 
to  take  a  certain  oath,  tho  question  is, 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  tho  Legis- 
lature that  the  whole  of  tbe  oath  or  any 
part  of  it  should  be  taken,  and  tho  words 
"on  tho  true  faith  of  a  Christinn"  were 
put  in  to  moke  the  test  so  stringent  and 
raoding  upon  the  eooaeienee  that  it  eould 
net  be  evaded.  The  next  statute  on  tho 
subject  was  the  20th  of  Charles  II.,  which 
wa^  i'nposwl  to  exclude  Jesuits  from  Pnr- 
iiutueut.  Next  caino  the  Aot  IJth  Wil- 
liam IIL,  and  they  all  knew  that  that  was 
passed  l»r  .the  puipoee  of  keeping  Roman 


Catholics  ontof  Parliament  and  out  of  power 
— that  it  was  passed  at  a  time  when  the 
King's  health  was  deeliuing,  and  when  the 
King  of  Franoe  had  reeognised  the  preten* 
sions  of  the  son  of  James  TI.,  and  when 
men's  minds  were  agitated  as  to  the  safety 
of  tho  Protestant  religion.  It  was  under 
these  cireumataneea  that  the  Aet  of  WQ* 
liam  III.  was  passed  to  exdude  Roman  Ca« 
tholicsfrom  power,  and  in  pa^-^iryL'  it  Parlia- 
ment took  the  Act  of  James  1.  as  its 
model,  and  introduced  the  same  words  into 
the  oath,  the  opinion  still  prevaiUng  with 
regard  to  tho  doctrine  and  intentions  of 
the  Jesuits.  ITo  thought,  then,  that,  re- 
gard being  had  to  the  circumstances  under 
whieb  these  atatatea  were  passed,  and  to 
the  object  they  were  all  along  designed  te 
cfTcct,  being  no  other  than  tliat  of  testing 
a  man's  religious  belief,  the  House  eould 
not  resist  tho  conclusion  that  it  was  (he 
intention  of  the  Legislature  that  the  whole 
of  the  oath,  and  not  a  part  only,  should  be 
taken,  and  that  the  case  under  considera* 
tion  was  distinguislied  from  those  which 
had  been  referred  to  bv  tha  hon.  aud  leani* 
ed  Member  for  Ayleabwy,  where  so  long 
as  d  man  took  the  oath  in  aubstanee  he 
might  mould  and  modify  the  form  in  snob 
a  way  as  should  be  most  binding  upon  his 
oonseienco.  The  question  in  this  ease  was 
whether  the  words  on  the  true  faidi  ef 
a  Christian  "  wcr-^  n^rtttrr  of  form  or  of 
substance.  That  was  wimt  they  had  to 
decide;  and  he  confessed  when  he  looked 
at  the  history  of  tbe  oath,  and  the  ehjeet 
of  the  statutes  by  which  it  was  imposed, 
\\r  could  not  bring  liim.self  to  consider 
other  than  that  the  Legislature  did  intend 
that  the  words  should  form  a  substantial 
and  essential  part  of  the  oath.  But  it 
had  been  said  there  is  a  subsequent  statute 
that  alters  that — the  6th  George  III., 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (He 
Bethel!)  said  enabled  the  oath  to  he  taken 
with  all  the  immunitiai  and  indulgences  of 
tho  previous  statutes  then  in  force.  Tie 
(the  AttonKn'  Oottcral)  admitted  tliat;  Imt 
what  were  the  statutefi  to  which  his  ixuu. 
and  learned  Friend  reftrred  ?  Hia  hen. 
and  learned  Friend  referred  te  the  two 
Acts  of  George  T.  and  (leorge  IT.,  as  sta- 
tutee  aubsiatiog  at  the  time  of  tho  passing 
of  the  6th  George  III.  His  boo.  and 
learned  Friend  had  net  called  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  purpose  for  which 
that  htatuto  was  passed.  In  the  0th  year 
of  the  reign  of  George  I.  an  Act  waa 
passed  whksh,  reciting  that  the  aalbty  of 
the  Throne  and  the  Qof anment  had  hftti 
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endangered  by  plots  and  conspiracies  eman- 
sting  from  the  Roman  Catholic  portion  of 
ihe  sttbjeets  of  the  realm,  and  that  it  was 
essential  to  have  the  means  of  ascertain- 
ing the  number  of  Roman  Catholics,  and 
the  property  they  possessed,  enacted  that 
all  persons  slioiira  talce  the  oaths  of  alle- 
giancc,  supremacy,  and  abjuration,  and  in 
default  thereof  should  submit  to  their  pro- 
perty being  registered.    The  Jews  at  that 
time  were  placed  in  a  remarkable  position. 
They  were  petfeetly  willing  to  take  the 
oaths  of  allegiance  and  supretnacy;  but,  as 
respected  the  oath  of  ahiuration,  the  words 
*'0ll  tbo  true  laitli  of  a  Christian"  pre- 
vented ^em  taking  it   The  Legialatnre 
offered  this  indulgence  to  the  Jews,  that 
they  should  take  the  oath  of  nbjnrfvtion, 
omitting  the  words  *'  on  the  true  faith  of 
a  ChriitUm,*'  and  in  tko  manner  taken  by 
them  in  courts  of  justice.    But  if  the 
common  law  ran  concurrently  with  the 
statute — if  a  statutory  oath  was  to  be 
moulded  and  modified  by  the  freedom  of 
the  common  law,  so  as  to  adapt  it  to  the 
conscicTirc  nf  tbo  party  takinrr  it— what 
necessity  was   there   for  this   statute  ? 
There  was  a  still  stronger  argument  upon 
the  second  statute  refeired  to  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Aylesbury — he 
thought,  by  the  way,  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  have  addressed  any  similar  argu- 
ment to  that  which  he  hod  addressed  to 
theHonse,  to  any  court  of  justice.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Aylesbury  said 
that  the  principle  established  in  the  Act  of 
the  10th  George  I.  oontinned  in  force,  and 
was  revived,  by  the  statute  of  13th  George 
III.    No^v,  M'hat  was  the  object  of  this 
statute?    When  that  statute  was  passed, 
it  was  desired  to  promote  colonisation  in 
the  North  American  Colonies;  and  an  Act 
was  passed  giving  to  all  persons  wlio  had 
resided  for  a  certain  time  in  tho-r  rolrmio'^, 
and  should  take  the  oaths  of  supremacy  and 
abjoration,  the  benefit  of  natnraRsation; 
hut  it  occurred  to  the  Legislature  that  the 
Jews  would  derive  no  benefit  from  this  Act, 
and  therefore  they  were  permitted  to  take 
ihe  oath,  omitting  the  words  **on  the  true 
futh  of  a  Christian."    Now,  if  the  com- 
mon law  operated  in  tbo  manner  that  had 
been  stated,  where  was  the  necessity  for 
this  enactment?      If  the  statute  10th 
George  I.  was  a  Parliamentarj  recognition 
of  the  right  of  the  Jew  to  take  the  oath, 
with  tlie  omission  of  these  words,  what 
necessity  was  there  for  the  subsequent 
stalnte  of  George  II.  f    The  passiog  of 
tha  second  statute  was  a  dear  jmtot  that 


the  operation  of  the  first  statute  was  not 
that  contended  for  by  his  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Friend.    The  second  statute  did  not 
relate  to  England  at  all.    The  first  Aet 
was  temporary,  enabling  the  Jew  to  take 
the  oath  within  a  certain  time;  and  the 
second  Act  was  of  a  local  character,  and 
applied  to  the  North  American  oolomes 
solely;  but  the  two  Acts  taken  together 
afforded  the  strongest  argument  that  thf 
oath  prescribed  by  the  statutes  of  William 
III.  and  George  I.  in  the  form  in  which 
Christians  took  it,  was  binding  and  obliga- 
tory, and  tliat  nobody  could  take  it  in  any 
Other  f'ir:n  except  wlien  enabled  so  to  take 
it  by  a  special  Act  of  Pariiammt.  Thes 
they  were  pressed  with  the  1  &  2  Vic- 
toria.   What  was  that  Act?  Did  that  Act 
say  that  the  form  of  the  oatli  might  be  al- 
tered at  pleasure?    Certainly  not.  It 
said,  that  if  a  man  took  an  oath  in  a 
particular  form,  having  demanded  to  take 
it  in  that  particular  form,  he  should  be 
bound  by  it,  and  be  liable  to  the  penalties 
of  perjury  if  he  mfringed  it.   This  wss 
perfectly  right  and  proper.  It  was  InteiJtlt'd 
as  a  protection  ajrain^t  what  mi'jiht  hare 
been  a  monstrous  abuse;   because,  when 
you  had  established  the  prindple  that  a 
man  might  .wt  ar  in  the  mode  which  he 
declared  to  be  binding  on  his  conscieocc,  it 
would  lead  to  great  abuse  if  he  were  al* 
lowed  to  say  that  such  and  such  a  fom  wu 
binding  on  his  conscience,  whereas,  SO- 
cording  to  his  religious  belief,  it  was  not 
binding  on  him.  There  were  men  who,  bj 
resorting  to  subterfages  such  as  ^ese, 
like  witnesses  in  courts  of  justice,  who 
kissed  their  thumb  instead  of  the  book, 
were  able  to  satisfy  tlieir  consciences.  It 
was  to  protect  the  community  agaiust  suek 
abuses  as  these  that  the  Act  had  bcea 
passed;  but  it  did  not  release  us,  whowers 
bound  to  see  the  law  properly  administered, 
from  the  obligation  imposed  on  us  to  ad- 
minister  the  oath  in  ^e  form  required  by 
the  statato.    Then  they  were  prised  with 
the  precedent  of  Mr.  Pease  : — but  observe 
how  difierent  was  that  case  from  the  pro* 
sent.  Ton  then  had  a  whole  series  of  Acts 
of  Parliament  and  legislative  provisions, 
bearing  on  the  whole  case  of  the  Quaker?, 
and  having  especial  reference  to  this  oath 
of  abjuration  itself,  beginning  as  early 
as  the  time  of  yTiUiam  III.     He  wai 
ashamed  of  trespassinrr  on    the  House 
with  such  purely  legal  arguments,  but  he 
felt  bound  to  endeavour  to  set  them  right 
on  the  questum  of  law.    The  7th  sod 
8th  WUiiani  III.  enaeted,  that  firooi  •» 
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after  the  Uh  May,  IGOG,  ;my  (}uaTvor '  as  this  branch  of  the 
who  was  rcQuired  to  take  au  outh,  skuuid, 
iMteftd  of  m  qmmI  fi>nDt  bo  pormiltod  to 
mi^e  a  solemn  affirmation.  Then  came 
tho  1  George  I.,  which  made  the  former 
statute  perpetual,  and  in  refcrcuce  to  the 
Oftih  of  abjuration  said,  that  as  several 
doolito  liad  ariaen  ooneerning  the  effeet  of 
that  oath,  it  was  enacted,  that  in  al^  cases 
where  the  effect  of  the  'oath  of  abjuration 
was  required,  the  effect  should  be  produced 


1333 


re- 


W  the  words  irhieh  were  tbere'set  out. 
Tho  wofds  of  tbe  declaration  the  Quaker 

was  to  take  were  repeated  in  the  8  Geo.  I. 
Thi'i  case,  therefore,  stood  on  a  totally 
diti'ereat  iuotiug,  and  so  the  Committee 
thoughtt  to  whom  the  matter  had  been  re- 
ferrad.  It  waa  true  that  another  Act  was 
afterwards  passed,  but  the  Committee 
lliought  it  was  wholly  unnecessary.  Here 
was  a  dear  legislative  enactment,  that  in 
Sou  of  the  oath  of  abjuration,  the  Qoaker 
might  make  his  affirmation  after  a  pre- 
scribed form.  Nothing  more  was  required. 
If  you  had  this  in  the  case  of  the  Jew — if 
die  Acta  to  which  the  hon.  aad  learned 
Hemher  for  Aylesbaty  had  referred,  had 
been  imivcrsal  and  permanent,  you  wnTited 
nothinL';  innre.  Ent  tbc  whole  difficulty 
in  the  case  of  the  Jtw  wu6  that  the  com- 
mon law  would  not  operate,  because  yon 
had  an  oath  preaeribed  in  a  given  form, 
containing  words  not  merely  formal,  )uit 
of  the  essence  of  the  oath.  It  was  impos- 
sible, he  thought,  for  any  lawyer  to  come 
to  any  other  eonclnaion  than  that  the  words 
were  of  the  esseuce  of  the  oath.  He  was 
sorry  to  come  to  this  conclusion,  and  he 
wished  he  could  come  to  an  opposite  opin- 
ioD.  He  admitted  thai  tho  law  as  it  atood 
waa  in  a  most  anotnalooa  and  unsatisfac- 
tory coTifHtTon.  It  was  originally  passed 
for  the  solo  purpose  of  cxcliiding  the  Ro- 
man Catholics;  hut  the  words  were  so  com- 
preheasiTe  that  it  wonld  be  inooosiatent 
with  the  duty  of  tlM  HoMe  to  endeavour  to 
evade  the  obvious  meaning  of  the  Act. 
Here  was  a  positive  enactment,  which,  he 
admitted,  was  never  intended  to  apply  to 
Jew*  at  all;  and  the  hkw  npoo  the  subject 
was  now  in  a  most  disgraceful  state.  The 
Legislature  had  altered  the  law  with  re- 
ference to  those  whom  it  was  originally  in- 
tended to  exelnde,  and  maintained  it  in  all 
its  strtn^ncy  towards  the  rest  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects;  and  thi?  tliev  tlid  by  an 
oath,  the  necessity  for  v  lndi  Ij  uI  d  jw  hap- 
pUj  passed  away,  and  iu  a  case  m  wliicli, 
if  this  Houae  were  now  called  on  to  legia- 
kte,  jon  would  not  oontinue  the  diaahUitj, 


pcutcdiy  recorded  its  opiuiou  that  the  Jewa 
onght  to  be  admitted  into  Parliament.  But 
if  this  law  moat  be  altered,  thU  branch  of 

the  Legislature  could  not  take  upon  itself 
to  alter  that  which  had  beeu  made  law  by 
the  Parliament  generally.  This  House 
had  reaiated  the  diapenaing  power  of  the 
Crown  on  former  occasions;  and  he  thought 
wo  should  be  giving  the  other  branches  of 
the  Legislature  grievous  occasion  to  com- 
plain of  the  ooone  we  had  adopted,  if  we 
dispenaed  with  their  sanction  of  thia  alter* 
ation  of  the  e.xisting  lair.  Anxious  as  he 
was  to  see  the  Jews  adiiiittcil  into  this 
House,  he  stiii  thought  wc  uui^t  not  lose 
sight*  for  the  end  we  deaired  to  aehieve,  of 
the  nnoonatitutioual  means  to  which  we 
resorted  in  order  to  achieve  it.  Therefor*) 
he  thought  tho  House  would  do  well  to 
adopt  the  Resolution  of  the  noble  Lord,  as 
that  of  the  bon.  and  learned  tf«nl>er  for 
Aylesbury  would  lead  us  into  difficulties 
greater  than  those  in  which  we  were  at 
present  placed,  and  would  lead  us  into  a 
conffiet  with  the  other  hranehee  of  the  Le> 
gislator^  in  whieh  we  ahonld  ewrtainly  he 
in  the  wrong. 

Mli.  J.  EVANS  tliouglit  the  speech  of 
the  hen.  and  luai ued  Attorney  General  tho 
moat  aatiafactory  he  had  heard  on  the  anh- 
ject;  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
nad  toM  the  House  that  the  oath  did  not 
apply  to  the  Jcv?s,  and  was  never  intended 
to  apply.  He  had  gone  into  the  hiatoij 
of  the  Acts  of  Parliament  to  ahow  to  whom 
it  was  intended  to  apply>  It  was  intended 
for  Christians,  who  would  not  understand 
an  oath  secundum  animum  imponentig 
without  the'  form  on  the  tme  fiidth  of  n 
Christian."  The  object  was  to  exclude 
Jesuit?,  btit  not  any  other  cUss,  and  not  a 
sinf^k  onl  of  the  oath  itself  was  contained 
in  that  form.  What  was  the  questiuu  to 
1m  decided  f  It  waa  whether  the  worda 
'*  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian"  were  of 
tho  substance  of  the  oath,  or  whether  thnt 
was  the  form  in  which  the  oath  was  to  bo 
administered.  AU  the  lawyers  in  tho 
Honae  were  agreed  that  if  it  were  nothing 
but  part  of  the  form  of  the  oath,  or  part 
of  the  adjuration,  and  if  it  were  not  of  the 
substance,  it  might  be  altered  to  suit  the 
oonaeieneea  of  the  peraona  taking  the  oath* 
It  waa  not  to  be  supposed  that  Jewish  suh- 
jects  were  not  to  take  the  oath  of  abjura- 
tion. The  10th  Georgo  I.  provided  that  a 
Jew,  when  he  took  the  oath  of  abjuration, 
shoidd  take  it  <»utting  the  words  **  on  the 
tnie  faith  of  a  Ghriauan."  It  had  beea 
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arcaed  tb*t »  Jew  wu  not  premntly  ca-  \  to  eononr  eatirtlj  in  tke  Hew  of  tbe  neUe 
Mueef  taking  the  oath  tvithoot  the  Wurda,  {  Lord  at  the  of  the  GoTernmealt 

oecAuse  an  Act  nf  Parliament  was  noccs-  which  hnd  been  so  ably  put  forward  in  an 
Barj  to  allow  him  to  take  the  oath  with  unanswerable  speech  br  the  hou.  aad 
the  oiui&sion.  At  that  time  the  law  re-  ^  learned  Attorney-  Cieueral.  The  propeu- 
tpeetiDgootha  web  remmrkebly  uneettled.  It  i  tioa  ttated  on  the  otiMr  side  wee«  uet  ^ 
iraa  not  settled  till  1745»  when  Lord  Hard- 1  House  was  bound  bj  law  to  administer  tiie 
wicke,  having  to  issue  a  commission  to  :  oath  to  the  Jews,  omittini*  the  words  *•  on 
India  for  the  examination  of  Goutoos»  the 
^nestton  arose  bow  they  were  to  be  sworn; 
and,  with  the  concurrence  of  Chief  Justice 
Loc,  Chief  Justice  Willes,  and  Chief  Baron 
Parker,  a  judgment  was  arlnptod  which 
settled  the  law,  declaring  that  a  man  was 

|o  be  sworn  eceordiaj^  to  the  eeremonios  !  argument  to  a  etatate  wbiidi  bad 
binding  on  his  oonscienoe.    The  old  au- 1  winch  bad  been  passed  for  a  tctnpeMny 

thority  of  Lord  Coke  was  f|uestione(l  and  purpose,  and  it  was  argued  tliat  because 
destroyed,  Chief  Justice  Wiiles  remarking  the  Legislature  had  interfered  to  acc<»m- 
that  tuc  view  of  Coke,  who  had  said  an  |  plisb  thti  change  fur  a  temporary  pur|M>«e, 
infidel  ooold  not  be  a  witness*  moMlug  |  therefore  the  Hoaee  of  Coohdohs  stag^ 
thereby  a  Jew  as  well  as  a  heathen,  or  all  I  was  entttW  to  ofiect  a  similar  change  for 
who  ATcrc  not  Christians,  was  contrary  not '  the  purpose  of  introdacing  a  Member  into 
only  to  Scripture,  but  to  common  sense  that  Uou&e — an  alteration  which  i^uired 
and  eommon  bnmanity,  and  declaving,  in  formerly  the  oonomreaee  ef  both  Heasss 
allnsion  to  an  obsenration  of  Coke*s,  that '  of  the  Legislatiu  e.  Wuidd  a  court  ef  few 
even  the  devils  themselves,  whose  subjects  I  recognise  a  Kesohition  of  that  IIon.«>o  as  it 


the  true  faith  of  a  Christian."  lie  under- 
stood the  hen.  ud  learned  Meaaber  .Isr 

Aylesbury  to  say  tliat  the  House,  in  a^ 

miuisti'ring  the  oath,  was  bound  by  law  to 
omit  those  words.  Ue  would  ask  hy  what 
law  {    They  had  been  referred  by  way  df 


the  heathens  were  said  to  be,  could  not  hold 
a  worse  principle,  and  that  it  was  a  most 
impolitio  notion,  and  would  destroy  all  the 
trade  and  eoounercc  by  which  this  nation 
had  so  bencfitod.  It  luul  finally  been  de- 
clared by  i  <k  2  VictoriH,  thai  a  man  must 
bo  sworn  according  to  the  dictates  of  hi6 
own  conscience.  That  principle  the  Hease 
had  acted  on,  because  the  hon.  Members 
for  Greenwich  and  London  had  been  al- 
lowed to  be  sworn  on  the  Obi  Testament. 
It  was  lud  the  House  was  bound  by  the 
decision  of  last  Session.  On  the  2Dth  of 
July  last  year  it  had  been  decided,  by  a 
majority  of  74,  that  a  Jew  was  entitled  to 


would  an  Act  of  Parliament  ?  ^\  by,  the 
thing  bore  its  own  refutation  *m  its  face. 
What  was  the  use  of  the  Legialatara  ia> 
tcrferio^  to  permit  Jews  by  the  omissios 
of  these  words  to  obtain  civil  rights,  if  the 
Jews  possessed  the  right  by  tlie  eoami«Mi 
law  of  the  land  ?  Why,  if  thai  were  80» 
there  was  ne  obstacle,  ae  barrier,  to  pie> 
vent  tbera  from  those  civil  i^g^ta  and  im- 
munities; but  the  Legislature  did  not  hold 
this  opinion,  and  it  accordinghr  intetiered. 
It  was  no  aiguaMnt  to  say,  bseaase  the 
Leguli^re  interfered  for  a  limited  par- 
pose,  for  which  a  l-u  utmI  Art  of  Tarlia- 
ment  was  neee*-*ary,  thac  liie  Hou-^f'  of 


take  the  oath  uu  the  Oid  Testament,  and  i  Commons  could  now  take  upon  itdcu  lac 
baring  done  so  bout  Uembers  insisted  that  |  fuactions  of  both  branches  ef  tba  ~ 


he  should  swear  "on  the  true  faith  of  a  ;  ture.    The  argument  of  the  aoUa  Lord  at 

Christian."  The  House  could  not  haveabot- 1  the  head  of  the  Government  was  soood 
teropportunityof  getting  out  of  its  dithculty  j  and  right,  and  no  argument  bad  bees  usod 
than  it  had  at  present.  With  all  diffidence  '  on  the  other  side  to  shake  his  oonfidenco 
he  should  express  it  as  his  opinion  that  the  |  in  it.  The  Act  which  foUawad  waa  fiir  % 
expression  was  nothing  but  a  formula  in- !  specific  purpose.  There  were  two  thiags 
troduced  as  a  means  of  detecting  a  Papist,  '  to  be  considered  in  the  tahing  of  an  uath 
and  although  the  Attorney  Geneial  said  it  i  — the  modtts  Jurandi  aud  the  JurmnntkiOt 
was  part  m  the  oath,  he  (Mr.  Evans)  was  or  the  maaoer  of  swearing  and  the  matter 
satisfied  that  no  portion  of  what  the  person  I  of  the  oath.  With  the  matter  of  this  oath 
taking  that  oath  promised  was  left  out  by  I  the  House  had  no  right  to  ifitcrfere;  but 


the  omis.sion  of  tlie  words  "  on  the  true 
faith  of  a  Christian.'  lie  biiould,  for  these 
reasons,  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 

and  learned  Member  for  Aylesbury. 

Mii.  NAPIEH  wished  to  state  l)r:efly 
what  were  the  reasons  which  induced  him 
Mr,  J,  Evam 


with  respect  to  the  kissing  of  the  book, 
which  was  the  modtiis  jumudit  the  Jew  by 
the  eommon  law  was  swam  oa  the  Ola 

Testament.    I'ut  the  words  "  on  the  tuts 
faith  of  a  Christian"  were  by  the  I  t 
turo  itddf  made  part  ot  the  jutiMmt^ 
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taken  in  the  same  mat  Mi  r  a.s  in  a  court  of 
justice.  Mr  Ste]»liens,  in  liis  edition  of 
Blaclutone^  stated  that  there  were  some 
diaaliililtics  to  wbich  the  Jews  were  still 
liable,  one  being  that  ihej  would  not  take 
the  oath  of  abjuration.  At  the  lime  the 
Municipal  Corporattoiis  Bill  went  up  to  the 
Huuse  of  Lords,  the  worda  "  on  the  true 
fMtb  of  a  Ohriatian**  were  omittedi  in  order 
to  enable  the  Jews  to  participate  in  the 
full  rights  of  citizenship.  T)i^  House  of 
Lords  restored  the  words,  and  a  suUsequeot 
Act  of  Parliamont  bid  to  be  ]»aBsed»  fn 
order  to  nnove  the  worda  and  eoable  the 
Jews  to  enjoy  civic  right.  This  would 
hare  been  quite  unneeessarj  if  the  words 
foferrod  to  mo  ooaaiderod  tiio  Moduf 
jmnmdi  Tbo  Oooiniitteo  wbiek  had  dratrn 
up  the  report  upon  their  table  was  com- 
posed of  some  of  the  ablest  men  in  the 
House.  The  late  Sir  Hob&rt  Peel,  and 
almoit  all  the  lawfero,  imrfuding  Vioe- 
Chancellor  Turner,  were  j)Ut  upon  it,  and 
he  quifc  remembered  that  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
calling  his  attention  to  the  <  tu  <^  6th  Wil- 
Kitt  III.,  wbidi  was  paaeed  befoio  the 
tiiBOof  Archdall,  when  the  Ilouso  of  Com- 
mons would  not  receive  thnt  Gentleman's 
deelaration,  because  Members  of  Parlia- 
mont  were  obliged  to  take  the  oaths  ae* 
cording  to  the  22nd  of  George  II.,  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  tiiis  would  bo  an 
unworthy  mode  of  proceeding  if  they  were 
to  get  rid  of  the  diffictiltj  by  the  course  now 
suggested.  The  Legislaturo,  bj  the  spe- 
cial provision  it  had  made  to  meet  certain 
rn^p^^,  ''lio'tved  thn?  the  words  formed  part 
of  die  oath,  iiy  tuu  22ud  George  II.  it 
was  dssiarod  that  a  Quaker  oould  not  be 
permitted  to  take  his  affirmation  unless 
there  was  n  PiH'cific  legitimate  snhstitutton 
of  an  a&rmatiun  for  an  oath.  Tbo  words 
"  on  the  tme  fiuth  of  a  Christian''  were  of 
asAstantial  and  not  uf  casual  operation, 
because  the  laws  underwit!  l1i  the  oatli  was 
to  be  taken  went  on  the  ground  that  every 
person  wss  a  pofessing  Christisn,  and  was 
bovid  by  oaths  as  a  Christian.  The  Houac 
wfts  not  now  engaged  on  a  question  of 
policy,  but  on  one  of  eonstructiou;  and  he 
could  not  find  any  reaiton  whicli  would  en- 
able him  to  strike  out  the  words  **  on  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian,"  which  would 
not  entitle  him  to  cut  off  any  other  ])ortion 
of  tlic  oatb.  The  Legislature  had  pro- 
vided a  spoeial  form  of  affirmation  for  the 
Qnaker;  and»  therefore*  the  cause  of  the 
Qtmker  had  no  application  to  that  of  the 
<)ew.     There  vas,  ho  odQuttcd,  incon« 


sistmoy  in  feUoWing  Baron  Bothsshild  to 
be  sworn  on  the  Old  Testament;  but  it 

was  no  I'eason  why,  supposing  he  (Mr.  Na- 
pier) bad  been  a  party  to  that  proceeding, 
he  should  do  wrong  again  because  be  had 
done  wrong  before. 

Mr.  AGLlONin'  did  not,  though  by 
profession  a  lawyer,  intend  to  attempt  any- 
thing like  a  legal  argument,  lie  oould 
not  add  to  those  whieh  had  been  addressed 
to  the  Ilouse,  nor  did  he  wish  to  repeat 
them;  but  he  mnst  express  his  ndheslon 
to  the  views  of  those  who  were  of  opinion 
that  the  hon.  Members  for  Greenwich  and 
London  had  taken  the  oatlis  in  die  msnasr 
jirc^eribed  by  law.  He  thought  the  argu- 
ments of  the  Member  for  Abingdon  not 
worth  a  rush,  whilo  those  of  the  Member 
for  Aylesbury  were  entitled  to  the  highest 
consideration.  He  believed  that  the  oath 
taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
was  quite  sufficient  to  fuliil  the  require- 
meats  of  the  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
Alderman  had  declared  that  he  had  taken 
the  oath  in  the  form  most  binding  ou  his 
conscience,  and  as  that  was  in  couiformity 
with  the  pinotioo  of  the  courts  of  jnsfioe,  m 
thought  that  was  sufficient  in  that  House. 
The  Alderman  had  stated  that  he  hw\  pot 
the  construction  on  the  oath  which  was 
most  iHnding  on  his  eonsoienoe»  and  until 
the  courts  decided,  he  thought  the  Mem- 
ber for  (xrccnwich  was  entitled  to  take  the 
oath  which  he  thought  the  most  binding. 
He  congratulated  the  House  on  the  change 
of  tone  in  the  debate,  owing,  probably,  to 
the  small  number  present.  To-niL;ht  the 
Ilouso  bore  some  marks  of  a  judicial  tri- 
bunal, lie  felt  somewhat  in  a  dilemma  as 
to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord.  No  Gen- 
tleman was  entitled  to  sit  and  vote  in  that 
House  before  ho  had  taken  the  oaths  pro- 
scribed by  law.  He  could  not  ne^tivB 
that  Mo^OB  wilhont  saying  that  David 
Salomons  was  entitled  to  vote  before  ho 
had  taken  the  oath;  and  he  had  proposed 
to  move  the  addition  of  the  words,  '*bat 
that  David  Salomons  having  taken  the. 
oaths  iia  ap[)aintcd  bj  law,  was  entitled  to 
vote."  He  should  not  propose  tliat  tvlrl:- 
tiou,  the  Anioudmeut  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Aylesbury  having  been 
moved.   The  House  had  more  than  ooeo 

declared  its  own  coof^truetion  of  Acts  of 
IVHifif-nrnt  ;  rind  in  tlie  absence  of  any 
decision  by  a  court  of  law  m  the  pi*esoul 
iastanee,  he  eslled  upon  them  to  say  what 
was  their  construction  of  the  words  used 
at  the  close  of  the  abjuration  oath — whe- 
ther thej  were  wordi  of  form  onljr*  or 
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trordB  of  substanee*   If  th«  House  ooald 

not  go  that  length,  why  h&d  they  allowed 
the  oath  to  bo  taken  on  the  OH  Testa- 
ment ?  When  they  did  so,  did  they  in- 
tend it  as  an  insult  or  as  a  trap  ?  He  con- 
tended that  in  the  connderation  of  this 
question  they  ought  nevor  to  have  suhniit- 
ted  their  privileges  to  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  They  should  have  given  their 
own  conBtraetion  of  them,  and  he  beliered 
a  more  unwise  thini;  was  never  done  than 
putting  the  question  of  those  privileges 
into  the  hands  of  others.  It  was  not  too 
late,  however,  to  retrace  their  steps.  If 
the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lonl  was  car- 
ried that  night,  he  hoped  ho  wouKl  give 
notice,  as  he  had  done  on  a  former  occasion, 
that  next  Session  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  proceed  at  the  earliest  opportunity  to 
take  irtn  -crio  ]?  consideration  tlic  form  of 
the  oaih  of  abjuration,  with  the  view  of 
relieving  Her  Majesty's  subjects  professing 
the  Jewish  religion,  and  that,  bj  the  words 
"taking  into  serious  eonsiJeiation,"  the 
noble  Tiord  would  mean  that  tlio  House 
should  take  the  matter  into  its  own  hands. 
He  did  not  despair  of  getting  a  satisfisetory 
settlement  of  the  question,  even  in  that 
Parliament;  but,  if  otherwise,  they  might 
depend  upon  it  that  the  constituencies  who 
had  returned  Jews  would  not  retraoe  their 
steps,  but  aet  upon  the  principle  that  they 
were  eutitlfil  to  r<^-clcet  them  so  long  as 
a  court  of  law  did  not  declare  it  to  be  il- 
legal. 

Mr.  henry  DRUUMOND  said,  that 

if  tho  lawyers  only  were  to  decide  the 
question,  it  would  be  very  presumptuous  in 


to  the  House,  and  he  hoped  he  hsd  sue- 
eeeded.  Whaterer  difference  might  exist 
among  them  as  to  the  priuciple  of  this 
question,  or  as  to  the  proper  mode  of  act- 
ing, he  thought  there  was  one  result  upon 
whieh  they  must  all  be  nnanimouii,  end 
that  was  that  it  was  impossible  to  leave  it 
as  it  was.  ITe  had  over  objected  to  the 
Jews  sitting  in  tljat  llouse.  lie  had  oU 
jeoted  open  the  principle,  andheeoittinned 
to  do  so  still;  but  he  would  not  take  ad- 
vantage of  a  state  of  the  law  whieh  never 
was  intended  to  affect  them,  to  carry  into 
effect  a  prineiple  whieh  he  eould  not  do 
fairly  otherwise.  He  should  like  to  hafe 
this  question  fairly  brouglit  to  issue;  bat 
it  could  not  be.  He  very  much  doubted 
the  foree  of  the  argnnent  whieh  said  that 
this  House  could  not  interfere  in  this  mat* 
tor  themselves.  If  there  was  any  force  in 
that  argument,  it  could  only  increase  their 
embarrassment,  and  would  not  at  all  help 
them;  for  how  eaue  it  that  they  had  suf- 
fered that  oath  to  be  taken  on  the  Old 
Testament  ?  Wlintlu  r  tl;r y  liked  it  or  dis- 
liked it — whetiier  they  did  it  unintentioO' 
ally  or  from  maliee  aforethought,  he  did 
not  know,  but  they  had  sold  the  pass. 
When  a  Christian  came  up  to  this  table 
and  swore  on  the  Bible  at  large,  he  acted 
on  the  well-known  prineiple-^ 

"  Novo  tcstamento  veterum  patefe  ; 

Vctcri  tcstamento  novum  latat." 

But  when  a  Jew  asked  for  the  Bible  it  was 
in  order  to  reject  the  New  Testament;  and 
that  rejection  tikis  House  had  allowed. 

Now,  how  they  were  to  get  out  of  this  dif- 
ficulty ho  did  not  know.    He  did  not  uu- 


him,  or  any  other  unlearned  Member,  to  i  derutand  how  they  could  now  contend  that 
address  the  House*   They  had  heard  a  that  House  could  not  alter  the  eesential 

great  deal  upon  this  subject  from  lawyers;  '  part  of  the  oath.    It  was  admitted  on  all 


but  ho  could  not  believe  it  to  be  law  when 
they  were  told  that  it  rested  with  every 
person  who  took  a  statutorr  oath  to  omit 
as  many  of  the  words  of  Uie  oath  as  ho 
pleased.  Thej  had  aU  heard  of  the  old 
saying — 

**  As,  by  the  rule  that  makes  the  horse'  tail  bare, 
Toe  plvok  it  fsar  hy  ymr,  and  hair  by  hair." 

But  nobody  ever  dreamed  that  that  was  a 
reempt  for  presenring  tiie  horse's  tail, 
though  it  ra^ht  hid  nur  for  making  it  a 

ragged  one.  Now,  what  port  of  an  oath 
would  they  have  on  their  Statute-book  at 
the  end  of  ten  years  if  everybody  in  every 
ooort  of  justice  might  omit  from  it  as  many 
words  as  he  pleased  ?  He  had  endeavour- 
ed to  take  the  quest  ion  oT;t  of  the  legal 
phraseology,  in  order  to  maka  it  mtelligible 
Mr,  AiflionJjy 


hands  that  the  wm  l^  of  this  oath  were 
never  intended  to  apply  to  the  Jews.  It 
was  contained  in  a  aories  of  Acts  against 
the  Jacobites;  and  it  was  no  fault  of  the 
Jews  that  .lamc3  II.  turned  Papist.  Ab 
things  had  turned  out,  however,  tho  Jews 
had  to  pay  tho  piper.  Nobody  suffered 
but  them;  and  if  he  beliercd  that  those 
doctrines  to  which  the  Attorney  General 
had  alluded  were  less  rifo  at  this  moment 
than  they  were  at  the  time  of  the  Stsle 
Trial  to  which  he  had  referred— if  he  did 
not  know  that  they  were  ton  time  more 
prevalent  now  than  they  were  then,  lie 
would  repeal  this  oath  altogether.  But, 
since  thej  could  not  do  that,  he  wbbed 
some  one  would  fairly  propose  a  Motion  to 
exclude  Jews  from  Parliament.  For  that 
he  would  vote;  but  he  did  uot  like  to  bo 
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compelled  to  be  firine  in  ambush  against 
the  Jews  from  behind  a  djlco  that  wat  in- 
tended to  exclude  a  Sardinian  Prince. 

Mr.  CniSnOLM  ANSTEY  said,  that 
the  Act  of  the  7th  k  8th  William  III., 
chap.  84,  went  no  further  than  to  exempt 
Qttftlcera  who  rafaaed  to  tftko  the  maal 
oaths  in  a  court  of  justice  from  doing  so. 
The  Attorney  Generm  referred  to  the  8th 
Gcorrre  III. 'as  the  Act  under  which  Mr. 
Pea&e  had  been  admitted  to  that  House. 
Bnt  that  Aet  merely  altered  the  form  of 
affirmation,  made  legal  by  previoiu  sta- 
tutes, and  did  not  say  that  on  making  it  a 
Quaker  could  be  admitted  to  Parliameut; 
It  made  a  ehauge  in  the  affirmation  taken 
in  courts  of  justice,  and  permitted  it  to  bo 
taken  at  the  election  nf  Poors  in  Scotland. 
If  Qualvcrs  w(  re  ju  i  iiiiaeH  to  give  evi- 
dence in  courts  of  justice,  and  permitted  to 
enter  that  House  on  making  an  affirma- 
tion, he  could  not  see  why  the  Jews 
should  not  be  allowed  to  taltc  the  oaths  in 
the  manner  most  binding  and  agreeable  to 
them.  The  oath  had  substantially  been 
taken  by  Baron  Rothschild  and  Mr.  Alder- 
man Salomons,  and  the  only  objection  to 
the  mode  in  which  they  had  taken  it  was 
a  mere  matter  of  ceremony.  What  was 
done  by  that  Honse  in  the  caoe  of  Ifr. 
Peaie,  was  done  in  virtue  of  their  own 
inherent  privilege,  and  on  a  true  construc- 
tion of  the  spirit  of  the  common  law :  it 
was  not  done  under  the  authority  of  the 
letter  of  any  Act  <rf  Parliament  whatever; 
•ad  the  common  law  sanctioned  the  ad- 
ministering of  the  oath  in  the  way  most 
biniiuig  on  the  conscience  of  the  person 
taking  it.  ParlUuDeot  had  decided  by  a 
lesolttUon  of  the  House  that  it  could  dis- 
pense with  the  mere  form  if  it  retained 
the  substance  of  the  oath;  and  tliercfure 
he  was  of  opinion  tliat  the  Members  for 
London  and  Greenwich  bad  entitled  them- 
■dves  to  take  their  seats.  The  words 
"on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian"  were 
not  necessary,  and  he  was  supported  in 
that  view  by  Uie  common  law.  In  oonrts 
of  justice  ignorant  persons  thought  they 
committed  no  perjury  unless  they  were 
sworn  in  a  particular  manner;  but  the  eom- 
rooQ  hiw  was  very  different,  and  that  no- 
tion was  a  fallacy.  The  Ist  &  2nd  Vie- 
torist  which  was  introduced  by  Lord  Den- 
man,  settled  the  whole  question,  and  estab- 
lished the  principle  that  the  oath  must 
binding  on  the  conscience  of  the  person 
taking  it  was  the  proper  form;  and  he : 
•pfffwended  that  on  that  point  there  could 
hie  no  doubt.    He  thought  that  the  two 
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cases  of  the  hon.  Members  for  London 
and  Greenwich,  though  they  were  similar 
in  their  results— similar  In  the  silly,  idle 
resolution  which  had  been  passed  in  the 
onec  ase.  which  the  House  was  invited  to 
repeat  in  the  other — were  yet  essentially 
distinct;  and  that  had  been  well  pointed 
out  in  the  paper  whieh  the  hon.  Member 
for  Green  wi  ll  laid  yesterday  before  the 
House.  i>ut  no  notice  had  been  taken  of 
that  paper  by  the  law  otficers  of  the  Crown. 
It  was  evideutly  their  wish  to  stifle  inquiry, 
to  extii^^h  discussion,  and  to  precipitate 
a  decision.  But  lie  hoped  that  the  debates 
which  had  taken  place  last  night  and  to- 
night, would  have  all  tbeeSeet-of  an  ap- 
peal from  Philip  drunk  to  Philip  sober; 
and  he  did  trust  that  tlie  House  weuH 
no^'  r  pent  of  its  folly,  and  rescind  its 
resuluiions. 

S»  ROBERT  H.  IN6L1S  said,  that 
this  was  a  question  upon  which  lawyers 
had  an  especial  right  to  be  lienrd;  but  he 
did  not  think  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Yonghal  was  entitled  to  he  an  authority 
without  appeal.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Yonghal  appeared  to  him  to 
be  fighting  against  an  unknown  antagonist, 
when  ho  contended  against  a  doctrine 
which  he  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  had  not  beard 
maintained  in  the  House*  namely,  that 
Parliament  had  not  power  to  alter  the 
oath.  Nobody  had  asserted  that  proposi- 
tion. The  question  was  not  whether  Par- 
liament had  power  to  alter  the  oath,  but 
whether  one  branch  of  the  Legislature  had 
power  to  alter  it;  and  on  that  point  he 
contended  that  this  House  had  no  more 
power  to  alter  the  oath,  than  the  other 
House  and  the  Supreme  Power  in  the 
Stato  had  power  to  make  an  alteration 
without  the  consent  of  this  House.  Tiio 
hon.  Member  fur  VVcsl  Surrey  (Mr.  H. 
Bmmmond)  bad  expressed  a  wish  that 
some  hon.  Member  would  bring  forward  a 
Motion  to  pottle  the  question  by  excluding 
Jews  eo  nomine  from  Parliament.  He 
(Sir  B.  H.  Inglis)  should  cordially  conoor 
in  the  success  of  such  a  proposition;  but 
while  he  should  rejoice  in  the  success  of 
any  measure  which  would  re-establish 
without  the  shadow  of  a  doubt  the  Chris- 
tian diaraeter  of  the  Legislature  of  tbia 
country  in  all  its  integrity,  still  he  should 
infinitely  prefer  that  the  two  hon.  Gctitle- 
men  who  were  named  iu  tlie  proposition  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ayles- 
bury should  be  introduced  into  this  House 
by  what  might  be  called  an  accident  in 
their  legislation,  rather  than  that  the 
2  X 
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House  should  deliberatek*  mnA  of  set  pur- 1  posad  to  be  left  out  itaml  part  of 
pose,  pass  an  Act  which  would  de^^t 


Ll-ny  tllC 

Christian  chnnictor  of  the  Ffnnso.  It 
Biiiil  that  prtH-ious  to  tlie  enttctnient  o(  thh 
Act,  thore  was  no  law  to  exclude  Jews 
liroiii  Patrliament,  end  that  their  exduHion 
by  means  of  this  oath  was  nn  accident. 
Now,  even  if  ho  were,  for  tlie  sake  of  ar- 
gument, to  adroit  it,  jet  ho  must  repeat 
again  whet  he  hed  formerly  urged — end  to 
which  he  had  never  heard  an  answer — 
that  whether  these  words  on  the  true 
liaith  of  a  Christian,"  were  or  were  nut 
intfodneed  previone  to  the  time  of  James 
etiU  tlie  oath  was  administered  on 
some  svnHiol,  nr  some  hooli,  nr  rolie.  which 
was  eloseij  connected  with  the  Christian 
religion,  so  that  It  would  exdode  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Jewish  persuasion  from  taking 
it.  He  .-lioulil  he  i^lad  to  know  whether  it 
was  any  longer  in  their  power  to  adoiiuis- 
ter  the  oaths  in  any  form  to  tho  bon. 
Member  for  Greenwich,  after  he  had  dis- 
tinctly refused  to  take  tlu;  throo  oaths 
accoriHnir  tn  the  fortn^  p'-i^^fTiheil  hy  law, 
aud  yut  liad  hut  and  voted  m  that  liuuae. 
In  his  appreheneion  tho  bon.  Member  bad, 
to  say  the  least  of  it,  incurred  the  forfei- 
tiivR  of  his  seat  in  Parliament.  It  was 
not  only  pecuniary  penalties  which  the 
hon.  Membw  bad  inenrred.  thoogb  tbete 
might  bo  more  than  even  liis  wealth  miiilit 
be  able  to  meet;  but  he  had  also,  iu  his 
(Sup  E.  H.  Inglis')  apprehmsion,  incurred 
the  loffeitnre  of  dm  deavesi  hopes  of  hit 
ambition — a  seat  In  the  House.  He  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
Mr  Abingdon  (Sir  F.  The>iger)  had  with- 
drawn bis  Motion,  and  he  hoped  that  seeM 
elhw  hon.  Member  would  aiford  the  Uonie 
an  opportunity  of  dccidinp^  wlietlier  or  n-'t 
tho  Speaker  should  not  issue  liis  writ  to 
the  Ckrk  of  the  (Jrown  for  the  issue  of  a 
new  writ  for  the  borough  of  Greenwich. 
He  would  any  again,  deeply  as  he  should 
grieve  that  any  one  not  a  riiristian  should 
legislate  tor  the  LiiuiiU  and  realm  of  £ng> 
huad,  that  had  been  Chrietian  for  the  last 
fift  u  centuries — still  ho  would  intlkltely 
prefer  that  that  eTpnl  should  happen  as 
tho  result  of  an  inadvertence,  as  a  mistake, 
aa  that  whieh  nobody  had  eeinte»plated  as 
lihely  to  happen,  rather  than  that  the 
House  should  deliberately  ahaiMl'm  its 
Cbrbtian  character  by  expUD|ftDg  liuru  tho 
Statai^hoek  thftdeokration  that  ntt  their 
legiehttion  ahonU  he  conducted  by  men 
who  aeted  on  the  trae  faith  of  a  Chris- 
tiau. 

Questiou  put»  **That  tho  WQida  prct- 
air  B.  M,  Infilit 


Question' 

Tho  Honso  JiewM  :^AyM  lUi  Noea 

71  I  Majority  47. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Acland.  Sit  D. 
Atlair,  R.  A.  S. 


A  ia-rley,  C,  B. 
Arbutboott,  boo.  H. 
Arebdall,  Capt.  M. 
B.-iinoa,  rt.  boo.  M.  T. 

Baird,  J. 

1'  iring,  ft,  hon.  SirF.T. 
IJarriugton,  Vuot. 
Bnrrow ,  W.  H. 
Bellfw.  H.  M. 
iUrcii,  bir  T,  B. 

r>landfi»rdt  Mm%.  eC 

Bowk'3,  .\dm. 
Brisco,  M. 
Hurrouphes.  II.  N. 
Campbell,  Sir  A,  h 
Cirtlwell,  E. 
Child,  S. 

Clirisiophcr,  R.  A. 
f'hHsty,  8. 
<  li  iiK'nta,  bon.  C.  S. 
(  iork,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
'  live.  II.  B. 
Cockburn,  Sir  A,  J.  £. 
Coles,  II.  B. 
ColliDs.  T. 
Compton,  li,  0, 
Craig,  Sir  W.  O. 
Crowder,  R.  B* 
Deniwn,  E. 

DctliNOIl,  J.  E. 

Duneuit,  J. 
Dund.i«,  Adm. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Epcrton.  W.  T. 
Klliott,  boa.  9.  K. 
Estoourt.  J.  BlB. 
Fergus,  J. 
Fcrjfusou,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitzwilliain,  holu  Ci.W. 
Fox.  S.  W.  L. 
Freshfleld.  J,  W. 
Fi-ewcn,  C.  U. 
(ii)pio,  OoL. 

Goi-c.  W.  O. 
Goulhurn,  rt.  ben.  U. 
(iro'ran,  E. 
ifWYll,  II. 

ilalfonl.SirU, 
llaniiUon,  G.  A. 
H.inmor,  Sir  J. 
Uawcs,  B. 
Ll«nlsy»  J.  W. 
IIcrricK,  rt.  hoo.  J.  Cu 
Iliudloy,  C. 
Ilods:e».  T.  L. 
HoUgsoa,  W. 
Uottei%Lovd 

Adair.  11.  E.  Anderson,  A. 

Aglionby,  O.  A.  Anrter.  T.  C. 

A  book.,  T.  Arnistroiig,  R  B. 


Howard,  bon.  0.  W.  Q. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jolliffe,  SirW.G.H. 
Jonrt,  Capt. 
Knigbtloy,  i^ir  C. 
Knox,  Loll.  W.  .S. 
Labuui  litTf,  rl.  bon.  U. 
Lacy,  11.  C. 
Lewist  C.  0. 
Undsay,  bon.  CoL 
Lockbart,  A.  E. 
Lock  hart,  W, 
Lowther,  bon.  Col. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
MastcrmaD,  J. 
MaxwflUfboB.  J.P. 
UowbU.  W. 
Morris,  D. 
Mullings,  J.  R, 
Mundy.  W. 
NA|^«r,  3. 
Nowilij,'ato,  C.  N. 
I^ewpoit,  Vise  I. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L, 
Ogle,  S.  C.  £1. 
VaiAe,  C.  W. 
Palmtr.  R. 
i'almcrstoQ,  Viwk 
Parker,  J. 
rortal,  M. 
Prime,  R, 
Fusey,  P. 
Reid.  C<d. 
Renton,  J.  C. 

Kic;irilt\  0. 

Richards,  R. 
RottWy,  Sir  J. 
Kusst  ll.  Lord  J, 
Sibihorp,  <-oL 
S(Ma«nriUe,iiJto.Sir«W. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
Struct,  rt.  hMI.£. 
Stuart,  ii. 
Stiart.J. 
Thesigor.  Sir  P, 
Tyler,  Sir  G. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
WaddiDgton,  1>. 
liTaddingtoo,  U.  S. 
^Valpob),  S. 
Whiteside,  J. 
Wij^raiB,  Ii.  T. 
Willi-nrnwri,  Sir  H. 
WiUuughby,  Su-  il. 
Wil&on,  J. 

Wood,  n.  bon.  Sir  C, 

TKLLRBS. 

Uaytsr.  W.  O. 

ankUidii, 
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Ba**,  M.  T. 

Bell,  J. 

BoTl*.  boD.  Col. 
Briffit,  J. 

Brotfi'Tton,  J. 
Brown.  W. 
Botler.  P,  a. 
CUy,  J. 
Clay,  Sir  \V. 
Crawfora,  W.  S. 
llMhwood.SirO.  II« 


Norrejrs,  Lord 
O'Hricn,  J. 
O'Bnm,  Sir  T. 
0*Coiin«11,  M.  J. 

0«^Mn  f 
l'llkin>;ton,  J. 
Power,  I)r. 
Rcynokls,  J. 
lUcardu,  J.  L. 
Kobftrtos,  T,  J.  A. 
8»dleir,  i. 
8alw«]r.CoL 


I)'  Eyncourt,  rt.  ba. CT*    S«bole6«ld,  W. 

Ihiko,  Sir  J.  S«obell,  Capt. 

Dancan,  G.  Sonlly,  F. 

Erans,  Sir  De  L.  Seymnnr.  IT.  D. 

Evanii,  J.  Smith,  J.  U 

Ewart,  W.  fitMntmn,  II.  J. 

Fontmr,  M.  TiuMred,  11.  W. 

Fox,  W.  J.  ffranent,  tt.  J. 

Gilison,  rt.  Hon.  T,  M.      'Jliompson,  Col. 

Granger,  T.C.  Thompson,  G. 

Hall,  Sir  B.  Tbomely,  T. 

Ilastie,  A.  ToileiDache,  hum,  F.  J« 

Ueory,  A.  Wakloy,  T. 

Heywood,  J.  Walmsloy,  Sir  J. 

HobbonM,  T.  B.  Wairii,  J.  T. 

Kershaw,  J.  Wltliaiw,  W« 

I>an(rston,  f,  IL  Willyama,  H. 

Ix>cke,  i.  Wilaon,  M. 

Luaiiington.  C.  Wood,  Sir  W.  P. 
M'CulIneh,  W.  T. 

Mrlnes,  H.  M.  tkllsm. 

Moletworth,  Sir  W.  Bethel],  R. 

Murphy,  F.  S.  Smith,  J.  A. 

Original  Qncstton  nafnln  propo.s'^<l, 
Mb,  bright  said,  thonobie  Lord  atlbo 
beMi  of  Her  Majcst  r  •  Gorgrament,  •!  the 
close  of  the  proceed  i  II jrs  laat  night,  stated 
thftt,  if  the  lion.  Memlwr  for  Orecnwieh  con- 
oeived  it  would  advance  hid  object,  or  tend  to 
Hm  OMiro  fair  diieuMiaa  and  Mttltnitnt  «f 
tlM4|4ettion  in  wbicb  the  hon.  Oentlomnn 
wns  so  deeply  concerned,  ho  (Lord  Juhn 
Ku&'^etl)  vrouid  not  object  U>  iiis  being  heard 
at  the  bar  of  the  House,  with  regard  to  his 
claim  to  a  seat  therein.  Noif  tha  bon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  had  not.  vip  to  this 
point,  taken  the  course  of  asking  tlio  House 
to  allow  bim  to  be  heard  either  in  person 
or  bjr  'eomaai  at  Ae  bar;  aod  bo  (Mr, 
Bright)  was  not  authorised  hi  asj  dagroo 
to  saj  that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  on  any 
oeeaskm,  would  take  anj  such  coarse.  But 
•Botbar  oomo  bad  bm  taban  townif  bt, 
which  had  botn  piadMttfe  of  considerable 
adrntifrr'rr'  to  the  cause  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber tor  Greeowich.  The  hou.  and  learned 
Membor  for  Aylesbarj  (Mr,  Betbell)  had 
submitted  to  the  Honse  a  dtfltinot 
lion  hv  rrnv  nf  A mcri  1moi)t,  and  ctprcssod 
his  opinion  that  two  mcinbors  of  the  Jewish 
persuasiou  having  been  elected  to  that 
HoMa,  and  bafiof  taban  tba  oatba  in  snab 
manner  as  the  Iloa.se  was  bound  by  law  to 
■dManiataf  tba  laiiM^  wwa  antHM  to  ait 


and  vote  ia  the  Uouse.  Upon  that  Motion 
and  Amendmant  thare  bad  baen  a  debato 
of  several  boan;  and  tha  Hooaa  bad  de« 

cided  by  a  not  Inrs^e  majority,  that  the 
Araondment  should  not  be  put,  but  that 
tbcrr  tbonid  |m>eaed  to  daaida  upon  tha 
Motion  of  tho  nf)blo  Lord  at  the  head  of 
Her  Miifeftty's  Ministry.    But  it  mif^ht  bo 
that  after  they  had  proceeded  to  that  point, 
tho  hon.  Members  who  were  excluded  herO' 
tofore  by  tba  vota  of  that  HonaOf  migbt 
tliink  it  important  to  their  object,  in  the 
prosecution  of  their  claim  to  sit  there,  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  and  the  Uuuse  that 
they  abonld  ba  haard  tbainaaWfla  or  fej 
counsel,  as  tho  caee  might  be,  in  tho  pro* 
secution  of  their  claim.    He  had  no  au- 
thority to  say  that  they  would  make  any 
soefa  request;  bat  atill  bo  wonid  raqnaa* 
the  noble  Lord  not  to  press  the  Resolution 
which  he  ^Tiltrnitted  that  night,  for  he  took 
it  for  granted  that,  rf  once  passed,  it  waa  , 
tbo  hrtantkni  of  the  House  that  they  sboald 
not  ba  at  liberty  to  take  any  Ibrtbar  atapa 
in  order  to  enforce  their  right  to  a  seat  jfi 
the  House.    Tlie  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Aylesbury  had  naado  a  suggostion, 
wbiab  mn  well  worthy  tbo  aonsidoratiofi 
of  the  noble  Lord  and  of  the  House.  If 
the  noble  Lord,  notwithstanding,  perserered 
in  the  course  which  he  recommended  to  tho 
Hooao*  bo  tbongbt  tbat  avery  unprcgndioed 
man  in  tbo  House,  and  he  believed  thero 
were  many  unprejudiced  n^en  on  both  sides, 
would  say  that  ho  was  taking  a  course 
wbieb  waa  not  eanctfoned  hf  tbo  moot  dkr* 
ting;aiBhod  bnryers  in  the  House>->a  conrso 
which,  hoTvevcr  it  mitrht  suit  tlie  iiohlc  Lord 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  was,  to  say 
tho  loAst,x>pcn  to  oxtreme  doubt — a  courso 
which  would  inflict  the  direst  injustice  on 
t1:"  hon.  ifemher  for  Greenwich,  and  do 
a  great  (■(•n^^tifntroTinl  wronir  to  the  con.sti- 
tuency  which  sent  him  to  that  House.  Tho 
bon.  and  laamod  Membor  i»  Aykibni^ 
bad  delifarad  his  sentiments  with  so  mneb 
solemnity  and  eamcBtness  that  no  per«»on 
who  heard  him  could  doubt  but  tbat  he  was 
thoroughly  coo?ineed  of  tbo  tmth  of  tbo 

{losition  ho  laid  baforo  them.  The  hon.  and 
earned  Meinher  suggested  that  anothef 
Comnvttee  should  be  appointed  for  tbo 
pnrpeio  of  roetmaiderhig  the  question,  wilb 
all  tbo  addttiona]  light  which  bad  beatt 
thrown  upon  it  within  tlio  In.st  few  days. 
The  jiohio  Loid  imist  he  aware  by  this 
lime,  from  the  position  in  which  he  stood, 
tbat  bo  waa  not  ^falKblo,  for  bo  bad  land* 
cd  himself  upon  a  nest  of  difficulties,  from 
wbich  he  nerar  coold  oxtiieata  bimaalf  na- 
2X2 
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less  he  took  tho  aJvice  of  those  by  whom 
he  was  opposed  on  the  present  oeeMion. 
The  appointment  of  another  ConimUtee 
could  not  possibly  place  them  in  n 
position  than  they  were  in  at  priscut; 
if  the  Committee  reported  that  the  law  was 
SO  emphatie  that  thej  moat  lejeet  the 
dftim  of  the  hon.  Member  fur  London  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich,  they  couM 
reject  them  with  some  show  of  outhority 
and  reason;  but  if,  ou  the  other  band,  they 
reported,  that— taking  the  preeedent  of  Mr. 
Pease  and  the  state  of  the  law  into  their 
fonsideration — for  both  precedent  and  law 
should  be  considered — that  these  Gentle- 
men might  be  admitted  to  take  their  seats 
Botwithstandini;  the         sion  of  these 
words,  then  this  great  diffiLiilty  would  he 
solved  ^vith  perfect  honour  to  tho  Hou!»e, 
and  without  doing  wrong  to  the  Geaticuicu 
who  were  hitherto  r^eeted.  or  to  the  eon- 
Btituencics  by  whom  they  were  returned. 
He  would  only  mnko  one  further  observa- 
tion, in  order  to  show  the  difficulty  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  placed  himself  by  the 
half-way  proeeeding  he  had  adopted  in  al- 
lowing the  two  Members  to  be  sworn  on 
the  Old  Testament,  whilst  at  the  same 
time  he  would  not  allow  them  to  omit  tho 
words  *'  on  the  troe  faith  of  a  Christian.** 
In  the  Bill  which  the  noble  Lord  drew  up 
with  the  aid  of  tho  legal  officers  of  thf 
Crown,  and  which  consisited  of  but  uue 
clause,  the  noble  Lord  thought  it  necessary 
not  only  to  allow  Jews  to  omit  the  words 
**  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian,"  but  to 
taVe  tho  oath  on  the  Old  Testament.  That 
was  a  proof  that  the  law  officers  of  the 
Orowa  hdtefed  tt  neeeasary  that  there 
should  be  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  onnblc 
the  Jews  to  take  tho  o;ith  on  the  Old  Tes- 
tament; and  yet.  not wiihstaiulin;^'  that  be- 
lief, the  noble  Lord  and  the  iiuusc  allowed 
these  two  Gentlemen  to  take  the  oath  on 
tho  Old  Testament,  whilst  he  would  by  no 
means  excw?e  them  from  uttering  the  words 
**0Q  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian. "  That 
was  a  complete  giving  up  of  the  ground  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  now  attempted  to 
stand.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Abingdon  was  therefore  more  logical  in  the 
Tiew  he  took.    But  having  allowed  them 
to  he  sworn  on  the  Old  Testament,  he 
tiionght  they  should  be  dispensed  from  the 
requirement  of  uttering  the  words  "on  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian."   That  appeared 
to  him  to  be  the  reasonable  way  of  getting 
o?er  the  almost  insnrmoantahle  dimenltles 
of  the  question.    The  noble  I^rd,  inm  a 
theoretic  re::ard  to  the  coostitntion*  was 
Mr.  Bright 


practically  violatinj;  it.  They  should  coa< 
stme  the  words  or  the  Aet  of  Parliament 
in  a  large  and  liberal  spirit.  If  the  Judges 
of  the  land  acted  on  a  literal  interpretatioa 
of  the  statutes,  thev  would  not  now  be  in 
possession  of  half  the  liberties  they  enjoyed, 
and  they  would  be  still  engaged  m  dispntss 
about  words.  In  order  thist  ^  uowe 
miglit  have  the  opportunity  of  di-^cn^^i-';^ 
the  question  on  the  points  he  had  put,  he 
begged  to  move  that  the  debate  be  now 
acQoumed. 

Mr  CmSHOLM  ANSTBT  aoeondei 
the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  he  now  adjoorned.*' 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSBLL:  In  answer 
to  the  first  question  which  has  been  put  to 
me  by  tho  hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  I 
may  say  that  I  stated  yesterdaj',  ii  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Greenwich  wished  to  he  hesid, 
not  by  counsel,  but  by  himself,  as  in  the  esis 
of  Mr.  O'Connell,  at  the  bar  of  the  Hiiu«e, 
I  thought  leave  ought  to  be  given  biui  for 
that  purpose.  My  Motion  to  that  effect 
stands  on  the  Votes  of  the  House.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Salomons)  must  bate 
been  well  acquainted  with  what  I  stated 
on  the  subject;  and  if  he  had  expressed 
any  wish  on  that  snhjeet,  he  might  haie 
been  heard  at  the  meeting  of  the  Hoeae 
to-day.  I  do  not  think,  therefore,  that  it 
IS  now  necessary  to  a  ijoum  tho  debate, 
after  it  has  gone  on  m  iuug,  fur  the  pur* 
poee  of  asosrtaining  whether  or  no  the  hso. 
Gentleman  wishes  to  be  heard :  and  here 
I  must  repeat  <hat  the  only  way  in  which 
be  could  be  heard  would  be  to  be  beard  by 
himself,  and  to  be  heard  at  the  bar  of  ibs 
IIouse*-«  proeeeding  probably  to  which 
he  objects,  or,  at  Icnst.  of  which  he  has 
not  availed  himself.  The  ne.xt  question  of 
the  hou.  Member  is,  whether  it  would  not 
be  demrahle  to  refer  this  question  to  s 
Select  Committee.  We  have  had  a  good 
deal  of  debate,  both  last  year  and  this, 
upon  this  subject;  and  that  we  have  not 
come  to  this  debate  without  informati«»&, 
is  ertdent  from  the  hmt,  that  though  bsa. 
Gentlemen  have  taken  pari  in  this  debate 
who  have  not  previously  addressed  the 
House  upon  thia  subject,  and  more  espe- 
cially the  hon.  and  learned  M^bsr  air 
Aylesbury,  whose  authority  deserredly 
stands  so  high,  I  do  not  think  any  Mem- 
ber has  hecTi  able  to  adduce  precedeaw 
aud  Acts  uf  Parliament  that  have  not  been 
referred  tO|  and  that  were  not  previeuily 
known  to  Members  of  Parliament  who 
hare  paid  attention  to  this  anlgeet.  Aid 
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it  was  only  natural  that  suph  should  be  the  lion.  Member  for  Manchester  sceois  to 

«Me;  beeause  early  in  the  last  Session  I  \  suppose,  entirely  on  my  own  opinions  of 

said  that  1  thought  it  was  desirable  that  the  la\r  on  this  subject;  but  it  was  after 

the  House  should  be  fully  inf  n  mr  d  with  consultation  with  him  and  other  If^nrned 

regard  to  every  point  of  the  subject;  and  Members  of  this  House,  that  I  adopted  and 

on  the  12th  March  a  Committee  was  ap-  supported  the  resolatioii  to  which  we  came, 

iiointed,  on  the  Motion  of  my  hen.  and  1  think,  therefore,  there  can  be  do  advan> 

learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General,  in  tage  in  appointing  another  Committer  to 


order,  not  to  report  opinions  certainly,  but 
to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House  the 
precedents  and  Acts  which  be«r  on  this 
question.  The  Committee  consisted  of  the 
Earl  of  Arundel  and  Surrey,  Lord  John 
Eussell,  Sir  R.  Peel,  Sir  J.  Graham,  Mr. 
GUdatone,  Mr.  Goulbnm,  Mr.  W.  Wynn, 
Sir  R.  TT.  Ti^gHs,  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Sir  F.  Thcpiorer,  Mr. 
Cockburn,  Mr.  Henlej,  Mr.  Hume,  Mr. 
Kapier,  Mr.  Roeback,  Mr.  Turner,  Mr. 
W.  Patten,  Mr.  Walpole,  mod  Mr.  Wood. 
T^ow,  I  think  that  the  House  will  admit 
that  there  could  not  have  been  a  Commit- 
tee more  competent  to  the  task  which  was 
stsigned  them.  It  is  quite  true  that  the 
Committee  was  not  empowered,  nor  did 
they  propose  to  tliemselves,  to  report  any 
opinion  on  the  subject;  but  the  Members 
of  that  Oommittee  bad  their  attention 
turned,  during  several  discussions,  to  the 
various  Acts  of  Parliament.  A  report 
was  drawn  up  by  the  Solicitor  General, 
and  that  draft  report  wta  much  considered 
by  the  Members  of  the  Committee.  Se. 
veral  learned  Gentlemen  bclonj^ng  to  the 
profession  of  the  law  pointed  out  other 
precedents  and  Acts  of  P«riiament,  which 
they  thought  bore  upon  the  subject;  and 
•Uhough  the  report  cannot  be  said  to  be 
without  errors,  yet  it  had,  upon  the  whole, 
brought  before  the  House  the  general  body 
of  Acts  and  precedents  upon  the  subject. 
Althoiiiih  the  Gentlemen  who  formed  that 
Committee  did  not  i^ivc  tho'tr  opinions  on 
the  subject  in  the  lurm  ut  o.  Committee, 
many  of  them  had  made  known,  by  their 
speeches  or  votes,  what  were  their  opin- 
ions on  the  law  of  the  subject;  and  1 
think,  therefore,  that  the  House  has  had 
all  the  benefit  whtob  could  be  derired  from 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee.  It  was, 
I  believe,  the  general  opinion  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  Committee,  as  far  as  I  could 
aseertdn  it  during  the  discussions  that 
took  pbwe  there,  that  Baron  Rothschild 
was  not  entitled  to  take  hi;^  i^c.it  in  this 
House.  I  did  not  certainly  fratnc  any 
words  of  my  own  on  this  subject;  but  my 


inquire  into  the  subject.  I  believe  that 
generally  Members  accustomed  to  investi- 
gate these  sulijeets,  have  for  themselTes, 
as  it  was  their  duty,  examined  the  prece- 
dents and  Acts  of  Parliament  that  bear 
upon  it :  in  fact,  as  it  had  been  matter  of 
discussion  during  last  year  and  the  pre- 
sent, those  competent  to  look  into  Act.s  of 
Parliament  ond  the  precedents  of  the 
House  will  have  neglected  their  duty  if 
they  have  not  made  that  examination. 
My  belief,  confirmed  by  the  speeches 
which  I  have  I  rnrd,  is,  that  they  have 
made  examination,  and  that  every  Member 
has  made  up  his  mind  on  the  suliject  before 
the  House.  If  it  is  the  general  wish  of 
the  House  that  there  shnll  be  a  Commit- 
tee, it  is  not  a  wish  which  I  shall  resist; 
but  as  the  matter  at  present  stands,  I  do 
not  see  the  necessity  for  it,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  it  is  the  general  wish  of  the 
House  that  there  should  be  such  a  Com- 
mittee. 

Sir  BBNJAMIN  HALL  satd,  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
were  to  consent  to  appear  at  the  bar,  he 
would,  in  his  opinion,  take  a  very  retro- 
grade course.  Within  the  last  twenty-four 
hours,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  voted  no 
less  than  three  time"^.  mnl  had  addressed 
the  Hou.%e  as  a  Member  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, if  he  were  to  attempt,  therefore, 
to  address  the  House  at  the  W,  he  would 
be  lowering  and  injuring  the  posltiorj  which 
he  at  present  occupied.  It  was  possible, 
however,  tliat  the  constituency  of  tiie 
borough  of  Greenwich  might  desire  to  be 
heard  at  the  bor,  and  if  they  should  pre- 
sent a  petition  desiring  to  be  heard  in  sup- 
port of  their  Member,  they  ought  to  be 
neard;  and  he  thought  that  before  this  re- 
solution was  pushed,  they  ought  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  presenting  such  a  peti- 
tion. With  respect  to  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee,  he  thought  thai  the  sugges* 
tion  of  the  honourable  and  learned  Gentle- 
man vr}\o  sat  below  him  was  a  wise  one, 
looking  at  the  difficulties  in  which  the  ques- 
tion was  now  involved.  It  was  true  that 
right  hon.  friend  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  \  last  year  a  Committee  waa  appointed,  con- 
framed  ft  resolution,  which  he  submitted  '  sisting  of  Gentlemen  who  were  admirably 
to  the  House.   I  bare  not  relied,  as  the  fitted  to  conduct  the  investigation  corn- 
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ttanocf  that  had  tuken  plneo  lince  thdr '  prcsontcJ  the  mnjority  of  the  Hebroir  com- 

report  was  rtmtli'.    Was  it  ever  cnntem- '  inunity  in  the  UiiIil  J  Kingdom.  Hon. 


plated  by  that  Uoiiiniittc o  that  thu  iiuuso 
of  Commons  would  put  themselvca  in  this 
ejttnu)rdinary  poeition :  (hat  they  wotild 
SrtI  call  upon  a  man  to  come  forM-ard  as  a 
Jew,  admit  him  as  a  Jcvr,  and  then  toll 


(jentlcmcri  opposiio  met  (imt  a-^si-rtiou 
with  derUive  and  insuleai  ciicerj»,  and  m 

those  ehoers  he  found  the  elue  to  their 
position.    Thcj  looked  at  the  law  in  lh» 

case  not  as  men  caring  for  tlic  law,  bat 


him  to  tako  nn  oath  on  the  true  faith  uf  a  colouring  the  kw  to  suit  their  own  pre- 
Christian?  Had  not  circuuiatanees,  too.  ljudices.  It  was  not  a  question  of  Uv, 
heea  brought  out  in  tbo  course  of  this  in- '  but  of  religious  liberty  on  the  one  side,  and 
vcstigation  and  discussion,  which  rendered  religious  intolerance  on  the  otlier,  which 
it  clearly  necessary  that  another  Commit-  i  was  before  the  liouse.  The  hon.  Member 
tco  should  bo  appointed  ?  The  noble  Lord  j  who  last  addressed  the  House  bad  pointed 
IMid,  that  he  would  tako  the  same  course '  out  the  diTision  of  opinion  which  prevailed 
which  ho  pursued  with  respect  to  Baron  on  the  subject  amongst  the  legal  authori- 
Rothsd  iM  last  year;  but  lu*  i  Sir  B.  llnll)  tics;  but  of  twelve  learned  Gentlemen  in 
denied  tiiat  lio  liaJ  taken  that  coniac;  for  that  House,  while  seven  had  decided  tiiat 
the  only  resulutiun  now  before  tiiem  was  this  question  could  not  be  settled  without 
'onadeeiaring  thatHr,  Aldenoan  Salomons  I  iurtber  diseussion  hefwe  a  legal  trihniMl 
was  not  entitled  to  sit  in  that  House  until  |  or  a  Select  Committee,  five  only  had  jpten 
he  should  havo  taken  the  abjuration  oath  an  opinion  that  there  M  as  siiffiL-ient  infor- 
aooordiug  to  the  form  provided  by  law.  mation  in  regard  to  the  law  to  guide  tbeai 
The  noble  I^onl'  had,  upon  thb  oceasion,  j  to  a  proper  equitable  settlement  of  this 
been  altogether  silent  on  the  iubject  of '  queatton.  The  noble  Lord  hotl  it  in  his 
rcn»oving  the  disabilities  of  the  Jew?,  in-  power  to  ubtaiu  a  confiriiiatiou  of  the  opin- 
Stead  of  plcdgiiii^  liiiusclf,  as  he  had  dono.  ioji  he  had  stated  so  coutideritiy.  He 
ou  the  previous  occasion,  tu  bring  in  u  Bill  mi^^ht  have  issued  a  new  writ  to  try  the 
9Jt  the  earliest  possible  period  after  the  I  opinion  of  the  eonstitnency  of  Greenwidi; 
jseelin;:^  of  Parliament.  Wliy  did  he  not  he  might  have  enforced  the  penalties  which 
now  take  the  same  course?  The  noble  the  hon.  Moinlier  had  defied,  or  ho  mi^'ht 
Lord  said,  "  in  the  form  provided  by  law."  have  moved  that  he  should  be  taicen  mto 
But  be  should  liko  to  know  what  was  the  custody  by  the  Serjeant-at-Anus.  Bat 
law;  for  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  Gene-  the  course  whieh  he  had  taken  proved  that 
iral  were  divided  in  opinion  upon  the  sub-  ho  did  not  believe  in  the  soundness  of  his 
lect;  and  of  six  learned  nentlenion  who  own  arguments,  and  was  not  prepared  to 
had  addre;»sed  the  House,  tlirce  were  ou  redeem  the  pledge  which  he  bad  given 
one  side,  and  three  on  the  other*  This '  more  than  once  ra  that  House.  Why,  if 
**Iaw/'  which  was  referred  to,  might  be  he  were  in  earnest  upon  this  question,  bad 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemon  the  he  not  staked  the  existence  of  the  Govem- 
Master  of  tlie  Rolls;  but  it  was  clearly  nieut  u})on  it  ^  The  time  was  come  for 
impossible  that  under  thc:e  circumstances  libutal  Members  to  demand  the  adtnissioa 
there  eould  be  any  general  definition  of  the  |  of  the  Jews  to  Parliament  as  a  matter  of 
law,  '  If  the  noblo  Lord  wished  to  take  a  !  simple  justice;  hon.  If  embers  opposite  bad 
course  which  was  at  once  open  and  intel-  never  conceded  anything  to  justice,  bat 
ligible,  he  had  better  at  once  movu  tiie  everything  to  menace.  There  never  was 
issue  of  a  new  writ  for  the  borough  of  a  question  on  whieh  public  opinion  out  of 
Greenwich.  The  effect  would  be  that  the  doors  was  more  unequivocally  expressed  in 
electors  of  that  borough  would  immediately  accordance  with  the  majority  in  that  House, 
return  Mr.  Salomons  aj^ain,  and  tliat  was  This  was  not  n  que-tiuu  to  be  trifled  with, 
the  reason  wiiy  this  step  vvua  not  taken.  ^  or  which  the  Uovciumcnt  should  be  per- 
It  was  quite  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  i  mitted-  to  trifle  with.  An  insult  had  besa 
people  of  this  country  were  indifferent  to  twice  offered  to  the  City  of  London,  and 
this  (jue.stion;  for  if  they  looked  at  the  he  wished  to  know  what  right  the  ni'Ma 
division  list  on  the  previous  night,  they  Lord  had  to  sit  there,  when  his  Colleague 
would  see  that  if  the  Members  who  voted  was  refused  admiitance  ?  While  he  ei- 
at  all  rcpi'esented  the  feelings  of  their  pressed  an  opinion  that  Baron  Rotbsehitd 
constituents,  two  thinls  of  the  voters  in  should  be  by  his  ttde,  be  lingered  throu:;b 
the  Unite  1  Kingdom  then  voted  tu  favour  four  Se^iionp,  demonstratiiiic  by  his  acts 
of  Mr.  AUluiuian  Saiomoui.      ^  [that  bla  heart  was  ucvcr  in  tUo  tight,  pUse 

Sir  B.  Uall  *  ' 
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«A  tins  vuMer,  ftnd  th*t     wm  wrw  will- 1  perDiitted  to  tak»  oatht  in  oourto  of  jiasUiSa 

ing  to  stake  any  political  power  on  the  re- :  and  other  places  whero  oaths  were  taken— 
■ult.    Viewing  the  question  in  a  rrli^^ious  questions  which  thoy  lijnl  now  got  for  be- 


light,  he  believed  that  manjr  of  th«  Meui- 
Un  0f  tiwi  Honae  bdow  the  Jews 
w  point  of  OTtfaodoxy  of  hiih,  Tlieir  I'a-i 
Ii;jiou9  theory  wn-^  the  pnme  as  his.  lie 
atliuitted  that  the  .Jl^vs  did  not  believe  in 
the  samo  Saviour  as  lie  did;  hut,  accord- 


yond.  Thoj  could  not  get  to  the  end  of 
the  ditoussion  «f  the  nmin  queatkm  tlutt 
night,  if  the  debate  were  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed; for  the  noMe  Lord  must  oitlipr  yield 
to  the  stroma  appeal  made  to  hirn,  aud 
attcr  passing  hi»  reaolutiun  propo&o  a  se- 


ing  to  high  autheritj,  that  wm  merelj  a  eond,  formed  upon  the  model  of  the  reeola 
between  a  Saviour  who  is  to  j  tion  of  last  yoarg  or  it  would  become  ne- 

cessnry  for  some  other  Member  to  take 
upon  him  tho  burden  the  noble  Lord  was 


come,  and  a  Sariour  who  has  conio.  Tho 
J^ew   really  embraced  the  satno  truth. 

["Ohy  obi"}  As  a  question  of  law,  tho  |  unwilling  to  bear.  In  either  case,  it 
noUe  Lord  ought  in  fainiess  to  grant  a  |  his  (Mr.  Anstoy's)  intention  to  move  a  Be< 
Committee  to  inquire  into  it.  The  eighty-  j  sohitiun,  either  in  an  independent  form  or 
one  Members  who  voted  Inst  nif^ht,  and  the  .  by  way  of  Amendment,  or  addition  to  the 


seventy-one  who  voted  ihat  uight,  in  fa- 
Toar  in  the  right  of  the  hen.  Member  to 

he  admitted  to  that  House,  had  a  right  to 
demand  that  what  they  beiioved  to  be  a 
sound  view  of  the  law  sliould  be  decided 
by  a  competent  tribunal.  He  should  rote 
agatnet  the  main  quoatioD,  but  still  more 
willingly  for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
which  was  moved  by  the  hcn.  Member  for 
Manchester. 

Ma.  CHISHOLM  ANSTET  raniDded 
ibenoble  Lord  of  the  pledge  whioh  be  gave 
when  the  Committee  of  last  year  was  ap- 
pointed, rtkI  n-?  a  conflitton  of  their  ap- 
pointment, that  their  inquiriea  should  not 
oe  w  direeled  aa  to  enable  tham  to  lay 
before  the  House  either  their  own  opinions 
or  the  opinions  of  any  other  per"on«.  what- 
erer  upon  the  question  which  their  report 
was  nevertheless  intended  to  illustrate. 
Tbey  wanted  now  te  know  whether  the 
abjuration  oath  was  in  existence  at  all — 
■  whether  there  was  a  precedent  for  putting 
it  to  any  person  with  the  omission  of  the 
words  '*  on  the  true  fiuth  of  a  Chrtstian">- 
aad  whether  the  profession  of  Christianity 
wn"  necessary  for  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
either  by  common  or  statute  law,  and  what 


Eesolution  before  them. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjonmed." 
The  House  dimM:'^Ajw  69 1  Noaa 

190:  Majority  121. 

Original  Question  again  j)roposed. 

Mr.  G.  THOMPSON  moved,  by  way  of 
Amendment,  tho  following  addition  to  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government:-^ 

**  And  tbat  this  Houses  having  rsgtid  to  the 

religious  scruples  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich, 'w  iil  extTciM  its  undoubted  prirJlcjre  in  thnt 
behalf,  and  proceed  forthwith  to  cause  snob  aitor- 
atkHu  tohe  awde  la  the  ftmaad  mode  af  adada^ 
isteiiag  the  wM  OaCb,  aa  shdl  enaUe  the  hsa. 
Member  te  take  and  sebierihe  the  i 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
bo  thero  added." 

Mr.  j.  a.  SMITH  wished  he  could  in- 
duce the  noble  Lord  to  consent  to  the  ad* 
journment  of  the  debate.  He  made  the 
appeal  with  the  deliberate  eonviction  thai 
the  time  of  the  House  would  he  sared  by 
so  doinpf.  He  was  informed  that  on  Thurs- 
day next  a  petition  would  be  presented  to 


was  the  inherent  power  of  that  lluu&e  to  j  the  House  from  tho  electors  of  Greenwich, 
alter  its  |nt>eeedinga  from  time  to  time,  |  praying  to  be  heard  at  the  bar  of  the  House 

and  more  especially  that  now  under  consid-  by  counsel  in  support  of  the  Member  re- 
eration.    Bat  npon  these  points  the  Com-  ■  turned  by  them  to  represent  them  in  Par- 


mittce  was  not  allowed  to  report  any  opin 
ion,  or  make  any 

Sfpoialed  to  seami  the  Journals,  and  re- 
port precedents  and  Acts  of  Parlianient 
relating  to  the  question  of  tho  admission 
of  Jews  into  Parliament  without  being 
sworn  npon  the  Holy  Ooepds;  also  to  re- 
port in  what  manner  Mr.  Pease  was  ad- 
mitted, in  'vlint  manner  Jews  and  persons  ' 


liameut;  and  he  would  with  confidence, 
it  was  only  onder  those  eireumstanees,  appeal  to  the 

noble  Lord  to  consent  to  the  adjournment 
of  this  debate  until  that  petition  had  been 
presented,  and  until  counsel  had  been 
heard  in  support  of  tho  claim  of  Alderman 
Salomons  to  sit  as  repreasntatiTO  of  Green- 
wich in  Parliament. 

Mr.  KEYNOLDS  declared  that  to  the 


not  proiesamg  the  Christian  religion  were  j  Jews  be  owed  no  political  or  religious  coj»- 
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pliment;  and  he  might  remind  the  House  ]  another  place.  He  wished  to  ask  the  noble 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  i  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  what 


Member  for  Greenwich,  upon  a  very  memo- 
rable aad  remarkable  oceauon,  had  ooen- 

pied  the  chair  at  a  meeting  called  to  pro- 
test nsfninst  Papal  aggression;  mu!  that 


upon  that  and  subsequent  occasions  iio  had 
uaed  language  anything  but  complinoentary 
to  the  ereed  ho  (Mr.  Reynolds)  professed; 


wa&  the  meaning  of  all  the  fencing  that 
had  taken  place  en  thia  aubjeotf  He  woold 
remind  the  noble  Lord  that  four  years  had 
elapsed  since  be  was  returned  as  the  coL 
league  of  Baron  Rotbscbild  for  the  City 
of  London,  and  tince  then  Baion  Bothaehild 
had  been  re-elected  alnioat  uuanimously. 


hut  still,  as  a  Mombcr  of  that  House,  ho  ■  And  what  wore  they  now  doini;  ?  Tfipj 
felt  no  resentment  towards  him.    lie  (Mr.  .  were  now  declaring  war  to  the  utmost  ex- 


Reynolds)  objected  to  the  Resolution  of 
the  noble  Lord,  but  particularly  to  the  word 
*•  nbjitration,"  for  it  inslstpcl,  tliat  unless 
AUiermnn  Salomons  perjured  him&elf  he 
could  uut  tiit  in  that  House.  What  did  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  say  to 
that?— he  who  represented  an  ecclesiastical 
corporation — he  (Mr.  Reynolds)  had  heard 
it  ealled  the  great  monastery  of  this  cotift- 
try — the  hon.  Baronet  represented  an  im- 
portant 550ction  of  the  Cliurcii.  nnJ  the  dig- 
nitaries of  the  Church,  the  preachers  of  the 
Gospel,  who  were  hound  to  diseonntenanee 
Bwearini^  of  every  kind.  They  had  per- 
mitted Baron TvKiliscliilil  to  bo  sworn  on  the 
Old  Testament,  and  allowed  oaths  to  be 
taken  in  ditferent  ways.  A  Chinese  wit- 
ness was  sworn,  not  upon  the  Old  or  New 
Testament,  but  upon  a  saucer;  aiul  if  one 
of  thoir  Asiatic  friends  declared  that  tliey 
would  not  coutient  to  be  sworn  on  a  saucer, 
jet  was  ready  to  swear  upon  a  teapot,  he 
supposed  they  would  swear  him  upon  the 
teapot.  He  begged  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  words  of  the  oath  of 
abjuration,  and  he  would  remind  them  that 
Lord  Clancarty  and  Lord  Bradford  had  de- 
clined to  take  their  seats  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  because  they  could  not  swear  that 
oath;  and  he  (Mr.  Reynolds)  believed  that 
if  they  did  swear  it,  they  would  swear  a  lie. 
And  yet  they  complained  of  Alderman  Sa- 
lomons, because  he  would  not  take  this  un- 
palatable oath.  He  (Mr.  Beynolds)  re- 
spected tlie  conscience  of  a  Jew,  when, 
even  to  attain  the  t.ic^liest  pitch  of  worldly 
honour  and  power,  he  declined  to  swear  to 
that  which  he  did  not  believe.  It  never 
was  a  doctrine  of  the  Catholic  Church  that 
princes  excominunicated  by  the  Pope  could 
he  tmirdered  or  deposed  by  their  subjects, 
and  therefore  the  oath  was  a  living  lie  and 
an  insult.  He  (Mr.  Reynolds)  thought  the 
proper  course  woold  be  to  abolish  all  those 
oaths;  and  he  was  glad  to  find  that  the 
sentiments  he  (Mr.  Reynolds)  uttered  were 
re>eehoed,  not  only  m  that  Houa^  but  in 


tent  in  their  power  against  the  electors  of 
the  City  of  London,  and  also  against  the 

e'eotors  of  Greenwich.  Tiicrc  a  ::rnfit 
deal  of  harmony  between  the  proceedin£j;s 
in  that  House,  and  the  proceedings  iu 
another  place.  While  they  were  forging 
chains  in  that  House  for  the  Jews,  they 
were  for^inp  chains  in  another  place  for  the 
Members  of  bis  (Mr.  Reynolds's)  persua- 
sion. The  House  would  soon  he  entitled 
to  the  designation  of  a  second  edition  of 
Exeter-hall;  it  would,  if  it  went  on  in  the 
same  course,  become  a  religious  conven- 
ticle. The  electors  of  Groenwieh  might 
say  to  that  II  him-,  You  have  disfranchis- 
ed u9 ;  we  have  elected  a  gentleman  of  sta- 
tion and  talent  to  represent  us,  and  you 
will  not  permit  him  to  take  his  seat  unless 
he  swears  to  what  he  does  not  believe*'* 
Wliy,  it  would  be  much  fairer  to  pass  an 
Act  of  Parliament  obliging  the  crtndidates 
to  take  the  oath  of  abjuration  on  the  hust- 
ings before  they  were  put  in  nominatien, 
because  then,  at  all  events,  the  electors 
would  not  be  deceived.  The  oath  of  abju- 
ration was  as  great  an  absurdity  as  could 
he  imagmed.  It  required  men  to  swear 
that  they  .would  bear  no  allegiance  to  Bling 
.Innies  III.,  or  any  of  his  descendants, 
when  the  fact  was  that  they  had  all  been 
dead  more  than  fifty  years*  The  person 
who  took  this  oath  further  swore  that  he 
would  bear  true  allegiance  to  Her  M.  jL-ty 
and  to  the  descendants  of  the  Prmcea^i 
Sophia  of  Hanover.  He  (Mr.  Reynolds) 
was  ready  to  observe  that  oath,  and  to 
bear  true  allegiance  to  Iler  Majesty;  but 
bow  was  be  to  trfipo  all  the  descendants  of 
the  Princoss  Sophia  ?  Yet  this  was  what 
was  termed  one  of  tlm  bulwarks  of  the 
British  constitution  I  He  (Mr.  Reynolds) 
was  not  in  favour  of  a  Committee,  bearing 
in  mind  that  the  Hou&e  could  not  sit  more 
than  a  fortnight.  He  thought  the  f<ur  and 
honest  course  would  be  to  adopt  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon*  Member  for  the  Tower 
ilamlets. 

Ubu  ANSTEY  wd,  thA»  it  would  be 
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absurd  to  adopt  the  resolution  of  the  noble 
Lord  wilhoot  some  sneh  words  m  bts  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Thompson)  had  movef  for  him. 


abjuration  in  a  form  di6ferent  from  that 
which  he  had  proposed,  and  in  the  form  in 
which  hon.  Members  have  hitherto  taken 


he  being  incapacitated  by  having  moved  an  it.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Amendment  already  ;  and  as  the  noble  Aylesbury  (Mr.  Bethel])  proposed  a  counter 
Lord  preserved  a  sullen  eileDce,  and  did  resolotlon,  aiid_  a_  fery  fair  resolution,  to 
not  saj  whether  he  would  propose  some 

words  himself,  or  af^ree  to  a  Committee, 
or  to  an  adjournment,  to  allow  the  electors 

to  petition,  and  considering  that  the  ques-  |>lie(i  with  all  that  the  law  requires,  so  far 
tiott  eonid  not  be  diRcnssod  in  the  present '  as  the  oath  of  abjuration  is  coneenied,  and 
temper  of  the  HousOi  he  woald  move  that !  having  taken  the  other  oaths,  were  entitled 


meet  that  whieh  I  had  proposed,  namely, 
tliat  the  hon.  Member  for  London,  and  the 
hon  Member  for  Greenwich,  having  com- 


the  dpfintc  be  adjourned. 


to  sit         vntc  !Ti  th'\:-<  II 


01 J  - 


There  were 


Motion  made,  **  That  the  Debate  Jjenow  .  two  propositions,  the  one  contradictory  of 


adjourned. 

Mr.  bright  thought  the  question 

which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr. 
Anstcy)  had  asked,  deserved  a  fair  consider- 


j  the  other.  The  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Aylesbury  was  sop> 
ported  in  a  very  able  speech  by  him,  and 
answered  in  another  very  able  speech  by 


ation  and  a  frank  answer  from  the  noblo  i  the  Attorney  Gencial.  The  debate  was 
Lord.    It  had  been  stated  that  Alderman  |  condueted  in  a  manner  worthy  of  the  oeea- 

Salomons  was  not  likely  to  ask  the  House 

to  be  heard  at  the  bar;  that,  on  the 
contrary,    he   insisted    he   had  as  <Tood 


sion.  Other  hon.  Members,  some  of  them 
learned  in  the  law,  spoke  to  that  question, 
and  cotifincd  themselves  to  the  question 


right  to  be  within  the  bar  as  any  huu.  ;  which  was  really  before  the  Uuusc.  The 
If  ember  in  the  House.    The  hon.  Mem>  House  eame  to  a  decision  that  the  proposi- 


bcr  for  Greenwich  was  willing  only  to  de-  '  tion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 

Aylesbury  could  not  be  put.  It  then  re- 
mained for  the  House  to  decide  whether  or 
not — that  restrietion  having  been  set  aside 


fexxd  hiTuself  in  his  place;  but  thcie  wns  an- 
other party  concerned — the  constituency 
who  bad  sent  him  there;  and  let  the  House 

bear  io  mind  that  hon.  Members  sat  there  '  — the  resolution  whieh  I  proposed  could  be 


for  the  sake  of  the  rights  of  constituencies. 
The  question  before  the  Ilouse  was  one  of 
extreme  doubt  and  difficulty.  The  noble 
L<ml  did  not  dony  it.  The  only  law  officer 

in  the  House  who  agreed  with  the  noble 

Lord  at  all  had  admitted  to-day  that  the 
qiiostion  was  one  of  extreme  doubt,  and 
ihat  the  legislation  which  the  noble  Lord 


maintmned  was  a  disgraeefnl  legislation,  ciattons  of  this  House  for  going  against  a 


Th0  House  bed  already  had  warning  that 

the  constituency  of  Greenwich  was  about 
to  take  a  perfectly  constitutional  mode  of 
bringing  their  ease  before  the  House  by  a 

?etition  praying  to  be  heard  at  the  bar. 
le  (Mr.  Bright)  had  the  p-cato'?t  c  iifi 
dence  that  the  noble  Lord,  reg'art.liKLi"  his 

SBSt  life,  his  present  opinions,  the  extreme 
oobt  In  whieh  this  question  was  involved, 
and  its  bearings  on  the  rights  of  the  elec- 
tors of  Greenwicli,  would  not  deny  wlmt 
those  electors  asked,  or  urge  this  question 
to  a  premature  decision. 

Lord  JOHN  HUSSBLL  :  In  the  early 
part  of  the  evening  the  question  the  ITonse 
really  had  to  consider,  was  very  delibemte- 
Ij,  fairly,  and  learnedly  discussed,  i  iiad 
brought  forward  a  Resolution  whteh  im< 
plies,  if  it  does  not  say  in  direct  terms. 


affirmed.  I  can  see  no  other  course  fairly 
open  to  the  House  than  to  come  to  a  deci- 
sion upon  this  Question;  or  that  if  the  de- 
bate upon  it  bad  been  continued  to  too  late 
an  hour,  the  debate  shall  be  adjourned. 
But,  instead  of  continuing  a  discussion  on 
the  law — which,  after  all,  is  our  business 
— we  have  since  heard  nothing  but  denun- 


liberal  body  of  constituents,  for  not  pro- 
ceedin!^  at  once  to  atfix  a  sense  to  this  oath, 
and  to  authorise  a  mode  of  taking  the  oath, 
aoeording  to  which  they  said  Members  sent 
by  a  numerous  body  of  constitueneiea 
wniilfl  he  admitted  to  ?it  and  vote;  and  de- 
nunciations against  my  conduct,  for  what 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Bright)  called  main- 
taining legislation  against  the  Jews,  for> 
getting  that  for  a  number  of  years  I  have 
been  labourirj:^  in  tliis  Ilouse  to  obtain  a 
repeal  of  the  legislation  in  existence  witU 
respect  to  Jews,  and  forgetting  that  when 
I  was  so  engaged  in  the  course  of  this  pre- 
sent Session,  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  G.  Thompson)  was 
lecturinr^  or  travelling  in  America,  and 
totftlly  neglecting  the  duties  be  owed  to  the 
nuroerons  bod j  of  his  constituents  of  the 


thnt  the  hon.  Member  for  nrconwich  is  not  Hebrew  persuasion;  and  now  he  comes 
entitled  to  sit  without  tokijig  the  oath  of  i  forward  to  support  a  Motion  for  adjourn- 
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mcnt. having  rofi-aiiH'd  from  fiiiviiig  Lis  vntc  '  nny  precedent  in  regard  to  its  condnct, 
^vhcn  that  vote  uught  have  bad  great  iiiflu-  and  to  what  tho  justice  of  tiie  case  may 
cnuu,  and  when  it  might  have  contributed  <  require.  ^But  I  cannot  see  there  is  any 
to  a  change  in  the  legislation.    My  belief  |  reason  that  the  Uouse  should  not,  on  ttt 


is,  if,  instead  of  this  declamation  wo  hear ,  own  authority,  decide  tho  question  which 
with  respect  to  the  impropriety  of  Gentle-  is  now  bi'fore  thorn,  as  to  whether  or  no 
meu  putting  a  sense  ou  the  oath  wliick  we  AIi.  Alderman  Salomons  is  eatitled  to  sit 
eonemve  ouraelvee,  in  our  eonsoieneet* ;  in  thia  Honae  without  talung  the  oaUi  of 
boand  to  do,  the  sense  of  this  House  had  i  abjuration  in  the  form  appointed  by  lav. 
been  such  that  we  had  had  a  very  large  \  It  appears  to  me  this  Uouse  is  fully  com- 
majority  in  favour  of  the  admission  of  tlie  peteut  to  decide  that  question  for  itself, 

and  that  it  is  hound  to  deeide  that  ^oss- 
tion.  I  think  it  will  he  the  duty  of  myself 
to  bring  in  some  measure  which  shall  re- 
lieve the  Jews  from  the  disabilities  under 
which  they  labour.    I  think  it  is  a  matter 


Jews  by  means  of  a  Bill — speaking  without 
authority,  but  from  my  general  supposi- 
tion, if  that  Bill  luul  <xonc  up  with  a  very 
large  majority  in  its.  favour — my  opiuiou  is 
that  the  uouse  of  Lords  would  hate  been 

disposed  to  pass  it;  and  if  the  lion.  Alcmber  fairly  to  be  considered  whether  the  Bill 


for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  and  other  hou. 
Members  who  now  talk  of  the  cause  of  re- 
ligious liberty,  had  been  here  then  to  assist 
in  that  TOte,  they  would  have  contributed 
soinctliliig  towAi*d8  that  result.  My  notion 
of  piMtiiMting  religious  liberty  is  tlic  endea- 
vouring to  do  away  with  those  laws  which 
jaterfere  with  religious  libartj,  and  cer- 
tainly not»  by  attempting  to  strain  the  law, 
to  put  a  sense  on  the  law  which  it  will  not 
bear,  aud  then  to  defeud  myself  by  saying 
I  am  doing  it  for  the  cause  of  religious 
liberty.  The  cause  of  religions  liberty  n 
not  to  bo  promoted  by  those  moans.  For 
many  years  the  cause  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tbolios  was  brouglit  forward  in  this 
House  by  eminent  men,  by  Mr.  Fox, 
Mr.  Grattan,  Mr.  Cauuiuff,  aiul  Mr.  Plun- 
lictt,  who,  at  ditierent  times,  warmly  advo- 
cated the  cause;  but  they  never  proposed 
that  this  Hcmse  should  admit  the  Rmnan 
Catholics  by  changing  the  oaths  you  were 
bound  by  law  to  administer.  They  thouj^ht 
it  was  tiio  proper  course  to  endeavour  to 
obtain  a  change  in  the  law ;  and  I  have 
no  doubt  I  am  pursuing  the  right  course 
in  this  matter,  and  that  nothini^  which  tlie 
Uon.  Member  fur  Manchester  can  say,  wUi 
induce  the  House  or  the  country  to  believe 
that  I  am  one  of  those  wlio  w  ere  endca- 
vourin2;  to  maintain  the  exclusion  of  the 
Jews  from  Parliameut.  Tho  hou.  Member 
for  Chichester  (Mr  J.  A.  Smith)  has 
asked  me  whether  I  will  not  consent  to 
the  postponement  of  this  d^  bate,  in  order 
that  the  electors  of  Greenwich  may  come 
forward  and  present  a  petition  to  tlie 
House,  asking  to  be  heard  with  respect  to 
the  construction  of  the  law.  Whenever 


tu  be  brought  in  should  be  exactly  in  the 
shape  of  that  which  was  introduced  during 
the  present  year,  or  whether  it  should  or 
sbotud  not  be  a  Bill  which  diould  also 
affect  other  oaths,  which,  as  has  been  re- 
marked by  the  hou.  Meiidn  r  for  the  city 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Reyaoldsj,  ^taud  now  in  a 
Tcrj  unsatisfactory  state ;  bnt  this  I  will 
say,  1  do  think  that  the  emancipation  of 
the  Jews  from  those  disabilities  which  pre> 
vent  their  sitting  in  this  House,  aud  h<^d> 
ing  political  office,  is  a  great  poblie  qne^ 
tion  connected  with  religiooa  liberty*  in 

which  I  certainly  mean  to  persome  ■! 

mean  to  persevere  in  that  w  hich  is  the 
duo  and  regular  course,  namely,  in  asking 
the  assent  of  this  Uouse  to  a  Bill  ;  for  I 
believe  that  if  there  be  a  considerable  ma- 
jority in  this  House  in  favour  of  such  a 
Bill,  and  if,  as  hun.  Gentlemen  say,  the 
Toice  of  the  country  support  that  opinioa, 
without  any  sort  of  menace  or  threat  to 
the  House  of  Lord.'?,  but  looking  to  what 
has  been  their  conduct  with  respect  to 
various  measures  that  have  been  psssed 
at  various  times,  and  presuming  their  eon- 
duct  will  be  guided  by  the  same  wisdom 
and  prudouee — if  tbey  believe  that  the 
House  and  the  country  desire  the  aboUttsa 
i>f  tlioie  restrictions,  you  will  not  have  tO 
wait  very  long  until.  In  the  due  ronrse  of 
legislation,  such  a  Bill  will  be  passed.  I 
will  do  all  in  my  power  to  obtain  the  pas- 
sing of  such  a  J3ill  in  some  shape  er  oCiier; 
Init  this  I  will  not  do — I  will  not  vote  that 
to  be  law  wliich  I  believe  in  my  cooscioocc 
to  be  contrary  to  law. 

lln.  BBTUELL  begged  the  House  fo 
observe  the  miserable  truism  which  was 


that  petition — which  I  have  only  heard  of invnlved  in  the  proposition  of  the  noble 


to-night  for  the  first  time — is  presented, 
praying  to  be  heard  on  that  sabjeet,  I  think 
It  will  bo  the  duty  of  this  House  to  leek  to 

Lord  John  Ilu$*ell 


Lord,  it  decided  nothing,  but  left  every- 
idecided,  and  yet  it  waa  to  be  hew 
the  eovatry  aa  the  vmimim  te 
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Trhich  the  House  had  come  as  the  result  ocrunony  wliich  Imd  been  i»nportcd  into 
of  these  JcUbcralious.  The  propusitiuu  of  tha  Uubatc,  it  did  appear  advi&abio  thak 
the  noble  Lord  was  merely  a  piece  of  bad  upon  •  qumtion  of  a  judicial  nature^  their 
English,  which,  if  adopted,  would  make  proceodiogi  sbould  not  he  marked  witb 
the  Uouse  supremely  riuiculous  in  the  eyes  I  such  a  character.  lie  would  not,  thOK- 
«f  tho  country.  TUo  courage  of  the  noble  fore,  object  to  adjoui'n  the  debate. 
Lord  bfl4  beoome  proTerbuf;  but  bo  (^Ir.  Bobate  at^fowntd  till  Friday. 
Bcthell)  sever  mv  that  courage  exhibited 

in  such  a  manner  as  on  that  evening,  for     METROPOLITAN  INTERMENTS  BILL. 

the  noble  Lord,  unaided  and  lUouo*  had      Order  for  Committee  read. 

taken  on  himielf  to  decide  for  himself  the     The  CHANCELLOK  op  the  EXCHE- 

whole  of  this  laya)  questiou.  The  speeches  QUBB  moved  that  the  Houae  go  into  Coin* 

of  tlie  Attorney  General  and  tho  Solicitor  mittee  upon  this  Bill. 

General  had  shown  they  were  at  variance  |     Mil.  BRIGHT  said,  that  tlto  Tlouse  were 

in  their  opinions  of  the  law  affecting  this  in  perfect  ignorance  as  to  its  iiuture. 

question  ;  and  between  the  two,  the  noble  I    The  CHANCELLOR  OP  the  SXCHB- 

Lord  might  say —  |  QUER  said,  the  object  of  the  Bill  waa  to 

"Uow  happ7  could  I  be  with  «)th«r,  I  empower  ndvaiicos  to  be  made  to  carry  out 

Wwv  t'other  dear  cUarmcr  awaj  I "  the  obiocts  of  the  Act  passed  last  Session. 

The  verf  diSenlty  in  which  the  noble  Lord  The  House  waa  qgite  aware  of  the  great 

iiad  been  placed  by  those  two  hon.  and  \  evils  which  arose  from  the  OTorerowded 

learned  Gontiemen,  required  hiui  to  usjient 

to  some  such  proposition  as  that  by  which 

he  (Mr.  <Bethell)  proposed  to  rescue  him 

from  difHcultj.    He  would  suggest  to  the 

nol'le  Lord  that  ho  should  add  to  his  ^fo- 


state  of  the  burial  places  in  the  metro- 
polis; and  with  a  view  to  remove  them*  an 
Act  had  been  passed  last  Session  whioli 
enabled  the  Board  of  Ilealth  to  >Mie 

money  hv  borrowing,  for  tho  pu^^pose  of 
tiou  words  to  the  eti'ect  that  it  be  referred  constructing  cemeteries,  and  then  closing 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  that  House  to  !  such  as  were  in  an  overcrowded  state, 
ascertain  and  report  to  the  House  in  what  |  The  Board  of  Health  had  reason  to  sup- 
'  '  ■'         .1    *    «  •       •       poso,   until  a  week  ai^o,  that  tlicy  could 

raiso  the  nioncy  ;  but  somo  dithculties 
arobo  as  to  the  security.  The  Board  not 
being  a  permanent  body,  additional  powers 
were  therefore  necessaiy,  and  in  the  mean 
time,  in  order  not  to  foropo  tho  advantages 
which  would  arise  from  tho  closing  of  some 
cemeteries,  and  to  complete  the  negotia- 
tiotti  now  pending,  he  was  willing  to  ad-> 
vance  some  mnnev,  in  ordor  to  secure  so 


form  and  manner  the  oath  of  abjuration 
ought  to  be  aclttiitii-^t'M't'd, 

Qucdtiou  put,  "  iiiat  the  Debate  be 
now  adjoomed.'* 

The  House  ditided ! — ^Ayes  59  ;  Koes 
207  :  Majority  148. 

Question  again  pronoaed,  **  That  those 
w<N^  be  there  added. 

Mb.  bright  did  not  wish  to  offer 
any  opposition  of  a  factious  nature ;  and  It 
was  only  because  lie  felt  the  noble  Lord  at .  desirable  an  object.  When  tho  question  of 
the  head  of  the  Government  was  running !  farther  powers  came  before  the  Honsc, 
the  House  into  serious  diffieuUiea  that  he  ^  there  would  be  ample  opportunity  for  dis- 
rfcommendod  him  to  adopt  the  su'"j:r'-  tiyn  cussini^  the  whole  construction  of  tlic  Board, 
of  tlie  hon.  Member  for  Av^esbury,  and  Ue  would  desire  to  see  the  arraugemeut  of 
refer  the  question  to  a  Scleut  CouHiiittce.  all  such  matters  as  were  connected  with 
A  very  important  petition  was  to  be  pre- !  the  public  health  vested  in  the  handa  of  a 
sented  from  the  electors  of  Greenwich,  |  municipal  body. 
jjrayiniT  to  be  heard  Ijy  coimsel  at  the  bar  In  reply  to  Mr  1>h!';ht, 
uf  the  House.  Ho  tliought  that  the  uuble  >  The  CJiA^> Cl:iLLuii  ui:  Tiii;  EXtllE- 
Lord  had  made  a  very  unfair  and  ungen- 1  QUER  swd,  that  the  ansa  he  proposed  to 
erous  attack  upon  the  hon.  Member  for  grant  was  130,0001. 
the  Tower  Hamlets,  who  certainly  had  not  Mr.  BRIGHT  said,  a  more  estraor- 
mcrited  it,  and  who  had  not  transgressed  dinary  proposition  had  never  been  made  to 
the  ordinary  rnles  of  debate.  If  the  noble  the  House.  The  Board  of  Health  had  led 
hard  adopted  the  tuggoation  thrown  ont,  them  to  believe  that  500,000^  would  be  the 
he  would  not  sacrifice  any  of  his  cliaractcr  ^  whole  sum  they  would  require  for  compen* 
for  consistency.  |  satiou  and  purchases.    I^ow,  from  the  in- 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  could  not  formation  which  he  received,  that  wonM 
accc  pt  the  su^'gestion  of  the  hon.  Mora- ,  not  be  half  the  amount  which  they  would 
her  for  iiancheater ;  but  on  cenaideriog  Hm  J  find  neeesiaiy.  Th»  BiU  of  lart  yctv  vaa 
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nuMt  diwreditable  to  the  Goyernment  and  j  1.  Whcllier  all  the  articles  iraporteJ  from 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Board.    That  gen- '  abroad,  and  now  exhibited  in  Hyde  Park, 


tleman  was  no  doubt  very  ingenious;  and 
vheneTer  he  had  a  board  with  stieh  per- 
sons as  Lord  Shaftesbury  sitting  at  it,  he 
would  be  sure  to  pull  the  wire.  And  he 
did  puU  the  wire,  for  if  they  granted  the 
sum  now  aaked  for,  Mr.  Ohadwick  woold 
become  the  arbitrary  diApcnscr  of  more 

patrrtna^i^e  than  was  in  the  gift  of  officers 
filling  the  highest  situations  in  the  Govern- 
ment. He  would  agree  to  the  present  vote 
if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
promise  to  put  the  disposition  of  the  ques- 
tions of  wfttcr,  cemeteries,  and  sewerage 
under  the  management  and  control  of  a 
municipal  authority.  In  concluding,  he 
would  move  that  the  Board  of  Bealth  re- 
turn a  specific  account  of  everything  which 
they  had  done,  and  then  the  House  would 
be  in  a  position  to  see  whether  it  was  ne- 
eessary  that  they  ahould  grant  the  money. 

Sir  B.  hall  expressod  liisi  iiitontiun  of 
opposing  the  grant  upon  every  occasion 
and  upon  every  stage. 

Committee  deferred  till  To-morr<»o. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quartw  before 
Two  o'clock. 


HOUSB  OF  COMMONS. 
Wednetdajf,  My  23, 1851, 

Ibironu.J    Niw  MncBsit  Swosir.— For  Sear- 

borou^;!),  Coorgo  FriMlorick  Youn<r,  F-sij. 
lisw  Writ. — For  Limorick  City,  v.  John  O'Con- 

nell,  Esq.,  Cbiltcrn  iliindred«. 
PfRtir  Hills.  —  1°  I.iiriatica  (India), 

2°  CunsuHdateii  Fund. 

S*  Gouunons  Ineloraie  (No.  9). 

EXiiiBlTION  OF  WORKS  UF  INDUSTRY. 

Mr.  NBWDE6ATE  said,  his  reason 
for  putting  the  queations  of  which  ho  had 
given  notice,  was,  that  he  had  been  credi- 
bly informed  that  several  articles  which 
Lad  been  sent  to  the  Crystal  Palace  had 
not  only  been  sold,  but  removed  from  the 
building;  and  Iio  was  also  informed  by  the 
gentlemen  in  ehargc  of  the  place  for  the 
(justoms,  tliat  like  catalogues  and  accounts 
were  ao  imperfect  in  themseWes,  that  they 
had  the  greatest  difficulty  in  identifying 
the  several  articlea.  The  object  f)f  liis 
questions  was,  therefore,  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther the  officers  of  Customa  had  tahen  an 
account  of  those  articles  in  the  Exhibition 


which  were  aubject  to  duty,  so  that  the 
revenue  might  be  no  loner  in  the  niattcr. 
He  would  put  the  questions  as  he  had 

]plaeed  them  on  the  paper  of  the  Honae:— I  woold  make  inquiry  mto  it    He  (Kn 


have  been  entered  regularly,  specialljr,  or 
in  any  manner,  at  m  Cnatom  Hoosef 
2.  Whether  an  account  of  theae  articles, 

giving  the  description,  quantities,  and 
official  or  assessed  value  of  them,  can  now 
be  given  ?  3.  Whether  arrangementa^  and, 
if  BO,  what  arrangementa,  have  been  made 

for  taking  an  aecount  of  any  of  these  arti- 
cles which  may  be  sold  in  this  country,  as 
distinguished  from  those  which  may  be  re- 
shipped,  so  as  to  aecure  the  revenue,  and 
provide  for  the  correct  entry  of  all  such 
articles  in  the  official  accounts  for  the 
year  ? 

Mb.  OORNEWALL  LBWIS  aaid,  lie 

had  communicated  with  the  Board  of  Caa- 
toins  on  the  subject  of  the  lion.  Gentle- 
man's qnestions,  but  he  had  not  yet  re- 
eeived  all  the  detailed  information  which 
he  expected.  He  was,  however,  able  to 
give  an  answer  generally  that  the  Exhi- 
bition building  was  a  bonded  warehouse; 
that  it  was  subjected  to  the  aamc  regula- 
tions as  any  ether  bonded  warehouse;  and 
lie  believed  that  regular  accuimts  had  heen 
taken  of  all  the  goods  in  that  building 
which  were  subject  to  duty;  and  that  they 
could  not  be  removed  without  the  pennia- 
sion  of  the  Customs,  obtained  in  the  regu- 
Inr  manner.  Them  liad  been  certain  cases 
where  a  very  few  applications  had  been 
made  to  the  Treaaury  for  apecial  pennie- 
sion  to  remove  particular  articles  from  the 
t>uildlng  The  articles  to  which  he  re- 
ferred were  some  of  the  American  revolver- 
pistols;  and  he  believed  thev  were  per- 
mitted to  be  taken  out  for  the  officera  of 
the  regiment  now  under  orders  to  proceed 
to  the  Cape  of  Good  H(»pe.  But  it  would 
be  borne  in  mind  that  arms  were  pro- 
hibited, not  goods  subjected  to  dntj,  and 
that  therefore  no  loss  to  the  reventte  OOttld 
accrue  in  tliis  instance. 

Mu.  iNEVVDEGATE  said,  this  was  the 
second  time  he  had  given  notice  of  the 
question,  and  the  second  time  he  h«]  re- 
ceived no  answer.  It  referred  to  a  mere 
matter  of  account,  and  he  could  see  no 
difficulty  in  a  preeise  reply.  He  shoald* 
therefore,  renew  the  question  on  Friday. 

Mn.  rORNEWALL  LEWIS  was  not 
aware  he  had  not  answered  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Uember. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  when  first  he 
put  the  qtiestion,  the  hon.  Member  stated 
that  he  had  no  precise  information  on  the 
subject  to  which  it  referred,  but  that  he 
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Newdegate)  now  asked  thu  (question,  aud 
the  boo.  Member  aaid,  be  only  believed 
the  atalemeDts  he  made  were  correct. 
What  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  wnnteJ  to 
know  was  the  facts,  and  he  should  there- 
fore, renew  his  question  on  Friday. 

Mb:  CORNSWALL  LEWIS  said,  he 
bad  communicated  with  Sir  Thomas  Frc- 
mantle,  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 
Customs,  and  the  answer  he  bad  received 
was  the  geneftil  ttetement  be  bad  now 
made  to  tbe  House :  hut  he  knew  of  no 
facts  such  as  those  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Member.  With  rccjard  to  tht^  arcmmts  of 
the  articles  in  the  Exhibition,  the  buhda)<;. 
as  he  bad  already  stated,  was  a  bonded 
warehouse,  and  the  accounts  were  kept  as 
usual  in  bonded  wareboUBeSy  on  tbe  part 
of  tbe  Customs. 


ADHINISTaATIOlI  OF  CRIMINAL  JUSTICE 
IMPROVEMENT  BILL. 

Order  for  rommittec  read. 

House  in  Committee;  Mr.  Bcraal  in  the 
Chair. 

Claiise  1. 

Mr.  BAINES  said  he  wa3  anxious,  ns 
Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  which 
bad  sat  upon  this  subject,  to  make  a  short 
statement  to  the  Committee  relatire  to 
tbe  extremely  important  objects  which,  he 
apprehended,  would  be  carried  into  effect 
hy  this  Bill.    The  Bill  itself  was  for  the 
improTement  of  tbe  administration  of  Cri- 
minal Justice  in  this  eonntry,  and  it  was 
one  of  those  Bills  for  the  purpose  of  ef- 
fcctinc:  real  and  valuable  improvements  in 
the  administration  of  the  law  for  which 
iho  public  were  indebted  to  tbe  present 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  Queen*s 
Bench.    The  Bill  had  come  down  from 
the  ITouse  of  Lords  with  the  approltntion, 
he  believed,  of  all  the  law  Lords  m  that 
House;  and  though  there  were  some  pro- 
Tisions,  with  regard  to  which  one  or  two 
of  the  Judges  folt  a  difficnlty,  yet  he  be- 
lieved that  all  those  who  were  most  able 
to  form  an  accurate  judgment  of  its  de- 
twls,  both  in  England  and  Ireland,  were 
decidedly  in  faropr  of  it.    By  the  first 
Clause,  powers  of  an  extensive  nature  wore 
given  to  the  Court,  in  cases  of  felony  or 
misdemeanour,  to  amend  the  indiotmeuts, 
when  there  was  any  variance  between  the 
indictment  on   which  the    i»it^oncr  was 
tried  and  the  evidence,  regard  being;  had 
that  tho  prisoner  should  not  be  prejudiced, 
or  the  merits  of  the  esse  penrerted,  by 
such    amending.     This   was  analogous 
vith  the  power  which  bad  been  gif  en  to 


amend  in  civil  cases,  by  an  Act  passed  &o 
long  ago  as  1832  (the  3rd  and  4th  of 
William  lY.,  cap.  42).    He  believed  that 
orreat  nJvantajre  would  result  from  this 
Clause,  and  he  hoped  that  the  Committee, 
would  think  that  toe  Courts  mi^ht  safely 
be  intrusted  with  the  power  in  this  respect 
which  the  Bill  proposed  to  f»ivc  them. 
Another  object  which  the  Bill  liad  in  view 
was  that  of  shortening  and  simplifying  tbe 
form  of  criminal  pleading.    At  present 
indictments  might«be  made  of  rery  great 
h  nn;th,  entailing  great  expense  in  the 
flaming  of  them,  and  great  risk  of  va- 
riance in  the  proofti.    Tho  counts  were 
multiplied  to  m  incredible  extent*  there 
being  sometimes  as  many  as  ten,  fifteen, 
or  even  in  some  cases,  twenty,  in  a  simple 
case  of  homicide,  ringing  the  changes  upon 
every  possiUe  mode  by  which  tbe  death 
might  be  supposed  to  have  been  ooea- 
sioned.    These  counts  wrrc  frequently  ex- 
ceedingly contradictory  in  tlu  mselves;  and, 
after  all,  it  might  happen  that  the  right 
cause  had  escaped  attention.   What  this 
Bill  proposed,  therefore,  was,  that  instead 
of  its  being  necessary,  ns  it  had  been  here- 
tofore, to  recite  the  precise  means  and 
manner  by  which  the  homicide  had  beeii 
committed,  it  would  be  snfiBMsieot^HW  was 
already  done  in  an  analogous  maimer  in 
the  case  of  larceny-— to  state,  in  cases  of 
murder,  that  the  party  "did  wilfully  and 
feloniously  kill  and  munler :  "  and,  in 
cases  of  manslaughter,  that  he  "  did  felo- 
niously kill  and  slay."    The  third  object 
of  great   importance  had   reference  to 
strictly  formid  qbjections.    With  regard 
to  several  of  these,  it  was  provided  thai 
there  should  henceforth  be  no  opportunity 
of  taking  such  objections  at  all — objec- 
tions, for  instance,  such  as  those  to  tho 
formal  conclusion  of  an  indictment,  lear- 
ing  out  the  words  **  against  the  peace,** 
<kc.,  thus  rendering   these  formal  objec- 
tions not  available  at  the  trial,  anil,  conse- 
quently still  less  available  in  proceedings 
upon  writs  of  error.   Another  obiect  of 
tho  BiU  was  this,  that,  if  it  should  turn 
out  on  the  trial  that  tho  party  had  not 
been  guilty  of  the  entire  offence,  but  of  an 
attempt  to  commit  it,  then  it  would  not 
be  necessary,  as  at  present,  to  prefer  a 
new  indictment,  and  go  before  the  grand 
jury  again  ;  but  the  jury  might  convict 
tbe  party  of  the  attempt  to  commit  the 
offence,  and  the  Court  uiould  have  poweor 
to  sentence  upon  (hat  finding,  just  as  if 
the  indictment  had  been  for  the  attempt 
in  the  first  instance.    Tbe  BiU  aUo  con- 
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teined  proTunons  for  renderini;  moro  ttaj 
aad  certain  proseontions  for  an  offence 

which  was  increasinj^  in  frcq'ioncy.  per- 
haps in  pari  owing  to  the  faeilities  of  late 
jears  provided  for  the  raeofeiy  of  imall 
do1>ta»  he  meant  the  erime  of  perjury.  At 

present,  the  iruliofnicnts  were  of  most 


•track  oat;  and  be  thoogfit  it  would  be 

dosirablet  in  oases  where  an  indictment 
for  felon  J  had  bpf»n  fn-Tnd  behind  a  mnn'a 
back,  or  bj  a  coroner's  jurjr,  that  theftf 
shoald  be  meani  of  obtaJmng  bail  witboQt 
seeing  before  a  Judge  of  a  soperior  eoort. 
Tiie  present  practice  r^ti"  mry  expcn^^jvc-; 
riehly  lenciftli.  nn<l  it  was  only  the  superior  and  ho  rccom  men  find  that  power  should  ho 


Courts  which,  hy  virtue  of  the  statute  of 
Gooi^  II..  had  the  power  of  ordering 
proseontions  for  that  offence.  This  Bill 
wonld  enable  the  Judge  of  a  County  Court, 
and  of  the  inferior  Court*  generally,  if 
ihey  bed  reason  to  snepeet  that  pt  i j  u  i  y  bad 
been  committed»  to  direct  that  a  prosocn- 
cntion  should   be   instituted  nijainst  the 


given  to  one  or  two  justices,  as  tlie  case 
may  be,  to  accept  bail. 

Mh.  ARMSTRONG  said,  he  supported 
the  Bill,  but  objected  also  to  the  clause 
with  reference  to  the  plea  of  •*  Guilt/.** 

Mr.  NAPIBR  saif  that  the  Bill  was 
one  of  the  groatoat  importance.  He  ap> 
proved  of  the  mea.'^"^"  crenr-ratly,  but  e«pe- 


party,  which  might  proceed  to  trial  under  i  ciaily  that  part  ot  it  which  gare  power 
die  order  of  the  Court.   A  simpler  form  I  to  the  Judges  to  ame&d  the  indlefnnont. 

of  iodietment  also  was  giren;  but  still  it  Such  a  provision  would  conduce  irreatlj  t& 

the  sound  adnunistration  of  justice  in  re- 
spect to  the  Criminal  Law  of  the  country, 
and  at  the  same  time  would  not  deprive 
There  were  seferal  other  objects  of  any  reasonable  roan  of  any  of  the  privi- 

niiportanco  contomplatod  by  the  |  leges  which  forniorlr  belonirpd  to  liim  cf 

defending  himself  from  the  ciiarn"'  p^-r- 
ferred  against  him.    Ue  tliought  that  a 


not  rcdiTced  so  far  as  to  prerent  the 
defendant  from  baring  e»ery  information 
as  to  the  real  nature  of  the  charge  against 
him. 

inferior 

Bill,  with  which  he  would  not  trouble  the 
Committee.    His  belief  was,  after  a  good 


deal  of  evperienee  in  watebing  the  ad-  { fhrther  improvement  might  bo  made  in  Ihe 

law  by  giring  a  simple  form  of  appeal  m 
certain  case*,  which  appeal  miL'bt  be  pro- 

   _         ^        vided  for  in  the  present  Bill  without  in  the 

tendemrr  to  improre  the  administrattoa  of  |  slightest  d^free  trenching  opon  its  general 
erimtnal  jaatice — that  it  wenld  render  it 
chonper,  more  simple,  and  more  certain  in 


ministration  of  the  criminal  law,  and 
some,  also,  in  the  actual  administration 
of  it,  that  it  would  hare  a  very  great 


pnnctplc,  or  impairing  its  efficacy. 

Sir  JOHN'  PAKfN'OTON  np proved  of 


its  results — that  it  would  have  the  effect !  the  principle  of  tbe  measure,  ami  conaid- 
of  doing  awajt  >n  a  great  neiinm,  with  |  ered  that  it  wonld  ofkoi  a  fWf  materia} 
tho  tewniealities  whieh  oltOB  enabled  a  |  and  a  very  wholesome  ehann;c  in  the  nd- 
prisoner  to  escape  from  jn^fi'-e  — and  tliat  ministratioti  of  the  Criminal  Lar.  IJr* 
it  would  reduce  the  question  to  be  tried  to  had  over  and  over  again  seen  the  ends  of 
the  real  truth  and  justice  of  the  case,  to  a 'justice  defeated  from  the  want  of  such  » 


mere  finding  opon  the  tnith. 


power  of  amending  indietments  as  womM 


Mil.  STUART  WORTLEY  said,  it  be  given  to  the  Courts  by  this  Clause.  TIo 
was  not  his  intention  to  offer  rnv  r>hjec-  must  at  the  same  time  express  his  rcg^ret 
tion  to  the  measare  of  the  right  hou.  Ucn-  that  this  Bill  did  not  exteml  ti>e  summary 
tlemttD.  At  the  same  time,  ho  eonfiBssed  |  jnrisdietion  of  the  magistrates  to  trifttng' 
ho  had  some  doubts  as  to  its  opemtion,  ca.«es  of  larceny,  such  a&  the  stealing  of 
OTid  to  the  mode  in  which  the  proposed  mn}",  or  fruit,  instead  of  hartn!*  parties 
alterations  were  to  be  ma<ie.  lie  thought  committed  for  trial  and  incarcerated  lor 
that  with  respect  to  tho  first  olanse,  it  |  serend  fDonths,  as  efcen  oeenrred,  belbrv 
wetdd  hare  been  better  if,  instoad  of  gi^ibg  |  bang  brought  to  trial. 


th«  lar^e  p<ywerB  of  discretion nrr  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Bill,  the  broader 
measare  bad  been  had  reeomrse  to  of  shiK  j 

?lifying  the  form  of  indietments.  This  I 
lill,  liitwe^'or,  had  been  verv  mnch  con- 
sidered elsewhere,  and  his  .Hcruples  had 
been  orercome.  Generally  speaking,  he 
isasl  say  that  the  objeets  or  tho  other! 
Clauses  were  unquestionable.  He  sug- 
gested, however,  thnt  the  Clause  witl\  rf- 


suro  would  have  n  r  rv  benelicial  opcra- 
tren.  It  bad  been  agreed  to  by  the  other 
Honso  of  Pariiamont,  and  had  been  re> 

frrrrd  tr>   rt  S 
lionse,  incindinq; 

practtcally  acquainted  with  the  working  of 
the  law,  by  whom  Jto  prsvkMM  had  bee* 

very  earefuOy  eonsidered.    He  approrcd 

of  the  Clause,  becansc  he  belieTcd  that  it 


( ct   Committee  rf  that 
many   lion.  Membera 


ference  to  the  plea  of  ''Guilty  "  shouid  i9e[  would  prerent  the  ende  of  jusU^  from 
Mr.  Baines 
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being  defeated,  and  vrouid  lessen  the 
djAoees  of  a  guUty  man  escaping  by  a 
mrd  quibble  from  Uie  punishment  rightly 
due  to  his  offence.  He  objected .  hon  eviT. 
w  the  Bill  being  discussed  in  its  entirety 
whilst  they  were  only  yet  upon  the  first 


wished  to  be  tried,  or  should  refuse  to 
anawer,  the  proper  officer  of  the  eourt 
should  enter  a  )^eft  of  '*  Not  QvXUj  **  on 

behalf  of  inch  perj^on, 

Afu.  NAPIER  said,  that  a  person  miirht 
SUV  that  lie  neither  wished  to  plead  guilty, 
nor  any  other  plea,  nor  to  be  tried,  ond 
tbo  prisoner  would  not  then  refoM  to  on* 
1  swer.  ITe  thou^^it  tliis  Clnti?e  wonkl  tend 
'  to  embarrass  th^c  admintstratiun  of  jutitiee, 
aud  ho  would  therefore  move  its  rejection. 

Ma.  HATCHBLL  aaid,  that  ho  had 
reeeiTod  some  communications  from  per> 
sons  of  high  authority  in  Irelnnd,  repr^- 


Me.  WHITESIDE  wished  to  express 
his  approral  of  the  Bill  as  a  thorough  and 
comproheiisive  measure;  and  be  trusted 
tiiftt  it  might  form  a  precedent  for  the 
iBtroduetioD  of  further  reforroa  into  other 
departments  of  the  htir,  which  were  re- 
quired by  the  state  of  the  law,  by  the 

opinion  of  the  public,  and  by  the  spirit  of  i  meriting  that  the  novel  mode  of  arraigning 
the  aj^e.  Whoit  mttat  ^e  Howe  wink  of '  persons  eontained  in  this  Clanse,  would 
Ml  English  Judgo  delibonUelj  telling  a  {  most  probably  bo  found  very  embarrtMittg 


jurv  tluit  wlicn  a  person  was  charcred  with  tu  tls 
stealijjfj  a  duck,  nmi  it  turned  out  to  bo  a  i  that 


Courts  of  justice,  and  rocomroending 

it  should  not  be  pressed — a  r(*com- 


dralc,  the  otfender  was  to  be  acquitted;  or  I  mcndation  m  which  he  fully  concurred. 


that  a  OMUi  ohargcd  with  stealing  a  pair  of 
stockings  was  to  be  acquitted  because  the 
stockings  proved  to  be  odd  ones?  lie 
could  cite  numerous  cases  of  a  similar 
nature  where  justice  had  been  defeated,  in 
eonsequenee  of  the  most  absurd  objectioos 
being  raised  to  the  particular  form  of  the 
indictment.  Ho  considered  that  the  pro- 
tection of  the  prisoner  in  our  Courts  of 
Iisw  did  not  oouisk  in  ^nibbte  like  these. 
Prisoners  in  this  ooQDtrj  bad  the  benefit 
of  trial  by  jury  :  tliey  were  furnished 
copies  of  the  depositionH,  and  thov  might 
be  defeuded  bycouasei;  but  what  consti- 
tstad  the  broad  distinetion  between  the 
kw  of  tbb  ooantry  and  that  of  all  Cooti- 
ncBtal  States  wa=5,  tljr^t  they  had  no  law  of 
eridence,  while  we  iiod  a  strict  law  of  evi- 
'Iq  Continental  Courts  the  wit- 
stated  whatever  thoy  thoogbt,  felt, 
gTiessed,  or  conjectured,  respecting  the 
pr\st  hal)it3  and  life  of  the  prisoner.  In 


Mr.  granger  thought  that  if  any 
alteration  whatever  took  place  in  our  pre- 
sent •^yctf^ni,  it  shonld  be  by  asking  the 
prisoner  it  he  would  plead  guilty  or  not 
guilty,  or  if  he  wished  to  be  tried  at  all. 
But  he  objected  even  to  that  alteration, 
because,  if  he  said  that  he  wi.sheil  to  be 
tried,  it  would  prejudice  him  in  the  minds 
of  the  jury  that  ho  bad  nut  pleaded  not 
guilty.  If  prisoners  reallj  nad  tsndsr 
consciences,  they  would  plead  goiltj;  and  if 
tliey  did  not,  he  thought  their  con«eipncos 
could  not  be  so  tender  that  the  Committeo 
noed  take  particular  care  of  them. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  that  he  was  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  Clause,  which  had  cone 
down  from  the  other  House  of  Parliament ' 
ho  had  no  objection  whatever  to  stnke  it 
out« 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
would  not  inj^ist  upon  retainin;^  this  clau.se, 

if  the  L'!^:ipral  opini'm  o*"  the  Conimiilco 


tins  eouutry  nut  only  was  a  prisoner  tried  i  was  again<»t  it.  At  liic  same  time,  ho 
bysn  upright  Judge  and  an  impartial  jury,  1  thought  it  was  desirable  that  sOBie  mode 


\M  ho  bad  the  additional  safeguard  of  a 
strict  law  of  evidence.  He  (Mr.  White- 
side) supported  this  Bill,  becaase  it  struck 
Si  the  roo(  of  aboaes  which  had  long  dis- 
grassd  the  adnnnistratioe  of  jnsiiee. 

Clause  offrmd  iOs  as  were  also  ClaiisoB 
S  to  27  incla»ivo. 


should  ho  devised  to  prevent  the  necessity 
of  a  man's  savinr:;  *'  Not  Guilty,"  when  he 
was  couseious  ot  his  own  guilt.  It  was, 
no  donbt,  the  right  of  every  man  acensed 
of  a  erirainal  offsnes  in  this  eeontij  to 
insist  upon  being  tried,  because  he  was 
not  amenable  to  the  consequences  of  guilt 


Ou  Clause  2iti,  whtch  provided  that  upon  until  the  oSeace  was  proved;  bat  itaeCKmed 


the  anaifMMttt  of  any  person  ttr  any 
Mrnqr  or  misdemeanour  whatsoever,  such 

per^tn  ?bonUl  not  be  called  wvon  to  pload 
"Guilty"  or  "'Not  Guilty,"  but  should, 
matead,  bo  asked  "  wiiether  ho  wi»h«dd  to 
find  cvlty,  or  any  other  p1ea»  or  to  be 
tried;  *^  and  that  if,  on  being  so  called 
pemom  shonld  ssgr  that  he 


rather  hard  that,  while  they  eoneeded  te 
him  this  right,  they  put  him  in  a  position 

of  being  obliged  to  tell  a  falsehood  in  order 
that  he  might  e4>taia  the  trial  which  waa 
his  right. 

CkmamwUhdmiim.  ChHise  29  eyirsMi 
Ml  SAINBS  ieid»tlHii  hie  light  hoR. 
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Md  learned  Friend  the  Recorder  of  Lon- 
don had  proposed  to  add  to  the  Bill  a 


thought  the  oflenee  eomnitted  was  to 
serious  that  be  abonld  be  sent  to  the  Ses- 


clauso  roiidcrinEf  all  persons  convicted  of  sions,  the  8«me  f|nnHty  of  impn^nnment 
au  indictable  otfence  liable  to  be  punished  could  not  be  inflicted  b^  ihem,  supposing 


witb  hard  labonr,  at  the  diseretion  of  the 

Court.    He  thought  that  to  general  a 


that  ha  were  convicted. 

Ma.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  if  Hie 


Clause  was  liablo  to  some  ohicction<^,  jury  Imd  acquitted  a  prisoner  of  tlie  more 
and  he  therefore  proposetl  to  add  to  the  j  serious  offence  charged,  he  should  be  cou- 
Bill  die  following  Clause,  to  which  his  sidered  iiuiocent.    lie  could  not  concaire 


right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  as- 
smited:— 

Whenever  any  person  shall  bo  convicted  of 


any  thing  more  objectionable  In  principle 
than  to  give  to  the  Judge  who  tried  htm 
the  power  of  inflicting  a  severer  punish- 
any  one  of  the  offeooes  following,  as  an  indictable  luent,  because  he  bad  been  acquitted  of  a 
miademeaooor,  that  u  to  ny.  any  oheat  or  fraud  !  more  seriotts  offence. 


punishabli!  ;it  commnn  law,  anv  conspiracy  to  oheat 
or  defraud,  or  to  extort  niutie)'  or  goods,  or  falsely 
to  accuse  of  any  crime,  or  to  obstruct,  [>revent, 
pervert,  or  defeat  tbs  ooona  of  publio  juttioe; 
any  escape  or  reaeos  from  lawAtl  ooHody  on  a 
criminal  churji^e :  any  public  and  indecent  expo- 
sure of  the  person,  any  ladeccut  assault,  any 
publie  Mllnif  or  ezpodng  for  public  sale  or  to 
publie  view  of  any  obsrene  book,  print,  jiicHirc, 
or  other  iudeoent  exhibition,  it  sliall  be  lawful  lor 
the  Court  to  sentenoe  the  offender  to  be  imprisoned 
for  any  term  now  warranted  by  kw,  aad  alao  to 
bo  kept  to  hard  labour  imi^f  the  wbote  or  any 
pari  m  iaeb  tenn  of  inpriaonment.'' 

Sm  JOHN  FAKINOTON  hoped  that 
iherig^hott.  and  learned  Qentleman  would 
allow  common  assaults  to  be  renilenMl  lia- 
ble to  Imrd  labour,  in  addition  to  the  utlences 
specified  in  this  Clause.  In  cases  where 
parties  were  indicted  for  an  assault  with 
intent  to  commit  a  rape,  or  for  assaulting 
a  police  oonstabto  io  the  discharge  of  bis 
duty,  juries  BOQMtioies,  even  though  the 
evidwiee  clearly  showed  the  eommision  of 
the  major  ffence,  chose  only  to  convict 
the  prisoner  of  the  minor  ono  of  a  com- 
mon assault.  He  thought  that,  iu  such 
cases,  the  Court  should  nave  a  discretion 
to  order  the  priso&er  to  be  subjected  to 
hard  labour. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  that  a  great  num- 
ber of  assanlta  mm  already,  under  va- 
rioos  statutes,  poiuahabla  with  hard  la- 
hour.  Common  assaults  were,  however, 
a  large  class,  and  included  many  cases  in 
which,  no  doubt,  it  would  be  desirable 
to  give  the  power  of  inBicting  hard  labour, 
while  there  were  others,  in  which,  nkhough 
s  legal,  no  moral  crime  had  been  com- 


SiB  JOHN  PAKINGTON"  said,  as  the 
siinph>st  way  of  raising  the  question,  be 
wouid  move  the  omission  of  the  word  "  in- 
deeent "  before  assault  in  the  Clause 
posed  bj  the  right  hon.  and  leanied  (l«n< 
tleman. 

Mr.  FRESHFIELD  thought  they 
should  consider  those  whom  it  was  pro- 
posed to  ezelnde  from  the  punishment  of 
hard  lahonr,  as  well  as  thn<.e  wljoni  it  was 
proposed  to  include.  Tlioro  were  mr\'i^ 
us^^auUs  in  which  there  would  be  a  failure 
of  justtee  if  the  prisoner  was  not  pnnisbsble 
witii  hard  lahour. 

Sm  JOilxV  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
with  reference  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  EanisliilleB 
(Mr.  Whiteside),  although  a  man  m^^bs 
acquitted  of  the  intent  to  commit  a  rape, 
still  the  assault  might  be  accompanied  with 
suoh  drenmstaneea  of  violenee  as  mtf^ 
render  it  perfeetly  just  and  desirable  that 
the  Court  should  impose  the  punishment  of 
hard  labour.  In  the  same  way,  in  the 
case  of  an  assault  upon  a  police  constable 
in  exercise  of  his  duty,  there  might  be  a 
failure  to  .show  that  tlie  prisoner  knew  that 
thr  fnris'ab!.^  wn>  acting  in  the  disciiargc 
of  his  duty;  and  therefore  the  Jndictmeat 
for  the  more  serious  olTenee  might  finl, 
although  the  circumstances  of  the  caso 
rendered  it  desirable  that  it  sboold  be 
punished  with  hard  labour. 

The  ATTORNEY  6ENBRAL  wedd 
admit  that,  where  a  man  was  aequitted  of 
the  more  serious  charge,  but  convicted  oo 
a  minor  one,  it  would  be  unjust  to  visit 


mitted,  in  which  it  wonld  be  undesiroble  to  him  with  the  same  penalty  as  if  he  hsd 


do  sow 

Mr.  IIENLKY  ^aid,  he  agreed  witli 
the  hon.  Baronut  (Sir  J.  Pakington)  in 
view  of  the  proposed  Clause.    There  was 
this  anomaly  in  our  law  at  present— that, 

in  default  of  payment  of  a  fine  for  an 
assault,  a  magistrate  might  send  a  prisoner 


hecn  found  guUtJ  of  tiie  former  oftnea. 

Still  there  were  many  cases  which  came 
within  the  technical  description  of  a  com- 
mon assault,  which  were  of  so  aggravated 
a  character  that  it  was  desirable  that  they 

should  he  punished  with  hard  labour  in 
addition  to  imprisonment.    On  the  oth^ 


to  the  Uouso  of  Oorrectton ;  but  if  he  1  hand,  there  were  many  cases  which  were 
Hr.  Baines  * 
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ftssanlts  in  the  eye  of  the  law, 

Init  at  tbc  application  of  hard  labour  to 
Trhich  one's  feelinsjs  revolted.  Looking, 
too,  at  the  degrees  of  competence  of  the  tri- 
Iranels  ehaiKM  with  the  adminiitration  of 
justice,  there  might  be  an  indiipoaition  to 
confide  to  them  the  power  of  'lotermining 
in  what  cases  bard  labour  should  be  in- 
flicted. He  had  a  great  objection  to  leave 
a  diaeretionarj  power  in  all  eases  of  at- 
sauh.  lie  v,'oul(J,  th'^rcforo,  suggest,  as  a 
middle  course,  that  when  a  mnn  was  in- 
dicted for  a  felony  of  such  a  nature  that 
he  might,  on  the  aame  iadletment,  and 
without  a  separate  count  for  a  common 
assault,  bo  convicted  of  the  offence,  that  it 
should  then  be  competent  to  the  Court  to 
add  hard  labonr  to  the  imprisonment  to 
which  they  might  sentence  the  prisoner. 
He  would  allow  the  Courts  a  similnr  dis- 
cretion  in  cases  where  tho  common  assault 
•noonted  to  a  personal  injury.  But,  look- 
ing at  the  various  character  of  common 
assaults,  he  should  hesitate  to  invest  the 
Courts  with  unbounded  discretion. 

Mr.  HENLEY  would  suggest  to  the 
Bon.  and  learned  Attorney  General,  that 
he  should  also  tulcc  into  consideration  that 
cla'^"  nf  assaults  with  wliicli,  on  account  of 
their  severity,  the  magistrates  refused  to 
deal  at  Petty  Sessions. 

Mr.  NAPIER  was  not  disposed  to  in- 
crease the  discretionary  power  of  the  Court 
in  awaitling  punishment,  for,  by  so  doii^, 
tiiegr  would  destroy  the  moral  eertainiyof 
the  law,  which  it  was  far  more  important 
to  preserve,  than  to  endeavour  to  meet  ex- 
treme and  particular  oases. 

Tho  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
iliat  he  would  move  the  addition,  after  the 
words  "any  indecent  assault,"  of  the 
words,  "  any  assault  whereby  personal  in* 
jniT  has  been  inflicted." 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINQTON  mnst  ex. 
press  his  dissatisfaction  at  the  proposition 
of  the  Attorney  General,  which,  he 
thougiit,  fell  short  both  of  the  re^uire- 
mente  of  the  ease,  and  of  what  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  himself  indi- 
cated in  his  former  observations. 

Sir  JOHN  DUCKWORTH  thought 
there  woold  he  no  danger  in  giving  the 
Conrts  discrelion  to  pnnish  with  hard  la- 
bour, in  cases  where  the  pri«'onor??  had 
escaped  conviction  for  a  more  serious  of- 
Ibnce,  merely  becanse  of  some  technical 
defect  in  the  proof. 

Mr.  AOLIONBY  said,  he  objected  to 
the  »a^uenesa  of  the  words  "  porsooal  in- 
jury,' \>y  which  the  hon.  and  learned  At-i 
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tomey  General  proposed  to  define  die  as- 
saults to  be  snnjected  to  the  punishment 
of  hard  labour.  He  should  prefer  the 
words    serious  injury." 

Mb«  WHITESIDE  shonld  oppose  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J. 
Pakington).  He  contci-dcd  that  as  it  was 
admitted  there  were  cases  of  common  as- 
sault in  which  it  would  be  undesirable  and 
unjust  to  inflict  the  punishment  of  hard 
laljour,  they  ought,  in  accordance  with  tho 
principle's  of  our  law,  to  regard  rather  the 
protccticiu  of  the  innocent,  than  the  punish- 
ment of  the  guilty.  He  objected  to  con- 
fiding more  than  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  tho  discretion  of  tho  Courts  ;  tho  per- 
fection of  criminal  law  would  be  that — if 
it  were  possthle^t  shonld  declare  the  ex- 
act punishment  which  each  offence  de» 
served. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  it  would  he  admitted,  he  iliought, 
that  assaults,  where  serious  bodily  injury 
was  inflicted,  sliould  l>o  punished  more  se- 
verely thau  other  common  assaults.  He 
would  alter  the  words  in  his  Amendment, 
d^criptive  of  the  assault,  to  "serions 
bodily  injury,"  in  order  to  meet  the  ob- 
jection which  had  been  taken  to  tho  words 
he  had  proposed. 

Mb.  BAINBS  had  no  ohjection  to  the 
introduction  of  words  so  as  to  provide  for 
cases  of  indecent  assault,  and  cases  of 
grievous  bodily  harm. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FEESHFIELD,  in  the  absence  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Stuart  Wortley),  begged  to  bring  forward 
tliG  c1au?o  of  which  his  right  hon.  and 
Icanied  i'riend  had  given  notice.  The 
object  of  the  clause  was  to  provide  for 
cases  of  indecent  assault  upon  children 
under  the  age  of  twelve  years,  with  the 
consent  of  the  child.  The  following  was 
the  Clause : — 

"  And  for  tbo  adequate  punishment  of  pcrsomi 
indeoontly  abaaing  thd  penona  of  young  girli,  be 
it  enacted,  That,  whenever  any  jktsou  ^Ii.ill  bo 
tried  for  an  assaolt  OQ  a  girl,  l>L>ing  undur  ihe  ago 
of  twelve  jeart,  tiw  defendant  shall  not  be  Oie* 
quitted  upon  tho  ground  of  such  girl  liaving  coo- 
seated  tu  such  alleged  assault,  if  on  such  trial  it 
shall  appear  that  such  defendant  has  done  nnj 
net  to  nidi  girl  which,  but  for  suoh  consent  on 
the  -part  of  taoh  girl,  woidd  amount  In  law  to  an 
assault;  and  upon  being  convicted  of  any  such 
assault,  tho  defendant  shall  be  liable  to  be  iin- 
prisoned,  with  or  without  bard  labour,  in  the 
cnmmon  i^aol  or  IIou»o  of  CorreotHMI  Sov  Soy 
term  not  exceeding  three  years," 
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system  of  YalaAtlon  bad  oonpletely  ttSitL 

It  was  clcnr  that  flio  system  of  tcnptnent 
valuation  in  Ireland  must  be  changed.  Ha 


House  resumed. 
Bill  reported  as  amended. 


VALUATION  (IRELAND)  BDX. 

Order  for  Commtttcc  read. 

The  TTnnse  in  GommittM;  M?.  Beroal 

in  the  Chair. 

SuiDENHAM  NORREYS  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  aHow  tbe  Preamble  in 
the  first  place  to  be  discussed,  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  whether  the  town- 
land  valuation  or  the  tenement  valuation 
fibovld  be  eeoUaaed* 

Sir  WILLIAM  SOMERYILLE  said, 
be  could  not  comply  with  the  suggestion 
of  his  hon.  Frit n  1.  The  Bill  had  been 
discussed  at  a  former  stage,  and  the  time 
waa  nov  e<Hue  for  eonsiderioff  tbe  de- 
taOs. 

Sm  DENHAM  NORREYS  said,  Im 
must  protest  against  a  Bill  winch  proposed 
to  establish  a  nev  system  of  valuation, 
wben  tbe  present  syttem  bid  been  in 
opera^on  for  so  many  jwn,  and  when  a 
large  si;m  of  money  haa  been  expended  in 
carrying  it  out.  Uo  certainly  considered 
that  the  present  system  of  valtution  was  a 
failure;  but  still  be  tbongbt  tbey  tbould 
not  adopt  nt  tlic  present  moment  a  new 
system,  wlirri  it  was  utterly  impossible  to 
ascertain  wiiai  vvati  the  real  value  of  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  and  when  no  person  oonld 
say  what  tbe  vahie  of  property  would  be 
next  year.  Twenty-six  counties  had  al- 
ready been  valued  under  the  towulaud 
▼alnatton,  and  five  of  tbe  remaining  six 
bad  commenced  valuation  under  the  tene- 
mental system.  The  Commissioners  had 
been  engaged  twenty-one  years  in  the 
work,  ana  tbe  amonnt  expended  was 
260.0001.;  and  now  after  all  thie  labour 
and  expense,  they  were  called  tipon  to 
adopt  a  new  system  of  valuation,  on  the 
ground  Uiat  the  one  recommended  six 
years  ago  had  utterly  and  entirely  failed. 
He  objected  to  the  postponement  of  the 
Prenmble. 

Mii.  MONSELL  said,  he  should  sup- 
port tbe  Bin.  He  would  submit  that  hon. 
M«nber8  ought  net  to  throw  obstacles  in 

the  way  of  the  proposed  valuation,  but 
that  thev  ouirlit  rather  to  make  tl.c  I'ill  as 
satisfactory  as  possible,  and  with  a.s  iittlu 
delay  as  possible.  The  passing  of  this 
Bill  during  the  present  Session  waa  a  mat- 
ter of  the  greatest  importance  to  that  part 
of  Ireland  with  which  he  was  more  imme- 
diately conneeted,  for  tfaerv  tbe  ezlstbg 


thought  it  would  be  desirable  to  introduce 
a  elanse  into  this  Bill,  with  a  view  to  die 

revival  of  the  valuation  at  the  expiration 
of  every  five -or  six  years,  in  connexion 
with  a  system  of  aveniges  such  as  obtained 
in  England. 

Sir  WILLIAM  SOMERYILLE  hoped 
tlio  ITotipe  would  proceed  with  the  T>il' 
this  Session.  Ho  o(msidered  it  was  not  a 
fair  eoone  fiir  hia  hon.  Friend  (Sir  D. 
Norreys)  to  object  to  the  postponesHHit  sf 
the  Preamble,  seeing  that  nothing  appa- 
rently would  satisfy  his  hon.  Friend  bat 
the  gettiug  rid  of  the  Bill  altogether. 

Mm.  SCULLY  said,  ho  eiiterUined, 
with  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  I).  Norreys),  a 
serious  objection  to  chan_c,Mng  the  valuation 
in  Ireland  for  Poor  Law  purposes.  Griev- 
ous eoBplainls  were  made  in  many  parts 
of  Ireland  against  tbe  mode  of  takini^  the 
teueracnt  valuation.  The  failure  of  tbe 
tenement  valuation  in  Tipperary  was  owing 
entirely  to  ih»  mode  in  which  that  Tshm- 
tion  was  carried  out.  In  that  county  aleas 
17,000  appeals  were  lodged  against  the 
valuation,  11,000  of  which  were  made  oa 
the  grouitd  tiiat  the  TSlnation  was  exess> 
sivo. 

^Ir.  "ROCHE  said,  the  usual  practice  in 
all  Bills  of  that  kind  was  tu  postpone  the 
I'reamble  until  the  Clauses  were  agreed 
to,  and  be  could  only  regard  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  D.  Xorroys) 
as  hostile  to  the  Bill  nltogether.  if  tlie 
present  system  of  valuation  in  Ireland  wa» 
bad  and  enoneous,  tbe  best  course  to  pur- 
sue was  to  make  a  new  and  a  better 
system,  which  should  supersede  it. 

Sm  BExNHAM  isOKREY{>  said,  he 
would  not  persist  in  opposing  tbe  psit> 
poncment  of  the  Preamble. 

Preamble  postponed. 

Clause  1  (Repealing  so  much  of  9  i»  10 
Vie.  0.  110,  as  relates  to  Valuatien  ft 
Counties  hereafter  to  be  faloed,  and  ap- 
portionment of  Poor  Law  Rating,  Grand 
Jury  Cess,  and  City  and  Town  £«• 

Mr.  SCULLY  proposed  as  an  AiusmU 

ment  to  substitute  the  word  "  or "  for 
**and."  before  the  words  "the  primary 
valuation."  There  were  many  baroaies* 
parishes,  and  divbions  of  eounties  in  lie- 
land,  in  which  the  primary  valuation  wns 
in  progress;  and  the  object  of  his  Amrn*?- 
ment  was  to  secure  the  adoption  untie-'  the 
new  system  of  tbet  primaiy  ?aio«ti<»f  if 
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ifckad  proceeded  to  a  certain  extend  glnng 
at  the  same  time  to  the  baronIe«;  the  right 
«f  appeal  to  the  ^uarter-seasions  against 
At  valnataoa*  if  it  vu  daoned  io  w  a»- 
■itisfactoiy. 

Page  2,  fine  9«  Amendment  propoaedt 
to  left  re  ottt  the  word  "Aad/*  tii  ovder  to 

insert  tho  word  "  or." 

Question  put,  **  That  the  word  '  and ' 
•hni  part  or  Oit  ClaiM." 

8ni  WILLIAM  SOMEHmLB  aald, 
he  mast  oppose  the  Aiii0iidiiient> 

Sm  ROBERT  FERGUSON  aatd,  he 

olje<  ted  to  the  Amendment,  beoau?e  the 
elieet  of  it  would  be  to  increase  cuormously 
the  expense  of  the  valuation  in  some  of 
the  eointiei. 

.  Mr.  REYNOLDS  Mid,  he  had  no  con- 
fidence in  tlio  report  Tnn<Ic  bj  the  Select 
Committee  which  snt  on  this  subject.  lie 
eomplaiMed,  uut  ouiy  on  his  own  behalf 
hat  on  that  of  hu  ooDstitneati,  that  both 
his  hon*  Colleague  and  himself  were  ex- 
cluded from  tliat  Committee.  Tho  hon. 
Member  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  had 
ttudlouslj  excluded  the  representatives  of 
DabUn  from  the  Committee.  He  wanted 
to  know  the  meaning  of  that  exchision. 
A  sum  of  not  less  than  260,000L  had 
boon  already  expended  on  a  patchwork 
vnlaathm  in  Irdand;  and  nov,  aftmr  an 
espatieoce  of.  tveotjr  years,  tha  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  W.  Somerville)  came  forward 
to  ask  tho  Committee  to  undo  all  that  had 
been  done,  to  take  away  the  right  of  ap- 
peal, and  to  vest  tho  power  of  vahiation  in 
one  commissioner  (for  it  was  tantamount 
to  that) — he  mennt  Mr.  Griffiths — an  ex- 
perienced man,  no  dottbt,  but  a  man  far 
admaced  in  vcars,  indeed  alnmt  an  octo- 
yinarian,  and  who  had  neailj  as  many 
employments  as  there  were  letters  iu  tho 
alphabet.  The  Bill  before  the  Committee 
va&  a  piece  of  uudigc&ted  legislation;  and 
ha  (Mr.  Rc^fnolds)  oalled  npon  the  right 
Imb.  Oeatl«man  (Sir  W.  Somerville)  not 
to  persevere  with  a  measure  which  was 
iraught  with  danger  and  ilifficulty. 

Tho  Committee  dividedt  when  the 
Teanlt  wae — ^Ajes  65;  Keeo  8:  Majority 
57. 

Olanse  «grt6i  to;  la  were  Gknaea  2  to 

6,  inclusive. 

Hon?':'  r.";im)e(T. 

Committee  report  progress. 

And  it  being  Six  of  the  clock,  V.v. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  Uouse  tUI  Iv- 
r,  withottt  putting  tha  Qnaitioiu 


Thwndarj,  Juhj  24,  1851. 

Mnersii.]  Public  Bills. — 1*  New  Forest  Deer 
Removal,  Ac. ;  Mwdumt  Seamen's  Fvad ; 
Mercantile  Marino  Act  Amendment ;  T/Ocal 
Acts  (I'rcUiniuury  Inquiries) ;  Graod  Jury 
Cess  (Ireland)  ;  Commons  Incloiniro  (No.  9); 
EinaoofNa  and  Oapifcidar  Xatales  iliiiagaBMBt 
(No.  3). 

2'  Unlaw  ful  Oaths  (Ireland) ;  Turnpike  Roads 

(Irelaad)  ;  Private  Lunatto  Asjlums  (Ireland) ; 

Stoek  ia Trade;  Titbe  Reirtohiirge  Aswssmont ; 

Public  Works  (Trcland)  ;  Victoria  Park  ;  -Civil 
.  Bills,  4e.  (Irelaad):  Chiauiej  Sweepers  Be> 

gulatioa  Ast  imwwImaiiL 
ReporUd.  —  Chief  Justkws  Salarliw ;  Ifoodi^ 

Forcata,  Ac. 

RovAi,  Assr.xT. —  Siirvoy  of  Great  Britain,  Ac.  j 
Srhoni  "^itfs  Acts  AnH'ndinont  ;  L.mdlord  and 
Tenant  ;  l*risous  (Scotland) ;  British  White 
Herring  Fishery;  Common  Lodging  Uouaas; 
Lodging  Uoosos  ;  Ecclc8i.-t8tical  Jurisdiction  ; 
Highway  Rates ;  Loan  Societies  ;  Militia  Bal- 
lots Suppoiision  ;  Ass^^sMod  Taxes  Composition  ; 
Fablie  Works,  Fishorion,  iec, ;  Appreatioet  to 
Sea  Serviee  (T»dand)  (No.  2) ;  MarriafM 
(liitlla)  ;  Tariipiko  Acts  Continuance;  Tum- 
pike  Trusts  Amogement ;  Inhabited  Uooso 
Duty:  Burgesses  and  FreemeD*^  Pariianentaiy 
Franchise  ;  Ministrrs  Widows  .nnd  Orphans 
Fund  of  the  Free  Choreh  of  Scotland ; 
(<%) 


CIVIL  BILLS,  &c.  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Order  of  tho  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
uiiig  read. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE, 
In  moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
said  that  the  Civil  Bill  Courts  in  Ireland, 
which  were  presided  over  by  tho  Assistant 
Barriaters,  were  ammig  the  most  nsefnl 
tribunals  of  the  country,  and  among  thoso^ 
which  enjoyed  the  largest  share  of  public- 
confidence.  Threc-fom'ths  of  the  present- 
mearare  consisted  of  a  digest  or  codifica* 
tion  of  the  existing  law,  so  far  as  related 
to  the  civil  jurisdiction  of  Assistant  Barris- 
ters  in  Ireland.  It  c^hvo  them  n.l'^o  n  ucw 
power  of  hearing  lusulvcut  peUtxoua,  a 
regulation  which  mast  he  nncn  more  oon* 
venitiut  to  creditors  and  to  honett  debtors. 
That  power  had  lately  been  given  to  tho 
County  Courts  iu  £ngland,  and,  as  he  un- 
derstood, it  had  operated  very  beneficially. 
The  Bill  further  proposed  to  extend  the- 
jurisdiction  of  tho  Assistant  Barristers  from 
2QI.  to  40?.;  it  enabled  them  to  adjudicato 
on  all  cases  of  legacies  up  to  20/.,  what- 
ever might  he  Uie  amount  of  asaeti  en 
which  those  lep^cies  were  charged.  Aad 
Qnother  important  fcntnre  whicli  it  pre- 
sented  was,  that  it  gave  them  au  exclusive 
original  jurisdiction,  instead  of  a  concur- 
rent jarisdietion^  ae  heretofore.  There  waa 
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another  clause  in  the  Bill  which  he  thought 
"would  ho  universfilly  admitted  to  be  bene- 
ficial to  all  Irish  classes  that  were  con- 
nected with  land;  he  alloded  to  tbfttdame 
which  gave  the  landlord  power  of  eject- 
ment against  tenants  at  will,  in  the  same 
way  as  if  they  held  under  a  lease.  It 
niiglit  be  thought  that  suek  a  proTisioii 
eonferr^'d  too  p;ieat  power  upon  landlords  ; 
hut  on  the  other  hami  it  would  provide  a 
remedy  for  the  practice  of  serving  yearly 
tenants  with  constant  notices  to  quit,  whtcn 
was  a  most  painful  proceeding,  and  pre- 
Ycntod  all  feelinirs  of  spcuritv  in  the  trans- 
actions  between  man  and  mnu.  There 
were  several  other  important  points  in  the 
Bill,  with  which*  howcTcr,  he  would  not 
trouble  their  Lordships.  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances,  the  Assistant  Barrister,  who 
now  received  oulj  4002.  a  year,  would  be 
entitled  to  some  increate  of  salary;  and  it 
was  proposed  that  these  salaries  should  be 
paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  The 
amount  of  their  future  salaries  might  bo 
f een  fftm  the  eeliedole  of  the  Bill,  and  it 
wae  expeoted  that  the  additional  charge 
thus  thrown  on  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
would  be  fully  compensated  by  the  ope- 
ration of  the  rule  that  stamps  should  be 
used  for  the  future  in  all  proceedings  in 
Civil  Cotirts  in  Ireland.  Tie  would  bo 
happy  to  coTT^iilcr  in  (.'oniniittce  any  ob- 


referrcd  to  a  Select  Committee.  After 
referring  to  a  few  of  the  details  of  the 
Bill  which  ho  thought  objectionable,  the 
noble  Earl  concluded  hy  obeerring  tint  it 
was  moot  unreasonable  to  expect  that  their 
Lordships  could  go  minutely  through  eveiy 
olauso  of  the  Bill  during  the  preaent  Ses- 
sion. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  thought  the  op- 
position  which  had  been  offered  to  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was  unreasonable,  as  all  parties 
had  agreed  that  the  Bill  was  a  good  mea- 
sure, and  were  anxious  that  it  should  pass. 
If  lie  did  not  think  it  might  endanger  tbo 
Bill,  he  would  hf^  disposed  to  move  to  refer 
it  to  a  Committee  upstairs,  for  he  thought 
thdr  Lordships  would  in  one  day,  with  the 
assistance  of  the  officers  who  had  drawn 
up  the  Bill,  make  it  a  complete  and  per- 
fect measure. 

The  Eabi.  of  6LENGALL  aaid,  he 
also  entertained  several  objeetionn  to  the 
Bill,  and  particularly  with  respect  to  its 
jurisdiction,  which  he  thought  ought  to  be 
increased  to  502. 

The  Marquess  of  GLANBICABDB 
having  briefly  replied. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  that  on  gcu- 
eral  grounds  it  was  highly  expedient  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  of  that  importance  at  aa 
earlier  period  of  the  Session.  Although 
tiie  principle  of  the  nu'asure  was  fullv  con- 


jectiou:i  that  might  be  made  to  tlie  Bill.       ceded,  yet  it  being  entirely  a  matter  of 


The  Eavl  of  LUCAN  did  not  object 
to  the  Bill,  which,  on  the  whole,  ho  con- 
sidered a  pood  measure  ;  but  he  thought 
its  juiisdiction  should  be  more  extensive. 
At  a  future  stage  of  the  Bill  he  would  en- 
deavour to  increase  its  powei-s  to  the  same 
amount  as  the  County  Courts  in  England, 
via.,  to  501,,  instead  of  their  present  limit. 
There  were  several  clauses  to  which  he 
would  move  amendments  in  Committee;  for 
however  good  the  Bill  might  be,  there  was 
no  harm  in  attempting  to  make  it  better  if 
possible.  He  hoped  the  Civil  Bills  Courts 
would  he  able  to  pay  their  own  expenses 
in  the  manner  proposed.  ITe  woidd  move, 
nho,  that  tlie  Assistant  Barristers  should 
buve  tho  appointment  of  their  own  offi- 
cers* 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said,  he 
would  not  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
that  Bill ;  but  he  wi.shed  to  call  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  remarkable 
fact  that  that  Bill  of  160  clauses  should  he 
only  laid  on  their  Lordships*  table  on  the 
very  day  on  which  tho  Appropriation  Bill 
was  brought  into  the  House  of  Commons, 
otherwise  he  should  have  moved  that  it  be 

Tie  Mar^uut  of  CUmriearde' 


detail,  it  was  only  in  Committee  they  could 

properly  deal  with  it. 

Jtesoked  in  the  Ajfirmati9e  ;  Bill  resd 
2*  accordingly. 

THE  LAW  OF  SETTLEMENT— FREE 

TRADE. 

Lord  BBRNERS  presented  petitions 
from  Guardians  of  the  Poor  in  Unions  ia 
Norfolk,  Leicestershire,  and  other  places, 
praying  for  alteration  in  the  Law  of  Set- 
tlement, atul  thnt  the  wholo  nf  the  pro- 
perty in  tho  United  Kingdom  may  be  as- 
sessed in  jnst  and  equal  proportions.  The 
petitioners  state — 

"  That  your  petitioners  beg  to  auurc  j9Ut 
Lordship*  that  the  distreia  of  which  they  coai^ 
plained  in  lS4'.t  caused  by  tlit?  alteration  <>t  uuiiei 
on  foreign  produce  is  unabated  ;  since  that  period, 
even  hi  tliis  rioh  grazing  dlstrlet,  ntnn«roa«  Arms 
have  been  thrown  up  by  tho  occupiprs,  and  they 
all  feel  tho  difficulty  of  meeting  tbo  beavy  bur- 
dens upon  the  land,  wbichp  (txm  the  incroasinf 
want  of  employment  among  tho  manufactunnf 
operatives,  they  have  reason  to  fear  must  b# 
greatly  incrrasi-il,  and  which,  with  the  iliiiiiii;'^^:i^d 
return  firom  their  jnwluoe,  it  will  be  impossible  to 


He  bad  in  bis  hand  a  vast  number  eC  1«(- 
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ters  from  the  chairmen  anrl  vico-cbairmcn 
of  <ritfcrcnt  Boards  of  Gunrciians,  all  con- 
tiraiiug  the  allegatioos  of  the  petition.  The 
Btotements  which  oune  imder  hit  notiee 
declared  there  was  an  entire  cessation  of 
lahoiir  on  the  part  of  the  working  popula- 
tion in  some  of  the  manufacturing  districts. 
Id  %  Lcicetter  paper  it  was  atated  thst 
ODe»tenth  of  the  popnktion,  indudlog  6|000 
operatives,  were  thrown  tipon  the  poor- 
ntet.  He  did  not  tai^c  this  report  on  the 
authority  of  the  newspapers  only  ;  he  had 
made  inqwrittB  of  the  relieving  oihccr  of 
the  district,  and  from  that  officer  he  learned 
that  the  report  was  substantially  correct ; 
that  there  were  9,990  odd  upon  the  books 
i^ceiving  relief'-HUi  near  as  possible  one- 
tenth  of  the  population,  and  that  tliere 
ha<l  1  if  fMi  700  applicants  that  week.  This 
ccriamly  was  not  a  state  of  prosperity, 
and  these  fuits  eompletely  hehed  tlie  a»- 
Bcrtions  of  the  friends  of  free  trade.  He 
should  find  further  evidence  of  the  increas- 
ing distress  in  the  number  that  received 
nlief  hut  year.  No  dependenoo,  however, 
oonld  be  placed  on  the  Poor  Law  Report. 
The  statements  in  that  report,  if  investi- 

«ftted»  would  be  found  to  be  fallacious, 
he  report  Tsried  in  its  stateoient  of  the 
nninber  of  unions  from  which  it  drew  its 
conclusions.  In  one  place  the  number  was 
stated  at  590,  in  another  593,  in  another 
595  ;  whereas  it  appeared  there  were  637 
nnioDS.  Other  parts  of  the  same  rqiwl 
would  he  found  to  be  equally  incorrect, 
and  that  no  reliance  could  be  placed  upon 
It  as  a  guide  to  the  condition  of  the  uouu- 
trj.  It  wu  stated  in  one  part  of  the 
report  that  from  the  numbers  of  returns 
made  on  a  particular  day  in  January  and 
July,  compared  with  the  previous  ^ear,  a 
lednetion  of  60,000  persons  Feeeinnff  re- 
Hef  was  ezhihited  ;  but  the  rejport  did  not 
state  the  causes  of  that  reduction,  nor  did 
it  state  that  which  the  former  report  stated. 
It  was  brought  forward  to  prove  the  in* 
ereasing  prosperity  of  the  country,  and  to 
show  that  this  alleged  prosperity  depended 
on  what  was  called  free-trade  measures. 
But  a  few  figures  would  form  an  answer  to 
that  assertion,  lie  found  from  the  report 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  in  1838, 
the  sum  expi-nded  for  the  relief  of  the 
}H>or  in  the  seven  years  when  the  price  of 
wheat  was  lowest,  was  in 
seven  years  when  the  price  of  wheat  was 
Itifrhest,  34,259,454i.,  showing  there  was 
more  expended  in  the  seven  years  when 
wheat  WM  lowest  by  207,362^.  The  rate 
perbeadof  snehexpenditore  on  estimated 


population  when  wheat  was  lowest,  G5.  3(f. ; 
in  the  seven  highest  years,  65.  \\d.,  s}:(>n'- 
ing  \\d.  more  per  head  when  wheat  was 
lowest.    This  olearly  proved  that  a  do* 
crease  in  the  number  of  persons  receiving 
relief  did  not  depcfid  on  the  price  of  pro- 
visions.   Another  auhlc  Lord  had  brought 
before  their  Lordships  a  eomparative  state- 
ment of  crime  to  prove  the  advantages  of 
free  trade.    Now  he  was  able  to  demon- 
strMe  by  figures  tiiat  crime  had  increased 
more  than  population.    He  fonnd  the  nnm- 
ber  of  prisoners  tried  during  the  winter 
half-year  was-^ 

SeMtons — 
No.  of  prisoners  tried,  1849-50 
Dittos        diktof  1860-61 


0,71 1 
0,«61 


-2^7 


Assizes — 

No.  of  prisoners  tried,  1850 
Ditto,         ditto,  1861 

lUCNSM 


1,798 
9,137 


.8M 


Showing  a  total  increase  of  or  nearly 
7  per  cent.  He  also  lonnd  that  eases  of 
larceny  had  increased  nearly  4|  per  cent. 
Look,  again,  at  the  !«avings  banks  returns. 
Their  Lordships  would  fiud  there  was 
an  immense  deeresse  both  in  depositors 
and  deposits  during  the  last  few  years* 
There  were  |20,G71  fewer  depositors,  and 
3,206,0002.  less  deposits,  since  free  trade 
coounenced.  The  eomparative  statemmt 
showed  the  decrease  had  commenced  with 
free  trade,  and  was  as  follows : — • 

No.  of  Depositors.    Amt.  of  Deposits. 

  1,108,026    £31.743,260 

.....  1,087,804  ......  S6,5S7»0ia 


1816 
1848 


80.871  £8,800,840 
From  1843  to  1840->Ch»d«sl  Increase. 

1843                035,360    ,...„  £27,177.316 

1846              1,062,930    30,7 1>.-^08 

1848             1.108,026    31,743,260  . 

Decrease. 

1847              1,096,564    X8n,'>n7.1 

184a  ......   1,066.881   ......  38,114,130 

1848             1,067,864   ......  88^587,010 

Again,  if  their  Lordships  referred  to  the 
Poor  Law  Board  report  of  the  amount  of 

expenditure  of  the  poor  rato,  it  would  bo 
seen  there  were  various  items  in  the  relura 
which  did  not  properly  come  under  the 
head  of  popr  rmef,  but  which  were  cfim- 
prised  in  the  irross  eharr^c  for  the  relief  of 
the  poor.  Tliu  total  levied  was  7.270,  l!).'?;. ; 
the  sum  spent  fur  relict  of  the  pour, 
5,395,022{.;  showing  an  amount  for  ex- 
traneous charges  of  1,875,47U.  In  other 
years  these  extraneous  charges  varied  from 
2,000,000/.  to  2.677,000i.  Now  of  this 
amonnt  sueh  items  as  these,  law  ebsrges* 
775.582{. ;   ditto    befiDve  magbtratea. 
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65»I20I.;  other  purposes,  366,739?.;  vac- 1  ameliorato  tlio  condition  of  the  poor — to 
eiiation,    23,634i.  ;    registration    fees,  derate  tlicir  character,  and  to  iniprovG  thefr 


56»6372.;  surveys,  <S^.,  14,196^;  jury  lists, 
28,7331.;  eenras,  57»111'«— •ngbt,  ia  mbn 
mon  justice,  to  he  tliivws  oa  tbe  general 


morals;  bat  wherever  he  fancied  he  bad 
achierecl  iome  good,  be  Ibnnd  the  law  of 
settlement  CBioe  in  and  nontraliscd  his 


fniul  of  tlic  nation,  as  thor  did  not  apply  efforts.   lie  ro'y^ctted  GoTcmment  had  not 


to  kud  any  more  than  they  did  to  other 
property.  There  waft  moraer  point  to 
which,  eepeciaUj,  he  heggcJ  their  Lord- 
ships' attPntioTi.  He  referred  to  the 
amount  of  tlie  establishment  charts, 
which  absorbed  1-1 7th  of  the  whole  snm 


brought  forward  a  measure  before  to  settle 

was  perfee^  tattifted 

the  profiosition  of  union  settlement  wooU 

not  effect  the  desinnl  ohject  :  the  c.tpcTT^es 
of  litigation  would  not  cease;  there  would 
be  the  union  in  the  placo  of  the  pariah 
for  poor-rates;  all  the  officers  of  the  parte  to  fight  with.  This  would  create  a 
Poor  Law  establishment  being  muler  the  greater  amount  of  evil  ami  injusticG  than 
control  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  without '  existed  under  the  present  system.  The 
whose  sauctiuii  they  could  not  be  raried,  i  petitioners  were  anxious  to  have  the  law  of 
norcovhl  ofieers  etheririee  be  appotated  jsettfement  repealed,  and  they  wished  aaioas 
or  remoYCil;  the  petitioners  not  unreason-  and  boards  of  gaardtans  to  continue  to 
obly  thought  these  charges,  which  did  not  ( have  the  mannc^ment  of  the  poor.  Ho 
belong  exclusively  to  land  more  than  to  desired  particularly  to  call  their  Lordships' 


oiber  property,  ought  to  be  thrown  on  pro- 1  attentbn  to  that  part  of  the  petition.  The 
perty  generally.  Ho  would  just  remind  petitioners  BariBg  stated  tlie  grieranccs  of 
their  Lord^Iiijis  of  what  had  fallen  froni  which  they  eompinnedf  eondaded  by  fid>- 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Earl  QraatiUe),  when  speaking  of  the 


mittmg — 


"  That  tbe  laws  of  settlomont  aod  removal  of 


landed  interest,  and  their  claims  to  consid^  I  the  poor  bo  repealed.  Tliat,  for  the  purpose  of 


eratlon.  The  noble  Earl  said,  in  treating 
with  Government,  they  must  not  expect 
generosity,  but  look  to  what  was  just  and 
light.  That  was  the  Tory  plea  of  th 
petitioners.  Tliej  (^id  not  appeal  to  the 
generosity  of  'lovcrnnicnt,  they  appealed 
to  what  was  founded  uu  right  and  justice. 
He  regretted  this  important  subject  had 
not  fallen  into  a1)ler  hani!^,  hut  he  hoped 
the  subject  would  meet  with  jnatice  at  the 
hands  of  their  Lordships  notwitiistanding 
the  iaabUitj  of  its  adfoeate.  Th*  peti- 
tioners prayed  that  the  rates,  which  were 
not  applied  to  an  eTclustve  dasi^  should  bo 
levied  on  ail  classes  generally.  Tbe  peli- 
itoners  next  referred  te  the  law  of  settle- 
men  t  as  itaiw  existed, 
hnrdsliip  upon  them.  He  begged,  in  con- 
firmation of  their  opinion,  to  refer  their 


ri'liof,  ever}'  poor  fw  rson  sliaTI  ht-  deemed  gf'ttleti 
wherever  he  becom«s  destilutc.  Timt,  witli  •  vi«w 
t«  dvil  rif^kti,  pMOoUal  ebaritim,  statuttcal  i«* 
t-irns,  ic,  every  person  sluill  bo  held  from  this 
lime  to  Uduug  u>  tlic  ji^uiili  in  which  ho  may  be 
born,  or  in  which  he  may  liavo  resid<  J  f)!-  a  ■jivcn 
number  of  monthi.  That  the  imious  and  boards 
ofgmrtkm,  as  At  ]>reMail  «oeslftal«d»  tkmH  o«a* 
timio,  aad  shall  have  the  same  l'»cal  nuinapfeaacnt 
and  superiotcadcnco  of  the  ptKir.  That  the  pay- 
ments from  tUo  ratepayers  of  each  parish  in  eaok 
union  throu^Iiout  tii--  !  in;'  loiu  ffhr.U  be  in  propor- 
tion to  their  last  tri'nini.ii  .iverajo  payments  Ibf 
tht  relkf  of  tbe  psor  ;  after  ea«h  lajHO  of  (iliroe) 
yean  new  avoragas  to  be  taken  ai  th«  anouat  o£ 
relief  legally  adminblered  wifliia  the  onion  donng 
that  time,  which  new  avcrago  shall  regulate  the 
payments  to  each  union  daring  the  (three)  years 
MMii^.  Tlwtapaid  eolleetor  be  appointed  at 
given  di-ftrrets  whore  funnd  ndvisablc.  'iliAt  with 
a  vK\y  ot' pnisQcviiig  a  stimulu.s  to  local  vigilaoce, 
an«l  ensuring  an  economical  administration  of  the 
funds,  each  union  shall  pay  a  certain  proportion  <^ 


XiOrdshipS  to  tbe  efidenoe  befbr^  tbe  Com-  I  the  cxpenditnrc  fbr  relief  (as  may  be  agrv«d  trpon, 

"    ~  pay  one-thini,  one-fmirtli,  uno-flfth,  or  onc-wixth, 

as  nay  be  doemmi  sutiieient  for  that  puri|0se)»an4L 
that  at  the  end  of  every  quarter  the  aiHUlor  shall 


mtttee  of  both 

ppovinir  that  fhn 


Houses  of  Farliaaieat, 

iw  of  settlement  was  the 
chief  grievaucc  under  which  the  labo«rin^ 
classes  suffered — that  it  was  a  source  of 
great  hardship  in  cases  of  reawval — and 

that  it  \xM  the  prolific  source  of  nearly  all 
jarnr'ii'.l    llt!Lr!i.{ion.      The    expenses  of 


I 

that 


lui;;atioiv 


varied  from  2OO,O0U/.  to 


report  to  the  Secretary  of  Stato,  in  t'lr'  P.imo  way 
as  tho  clerks  of  assize  or  of  qaart«r-»ciisions  re- 
port at  present  the  amount  ef  criminal  proseoo- 
tioas,  and  an  the  clerka  of  unioas  in  Um  mms  oC 
expenses  of  medical  relief,  scltaolnnastora  aa<l  mla* 
tresses,  and  tljatsucli  jn-ojMii  tinsi  as  .igrced  almulil 
be  repaid  out  of  the  Treasury.    That  (aa  was 


220«000l.  yearly.    If  their  Lordships  re-  ■  lately  proposed  by  die  Chancellor  of  the  £zobe- 

ferred  to  the  able  Report  of  the  Select  quor)  th©  costs  of  all  p.iupcr  !«natif9  couSlkhI  in 
Oommittee,  it  would  there  be  found  stated  tbo  eouuty  asylums  shall  be  paid  out  ot  V.u,  iny^ 
♦  U««l  w«<.  ""T-    Tliat  thus  a  portiott  ot  tho  national  burdsa 

that  every  local  setUoment  was  mjurious  ,,ft!.  ■  r.lkr of  tlm  poor  sh.all  be  borne  by  the  v*- 
tO  the  publte  weal.     For  more  tnan  30   tion  at  Large,  every  description  of  property  J>ping 

years  h»  bad  been  angaged  in  trying  te  esUsJapente  wntrihate^ashithey^egty  tax; 
£ord  ^«m«r«  ^ 
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your  pctitioDcn  beg  to  refer  to  the  Report  of  tho 
Select  Committee  of  your  Lordships'  Ilouio  last 
Session,  which  induces  them  to  hope  this  just 
principle  may  without  delay  bo  carried  oat.  lOur 
yctitioBer*,  therefore,  humUy  pnf  Ihafe  joor  Lifd> 
■hip*  wmf  take  tiiin  petitkm  into  your  Mriow  mm* 
sidoration,  ia  order  to  .iilopt  such  iiifaiiuros  aa  in 
;^ijiir  wisilom  you  may  think  best  for  tho  rdiof  of 
Tour  [x'titioners,  and  doing  jtittioetO  aH  dtSWI  of 
Her  Majesty's  aobjeeta." 

Petition  re«d»  and  ordered  to  He  on  the 

table. 

Houdo  adjourned  till  Ta-morrow. 


HOUSB  OF  COUICONS, 

Tkursdaf,  July  24, 1851. 

MixiTEs.]  PcBLic  BiLu.— 1*  CadmU  and  New 
Brunswick  Boundary. 
2*  Metropolitan  Si  wcrs  ;  Emigration  Adranocs, 
DMtreMod  Districts  (Sootkad);  Charoh  B«iid- 
isf  Aelo  AuekdoMiit;  GononI  Bond  of 
Ueoltb  (No.  3)  ;  Shoep,  <tc.,  Contagious  Dis- 
eases Prevoutioa ;  Commi»uoacrs  of  lUilways 
Act  Repeal ;  RepreaeDtatfro  P«on  ftr  Soot- 

^    Luitoms  ;  Soap  I>uty   Allowances  ;  MiUti* 
Paj;  Gonanl  Board  of  HoaUk(No.  2). 

MEDICAL  CIlAUiiiES  (lREL.\2\Dj  BILL. 

Order  for  Oooiinittde  read. 
House  in  Cemmittee. 

Clause  6. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS  moved  the  following 


(jfvZMi)  ma.  im 

fetter  tlie  power  of  ehoice  of  tlie  Poor  Lmt 

Commissloncra. 

Mr.  KUCUE  did  not  think  tho  hon. 
Member  for  tbe  ciij  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Rey- 
nolds) Bad  made  out  a  case  for  tho  apothe- 
caries. 

Question  put,  **  Tiiat  Ihe  f  roTiso  be 

there  added.  ' 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  G; 
Noes  65  :  Majority  59. 

Mil.  G.  A.  IIAMILTOX  then  moved  to 
a(hl  tlie  following  Proviso  at  the  end  of  the 
Ciuuse  ;— • 

"  nevided  alwajrv,  and  Iw  ii  onacted.  Thai  in 

making-  any  order  or  any  rules  and  r<»£rnIrxtion8 
touching  the  qualificatioos  of  persons  oIi:ri)>lo  to  fill 
tiM  offices  of  medical  attendants  to  any  tlispen- 
sarjr,  hospital,  or  infirmary,  under  this  Act,  it  shall 
be  lawful  for  tho  said  comnussionera,  and  they  are 
hereby  required,  to  call  in  the  president  of  the 
Kio^  and  (Queen's  College  of  Physicians,  and  Uaa 
prcndeat  of  the  Bojral  College  of  Surgeons,  Ira* 
land,  fjr  tho  time  b'nng,  and  in  .ill  matters  touch- 
ing ;;ucU  order  or  rules  and  reflations  respcctiiig 
the  qualifications  of  such  medical  attendants.  Imi 
on  no  otiicr,  said  presidents  roapectivoly  sh.'ill  h-wa 
a  vote,  and  shall  haro  equal  authority  witlx  each 
of  the  said  oommiseimMta  as  afaesald.** 

Sir  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLB  boped 
thn  h  in.  Member  weald  sol  pceu  (he 

Aoucuduieut. 

After  some  convcrsatiuu,  tho  Amend- 
ment waa  withdrawn. 

CoLOX£L  DUNNE  then  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Clause  should  be  al- 
Proviso  at  the  end  of  this  Clause,|namely —  :  together  eitpunged.    The  main  objection 

to  the  Clanse  was,  that  it  Tested  monstrotui 
powers  in  the  hands  of  the  Peer  Law  Com* 
missioners,  whom  he  did  not  hesitate  to 


"Provided  always,  That  in  every  Dispensary dia- 
irict  ami  other  Charity,  where  only  one  medical 
offioer  tduJl  be  appointed*  every  such  officer  shall 
he  reqairad  to  posseia  the  qn^eatton  of  either 
*  pfayneiaii,'  or  of '  apotfaeoaiy  and  magmu' " 

Sm  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLB  said, 

he  must  oppose  tho  Pioviso;  lie  considered 
it  calculated  to  hamper  the  workiiig  of  thfi 
BiU. 

Mb.  WHITBSIDE  wonid  anpport  the 

Amendment,  hccause  it  would  secure  the 
aj)pointnient  of  oithor  n  jihysieian  or  a 
surgeon  who  iiad  gnuiuatud  m  the  Lm- 
Tertity. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  saw  no  utility  in  the 


say  he  very  much  mistrusted.  He  had  no 
eeofideoee  that  they  would  exercise  those 
powers  with  a  sonnd  discretion.    Ho  was 

most  strongly  opposed  to  the  centralising 
tendencies  of  tliis  measure.  The  fullest 
powers  ought  to  he  giren  to  the  loeal 

guardians  to  administer  the  affairs  of  the 

di  *rict,s  in  which  they  lived,  and  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  money  which  they  them- 
selves contributed.  It  was  impossible  for 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  to  discharge 

these  duties  to  the  advantafjo  of  the  j)oor, 
m<'nsnr(»  at  ttll.    WTiat  the  people  of  Ire- '  or  to  tli-T  satisfaction  of  the  country.  They 


land  wanted  was  food,  not  physic. 

Mb.  HATCHBLL  said,  that  probably 
tlie  best  course  would  be  to  omit  the  Clause 
altogether,  leaving  the  appointments  to 
the  discretion  of  Uie  Poor  Law  Commis- 


Mb.  KAPIER  opposed  tho  Proviso,  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  exclude  person;; 


had  liiiherto  abused  their  powers  most 
grossly ;  they  had  taxed  the  eountry  most 
unnecessarily,  and  had  rdiered  the  poor 
most  inefficiently. 

Mb.  rogue  supported  tho  Clause. 
What  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel 
Dunne)  proposed  was,  in  fact,  a  return 
to  the  old  vicious  system;  but  for  himself 


who  were  perfectly  qualified,  and  would  I  he  euliroly  approved  of  a  central  body  in 
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DnbUo  with  tlie  control  which  this  Bill 

gave  tlicm.  He  considered  It  to  1)6  the 
only  meaus  of  checking  the  frightful  di- 
minution of  population  now  going  on  iu 
Ireland. 

Lonn  NA  AS  hoped  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  would  not  press  his  Amendment. 

After  a  few  words  from  Colonel  Dunns, 
the  AmondmoDt  mt  irithdrawn,  and  the 
Clense  vas  agrud  to. 

Clause  7. 

Mr.  VESEY  moved  an  Amendment,  to 
the  effect  that  subscribers  of  1 1,  annually, 
and  donors  of  202.,  resident  in  the  dis- 
trict, should  be  eligiUe  to  aerre  on  the 
committee  of  management  of  medieal 
charities. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  4,  line  3, 
after  the  word  "  therein,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  and  sobsoribws  of  one  pound  an- 
nually, or  donors  of  twentj  pounds  resU 
dent  in  tho  district." 

Lord  NAAS  cordially  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  HATOHBLL  t^hould  oppese  the 
Amendment,  ns  opening  a  duor  to  the  ex- 
ercise of  undue  influence  on  the  pnrt  of 
local  subsciibers  in  tUo  election  ui  tbo 
officers. 

Hr.  H.  HBRBERT  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  would  consent  to  consider  this 
Amcudmout.  It  was  very  desirable  to 
encourage  private  snbscriptions  to  these 
institutions,  and  it  was  only  reasonable  to 
allow  private  contributors  some  Toice  in 
the  management. 

Question  put,  **  That  those  words  be 
there  insertea.** 

The  Committee  fJteiclAi ;  —  Ayca  27; 
Noes  38  :  Majority  11. 

Clause  agreed  to;  as  was  also  Clause  8. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  progress. 
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sees  so  returned,  and  that  m  certain 

cases,  to  which  it  was  unnecessary  to 
refer  particularly,  bishops  had  stated  the 
incomes  of  their  sees  lor  several  years; 
but  where  ih^  had  given  a  lease  of  certain 
property  to  a  trustee,  and  had  not  received 
any  fine  for  that  property,  the  value  of  the 
^operty  so  leased  had  not  been  inserted. 


EPISCOPAL  INCOMES. 
Sir  BENJAMIN  HALL  begged  to  put 
a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridcre, 
as  one  of  tiio  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that 
there  had  been  laid  before  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  returns  of  the  episco- 
pal incomes,  which  returns  had  been  em* 
bodied  in  the  last  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners presented  to  that  House.  It  had 
been  asserted  that  those  returns  did  not 
give  the  exact  value  of  the  property  of  the 


e  wished,  therefore,  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Geutfeman  this  question — ^whether,  when 

the  archbishops  and  bishops  sent  in  their 
returns  of  annual  income,  the  same  in- 
cluded the  fidl  value  of  the  property  leased 
by  bishops  to  themselv  ^  to  their  true- 
tees,  without  taking  fines  for  it,  or  when 
small  fines  had  been  given;  or  whether  the 
return  of  income  was  independent  of  the 
value  of  the  property  thus  leased  9 

Mu.  GOULBUR^r:  With  respect  to 
these  returns,  mad(«  to  tlic  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  under  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  House  ought  to  be  aware  tiiat 
the  returns  are  only  made  for  the  purpose 
of  calculating  from  those  returns  the  sum 
which  the  bishop  who  is  to  succeed  to  the 
see  ought  to  pay  to  or  receive  from  the 
Ecdesiastical  Commissioners,  and  that  anj 
error  made  in  those  returns,  whet!ir>r  f:  ni 
excess  or  deficiency,  can  in  no  degree  af- 
fect the  interest  of  the  bishop  making 
those  returns.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
B.  Ilall)  !i:is  a=ked  mc  generally  whctlior, 
in  rsfJmitinLr  tlic  amounts  of  income  tlius 
returned,  the  value  of  leases  granted  to 
toustees  without  fines  or  upon  small  firoa 
ought  not  to  he  included.  I  certainly  admit 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  that  ought  to 
be  the  case,  and  as  he  has  called  my  at-> 
tention  to  the  case  of  the  Bishop  of  Lon> 
don,  perhaps  tlie  House  will  allow  ue 
briefly  to  state  what  has  been  the  course 
which  that  prelate  has  pursued.  la  the 
year  1843  that  right  rev.  Prelate  made  a 
return,  in  the  form  shown  in  the  hooka 
upon  the  table,  of  what  lie  had  rceeived  aa 
revenue,  and  of  tho  deductions  whieh 
ought  to  be  made  from  it;  and  tbiukiiig, 
as  the  hon.  Gentlraian  and  myself  think, 
that  leases  granted  to  a  trustee  ought  to 
form  an  element  in  the  judgment  of  what 
his  successors  should  pay  or  r<^eive,  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  appended  to  his  return 
in  distinct  terms  a  statement  that  he  had 
granted  a  lease  to  a  trustee  of  a  particular 
property.  Upon  that  statement  the  Com- 
misskmers,  by  thdr  aeeountanf  and  secre- 
tary, fixed  the  amount  of  fine  which  would 
have  been  pnid  on  that  particular  lca?c, 
and  added  to  the  amount  of  income  of  the 


Digitized  by  Google 


1393 


Episcopal 


\3mjr  24, 1851} 


Ineomet. 


1334 


bishop,  on  which  the  future  estimate  was  I  Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  ho  had 
to  be  nutde,  one^sereiitii  of  the  nJne  of  a  communication  |to  make  in  reference  to 
1^  ftM,  which  was  equivdcBt  to  taking '  a  statement  he  had  made  on  a  former 

the  average  of  the  ?even  years  into  which  |  evening,  that  the  Archbishop  of  York  had 


it  would  have  come  if  it  had  been  returned 
in  the  year  1843.  Therefore,  in  calculating 
the  smn  of  5»500{.>  irhich  was  to  be  paid 
by  the  next  Bishop  of  London,  they  did 
take  into  their  calcnlntiou  that  portion  of 
income  which  would  have  been  derived 
firon  »  fine  paid  on  this  partieidar  loose, 
liod  it  been  granted  upon  a  fine.    In  the 
year  1850,  the  bishop,  having  learned 
from  the  Commissioners  the  course  that 
VM  to  bo  pnnnod,  inolndod  in  his  letom 
for  1850  the  proportion  of  the  fine  irhich 
would  liave  been  paid  on  that  y^nv  if  the 
lease  had  been  grauted  to  another  person, 
and  thereby  futaishod  the  element  on 
which  an  accurate  calculation  could  be 
made  of  tho  incomr  of  tln:^  Sec.     If  tbo 
bon.  Gentleman  will  take  the  average  of 
the  income  for  the  period  returned,  he  will 
flee  tliet  it  fells  fiu>  short  of  the  smoont 
tahen  in  the  calculation  on  which  the  re- 
turn was  made.    The  average  income  of 
the  See  for  the  period  returned  is  14,5002.; 
wheross  the  B,reng9  of  inoome  on  wbioh 
the  calculation  was  made  was  taken  at 
15,000^.;   therefore  the  bon.  Gentlemf\n 
must  see  clearly  that  there  was  au  addi- 
tion made  beyond  thai  which  appeared  on 
the  return  of  the  bishop.    I  think  I  have 
explained  to  the  bon.  Gentlemnn  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  calculation  of  the  future 
income  of  the  See  has  been  made. 

Sir  BENJAMIN  HALL:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  answered  that  ques- 
tion correctly;  but  a  qiif'?tioii  be  1ms  not 
answered  is  this — wlicthcr  the  amount 
ss  annnal  ineome  in  those  tabular 
statements  is  independent  of  the  value  of 
property  which  the  bishops  have  leased  to 
themselves  or  to  trustees,  in  this  way — 
where  a  bishop  returns  the  Tslne  of  his 
See  at  4|100{.,  and  has  grantsd  «  lease 
"which  wc  arc  led  to  believe  is  worth 
11,5002.,  whether  we  are  to  believe  that 
tiie  talnihir  statement  of  episcopal  incomes 
gives  the  whole  value  of  the  Sec  for  which 
the  income  is  stated,  and  incUnIr'^  the  pro- 
perty which  they  have  granted  to  their 
trustees  ? 

Mr.  GOULBURN  :  I  really  am  imable 
to  answer  that;  I  do  not  know  whether  in 
every  instance  such  grants  have  been 
brought  to  regular  account;  but  certainly, 
in  making  the  calonlation  of  ineome,  pro- 
perty of  that  sort  ought  in  OTWj  instance 
to  be  bnmght  into  account. 


paid  to  thn  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
ull  that  was  due,  or  was  ready  to  pay  it* 
He  had  since  reoeiTod  a  letter  from  the 
most  rev.  Prelate,  saying  that  his  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  the  statement  thus 
made,  in  reference  to  which  he  wished  to 
offar  the  foilowmg  explanation : — 

*'  Bishoptborpe.  Toilc,  Jnlf  14, 18B1. 
"  My  dear  Lord  —  I  have  only  this  morning 
seen  the  reply  you  made  iu  the  iluu&d  of  Com- 
mons, on  Friday  night  last,  to  a  qucation  put  1^ 
Sir  Benjamin  Hall.  In  that  reply  there  is  an 
error  respecting  my  payments  to  the  Ecclesiastfeal 
Commissioners,  which  1  t.iko  the  liberty  of  point- 
ing out.  You  are  reported  to  have  said,  '  the 
Archbishop  of  York  bu,  I  believe,  ahfeady  paid 
all  that  was  duo.'  The  accuracy  of  thig  statement 
depends  on  the  mcaniog  of  the  word  '  duo.'  If  it 
were  intended  that,  under  any  circumstances  of 
income,  and  at  all  event?,  I  should  pay  2,500i.  a 
year,  then  I  have  not  paid  all  that  was  due.  But 
if  it  wan  intended,  as  declared  by  the  Order  in 
Council,  that  the  inoome  of  the  arohbisbop  sboold 
be  10,000{.  per  annnin,  then  I  have  paid  much 
more  than  is  duo.  This  will  appear  from  the  fol- 
lowing figures,  taken  from  the  bluo  book,  which, 
of  necessity  include  three  years  and  two  months, 
from  tho  death  of  tlio  Into  archhishop  to  Docom- 
hcr  31,  ISoO,  but  i  aiu  occouutiug  now  for  tho 
tltree  yean  onlj  :— 
Net  inoome  in  1848     ..;    £0,.518 

—       1849    17,647 

"       1690     •••  ••• 


81,051 

DednetthsamrantwydilfaaTopsid  3 


S7,S01 

31,051 

Dadnot  9^00^.  yeariy  for  tliree  Tears  7,M0 

£33,581 

fUA  I,  therefore,  paid  only  tho  surplus  on  the 
three  years,  T  should  have  paid  to  the  Commis- 
sioners 1,051/.  But  I  have  paid  3,760/. ;  and  if 
I  am  called  upon  to  pay  tho  whole  2,60(W.  per  an- 
num, or  7,600/.  on  the  three  years,  I  should  have 
received  only  2d,651f.  hiitead  of  the  80,0001.  as- 
signed by  Order  in  rouncll — that  is,  T  should  hare 
received  yearly  7,860/.  instead  of  1U,000/.  This 
could  nerer  have  been  intended,  and  in  my  first 
year  (1848)  the  payTinnit  would  have  been  impoS« 
sible.  I  have  .several  times  expressed  to  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners  my  readiness  and  my 
anxioufl  desire  to  be  broaght  under  that  manage- 
ment wbioh  has  been  in  some  Instances  adopted, 
namely,  that  tlw  yearly  income  assigned  to  the 
Sco  of  Yoril  by  Order  in  Council  should  be  se- 
cured, and  that  any  surplus,  whatercr  it  tCMy  bi^ 
should  belong  to  tho  Ecclesiastical  Commission- 
ers.— I  am,  my  dear  Lord,  your  faithful  Serrant, 

"T.  ~ 

"  The  Lord  John  Russell." 

Sabjeot  dropped. 
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CUSTOMS  BILL— TSE  NAVIGATION 
LAWS. 

Order  for  Tlnrl  Betding  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  ThLrd 


It 


Mb.  HERRIES  said, U  not  withoat 
some  n  lc^'t  inco  that  he  rose  to  interrupt 
the  progrcsii  of  tUe  Bill  now  before  them, 
by  proposing  the  Amendmettt  wluch  he 
had  plaeed  on  tlui  paper;  l^t  the  eoarce 
.  be  was  under  the  necessity  uf  pursuing  af- 
forded tlic  only  means  uf  Avhicli  he  could 
avail  liiiuHelf  ior  the  purpose  of  fulfiiliug 
clatj  whieh  he  felt  wm  impoied  upon 
him,  of  bringing  under  the  attention  of 
that  House  the  eoinplaints  of  a  great  and 
importani  bodj  of  Im  fellow  -  subjects, 
WMM  petituNui  Im  had,  ia  eosjmetiM  irilh 
otfier  hon.  Members,  at  various  times  pre- 
sented to  it.  On  the  29th  of  April  last, 
he  had  the  honour  of  preseutii^  to  that 
Hoaae  a  |etitMa  wHh  260  sifnatares,  eom- 
fnmng  with  (he  believed)  onlj  two  excep- 
tions, the  names  of  all  the  principal  ship- 
owners of  the  port  of  London.  Ue  had 
•iace,  alao,  hod  the  honour  of  presenting 
aanUar  petitions  from  Liverpool,  from  Glas- 
gow, from  North  nnd  South  Shields,  from 
Newcastle,  from  ITartlrpool,  from  Montrose, 
from  Cork,  from  Belfast,  and  several  other 
porta — in  shorti  it  inight  he  said  that  the 
petitions  presented  were  from  the  ship- 
owTiers  of  the  United  Kingdom.  When, 
therefore,  the  petitions  to  which  lie  refer- 
red emanated  from  so  important  a  body  as 
that,  he  should,  indeed,  he  waotioff  in  his 
dutj  to  them  and  to  the  country  if  he  did 
not  take  some  opportunity  of  ei^plaining  to 
the  House  the  grounds  on  wnicli  raeir 
oomplaints  wore  founded,  and  of  urging 
on  Her  Majesty's  GovornwifTit  the  nccos- 
aitj  of  taking  such  steps  a»  were  calculated 
io  afford  them  at  least  some  relief  from  the 

Sievsaees  under  whieh  lihsf  hboared. 
ut  it  was  not  alone  on  account  of  tlie 
interests  of  this  nroat  arid  important 
elass  of  the  cumuiuuiiy  that  he  brought 

their  eomplamts  under  the  notiee  ef  the 

House;  but  it  was  equaUy  on  account 
of  the  very  intimate  connexion  that  sub- 
sided between  this  class  and  that  which 
is  aa  essential  element  of  the  power 
and  greatness  of  this  country— the  naval 
power  of  Great  Britain.  lie  believed  that 
Uwas  admitted  on  all  sides,  with  the  single 
exeeptton  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stdie 
{Mr.  J.  L.  Ricardo),  that  upon  our  mer- 
cantile mjirlne,  tlie  naval  and  maritime 
power  of  this  country  in  a  great  degree 


depended.  Her  Majesty Miuisters  had 
ssisnled  to  this;  the  Ihni.  Member  fertht 

West  Riding  (Mr.  Cobden)  had  acknow. 

led'^ed  it  with  groat  distinctness;  and  the 
iton.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr.  Uume)  bad 
emphatically  expressed  his  opinio*  that  the 
protection  oi  the  BriUsh  sailor  was  neces- 
sary to  the  maintenance  of  the  I'ritish 
Navy.    What,  then,  were  the  eomplamts 
whieh  ehiefly  presented  tbemaeWcs  in  ibi 
statements  mmle  by  those  whose  petitions 
had  been  presented  from  time  to  time  to 
that  House  I    They  had,  whenever  that 
subject  bad  been  referred  to,  heard  much 
from  Members  ef  the  CHoternmcnt  of  thi 
good  effects  of  the  repeal  of  the  Naviga- 
tion Laws — indeed,  their  beucfieial  results 
had  been  proclaimed  witii  a  fiourieih  of 
tmmpeta  Irom  tbe  Ministerial  beedMSb 
and  from  one  or  two  other  quarters,  oa 
more  than  one  occasion  durinr^  the  present 
and  the  pre<^ing  Session  of  Fariiam«»(. 
Bat  new  here  came  this  hirge  and  udn« 
enlial  body  of  shipowners — parties  who 
were  surely  those  best  qualitied  to  bear 
testimony  to  the  effect  of  the  repeal  of  the 
Navigation  Iiawa<«>and  they  toid  then 
that  the  reauka  of  that  repeal  had  bees 
exactly  the  reverse  of  what  Her  Maje>ty'$ 
Government  had  autieipateU,  and  in  exact 
conformity  with  the  fears  to  which  hon. 
Members  on  that  (the  Oppositioa)  side  ot 
the  House  had  given  utterance.  Thoj 
in«i^ted  that  the  proof  of  the  correctness 
oi  what  tliey  a£drmed  was  to  be  found  in 
the  vast  dimtauliou  in  the  rate  of  frsi|^ 
under  wh!olir  they  suffered,  stating  that, 
under  the  circomstaneof;  in  which  they 
were  placed,  they  were  compelled  to  uaTi* 
gate  their  ships  under  a  great  diminutisft 
of  the  rate  of  freight^  and  eomplaifllng 
that  the  rostrlt  of  Llie  present  system  wai 
to  thcmsoires,  as  the  agriculturists  had 
oompkined  it  wna  with  regard  to  tb^ 
operational  an  unremaneratlYO,  or,  t  ilIi  r, 
a    losing    employment   of    capital  and 
industry.    Now,  in  order  to  show  wh^ 
ther  what  was  here  alleged  was  true  or 
net  whether  the  shipownen  of  this  oo«n> 
try  were  not  suffering  great  loss  from 
diminution  of  the  rates  of  frt  i2:bt — he 
would  refer  to  a  document  ho  hcici  ui  his 
hand,  and  which,  showed  the  arerage  rstss 
of  freight,  from  various  ports  to  those  of 
this  country  for  a  period  of  five  years,  from 
lS4t5  to  1849  inclusive,  and  also  occordiug 
to  the  lateet  quotations  for  this  year.  Frem 
this  p^ier  tt  appeared  tliat  freights  gen- 
erally wore,  on  the  whole,  reducp  !  by  not 
less  than  30  per  cent,    for  insiaftce— • 
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£  J. 

Bombay   3  16 

Madnu   4    6  '. 

Ceylon   4  17 

IfMritim  ..~»3  13 
11 

Syihiey   4    2    8 J 

JamaicA .........  4    0  0 

Sownn  2  i  *;  0 

Qnebeo   1  1»  « 

St.  John's,  N.B.  1  16  10| 

It  w  ould  be  admilted,  thei«fere»  tiiat,  gen- 
«nJIy  apeaking,  the  tste  of  freigbi  had 

been  reduced  to  the  extent  of  ?>0  per  cent. 
But  he  also  held  in  his  hand  an  extract 
from  a  letter  which  had  been  ahomoi  Um, 
hfm  China,  in  whieh  it  mw  Btat«d  that 
■hipping  was  loading  from  the  ports  of 
China,  and  Hong-Kong,  at  40s.  and  42$. 
per  tODr  and  that  so  long  as  American 
veMel»«nn»tfaeie  fir»ni  St.  Fnuieiieo  as 
Aej  did,  it  was  utterly  imposaibic  to  com- 
pete with  them,  for  there  vrm  no  chance  of 
venraneratiTe  empioymcnt  for  British  ships. 
When  it  ipae  proposfed  to  fepeiit  the  Nanri- 
gation  Laws,  those  who  tapported  that 
BMasurc  held  out  to  tlic  shipowner  (ns  they 
did  to  liie  agriculturist  when  it  was  pro- 
j^oaed  to  repeal  the  eeni  laws),  that  it 
iroakl  not  make  any  great  difference  in  the 
remunerating  price  which  he  would  receiye 
for  his  couunodity;  and  that  British  indus- 
try  and  capital  would  still  have  the  carry- 
ing trade  in  epHe-  of  the  competition  to 
which  it  was  to  be  suhjccted.    But  if  the 
doenment  which  he  had  read  was  correct, 
we  were  fwriy  beaten  out  of  the  market 
tie  Ameriesna  »t  least.   The  ahip- 
cwners  complained,  not  merely  of  the  loas 
of  freight,  but  of  that  which  produced  it^ 
the  diminished  employment  of  their  ships 
n  tin  eenneree  of  Great  BriUm^  hy  rea- 
son of  the  introduction  of  that  foreign 
shipping  which  it  was  paid  could  not  be 
sailed  cheaper  than  our  own,  but  which 
had  ucverthdesA  driven  ont  British  shtp> 
ping  to  a  large  and  an  inemhMBg  extent  in 
erery  branch  of  British  commerce.  For 
the  purpose  of  making  this  clear  to  the 
House,  lie  would  refer  to  some  accounts 
befbre  him  of  the  progress  of  British  and 
Foreign  shipping  in  all  the  ports  of  thi.<; 
country.    Ho  Ix'ld  in  his  hand  an  account 
of  the  Bciiisiv  and  foreign  shipping,  em- 
ployed ID  the  fer«gBr  trade,  in  the  ports  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  in  the  years  1842  to 
1850,  inclusive,  carefully  extracted  from 
tiie  annual  accounts  famished  to  Parlia- 
■Mot,  and  in  whieh  he  ibmid  that  tfiere 
waa  fitm  year  to  year,  preriotis  to  the 
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repeal  of  the  Navigation  Laws — that^  ia* 
from  1842  to  1649 — a  nearly  proportion 
ata  iMfMHOof  Btitish  aod  foreign  entries 
inwards  and  outwards,  as  shown  bj  the 
account  which  he  would  read 


n 
u 

<i 

o 


TMnafB  inwardk 

Touiagsi 

Mrtwards. 

Britirii. 

Foreign. 

Dritiah. 

Foreign. 

l(:*42'  .•J,?fr4,70r. 

1844!  3,647.463 
1845.  4,310,«39 

1846  4.204,733 

1847  4,'.»}2,0l»4 
18481  4,566^33 
1840  4<884,910 
13.301  4,700,190 


1.202.303  3,375,270 


1,301,050 
1,402,138 
1,735,079 
1,806,282 
2.2o;3,030 
1.960,412 

2.400,877 


3,635,883 
3,b52,822 
4,235,451 
4,393,415 
4,770,370 
4,724,027 
4,785,428 
4,743,a45 


1,252,17ft 
1,, 14 1,433 
],4i-l,o4« 
1,706.13G 
l,ttl,lM 
2,312.7M 
2,056,654 
2,2'.iU,000 
2,602,24» 


Bat  the  year  1850,  compared  with  the 
year  1849;  aborwadi' 
Tons. 


rHM'.VRDS. 
Briu»h  shippiug— 

UecTeaa*   

FnrclRn  Shippioft— 

liic 


SM/NS 


TotJil  coropAratlTe 
disaiilvanu.;o  to  Uri 
ti»h. Shipping  MO.Ono  I 


oi"nv\RD«.  Tom* 
_  &b»l>l>n»«— 

DcciwM   43,000 

Foreign  SUlvfav- 
Iflcnaae   303,000 


p«n»  


Again,  the  year  1850,  as  compared  with 
the  avera^ro  of  three  preceding  yearSp 
showed— 


niwAmss. 


Aver.  Bntitlu  Foldgn. 
lAO  4.3«i0b000..S^,««e 


Dec. 
Inc.  . . 


97.MS 


417.«0 


Total  diiadnBitaf* 
to"  " 


OUTWARDS. 

Aver.  BritUh.  Forrigii. 
3  »».. .  4,76a.l>«».  .a.2?T ,^nf» 
MO  ..  4,74»,«U0.  .S.tXii.iHJO 


Dec. 
Inc. 


I7,CKI0 


Total  againtt  Bri- 
tJtb  Shipping  . . 

Now,  the  effect  of  all  this  has  been  to 
diminish,  to  an  enormous  extent,  the  em- 
ployment of  British  sliipping,  and  to  aug- 
ment the  emptoynieat  of  foieign  ships ; 
and  that  with  a  systematic  regularity, 
which  rendered  it  impossible  to  say  that  it 
was  a  uejro  accidental  occurrence.  But 
he  might,  perhaps,  be  told  that  thiaga  bad 
heeiiletter  ainsa  the  oommcncemeut  of 
the  present  year.  He  wr idd  take,  how- 
ever, the  first  five  months  of  this  year, 
and  show  the  House  that  thsto  bad  bean 
an  actoal  diminution  during  tbai 
For  iaatansa,  ktk  nt  this 


of  Tonnage  cntcrrd  Imv.in!?", 
oioatbt,  ead«d5tli  Juno.  1850-51. 
Total— 1850,   l,9UK3Si^;   li.l.  2,251.141; 
884^756  incroaso,  or  17  4-lOtiiH  per  cent. 
British  Tonnago. 
im,  1^,6Wj  1851,  1,334,056;  68,840  la- 
enasc,  or  4  9-lOtbs  pcrcoat. 

Foreign  Tonnage. 
1850,  044,779;  1851,916,185;  371.466  uitnsse^ 

or  42  per  cent. 

Let  him  also  draw  their  attention  to  the 


for  ire 
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following  account  of  tonnage  of  British  and 
foreign  vessels  employed  iu  tho  foreign 
trade,  and  enterod  unnmlB  ak  JLiTeipool, 
in  the  last  four  jetn  :— 

Tears.  British.  Foreign. 

1848  ........  8a«,e00    499,438 

1849  ........    595,855 

1850    975,243    541,213 

1851    860,319    765,889 

SlumiDf  a  d«eliae  of  Britith  in  tho  last 

y-^'-    l.l.OOO  tona. 

Ami  Ail  uuguiciiuition  of  foreign,  2H,000  „ 

He  had  an  account  also  from  Lloyd's  Re- 
guter,  from  wlueh  it  appeared  that  tho 
aunber  and  class  of  ships  entered  on  the 
register  published  at  Lloyd's  on  the  Ist 
July,  1849,  1S50,  and  Ib^l,  was  as  fol. 
lows  :— 

ClMsA.  •JE..     JE.     E.  N«.dia- 

meter. 

1849.  6,713...1,100...2,1 09. ..302. ..1,488. ..10,723 
1^'  I  ^',836...  1.109.. .2,025. ..282. ..1,464... 10,711 
Idol.  5,673...1,33«...1,913...261...1,310.,.I4,431 
Sbowiag  a  dedinsin  1851,  as  compared  with 
1850«  of  flnt-obis  ahipi,  IftS ;  total,  160. 

But,  again,  he  hod  taken  the  trouble  of 
looking  hack  to  the  progress  of  British 
tonnago  for  a  certain  number  of  years,  and 
had  calculated  its  condition  in  averages  of 
Sre-jeer  periods,  from  the  jeer  1830  to 
the  present  time,  and  he  found  *W  "die 
foUowiug  were  the  results 

WUTISH. 

'^^tn.        Average.    Increase.  Decrease. 
1830  to  1  S3 1... 2,243,084...     —  — 
1836  to  1839...2,e90,4a3...  447,388  — 
1840  to  1844...8,409W...  718,827  — 
184fi  to  1849...4,609.442... 1,190,193 

1860... 4,078,644        —  620,898 

FOBSIOV. 

1830  to  1834...  773,880  —  — 

1836  to  1839...1,080,972...  307,092  — 

;  1610  to  ISl 4...1,332,170...  251,198  — 

1846  to  1849...  1,958,2«I0...  626.110  — 

1880...2,035,152...  76,873  — 

Such,  then,  was  the  state  of  the  shipping 
interest  of  this  eonntry.  He  thought  he 
had  shown  that  there  had  heen  a  marked 

reduction,  first,  in  freitr^itg;  and  then,  as 
to  the  state  of  their  shipping,  both  i  fi  wards 
and  outwards,  in  1850,  and  as  far  as  tiiey 
had  gone  in  1851,  as  compared  with  ante- 
cedent year;?,  and  lio  was  prepared  to  Con- 
tend that  that  effect  was  in  consequence 
of  the  repeal  of  the  laws  by  which,  up  to 
1848,  they  had  protected  their  own  ship- 
ping from  foreign  competition.  The  re- 
sults which  he  had  shown  were  un- 
questionably the  consequence  of  tlie  re- 
peal of  those  laws  in  184U.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  of  it.  They  (the  free- 
traders) could  never  successfully  con- 
tend against  that  cooclusion.  And  if  our 
Mr.  ilerrit* 
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own  shipping  had  been  diminished  to  this 
extraordinarj  extent,  and  foreign  ship- 
ping had  reoeiTed  so  remarkable  aa  aug- 
mentation, he  was  next  eompelled  to  in- 
quire whether  there  was  any  truth  ia  th& 
argument,  so  often  urged  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  that  as  some  compensatioQ 
for  these  losses  In  point  of  shipping,  ii 
must  ha  admitted  that  one  eflfect  of  the 
existing  pvstem  of  commercial  policy  had,  \ 
at  all  events,  been  an  augmentation  in  the 
amount  of  British  exports.   They  had  beat 
told  that  so  often  that  he  was  conpened  ts 
enter  into  the  subject,  and  to  inquire  whe-  , 
thcr  it  were  true  that  9Air]\  migmcntation 
(which  had  undoubtedly  taken  place)  wis  ' 
enUrelj  a  consequence  of  that  change  of 
commercial  pdicj  of  which  we  had  bees 
told  by  a  gi-eat  authority  that  the  repesl  ' 
of  the  Navigation  I<aws  was  onlv  as  the  ] 
crowning  capital  of  a  magnificent  coiomiL  ' 
In  order  to  eaahle  the  Hoose  the  bettsr  ts 
form  a  judgment  on  this  point,  he  wooU 
endeavour  to  show,  from  official  documents, 
that,  while  the  positive  progr^s  in  tiie 
amomt  of  onr  annual  exports  was  not 
peculiar  to  the  years  of  free  trade,  ths 
ratio  of  aagmentatiou  was  actually  greaMr 
in  antecedent  periods  of  y>roteciion.  For 
this  purpose  he  would  read  an  account  oi 
the  exports  from  this  evaotxj,  as  m- 
pressed  in  official  and  deidared  valuss,  fa 
periods  of   four    years,   each  between 
the  years  1826  and  1849.    His  reason  \ 
for  taking  these  six  periods  of  four  voms  | 
each  was,  that  the  last  two  perisli 
embraced  the  years  hetiiaen  1842  sad 
1849,  containing  four  years  of  v^h&t  he 
might  call  incipient  free  trade,  and  im  i 
yean  of  free  trade  properly  so  called;  hi 
wished  to  contrast  Uie  progress  made  ia 
the  augmentation  of  exports  in  the  :  rt: 
years  from  1842  to  1849  with  the  antece- 
dent pcnuds;  and  he  thought  he  shoold  be 
able  to  show  that  ia  ih»  whole  series  sfftar 
yearly  terms  those  least  marked  by  so  b- 
crease  in  exports  were  the  two  last  periods.  j 
He  found,  then,  that  the  average  oflieisi 
valaa  of  onr  exporte  was  as  follows  j 

omrauTiunn.  «smml 

v„._.         Average    Incr.     Xrcrxzc  Incr. 

Amount,  pr. ct.    Amouat.  |»r.ce. 
1826-1829...  SO./jIS.OUO...—  ...35,340,000...— 
1830-1813...  34.i09,000...27J  ..3!?.064,000...  Tf 

1834-  1837...  77.040.000...20  ...40.0y6,000...3l 

1835-  1841...  9S,«.l>(5,000...274...6M46,a00...ili 
1842-1846...121,076,000...22t...54,590,000...  ^ 
1846-184».«138,893,000...14  ...58,263,000...  6; 

If  the  exports  of  the  kst  year  (deelsnd 
value)  were  added  to  the  last  precediDg 
four  yeai^  the  aTerage  of  the  thsa  ive 
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jears  would  be  60,875,000,  and  the  in- 
crease bejond  the  arerage  of  1846  to 
1849  would  be  at  the  rate  of  11  l-7th 
per  cent.  The  official  value??  in  each  pe- 
riod exceeded  the  declared  values  as  fol- 
tonrs:  Ist  period,  43  per  cent;  2nd,  70; 
M,  68:  4th,  92;  5th.  121;  6th,  138; 
and  in  the  last  year  fl  95^1,  1  46  per  rent. 
It  appeared,  tlion,  that  tlie  rale  of  pro- 
gress of  their  ejcports  in  the  two  four- 
jearl J  periods  after  ihe  emnmeneemeBt  cf 
tlw  fni^trade  system,  WM  less  than  was 
the  rate  of  t^eir  improvement  during  the 
previous  periods  when  protection  prevailed. 
The  average  annual  amount  during  the 
ime-ycar  period,  between  the  years  1824 
and  1832,  was  36,720,000L; 'during  the 
nine  years  between  1833  and  1841,  it  was 
47,820,0002.,  being  an  increase  under  the 

Ctecti|?e  system  during^  the  nine  years 
t  mentioned  over  the  nine  preceding 
years  of  about  30|^  per  eent.  The  average 
aonual  amount  during  tlio  nine  years  which 
had  elapsed  since  1841,  a  period  during 
whieh  the  free-trade  system  had  been  pro- 
gressively  advancing,  was  57,850,000Z., 
being  an  increase  of  not  more  than  20  per 
cent.  He  mentioned  these  facts  merely 
ftrtiie  purpose  of  proving  the  niter  fotility 
of  that  process  d  aiigament  which'  aimed 
at  demonstrating  tTio  siipcrinrity  of  one 
sjstera  over  the  otlici-  bv  the  mere  an  la- 
mentation of  exports.  He  bad  shown  that 
there  had  been  a  much  greater  inereaae  of 
exportation  under  the  protective  system, 
than  had  taken  place  under  the  free-trade 
QRBtem.  Ue  was  not  so  precipitate  as  to  at- 
tonpt  to  draw  from  that  mere  fact  the  con- 
elnsion  that  the  former  system  WMthe  better 
of  the  two;  but  he  thought  he  was  entitled 
to  j^ay  that  the  Government  had  no  right 
to  draw  the  oppoute  conclusion.  The  next 
pmnt  to  whien  ne  would  beg  leave  to  dhreot 
the  attention  of  the  House  was  the  rc- 
rosrkable  difference  between  the  official 
snd  the  real  value  of  these  exports  during 
the  operation  of  the  two  systems.  During 
the  first  period  of  foor  years  tc  whkdi  he 
had  alluded,  the  official  value  exceeded  the 
declared  value  by  43  per  cent;  during  the 
second  period,  by  70  per  cent}  during  the 
thW  period,  by  68  per  cent;  daring  the 
fourth,  by  92  per  cent;  during  the  fiflOi, 
by  120  per  cent;  and  so  it  ivcnt  on  pro- 
gressing, until  during  the  last  period  the 
cfieial  value  had  exceeded  the  declared 
v«Ine  in  no  less  a  proportion  thnn  138  per 
cent.  During  the  last  year  also  the  official 
^alue  exefeded  the  declared  value  in  the 
unprecedented  degree  of  i.46  per  cent. 


which  showed  that  day  by  day  the  iu- 
equality  in  this  respect  was  becoming  more 

and  more  glaring,  and  showing  the  con- 
stantly diminishing  value  of  the  produc- 
tions of  our  industry  in  exchange  with 
the  mniey  and  eommoffities  of  fortnga 
nations*  He  now  came  to  the  object  of 
his  present  )ifotion,  and  that  which  ho 
had  stated  when  he  presented  the  peti- 
tion from  the  I'ort  ot  London,  to  be  the 
just  ground  of  complaint  on  the  part  of  the 
shipping  interest— the  diminution,  namelj, 
of  their  remunerative  returns,  the  depres* 
sion  of  their  hopes,  and  the  ground  on 
which  they  came  to  Parliament  to  ask  for 
n  consideration  of  their  case.  If  it  had 
been  the  intention  of  those  who  introduced 
the  measure  for  the  repeal  of  the  Naviga- 
tion Laws,  that  fewer  British  ships  and 
fewer  British  seamen  aliould  be  employed, . 
and  that  the  trade  cf  the  foreigner  in  this 
respeet  should  bo  proportionably  increased, 
it  must  he  admitted  that  they  had  now 
abundant  cause  for  exultation.  He  ac- 
quitted Her  Majesty's  Ministers  of  anj 
such  mischievous  intentions  or  expectat- 
tioTis.  But  ho  must,  injustice  to  the  ship- 
owners, draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  grounds  of  their  complaints  under 
the  actual  results  of  the  disastrous  measure, 
the  passiii'j;  of  which  he  and  his  Friends 
had  80  strenuously,  though  unsuccessfully, 
resisted.  The  shipowners  complained  that 
the  Govornment  dm  taken  no  steps  what* 
ever  to  enfbroe  »  Clause  in  the  Act  of 
1849,  which  was  an  essential  feature  of 
that  measure,  and  which,  moreover,  was 
considered  by  many  as  its  most  important 
recommendation.  He  alluded  to  toe  pro* 
vision  popularly  known  as  the  "  retaliatory 
clause."  The  Shipping  interests  were 
given  to  understand  that,  by  the  operation 
of  that  danse,  there  wciild  be  scoured  to 
the  British  shipowner  the  same  facilities 
for  entering  into  rivalry  with  the  foreigner 
in  foreign  ports  and  colonies,  as  the  fo- 
rei^er  enjoyed  for  competing  with  the 
British  shipowner  in  our  ports  and  pos- 
sessions abroad.  They  hoped  it  would 
be  so,  Ptnd  it  was  but  reasonable  that 
they  should  entertain  such  an  expecta« 
tloB,  The  ri^t  hon.  OentleoiMi  tiie  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  so  far  from 
difconrnging  this  hope,  had  done  every- 
thing in  his  power  to  fo«iter  nnd  promote 
it.  He  said  that,  in  the  retaliatory  clause 
there  would  be  found  ample  means  for  ea^ 
suring  equal  justice  to  the  TMiti  h  ship- 
owner; nnd  he  deelared  that,  if  other  na- 
tions should  be  so  perverse  or  infatuated  as 
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to  refuse  to  reciprocate  tlic  Ubcral  policy  of 
Enfjland,  there  would  be  nt  all  times  a 
power,  on  tlie  part  of  tliis  couutry,  to 
«DMt  tiieh  striB|eiit  pwihuwi  m  irMkl  id- 
^Me  foreign  nations  to  meet  us  inlfac  wide 
fieW  of  liberality  on  which  we  were  then 
about  to  cater.  Now,  what  the  British  shi|>- 
■mroorB  ehieflj  camplaiMd  of  wm,  ikftt  m- 
4kin^  of  that  kind,  absolutelj  nolhing,  liad 
•ns  vet  1)00:1  attempted.  Dnrinjjthc  proo^rcss 
of  the  Bill  through  Parliament,  vai  ioue  uie- 


put  this  retaliatory  clause  ni*o  operation, 
Burdy  there  could  have  been  no  wor&c 
p^icy  than  to  hafe  proposed  it  at  all. 
Tkf  wmn  told  tint  fovaigit  Mvatiiw 
would  not  hesitate  to  reciprocate  the  gen- 
erous policj  of  England;  but,  alas  I  bow 
lamentably  liad  these  predictions  been  f«l> 
■ified  by  tbe  foeti.  So  far  iiroB  «xlubit. 
ing  in^  dispoMtioii  to  raoifvooate  favours, 
the  principal  maritime  Powers  had  only 
manifested  a  more  decided  determination 


Aodswere  n^pgMted  fPlMf«1^to«ff«et  ibat  to  protest  tliflmaelves  by  maisttkuiif  tkair 

object  which  it  iraa  iko  purpose  of  the  re-  exclusive  systoins.    It  was  easy  0M1l^^ 


^nli.itory  clause  to  achieve.  Both  the  hon.  !  and  natural,  for  the  smaller  tJir-.ritime 
iicmber  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouverie),  |  States  of  the  Baltic*  aach  as  the  ^Swed^ 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
£»r  the  University  of  Oxford  (Ifr.  Glad- 
stone), had  fiubiuitted  suggestions  on  the 
subjoet,  which,  however,  were  not  sanc- 
iioaed  by  any  Vote  of  ibat  House.  But 
■Ae  effbot  of  tboae  cuggestkms,  oad 
many  others  that  were  made  at  the  time, 
ira«  to  admonish  the  Government  that  the 
best  course  that  this  country  could  have 
ttdopled  iponld  hare  lw8ii  aoi  to  havo  given 
•«p  the  rigbts,  privileges,  aad  prefetmioeA  in 
their  own  navigation  which  they  then  en- 
j(^ed,  until  they  had  ascertained  whether 
Mer  notions  w«ro  prepared  to  give  recipro- 
eol  advantages.  Ho  had  htmsrif  tgtim  and 
again  forewarned  the  Government  agnin'^t 
granting  any  boon  to  foroicfo  uatk>ns  until 
they  had  seen  that  forci<^u  nations  were 
«Body  to  make  a  like  concession.  Bethought 
■tl-.('n,  nid  WI13  still  of  the  same  opiniiin, 
that  such  a  course  would  have  been  the 


and  Danes,  to  recnve  with  joy,  and  to 
cept  on  terms  of  so-called  reeipvoeity,  oar 

change  of  policy;  because  tl:^r  wrre  to 
derive  tlip  o;rcatc-t  licnefits  from  it,  and 
iiud  uuthiug  Lu  give  tu  us  m  citcluinge;  to 
these  Stately  mora  perhaps  than  to  aaj 
others,  it  was  an  immense  and  unrequited 
boon ,  which  opened  to  them  a  vast  extent 
ot  carryin|;  trade  in  British  commerce,  ia 
which  their  cheaper  shipping  most  have 
the  adfsatage  o?er  our  dearer  vessels  and 
seamen.  Other  nations  not  so  fitted  for 
that  carrying  trade,  and  having  large  eom- 
oMreial  iaterestsof  thdr  own  to  look  after, 
had  treated  our  propositions  differently. 
Rrl-i^iii'n  had  done  nothing  for  us,  hut,  oa 
tho  contrary,  had  manifested  the  strongest 
determination  to  maintiua  its  restrictive 
policy.  Frasaia*  fusai  whoso  good  ofiees 
so  much  had  been  nnticipatcd,  and  to 
whose  willinn"nr>s  rn  reciprocate  any  Ilbe- 


ieast  dangerous,  and  in  ail  respects  the  I  ral  measure;^  buch  repeated  reference  had 


aunt  ea^ilMloiy;  hut  aafortaaately  his 

admonition  had  been  disregarded.  When 
the  BUI  reached  the  IIouso  of  Lords,  his 
noble  Friend  tho  £arl  of  Derby,  then  Lord 
Bisalej,  propeeed  theft  tho  BUI  shonM  he 
veeast  and  passed  in  such  a  shape  as  that  if 
My  foreign  nation  should  he  willing  to  give 
to  the  ahuks  of  iha  country  like  privi- 
leges to  those  which  wo  were  ready  to 
concede  to  them,  that  then  measures 
should  bo  taken  to  repeal  the  Navi^ntion 
l<aw8,  so  far  ns  that  particular  country 
was  ooneemed.  It  was  greatly  to  be  de- 
^dpiad  that  that  senaihw  and  judicious 
Amendment  had  not  been  adopted,  for  if 
it  had,  it  was  probable  that  the  shippin^T 
interest  would  not  be  iu  the  lauieuUiblc 
condition  which  it  now  was.  The  eondoct 
of  the  Ministers  at  that  time  and  since  had 
been  such  ns  to  create  a  suspicion  (and  he 
Jioped  that  it  was  unfounded  in  truth),  of 
«  want  of  sinceri^  and  fiyr  dealing  on  weir 
part.   If  there  hsd  been  no  iateatisa  to 


boon  made,  hat  who,  in  point  of  fact,  had 

only  two  ports  which  could  be  entered  \f 
vessels  of  a  naoderatc  size — even  Prussia 
bad  shown  no  alacrity  to  follow  our  exam- 
ple. The  .last  acooonts  frsn  that  eoaatry 
were,  that  Prussia  was  not  yet  ripo  fir 
any  decision,  for  that  the  German  empire 
was  not  yet  settled."  The  aecounts  fipom 
Fraooe,  Spain,  Portugal,  aad  Anoie^ 
were  not  more  encouraging.  HeiUaad,  in- 
deod,  had  declared  her  wtlHnj'ness  to  allow 
Britiah  &hips  tho  privilege  of  free  inter- 
course with  her  oolonios;  but  Holland  was 
60  much  fettered  ia  her  oommefoial  M|ph 
lations — by  the  **  maattsehappij,"  or  mono- 
]> oly  of  the  Dutch  East  India  Company, 
tiiat  it  would  not  be  possible  for  English 
ships  to  a^oil  theassebea  of  that  snppssed 
concession.  The  Govenuaent  of  Holland 
was  so  bound  by  those  engagements,  with 
respect  ospecially  to  her  commerco  with 
her  falaaNo  ooleiij  In  Java,  that  it  weoU 
ho  iltegethar  oai  of  iha  qiastien  ftr  tm 
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Sn^Ub  ship  to  work  itself  into  e«ii^>eii- 1  th«4  State,  to  oar  vektioiit  witii  wlneh  k» 

tion  with  (lieir  vessels,  ond,  therefore,  the  '  wished  most  earnestly  to  direct  the  atten- 


Dutcli  had  still  dc  facto,  if  not  de  jure,  a, 
monopolar  af  the  iuteroourse  with  her  own 
ooloaiet.  Fnsee  gsre  m  wMng.  Sbo 
preferred  the  old  sytteoi"-^  (Mr.  BiV- 
ries)  did  not  say  whether  wisely  or  un- 
wisely. It  appeared  that  the  f  rcnch  enter- 
iuned  eerlain  opinioM  on  tfris  eiibjeei, 
irhich  he  ▼Gold  venturo  to  read  to  the 
Housr.     In  one  of  the  orcnns  of  public 


tion  of  the  House — he  meant  tlio  Ufuted 
States  of  America.  He  would  take  leave 
to  raniDd  tho  Hoooe  of  whot  had  takon 
plaee  when  this  ^cat  cliaoge  in  the  com- 
mercial system  was  first  proposed  to  the 
L^islaiure.  The  right  hou.  Grentleman 
the  Praridcnt  of  tho  £ard  of  Trade,  when 
he  made  his  first  announcement,  gave  the 
House  to  tirirlcrstand  that  he  luemit  to 


opinion,  which  had  great  weight  in  that  I  make  a  sweeping  change,  and  to  repeal 
country,  and  whieh  aadonbtedUr  exmvstod  every  reairicCioB  imposed  bj  our  NittigatioB 
the  sentimentaof  the  majority  of  tho  jPreoeh  {  Laws  without  any  exoeptioB.   Be  told  the 

House  of  th(^  rr-^ult  of  a  rmnnnTrtiration 
which  had  taken  place  between  himself 
and  the  American  Miui^ter,  in  which  Kr. 
Banorofit  bad  expressed  biniietf  to  tho  fA> 
lowing  effect :  "  AVe  are  ready  to  do  any- 
thing you  like;  if  you  can  do  but  little,  wo 
can  do  but  little;  lif  jou  can  do  much,  we 
wUl  do  mooh;  if  jou  doaU,  wo  will  do  alL" 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Xr. Labouchere) 
took  him  at  his  woi  l     Tie  gave  him  all — 


jChamber,  it  tras  said 

"  It  iotm  not  appear  to  vu  doubtful  that  the 
«otDmiMiMi  has  d«c»d»d  hy  anticipation  to  aoeord 

to  the  national  n>arine  an  pffectual  protection. 
It  is  not  in  the  state  of  decay  into  which  it  has 
1tiS«n  that  tbe  idea  eaa  be  entwtaiiied  of  placing 
It  on  the  fboting  of  competition.  Tn  nny  ease, 
wfant  is  taJiioe  plaoo  in  £nglaiui  at  the  praeeot 
aiOBU^nt  would  salBae  to  prove  the  neoeBsity  of 
Inioring  to  onr  mercantile  marine  the  moet  exten- 
sirc  privileges,  if  we  wonld  not  see  tho  rcnuuns 
of  thi**  branch  of  indi-  rry,  tbrmerly  so  flourish 


iag,  iMtanUj  disappear.  The  English  mercantUe  not  only  the  lon^  voyage,  and  the  short 
wriae.  eo  aetive  and  iMi,  it  oa  Ae  ere  «f  ex-  Toyage,  and  tho  intereoarae  with  OUT  Oo1o> 

poricnclng  a  Hanporous  crisis,  of  which  the  only  '  nies,  but  CTen  OUr  coasting  trado.  Blli 

T'^/'iifi-^^^^iSiir'  -^i  a««r;'\i.'  '  America  disavowed  the  liberal  assurances 
almost  oxeiQiiTO  proteetlon;  it  ftnds  itscU,  m 

effect,  very  soriously  cotnpromiseil  in  the  British 


ports  of  India,  and  cjencrally,  in  all  the  estab- 
lishments p<iSbc'ssed  hy  England,  that  lie  beyond 
the  Capo  of  Good  Hope,  The  marine  of  the 
United  States  lias  ooamMneed  afainst  the  Eng- 
lish marine  in  its  own  ports  a  contest  which  the 
lattrr  appears  inoapahle  of  sustaimng.  We  have 
not  to  Irish  ti  at  the  mercaatUe  manae  af  tte 
T* lilted  States  shoiiM  acquire  the  ascend-inoy  over 
ibc  marine  of  British  couuaercc.  Nor  if  this 
happened  should  we  have  to  regret  it.  But  tlio 
«Eampte  of  tho  peril  in  which  this  powerful 
BrMeli  navigation  finds  itaelf  plaeed,  fwm  Ae 
effects  of  an  iuipradent  oonipetition  with  the 
marine  of  tho  Uaited  Siates,  ought  to  serve  as  a 


It  waa  idle  to  talk  of  tho  advanUgo 

country  would  dorifo  frm  icooH  to  the 

Fronch  ports,  since  f»he  was  resolved  to 
make  no  concession  whatever  to  us  on  that 
i>oint;  but  he  might  say,  in  one  word,  that 
was  one  of  tboee  who  thought  eonsider- 
alde  advanfrirr'  inight  be  obtained  in  the 
way  of  employing  our  shipping  in  the 
ports  of  France,  if  reciprocity  pa  just  prin- 
ciples could  be  estabhshed.  Aa  to  Spain, 
ho  believed  that  this  was  the  most  difficult 
State  the  noble  Lord  opposite  bad  to  con- 
tend with,  as  from  the  e&clu&ive  system  on 
whieh  it  acted,  aothiag  eonld  poeeibly  bo 
made  of  it.  Of  Portugal,  almost  the  same 
thing  might  be  Baid,  though  pomo  little 
disposititm  had  latdr  boeu  shown  towards 
.*  bottor  Ming.  M  ho  now  ono  to 


of  Mr.  Bancroft.  She  accepted  tliat  part 
of  our  concessions  whidh  aaited  her,  aad 

rejected  the  rest.  She  refused  her  coast- 
ing trade.  Our  Ministers  might  luivo 
known  that  it  would  bo  so.  America 
was  governed  hy  men  who  garo  nothinif 
in  vain.  Mr.  Olaj  declared  on  a  memo- 
rable occasioii,  that  "  his  country  woro 
a  people  who  dealt  in  equivalents  — 
that  they  gave  no  commercial  boons,  but 
tranaaetcd  boMneis  as  a  oyetom  of  fair 
exchange.'*  Experience,  however,  did  not 
altogether  ju'^tify  the  stfttcinent,  for  Ame- 
rica in  her  transactions  with  this  country 
had  Bodalously  eschewed  the  system  of 
fair  exchange.  She  would  not  give  dlO 
privilege  of  her  coasting  trade  to  Eng- 
land. He  did  not  blame  the  Americans 
for  that;  but  this  he  did  say,  that  when 
America  refused  her  coasting  trade,  slio 
showed  tliitt  she  knew  tho  value  of  it. 
She  knew  that  by  our  Act  repealing  the 
Navigation  Laws  she  would  obtain  that 
whieh  long  before  die  had  eodoavoared 
to  wrest  from  this  country — nnmely,  a 
participation  in  the  trade  theretofore  car- 
ried on  cxdusivcly  between  this  natmn 
and  its  poeeeasioiis  abroad.  Wo  onght  to 
have  derived  a  lesson  from  the  former 
struggles  of  America  in  that  direction.  If 
we  had  exercised  a  printer  Tigilanco  on  that 
poiift^  knoniog  tho  Tsst  importanoo  at- 
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tMhed  by  tlie  United  States  to  ihit  object, 

wo  might  nt  least  have  secured  some 
valuable  compensatsnn  for  the  abandon- 
meDt  of  it.  But  vrc  had  thrown  it  gra- 
toitouslj  awaj;  and  whOe  we  bad  opened 
to  America  tbe  wide  and  most  yaluable 
field  of  the  free  navij^jAtion  with  all  our 
foreign  poasessions,  we  hod  allowed  her, 
under  a  technical  definition  of  ber  ooaatiing 
trade*  to  exclude  us  from  tbe  interaonne 
between  the  different  points  of  her  vast 
sea-board,  even  to  the  communication  by 
sea  between  New  York  and  California.  He 
was  &r  from  blambg  the  Cbfemment  of 
the  United  States;  on  the  oontiary,  he 
thought  it  was  the  duty  of  erorv  statesman 
to  take  care  of  his  own  country.  On  a 
former  occasion  he  had  adverted  to  tiie 
^^anion  of  Mr.  Huakisson.  Tbai  Qenile- 
man,  speaking  of  America  in  tbe  British 
House  of  Commons,  said,  in  the  matter 
of  navigation  there  were  circumstances 
wbieb  indneed  bim  to  doubt  die  wuidom 
of  encouraging  the  growth  of  a  mer- 
ofirtt'lo  marine  in  America;  and  the  ex- 
perience of  the  years  which  had  elapsed 
since  that  seotiDicnt  was  uttered,  had  only 
served  to  confirm  its  wisdom.  He  beU 
in  bis  hand  an  autbentic  docoment»  wbidi 
ibowed  that  the  increase  in  the  tonnage  of 
American  bhipping  of  late  years  was  much 
more  rapid  than  that  of  English  ship- 
ping:— 

"Tonnage  of  Shipping  belonging  to  the  United 
Kh;^dom  taui  United  States  of  America: — 
wmnm.  uamoM, 

1846...3,817,112  3.662,085 

I847...d.952,534...188.419.»fl,8a9,O40...t76,MO 

4.052.160...  99,636. ..3,154,04l...814,9»6 
1849 ... 4, 1 44, 1  i 6 . ..  t> 1 ,956 . . .i},dM,0 16...  179,974 
1860...4^,96S...  88,M7.„8,035,464...SO13S9 

From  1846  to  1850,  British  increaM  being 
416,860  or  10  8-10  per  oent. 

From  1846  to  1850,  Amsrieaa  iaereass  being 
973.369  or  37  9-10  per  cent. 

In  the  year  1850,  compared  with  1819 — 

Britkh  inereasc  80,000,  about  2  l-O  per  cent. 

Ameriflsa  „  301,000,  «bo«i  6  per  esnk" 

Hcrotoforc,  the  warnin<T'!  nn(!  remon- 
strances of  tliose  who  perceived  the  ruin- 
ous cousequences  of  the  repeal  of  the  Navi* 
'  a  Laws  were  met  by  a  denial  of  tbe 
on  which  thej  founded  tbeir  argn> 
ments;  but  no  such  denial  at  the  present 
da^  could  be  attempted.  They  had  the 
evidence  of  their  own  accounts  that  there 
was  a  great  diminution  in  tbe  empb>y> 
ment  of  British  ships,  and  an  increase 
in  that  of  foreign  ships  in  all  the  great 
ports  of  the  country.  Ho  defied  them  to 
disprove  that.    ]^  it  WM  laid  that  it 


conld  not  he  true  that  our  mercantile  slup> 

ping  was  declining,  because  the  men  of  the 
greatest  eminence  and  reputation  as  ship, 
owners  were  conatanUy  building  and  em- 
ployiog  new  ships  of  the  largest  tonuage, 
and  so  gave  the  lie  to  any  such  suppoa 
tion;  and  it  was  usuni  for  tho?o  who  in- 
dulged in  such  a  course  of  argument  to 
refer  to  the  names  of  Mr.  Dunhar,  Ur. 
Lindsey,  and  Mr*  Wigram.    But  what  be 
had  now  to  announce  to  the  House  was, 
that  these  gentlemen  were  witnesses,  not 
for  the  case  of  the  QoTemment,  hut  for  his 
(Mr.  Hetnee')  eaae.   He  bad  preeented  a  j 
petition  from  the  shipping  interests  of 
land,  complaining  of  nnf^ramplcd  dcrres- 
sion  in  these  interests;  and  to  tiiat  petition 
Mr.  Dunbar  and  Mr.  Liudi>ay  were  sab-  ! 
scribing  parties.   Tme,  the  name  of  lb. 
Wigram  was  not  attached  to  that  petitioa; 
but  he  was  much  mistaken  if  tlmt  gentle- 
man had  not  conveyed  to  the  Goverumeot,  i 
through  another  duuinel,  tbe  expreinon  | 
of  bis  conviction  that  the  shipping  iBtS^  ' 
csts,  so  far  from  being  in  a  flourishing  con- 
dition, wero  in  a  state  of  tho  utmost  de- 
pression.    The  answer  which  was  not  • 
nnfrequentlj  given  to  tbe  petition  of  tbs  i 
ibipowners  was,  that  thttf  were  haUtuallT 
grumbling — that  it  was  the  propcnaitj  oif  \ 
the  English  nation  to  grumble — aud  that, is 
fact,  it  had  become  a  sort  of  national  m-  | 
joyment.   If  this  were  ao,  all  he  eoddssy 
was,  that  there  never  was  seated  on  tbe  I 
Treasury  benches  a  Government  which  ap- 
peared to  be  animated  with  more  pat- 
riotie  anxiety  than  the  present  IDnistiy  is 
afford  to  their  countrymen  of  all  ela^ 
and  denominations  the  utmost  possible 
facilities  for  indulgino;  in  this  national  prd- 
pensity.     There  was  not  an  interest  is 
the  State  that  was  not  famished  with 
cause  for  grumbling:  the  colonist''  ^f^- 
abundantly  supplied  with  reason  iVr  it;  t-- 
landed  interest  had  more  perhaps  than  its 
full  abare;  and  tbe  shipping  ioterstt* 
shorn  of  30  per  cent  of  its  legitimate  rs- 
turns,  bad  grounds  enough  for  bitter  com- 
plaint.   He  would  now  pafs  to  aii  'ilier  ot 
the  special  grievances  of  which  these  ItM 
eonplained*     It  waa  tiM  eondWoa  na* 
posed  apoB  them  of  manning  tbeir  siups  in 
a  ccrtam  proportion  by  British  seamen. 
This  they  regarded  as  a  great  bardsbip. 
and  a  flagrant  ineonsiBtency.  TfaelefeAlt 
exposed  them  to  a  rmnoaa  eompetitiaa^ 
stripped  them  of  every  advantage  and  prs- 
ference  they  had  heretofore  cnjovcd,  sod 
then  thoy  imposed  upon  them  an  onerom 
oodKtioih  «IM  rw&nd  it  ill  bol  i^rt** 
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Bible  for  them  to  contend  with  the  foreigner. 
He  would  ask  the  Qoremmeiit  whether, 
in  justiee  to  their  own  principles  and  their 

own  professions,  tliey  could  nn  v  Inngor  con- 
-tinuc  that  compulsory  rpptriction  respect- 
ing the  manning  of  the  mercantile  marine  ? 
Their  mneb-vaanted  doetrine — ^the  Terj 
llrineiple  on  which  the  free-trade  system 
was  saitl  to  be  founded,  was  that  of  buying 
at  the  cheapest  market,  and  selling  in  the 
deafest.    Why,  then,  shonld  not  the 
British   shipowner  be  allowed  to  draw 
snilors  from  the  cheapest  marlo^t  * 
That  market  was  not  the  British.  Thank 
God,  the  British  sailor  was  not  yet 
the    cheapest    of    all    mariners.  He 
(Mr.  TTerrics)  had    received  deputations 
from  shipowners  on  this  subject,  who  had 
urged  him  to  press  upon  the  attention  of 
tiie  House  the  necessity  of  permitting;  them 
to  employ  the  foreign  sailor.    If  tLr  L-^ 
gislature  were  restrained  from  granting 
this  freedom  to  the  shipowner  by  consider- 
attons  of  higher  nsttonal  policy,  surely  those 
same  eonsiderations  should  weigh  with  it, 
to  continue  to  the  mercantile  marine  of  this 
coimtry  some  of  the  oompensative  advan- 
tages which  it  had  hitherto  enjoyed.  He 
(lur>  Berries)  was  curious  to  know  on 
what  grnuTKh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Ifr.  Labouchcre)  would  defend  tliat  part 
of  his  policy  with  the  knowledge  diat  onr 
shipping  trade  was  in  a  state  of  onpreee* 
dented  decay.    He  (Mr.  Herries)  was  con- 
fident that  tlic  flolusion  under  which  the 
House  was  labourmg  with  respect  to  the 
shipping  interest,  oonld  not  long  contiirae. 
lEto  felt  the  conviction  that  it  must  pass 
awav,  and  that  some  better  pysteni  tlmn 
that  which  they  were  now  pursuing  wouW 
be  erentually  adopted.    He  would  not 
take  upon  himself  to  reeommend  the  sim- 
ple repeal  of  the  onerous  condition  to  which 
he  was  alluding,  because  the  direct  effect 
of  such  a  course,  whOe  it  would  leliere  ^e 
shipowner,  would  be  prejudicial  to  the 
British  sailor;  but  he  put  it  to  the  Govern- 
ment whether  the  restriction  was  not  ut- 
terly iucoQsistent  with  that  principle  upon 
wbkb  they  bad  heretofore  attempted  to 
justify  their  policy  ?  He  had  now  siiljii;it(r<l 
to  the  House  some  observations  calculated, 
be  believed,  to  enforce  the  grounds  of  com- 
plaint urged  in  the  petitions  of  the  ship- 
owners ;  and  would  earnestly  entreat  a 
oar'^ful  consideration  of  the  petitions  them- 
selves.   They  could  surely  not  shut  their 
eyes  to  tbe  alarming  progress  of  declen- 
aion  in  the  comparative  strength  of  our 
neraantile  marine.     They  bad  given  to 

VOL.  CXYIII.  [thiiu)  aBHiBS.] 


nations  who  were  now  their  rivals,  and 
might  he  bereafler  their  enemies,  ad- 
vantages which  might  at  no  distant  pe- 
riod be  fatally  turned  against  them- 
selves. If  they  did  not  want  to  see  tbe 
utter  destruction  of  tbe  shipping  intms 
esta  of  this  country,  tiiey  should  at  once 
take  decisive  measures  eitbcr  to  induce  or 
compel  other  nations  to  malio  some  re- 
(juiial  for  the  great  benefits  that  had  been 
conferred  upon  them  by  the  repeal  of  the 
Navigation  Laws.  They  had  been  out- 
witted by  tbe  Americans,  or  rather  they 
bad  outwitted  themselves  :  the  delusion 
could  not  last  mueb  longer-^the  eyes  of 
the  English  people  would  be  opened  sooner 
or  later,  and  they  would  perceive  the  ne- 
cessity of  reverting  to  a  wiser  and  safer 
national  policy  tiian  that  we  were  now  pur- 
suing. He  bad  read  to  them  the  opiniona 
of  distinguished  statesmen  in  France  on 
this  subject.  He  would  conclude  with  the 
frank  and  pithy  declaration  of  one  of  the  most 
enlightened  of  the  statesmen  of  America, 
who,  adverting  recently  to  that  which  had 
here  been  characterised  as  the  crowning 
capital  of  the  column  of  free  trade,  had 
pointedly  obserred  that  when  Bngland 
consummated  that  act  of  her  commercial 
revolution,  she  dug  the  grare  of  her  poli- 
tical power. 

Amendment  proposed— 

To  Ic.ivo  out  from  the  word  '  That '  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  HerMsi- 
jesty,  praying  that  She  will  he  graciously  pleased 
to  direct  tbe  proper  step*  to  be  taken  for  giving 
efl^t  to  those  prorisioM  of  the  Ao(  19  &  13  Vic. 
c.  29  (for  the  rcpoal  of  tlio  N.ivigition  In-.r?), 
whereby  iier  Majesty  is  empowered  to  aiiopt  to- 
wards any  foreign  country,  in  which  a  preference 
is  jrtvpn,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  national  vessels 
over  British  vessels,  such  measures  as  may  appear 
to  Ilcr  Majesty  justly  to  countervail  the  disad- 
vanUges  to  whick  British  Trade  and  Navigation 
is  so  subjected,'  iailesd  thsrsoC" 

Mr.  LABOUCHBEB  said*  be  eoold  as- 
sure the  House  that  bo  was  not  disposed 
to  complain  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  for  having  brought  forward  this  sub- 
ject, agreed  witb  bim  that,  eonsid- 
erlng  tbe  importance  of  the  recent  altera- 
tiojjs  which  had  been  made  in  our  Navi- 
gation Laws,  and  considering  the  number 
of  petitions  from  ibe  shipowners  of  this 
eonntry  which  had  been  presented  to  the 
House  complaining  of  their  distressed  con- 
dition, nnil  ascribing  that  distress  to  those 
alterations,  it  was  natural  and  proper  that 
the  House  of  Commons  sh  uld  not  sepa- 
rate without  taking  into  their  lull  consid- 
eration the  condition  and  prospects  gf  the 
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8b>ppin§iat«P88tof  Um8  «»yitry.    Eater-lliiai.  no-  ^KapftragiDg  expsenioift^  towiida 

taiuinjj  tL&t  opinion,  ka  wwld  also  add,  tite  sliipowuers  vf  the  countBy^  Qa  ba» 
timt  Itu  p  it  lia<l  Ix^ii  thought  right  and  lioved  the  T'\'^\\t  hou.  GoDtleman  was  in. 
proper  U>  bring  forvrurd  this  sulijcet,  ho  error  wken  }i«  imputed  to  bia  noble  i^cicud 
v«  glad  tba^  ii  had.  faileu  iuto  tltc  handfr  [  {  ILmI  (Sraaville),.  in  tbe  wj  aMa  apaacsh 
of  IM  kon.^  Oeatleman*  wbo«e  long  |  ^«kiaH  ka  htelj  dolivored  c>].s<> where — 
exporionco  and  greU  ability  eunblt  d  him,  '  speoch  upon  which  lie  {Mr.  Lahoucheise) 


upun  coDimcrciaJ  stibjf'cts,  to  hni 
thtiiu  ail  the  inikjnuali^n 


and  ai^iiu^eub 


was  well  contented  to  rest  tiie  wliolo  case- 
_  my  de»ira  to  apeak  in  a-  diaparaj^ng  uiau* 

wkioh  wa»  capabto  af  enligbtaniiig  or  on^  i  nor  of  a  olaM  wbiah  kakoaw  tbaiUa  aabl* 

foreing  tJ>e  aide  of  the  t^stiou  wiiicli  be  j  Friend*  aa  well  as  himself,  greatly  and 
advocated.  lie  rcjoired,  therefore,  tluit  juatly  respected.  During  tbe  last  few  years, 
tbo  Hbipowners  of  this  conntrj  bad  fdaad  ^  bi»  (Mr.  Laboucberc'e)  offieial  duties  bad 
w  tka  righ*  hon.  Goadoaan,  a  povaon  m>  i  brought  hiai  iato  oonaa»aa  with  almoat 
ipoliablc,  fto  fully  oom^cnt,  to  state  their  I  every  considerable  sbipowDer  in  tbe  Uniiiid. 


ease;  ajtd  be  fully  agjced  with  him  timt 
no  sttb^ieot  eouUl  poaaiUy  be  of  gr^^atei*  tiu- 
yortanao.  Tha  righi  hen.  OeiKloiaaa  bad 
ronunded  the  Iluuae,  that  ea  a  formoc  •«- 

caaion  ho  (Mr.  Liilxmchere)  stated,  that 


Kinn(h>m;  and  lio  c<iuld  truly  say,  tliAt* 
that  interceurae,  whether  it  had  IwoughA 
bio)  into  ooaaaiioa  witk  Qonttomta  «h» 
agreed  wUb  lAm,  or  were  oppaoed.  to  him, 

hud  oiUv  augmented  the  rcspeet  which  ba 


such  men  as  Messra.  Wii^ram, 
and  Dunbar,  did  not  understand 


U  waa  not  merely  upon  the  g(?noral  prin-  '  had  ever  entertained  for  the  eharacter  and 
ciple  of  free  trade  that  he,  fur  one,  a^ked  iuteUigence  of  that  great  body  of  British 
for  the  alteration  ia  the  Navigation  Laaro.  \  tradoM^  Bat  ka  tkooght  it  woa  aat  at  att 
lie  thought  that  bo  luid  then  stated  to  tbo  ioeonsietent  with  that  feeling  to  say.  that 
iIoa»a  that  it  wars  pos.sihle  to  advance  con-  "m  manv  oecawons  there  had  been  ;i  vtry 
tiauoaaly  and  coucurreutiy  the  general  in-  louiarkaUie  contrast  between  tbe  language 
torista  oS  tha  oantonar  with  tkoM  af  tba  I  aad  the  OMiAnet  af  tkai  great  body— thar 
abipowner,  and  that  if  ka  Aougbl  ooa»-  j  their  Xmgjtmgt  bad  ofteo  baea  tkat  of  des- 
morce  and  trade  wnuld  pvi.sper,  while  tlie  pondency  and  ruin,  while  their  condnct  bad 
shippiag  interests  would  decay  in  eou^-  mdieated  energy,  activity,  and  vigour  i 
quenoo  of  sack  alterations  as  be  proposed,  that,  although  tkair  waee  mij^kt  have  baoa 
nock  as  be  regarded  tha  iatorerts  of  the  the  etfeminala  voioe  of  J  10  b.  their  haiuU 
consumer,  and  much  as  he  regarded  tl)03o  liad  been  the  strong  haiula  of  Esau.  Th© 
irado  in  general,  he  would  not  advocate  right  hou.  Gentleman  liad  also  referred  10 
tMradofMiov.  If  indeed  ha  thought  sueh  t)^  conplainta  of  tbe  great  body  of  th# 
a  resnit  wontd  be  the  conaoqwonco,  ke  wonid  atttpownota  of  Bngland.  and  bad 
have  hesitated  to  follow  any  n^encr;il  prin-  whether 
ciple  which,  however  it  luiir^t  I  ave  pru-  Lind-riv, 
B»ot&i  the  inlereat  of  the  «ousunier,  wotibl  thttir  uade  better  than  tbe  Goveriuueat  I 
kftd  tt^  tk0  deea J  of  Hkm  Miemmtile  nariiia )  and  wkatker  it  was  aot  onoagh  for  tbooa 
of  this  country,  of  which  they  were  so  j  Gentlemen  to  say  they  were  sofferiug  dia» 
justly  proud.  He  believed,  with  Adam  '  tress,  for  tbe  Government  to  acquiesce  in 
^HUib,  tliat  tbe  shipping  interest  bad  :  the  truth  of  their  statbuieut  i  Now  be  (Mr. 
special  elaims  vgfvm  tbo  favour  of  tka  Le^  |  Lakoaekere)  ooofosaod  ka  was  tstonishfiil 
gialature  ;  bal  be  entirolj  agreed  with  \  to  hear  an  argument  like  this  'flRMi  tha 
tboae  i^ho  ^tipposcd  it  impossible  to  dis-  '  mouth  of  tbe  right  bon  •n'nt1en>un.  who 
ooottoet  tlie  general  prosperity  of  England  had  so  often  boaated,  wuk  a  ju&t  and  na- 
fraai  that  of  tiio  aaeroanCila  skipping,  be- 1  tural  pride,  that  ka  bad  boon  theooUeaguo 
oaaoakowoa  sure  they  moat  wax  and  wane  '  and  coadjator  of  Mr.  Httskision  ia  those 
together;  and  ho  rejoiced  to  believe  that  gre.nt  measures  of  mercantile  reform  which 
experience  had  shown  that  tbe  reeent  al-  ;  in  1626  gave  the  first  blow  to  iliat  system 
terations,  while  they  bad  promoted  the  ;  of  protection,  under  the  fancied  security  of 
goaond  oooisaoroo  of  the  ooaatrf*  had  not  j  wbieb  tbotrado  and  commerce  of  tbia  conn- 
only  not  destroyed,  but  had  posiiivcly  Im-  j  try  had  so  long  languished.  He  (Mr.  La- 
proved  nnd  fostered  tliut  wliich  lie  held  to  houchere)  was  old  enough  to  remenib<?r  that 
bo  a  most  important  branch  of  the  general  time,  lie  recollected  the  petitiona  with 
BOMinaiost  naoiolj,  tka  iatoreot  of  tbo  aoa>  ( wbiok  tha  Hovaa  was  hiundatad,  and  tka 
faring  and  abipowning  classes  of  the  com-  complaints  whtoh  were  made  at  public 
muntty.  He  would  aI?*o  assure  the  rii^ht  meetings  by  many  of  the  shipowiier^  of 
hoQ.  Gentleman  that  b(p  »bopld  bear  from  1  the  country  againai  the  Goveriuueat  u  tiial 
Mr.  Laboucher0 
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day.  Were  those  COmplatllU  discontiimed  ?   culiar  sod  exdusne  burdens  ©n  inaritimo  eota- 

No;  up  to  the  prewnt  moment^initil,  if  i  »««efcr  im«t»«««  pi«vly 

lie  miglit  use  the  cxpreM.oii,  this  new  ban  I  ^^^.^^^^  «JJbHrra«.a.ccit.  de- 

hhd  been  started     t!;p  shipowners  k-  ^t  on    euv.  an.l  rum  of  the  Briti»li  shii>o«iicf,  maj  tOW 
tpllin!?  jhe  House  that  they  weixj  utterly   be  viem-d  as  iiieontrovertibto  j»>ition8." 
rumed,  and  that  they  traced  their  dostrac- :  Could  anything  bo  more  mclaneholy  than 
iion  to  the  meesures  of  Mr.  Heekisson  this  ppcdiclion  ?  Well,  whM  fatd  been  tlie 

rcsuU  ?  At  the  time  that  this  report  was 


twenty  years  ago.  No  experience  of  the 
•iterations  then  made  sntisBod  t^tem.  It 


published,  the  number  of  British  re rjistered 


was  in  vain  that  shipmng  iocreased,  that  I  vessels  was  24.385,  and  the  quantity  of 
100,000  tons  were  Mded  to  the  tommge ' 
of  jonr  mwcftntile  marine,  that  sailors  i 
were  more  plentiful,  or  that  fresh  capitnl 
wee  iDveated  ia  shipbuikUiig  by  tbe  sliip- 
wnm.  Tho«lMpDwiMr8,or  etl«ut«por. 
ties  ef  Aom,  eaked  tiieHeuse  Ce  helicve  that 
it  was  o^^incctethe  measure';  of  Mr,  Iluskis- 
Bon,  and  the  rtght  hoa.  Gentleuiau  (Mr. 
Herries),  that  that  destruction  had  taken 
pleee.   Hee.  tfenben  who  had  paid  at- 
tention to  the  subject  roast  bcfaniiliiir  witli 
the  evidence  svhich  hftd  been  trivon  lifff  r" 
the  Committees  of  the  Iluuiie  ui  Lord^  and 
tlMHoMOof  CeMaMsa  twoyORfsego.  He 
wonld  not  quote  from  that  evidence,  be- 
cause he  l^new  it  must  he  in  the  reenlloc- 
tioa  of  bun.  Members;  but  he  would  take 
the  liWrty  of  tfonbUng  the  Hente  with 
some  |ii«<liotieB»  which  wer*  HMide  hy  the 
Bhipowrter«  pofni  after  those  ohnnges  were 
made  by  Mr.  iluskis^n,  and  be  would  con- 
trast these  predieClons  with  the  leeults. 
The  deoMMeni  which  he  should  quote  was 
of  the  most  authentic  kind.    It  was  the 
yearly  report  for  li533  of  the  General  Ship- 
owners' iiociety — a  society  with  which  ho 
Mieved  the  hoa.  Member  for  Searhoreugh 
(Mr.  G.  F.  Young)  was  intimately  con-> 
eected.    The  presence  of  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  tlie  House  was  consequently  very 
apposite  at  the  present  moment.    He  was 
aware  that  that  hon.  Member  was  com- 
pletely «t  issue  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  brought  forward  this  Mo- 
tiMi  with  regard  to  Mr.  HMhitBoa*t  mea- 
isasmiieh  as  he  did  not  believe,  with 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleinan,  that  they  wore 
wise  and  conservative  niensurcs.  The  hon. 
Member,  he  believed,  concurred  with  the 
Sbipewoerfe*  Society  that  they  were  bad 
measures,  although  he  did  not  see  tlmt  the 
hon.  Member  could  ^vc1!  claim  the  charac- 
ter of  a  prophet  for  tiae  society  after  read- 
ing tho  raUonii^  oztrnot 

'The long-continued  and  Still  sxistinf  dspre!$< 
iloTi  of  the  "hippinsr  interest,  the  i)artiaT  prwiuc- 
tioit  .iiiU  gti-ni  aggnivation  of  Uij»lrcss  caused  by 
oontiuaal  changes  in  our  navigation  system,  the 
atttr  impossibility  of  the  suooesstol  mainienance 
of  ea  aafesirtoted  eompetitioo  with 
iMlin.  tit  gioM  iiiiaitlso  ef  the  fanpnitloB  of  p»* 


foreign  navi- 


tonnage  2,634.000.    In  1850  the  number 
of  s)iip!4  was  34,2Sl,  and  the  tonnage 
4,2.32.%^.         that  since  the  time  when 
that  c^vent  authontj,  the  '^^neral  Ship- 
owners' Society,  aiii»crted  that  the  trade 
was  irretrievably  ruined,  that  it  waa  for 
erer  doomed  and  destroyed,  and  that  it 
was  impossible  to  hold  out  against  foreign 
compet4tioft,  the  mercantile  tonnage  had  in- 
oroMed  more  than  1,500,000  tens.  Again, 
in  1830  the  ninnbor  of  registered  seamen 
was  L>1,S12;  whereas  in  1850  the  num- 
ber was  225.  ISO.    So  much  for  the  pro- 
dicUona  of  the  General  Shipovneri'  So- 
ciety as  to  the  vtter  ruin  and  deoaj  which 
bad  fallen  upon  their  trade.    IIo  would 
trouble  the  House  with  but  one  more  in- 
stance of  the  predictions  of  the  ghipowuers 
of  that  time,  and  it  waa  one  wmeh  he 
quoted  the  more  willingly,  because  it  re- 
ferred to  a  debate  iu  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
who  had  bronght  forwuti  the  Motion  to- 
night, and  who  at  the  period  in  question 
filled  the  ittuntiun  of  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  took  a  distinguished  part^ 
not  precisely  the  same  part  at  he  huA  taken 
on  this  occasion,  but  in  truth  it  was  one  of 
a  totally  fiijoHite  description.    At  that 
timo  a  very  worthy  Member  of  the  House, 
a  respectable  and  consistent  politician,  but 
not  iu  hit  (Mr.  Lahouehere  a)  opinion,  a 
high  authority  on  mercantile  affairs — he 
nioant  Mr.  Alderman  Waitlmian,  present- 
ed a  petition  from  the  shipowners  of  Lou- 
don, eetnptaining,  just  as  the  riglit  lien. 
Gentleman  had  done  to-night,  of  the  uttor 
ruin  and  decay  of  the  shipping  trade.  Mr. 
Alderman  Waitbmau  said — 

"  The  petitioners  ooinphitied  of  the  heavy  griev- 
ance they  suffered  from  being  obliged  to  enter  into 
oompetttion  with  the  ahipping  of  other  ootatrfet 
not  so  heavily  taxed  as  this  ooantry." 

He  then  quoted  from  the  petition 

"  Tbe  pethioners  Approach  ywr  honouraUe 
House,  to  rcprpsPTit  that  in  the  gwienil  distrwis 
which  aficcta  all  classes  of  tho  empire,  there  ex- 
ists none  more  intense  and  unmiti;:ated  th.-tn  thnt 
of  the  shipowDsrs,  aad  pray  that  the  Legislature 
will  ennt  thstt  tbtt  seeoenceBwnt  and  protse- 
tioa  from  for«^  ottspetition,  tht  wttfadrawal  tf 
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irbtcb,  by  the  alteration  in  the  natigation  and  co- 
lonial Uws,  and  entering  into  thotrenties  of  recipro- 
city, hATe  reduced  the  capital  of  yovu-  petiUooen  to 
nearly  one-half  ofits  former  valuo.and  hafervduoed 
freights  to  so  low  arato  as  not  to  leave  any  rcimi- 
n«ratioa  for  the  capital  of  yoar  petitioners,  cTen 
in  ita  «mi«i.h*ii  TftlW  [3  Bamamd,  xadr.  403.] 

And  aftanrardfl — 

"  Your  petitioners  aro  aware  tliat  the  coasting 
and  the  direct  colonial  trades  are  still  reserred  ; 
but  ftism  tUi  rewrre  Biitiflh  shipping  derives  no 
support  as  rcipirds  remuneration,  as  the  forei>:n 
tonnage  admitted  into  the  freight  market  levels  all 
froigltts  to  tlie  aHM  itandard  of  depression  ;  and 
80  pager  were  shipowners  to  escape  from  the  evils 
of  the  reciprocity  system  in  the  European  trades, 
that  tho  Indian  ami  all  other  seas  have  been  erowd- 
od  with  British  vesseU  in  search  of  employment, 
and  ihoiaiM  nrinoiit  «0iiMM)tiMM»M  baw  ftUowed 
to  the  most  distant  parta  of  the  globe."  [iMef.  4d6.  ] 

Really  this  was  very  like  the  picture  which 
the  right  hon.  Gcntlemaa  opposite  had 
drawn  to-night.  Not  only  the  Dome  trade, 
but  the  Indian  and  dtstsQt  trade,  was  nid 
to  be  ruined,  and  nothing  but  dtsaater  and 
loss  was  before  them  in  consequence  of  Mr. 
HuskisBon's  measures.  What  was  the  right 
bon.  Gentlemmn's  reply  f  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  read  a  Rtatetnent  showing  the 
increase  nf  tonnage  which  had  taken  place, 
and  suid  that  it  was  not  easy  to  suppose 
that  men  of  lenae  and  bueinesa  wentd  go 
on  investing  so  much  capital  in  a  trade 
that  was  decaying — which  was  in  fact  ut- 
terly ruined.  In  short,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman used  Tei7  much  tbe  same  sort  of 
arguments  as  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  should 
feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to  lay  before  the  House 
in  tho  course  of  bis  Bpcecli.  Tho  rif^ht 
bon.  Gentleman  had  quoted  to-nighi  irom 
Amerioan  Proteetionist  authorities  in  sup- 
port of  his  views.  America,  he  (Mr.  La- 
oouchero)  admitted,  contained  many  en- 
lightened statesmen,  whose  opinions  were 
TuoaUe  on  all  the  great  subjects  of  legis- 
lation; but  at  the  peiiod  in  question,  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  quoted  Americans  of 
a  different  school  trout  those  which  his  mo- 
dern baninga  led  bim  to  peruse.  Tbe  right 
bon.  Gendemao,  in  reply  to  ICr.  Aldennan 
Waithman,  said — 

' '  Ue  would  pursue  tiiis  sobjeot  bo  fiirther,  hut 
be  would  sCro^y  reooimnend  to  hon.  Members 

tho  perusal  of  Mr.  CamJn  i  long's  a«ln  i  rnT  l  '  report 
to  the  American  Congress  from  tho  Gouuaittce  on 
eeoimerce  and  navigation.  Aftar  desBriblng,  in 
the  most  able  and  perspir  tir  nT^  manner,  the  advan- 
ta^s  which  Great  Britain  liad  derived  frour.the 
adoption  of  a  liberal  commercial  policy,  the  report 
went  on  to  say.  '  These  fiindamental  changes  in 
ber  poliov  have  regenerated  the  British  empire, 
piveii  a  \\;  !e  range  to  lior  commerce,  and  an  ac- 
tive unpulse  to  her  power  and  reiM>uroes,  inAnitely 
more  beneficial  to  that  nation  than  any  question- 
Able  honour  she  might  have  aeqatred  in  an  a^ 

Mr»  Labovchere 


tempt  to  limit  the  bonndaries  of  an  empire  reach- 
ing through  half  the  longitude  of  the  globe,  or  in 
any  allianoe  to  perpetoate  tbe  dominion  of  an. 
wienlighteaed  and  absolute  GoTentment  ever  the 

coniitierco  of  nations  with  the  rich  coimtriea  cf 
the  Euxine."    [2  Hantard,  xxiv.  472.] 

Tbe  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman,  in  continua- 
tion, said — 

"Tie  bad,  tlierefore,  felt  it  necessary  to  call 
upon  the  Hooso  to  weigh  the  proofs  which, 
be  had  addoeed  of  the  inereasing  employineDt  and 

activity  of  our  shipping  with  the  assertions  of 
its  embarrassment  and  ruin.  Ho  wns  persuaded 
that  the  statement  which  he  had  made  would 
indispose  the  lIouFe  to  listen  in  future  to  vague  as- 
sertions hostile  to  our  commercial  policy."  iJbid.} 

It  would  be  bis  (Mr.  Lab6nebere*s)  duty 
to  lay  before  the  House  such  statements 

as  ho  trusted  wotdd  convince  the  House 
that  they  had  no  reason  to  regret  the 
course  they  had  pursued ;  that  wUle  they 
had  wisely  extended  the  general  commerce 
of  the  world,  while  they  had  fostered  nr-d 
encouraged  the  noble  art  of  shipbuilding 
a:id  the  shipping  trade  generally  in  every 
quarter  of  tne  world,  our  own  shipbuilders, 
shipowners,  and  sailors,  had  reaped  their 
full  share  of  this  n^eneral  benefit.  He  would 
endeavour  to  demonstrate,  in  tlie  first  place, 
the  general  extension  of  tbe  commeroe  of 
the  country  since  the  change  in  the  Nan- 
fixation  Laws.  He  would  then  show  that 
British  shipping  had  derived  its  full  share 
of  the  benefit  of  tbis  extension  of  their 
commerce.  And  lastly,  he  would  show 
that  British  shipbuilders  had  not  been  in- 
jured by  the  alteration  in  the  Navijration 
Laws  now  impugned  by  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman.  If  be  was  able  to  lay  before 
the  House  evidence  in  confirmation  of 
these  three  positions,  he  thonfrht  the 
House  would  agree  with  hun  that  they 
bad  no  reason  to  regret  the  policy  vbieb 
they  bad  adopted.  With  respect  to  the 
increase  of  the  general  commerce  of  the 
country,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  de- 
tain  the  House  at  any  length,  because  it 
was  not  pretended  that  the  general  oem> 
rnerce  had  suffered  from  the  change. 
Whnt  was  said  was,  that  the  foreign^ 
had  reaped  the  great  benefit  of  tbis  ezteo« 
sion,  and  that  the  benefit  of  the  consumer 
had  been  promoted  at  the  expense  of  the 
shipping  interest.  He  would  therefore  only 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  total 
employment  of  shipping,  both  British  and 
foreign,  in  the  forcif^n  trade  of  the  Tiiited 
Kingdom.  In  1848  the  total  tonnage  em- 
ployed in  the  foreign  trade  of  this  coun- 
try, boUi  inwards  and  outwards,  was 
10,630,698  :  in  1841  it  was  11,501,177; 
in  1860  it  was  12,020,674  ;  showing  aa 
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InoraaM  in  1850  orar  1848  cif  1,389,976, 

and  over  1849  of  519,497.  But  they  were 
told  that  that  increase  bad  been  purchased 
at  the  expense  of  their  oirn  shipping,  and 
lliat  thej  bad  been  foatering  the  foreign 
ahipovner  at  the  eipttita  of  the  British 
shipowner.  That  argument  was  made  to 
rest  almost  entirelj  upon  the  fact  of  there 
having  been  a  tnfling  ^mmiitioii  in  the 
employment  of  British  tonnage  in  the  year 
1850  as  compared  with  tho  year  1849. 
The  riLjht  lion.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ilcrrics) 
had  &aid  that  this  loss  had  gone  to  the 
gain  of  the  United  States;  but  what  would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  if  it  should 
turn  out  that  there  had  been  a  correspon- 
ding decrease  in  the  employment  of  the 
abipping  of  the  United  States  ?  On  the 
authority  of  the  United  States  Government 
they  found  it  stated  that  there  had  been  a 

Siaitive  decrease  in  the  national  tonnage, 
e  (Mr.  Labouchere)  should  not  only  be 
able  to  show  that  that  was  the  case,  but 
lie  should  show  also  that  there  had  been 
a  new  source  of  trade  thrown  open,  which 
bad  occupied  a  greater  quantity  of  British 
shipping  elsewhere  than  the  amount  of  any 
decrease  that  had  taken  place  in  the  eni- 
j)loynieiit  of  Britisli  shippinn;;  in  our  own 
colonies.  lie  would  proceed  to  demon- 
strate these  two  propositions.  The  in- 
crease which  had  taken  place  in  British 
shipping  outwards  in  the  year  1850,  as 
compared  with  the  year  1849,  was 
198,582  tons,  and  the  decrease  of  Brit- 
ish shipping  inwards  during  the  same 
period  m:v^  'Vii.S.'U  tons  —  making  tlie 
balance  ot  loss  113,000  tons.  That  was 
the  whole  amount  of  loes  between  the 
years  1849  and  1850.  Bat  those  who  con- 
.«.idercd  the  altered  circumstances  brought 
about  by  the  change  of  the  law,  would  not 
be  surprised  at  this  result.  Ships  that 
formerly  left  the  British  ports,  and  whieh, 
111  many  instances,  returned  home  in  bal- 
last, were  now,  since  the  repeal  of  the 
Ifavigatiou  Laws,  profitably  employed  in 
other  eoontries.  That  womd  at  onee  ae- 
count  for  the  deficiency  which  so  much 
alarmed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
would,  he  was  sure,  be  some  consolation 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  know  that 
he  had  returns  for  the  last  six  months, 
which  showed  that  thev  were  fast  bringing 
up  their  leeway,  even  in  this  particular. 
By  nn  account  for  the  sii  months  ending 
on  the  5th  of  July,  1850,  and  the  six 
months  ending  the  5th  of  Tnly,  1851,  the 
amount  of  I'rifi-^h  Flii[i[;iiig  cntcrf^fl  in- 
wards, c;&ciui)ivc  uf  shijps  m  baikut,  fur 


the  first  period  wm  1,600,000  tons,  and 
for  the  year  1851  nas  1.700,000  tons; 
and  for  the  same  period  of  six  months  the 
amount  of  British  shipping  entered  out- 
wards m  1850  was  1,977,000  tons,  and 
in  1851  the  amonat  was  2.090,000  tons, 
making  an  increase  in  the  first  six  months 
of  1851  beyond  the  corresponding  six 
months  of  1850,  of  about  113,000  tons. 
He  had  a  similar  retnm  of  thecoinpiu-ative 
increase  for  the  same  two  periods  of  foreign 
shippinir.  He  ^vould  now  proceed  to  show 
what  had  been  the  case  with  regard  to  the 
shipping  of  the  United  States.  By  the 
returns  it  would  appear  that  there  had 
been  a  similar  decrease  in  the  amount  of 
tonnage  in  the  shipping  of  the  United 
States  as  had  taken  plaee  in  the  Britiah 
ports  with  regard  to  Britiah  shipping.  By 
the  trade  mid  rmvlgation  accounts  of  the 
United  IS  tales  ot  America  for  the  year  to  the 
5th  of  June,  1850,  it  appeared  therewere — 

nmUSS  INWA.RDS. 

Uidied  Sutos  ships.    Fordgn  ships. 

To  Tons.  Tons. 

6tli  .Tune,  1849...  2,7.V3,724    1,675,709 

5th  June,  1860...  2,m»m    h72S,'tH 


1850.     120.950  Tnrrrnse, 


CLB&aAKCKS  OUIWAHU0. 

United  SutM  iliipa.  FcveigB  ships. 

To  Tons.  Tons. 

6th  June,  1849...  2.668,321    1,710,515 

6tik  J«D»,  1850...  2,078.010    1,7Y5^>< 


Decrease,  1850  .  85,805  Inersass...  08,108 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  had  expressed 

much  darm  at  the  number  of  foreign  ships 
which  oanic  into  this  country;  but  it  was 
thus  sliowu  that  British  ships  had  returned 
the  visita  of  those  foreign  Tessels,  and  that 
this  country  had  had  the  same  advantage 
with  regard  to  foreii^n  ports,  which  other 
countries  had  had  with  regard  to  the  British 
ports.  This  being  the  ease,  it  miffhtheaaked, 
who  had  been  the  gainers  by  we  alteration 
of  the  Navi;;ation  Laws  ?  Uis  answer  was, 
not  that  this  country  had  gained  at  the  ex- 

t)cuse  of  any  other  country,  not  that  JBnc- 
and  had  gained  at  the  expenae  of  the 
United  States,  or  the  United  States  cit  the 
expense  of  England,  hut  that  ail  natious 
had  been  gainers  by  the  removal  of  these 
absurd  restrictions,  which  were  profitable 
no  one;  that  the  gail«ral  commerce  of  the 
world  hnJ  1  en  expanded  and  improved  by 
the  new  system;  and  that  those  ships  that 
need  fonnerly  to  aaal  abont  in  hallaat  were 
now  profitably  employed  to  the  equal  bene» 
fit  of  all  countries.  There  was  a  docu- 
ment which  had  often  been  adverted  to  as 
a  test  of  the  state  of  one  portion  of  oar 
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mereantile  ]>rosperity,  he  mcfintfiB  aeeonntj  to  ib«  Boose  on  tho  culgoet.   H«  cooM 

of  till'  Sound  dues,  which        always  ad-  only  show  .*nme  feir  mstnnces  of  the  im- 


niittc'd  as  affording  a  vfrr  suffificnt  tc?t  in 
regard  to  the  Balt'te  trade,  lie  held  in  his 
hond  ft  statement  of  the  number  and  ton- 
nage of  vessels  which  passed  the  Sound, 
distinguishing  British  and  foreign,  and 
showing  the  proportion  the  British  tonnage 
bore  to  the  total  in  each  year,  from  1820 
to  1849.  hot  he  would  only  refer  to  the 
last  throf*  years.  In  1848,  1849,  and 
1850,  there  had  been  more  Briti?*h  ships 
employed  in  the  Baltic  trade  than  at  any 
fbraer  period.  He  fomid  that  the  propor- 
tion of  British  ships  to  foreign  ships  was 
larger  in  those  ycnrs,  not  only  with  reprJ^rd 
to  the  great  trade  of  the  world,  but  with 
regard  to  the  Bsltie  trade,  whieh  was  a 
peculiar  subject  of  anxiety  with  some, 
though  lie  believed  there  wn;?  no  reason  to 
apprehend  that  any  injury  had  been  done 
to  the  British  merchant  by  the  recent  al- 
terations in  regard  to  that  branch  of  trade. 
Ho  found,  for  instance,  lli.it  in  1832  the 
j»roporti()n  of  British  shipping  to  foreign 
shipping  was  324  out  of  1,000;  the  toUl 
ten H Age  which  passed  the  Sound  being, 
British  592.833  tons,  and  foreign  1 ,237,878. 
The  proportion  of  British  shipping  to  total 
shippiug  in  1848  was  43S  out  of  1,000;  in 
1849  it  was  398  out  of  UOOO;  andin  1850 
It  was  391  out  of  1,000;  being  a  small 
diminution  from  the  proportion  in  the  year 
1849.  Britisl)  tonnage  in  the  same  period 
was,  in  1848.  1,157,000  tons;  in  1849  it 
mM  1,183.000  tons;  in  1850,  1,939,000 
tons.  He  held  In  his  hand  an  account  of 
the  East  India  and  China  Association,  and 
the  tonnage  cleared  within  the  limitji  of 
the  East  India  Charter  was,  in  1848.  in- 
wards. .387,000  tons;  outwards,  453.000. 
In  1849,  inwards,  406,000  tons;  outwards, 
522,000.  In  1850,  inwards,  442.000; 
ootwards,  562.000  tons,  being  an  increase 
of  nearly  25  per  cent.  Tie  thought  it  was 
plain  therefore,  that,  far  from  British  ships 
having  being  driven  out  of  the  East  India 
trade,  they  were  at  present  pursuing  a 
flottrishtng  business  in  that  department  of 
commerce.  He  now  cnmo  tn  a  vrrv  Im- 
portant part  of  this  subject,  which  tiie  right 
noQ.  Gentleman  had  passed  over  altoge- 
ther. The  right  faon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  attach  scarcely  any  importance  to  what 
lie  (Mr.  Labouchorcj  conceived  to  be  en- 
titled to  the  greatest  consideration,  namely, 
the  new  channels  of  trade  which  had  been 
opened  to  British  enterprise  by  fho  change 
in  the  iVavignfinn  !.a\T«.  llo  wno,  not  in 
a  condition  to  produce  complete  statistics  .  were  i 
Mi'.  Labouchere  * 


portant  benefits  which  had  been  conferred 
upon  British  shipping  by  the  new  trades 
that  had  been  thrown  open  to  it.  He  had 
some  accounts  from  the  United  Stateaupoa 

this  subject,  whicli  he  was  the  more  nn Tin-is 
to  quote  l)ecause  he  thought  the  jealousy 
of  the  right  hou.  Gentlenmn  was  directed 
almost  entirely  agamst  the  United  States, 
who  were  undoubtedly  our  most  formidablo 
rivals.  It  appeared  from  the  return  in  his 
hands  that  in  the  first  six  months  of  the 
year  1890,  213  British  ships,  of  68,009 
tons  burden,  entered  foreign  ports  from  a 
third  country — thus  taking  new  voyages, 
which  they  could  not  have  done  before  the 
doing  away  with  those  absurd  and  a&t>> 
quaMd  restrictions.  The  British  shipping 
accounts  in  t!ie  ports  of  the  United  States 
alone  showed  an  increase  more  than  corre- 
sponding with  the  decrease  which  had  beStt 
made  so  much  of  by  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man. The  British  Consul  at  Philadelphia, 
in  a  despatch  of  the  12th  of  .May.  \S5l, 
stated  that  out  of  1 1 1  British  ships  entet  iag 
the  port  in  1850,  eighteen  came  tnm  a 
third  countr}',  which  they  could  not  have 
done  before  the  repeal  of  the  NavitrAtion 
Laws,  In  the  first  four  months  of  1 851 ,  oat 
ofliftj  British  Tosselsenteriog  Philatdelphis, 
fifteen  brought  cargoes  from  foreign  ports, 
namely,  Ctiba,  Porto  Rtco,  Pernambuoo^ 
Cadiz,  and  Palermo.    He  added — 

"  Vessels  from  British  America,  which.  After 
disposing  of  their  cargoes  of  tUh  In  tlie 

Imiios,  srfnt'r.-illy  c.ami'  to  this  coitntry  in  htlH'.-t, 
now  bring  sugar  au«l  moUiscfl,  and  iliau.  recurs 

hsnswsids  wkk  esi^foss  ef  brsadsluA." 

He  thought  the  House  would  at  ones  set 

how  important  the  new  trade  was  which 
had  been  given  to  the  Britisli  sliinpini^,  by 
doing  away  with  the  absurd  restrictions 
upon  our  trading  with  the  United  SItatss. 
He  conM  multlp!}  cases,  but  he  considered 
it  unnecessary  for  liiin  to  do  so.  He  could 
read  accounts  from  Hong-Kong,  Australia, 
and  .fhim  other  parts  of  the  world;  bat 
he  should  refrain  ironi  troubling  the 
House  with  them  :  one  word,  however, 
he  must  say  about  Calilornia.  But 
for  the  change  in  the  Navigation  Lews 
our  commerce  would  have  been  put  in  « 
most  invidi(»u8  position  In  regai^d  to  that 
country ;  not  only  with  i-cspect  to  oor 
direct  trade  with  Calilornia,  but  as  it 
aflTected  the  grent  utoeks  of  goods  pos- 
sessed Ipy  British  subjoets  in  that  uewly- 
fniinr'd  State.  The  Brrri<h  sliips  which 
in  the  port  of  iSan  I'rancisco,  aJ«l 
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the  vast  qimntity  of  goods  belonging  to 
our  merchants  there,  would  have  been 
jeopardised  if  this  country  hi^-d  not  relaxed 
her  Navigation  Laws.  Again,  with  l  egard 
to  vbo  effects  pruduccd  ou  tlie  interests  ot 
Atwtrafia,  lie  saw  it  etatedie  a  Califomlan 
newspaper  tliat  in  the  short  space  of  one 
month  no  less  than  eighteen  ships  had 
mrivrd  from  Au«>traiia  witli  cargoes  for 
Sail  Francisco.  Tliis  was  in  itsdf  a  very 
iroportnnft  opening  to  BrhtsH  oommerce, 
and  he  hoped  the  Ilouse  would  consider 
th!<«  statement  before  it  listened  to  the 
arnrutnents  of  the  right  hon.  (jentlcmun, 
and  come  to  the  eonduston  that  the  reeent 
measures  of  tiic  GovemnieDt  Jtad  been  M 
»1!  injurious  to  Brifisli  cnmnicree  niTtl  Brit 
ish  shipping.  The  right  hon.  Gentiernnn 
had  laid  great  stress  upon  the  fall  that 
had  taken  place  in  freights;  bnt  if  the 
right  Ison*  Gentleman  would  look  back  he 
wouid  see  that  freights  had  been  gradually 
falliog  for  a  number  of  years  past;  and 
that  even  if  a  loss  shottld  aecrue  to  the 
shipowners,  jet  if  upon  the  whole  it  \vas 
for  the  general  benefit,  he  thought  the 
niensarc  which  produced  such  n  result 
ought  not  to  be  impugned.  But  he  would 
lemhid  the  House  fnrtber,  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  ehange  in  tlie  Navigation 
Lav.-g,  the  shipowners  could  afford  a  reduc- 
tion in  freights,  fur  tliey  were  no  longer 
obliged  to  send  their  ships  round  half  the 
world  in  ballast,  when  of  eourao  freights 
were  charged  at  a  rate  to  pay  for  this  loss 
of  time;  but  now  thit  vessels  were  allow- 
ed to  carry  cargoes  from  one  port  or  one 
country  to  another,  this  loss  was  no  longer 
incurred,  and  the  freights  could  afford  to 
be  lowered.  The  cost  of  shipbuilding  had 
also  considerably  decreased,  lie  bchl  in 
his  baud  a  document  furnished  to  hitu  by 
4  shipowner  of  high  respeetabi'lity,  stating 
the  cii?t  of  building  a  snip  in  Sunderland 
in  J  847,  and  tlie  cost  of  building  one  in 
the  year  1S."51.  By  that  statement  it  ap- 
peared that  an  A  1  ship  built  for  twelve 
years  eoet  at  Sunderland,  in  1847,'  18Z.  a 
ton,  and  in  1851,  14/.  lOf.  a  ton;  and 
that  there  was  a  con'ospon'^ir  j  reduc- 
tion in  the  cost  of  building  ships  of  an 
hiferior  deseriptfdii.  Havhig  thns  attempt- 
sd  to  |iroTe~->fimt,  that  the  general  in- 
tcrcpts  of  commerce  had  not  suffered  from 
the  alteration  of  the  law;  and,  secondly, 
that  tho  British  shipowners  had  not  suf- 
fered—he would  now  proceed  to  the  third 
■od  jmy  important  part  of  the  subject 
"^namely,  the  case  of  the  British  ship- 
^Mdlder.   He  thought  the  present  state  of 


the  thipbiiildlng  Interest  not  only  showed 
that  there  was  no  danger  of  the  noble  art 

of  shipbuilding  being  banished  from  our 
shores,  but  iartlicr.  it  proved  that  tlio 
shipping  interest  could  not  be  in  a  state  of 
ruin  and  decay.  They  had  be«i  told  i^g^ain 
and  again  that  (he  British  shipowner  would 
purchase  foreign-built  ships  as  being 
cheaper  than  British-built  vessels.  All  he 
could  any  upon  this  subject  was,  that  since 
the  British  shipowner  had  been  free  to 
buy  and  to  build  his  ships  in  any  port.of 
the  world  he  chose,  no  more  than  10,000 
tons  of  foreign  ships  were  registered  in 
1850;  and  that  during  the  first  three 
months  of  1851  no  moro  than  511  tons 
bad  been  registered.  So  that  the  number 
of  foreign  vessels  built  or  owned  bv  Eng- 
lifihmef)  was  positively  ilecreaeing.  So 
muefa  with  regard  to  the  TJnited'Kingdom. 
What  was  the  case  with  regard  to  our 
colonies  ?  in  1850  about  HJMM)  torr^  of 
forcign-butlt^hips  were  registered;  ot  tiicae 
'one^half  were  nt  Bfalta.  And^why  did  fhe 
Maltese  purchase  foreign  ships?  Simply 
because  iVLalta  was  not  a  favourable  plaoe 
for  shipbuilding,  and  because  they  eould 
obtaiti  them  more  easily  from  their  Greek 
and  Italian  neighbonrs. 

An  Hex.  MEMBER  here  moved  timit 
the  House  be  counted,  and  stranger«  wf^re 
ordereil  to  withdraw,  but  it  was  ibuod  tCiat 
forty  Members  were  present. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERB  resumed,  ^e 
had  taken  some  pains  to  inquire  into  the 
brao'^h  of  the  subject  to  which  he  wag 
roferrtng  when  the  interraption  took  place, 
and  he  Tcntored  to  assert,  wi^ont  Ktr  of 
contradiction,  that,  generally  speaking 
the  building  and  repairing  business  was  in 
a  8taite  of  great  and  unusual  activity.  By 
a  return  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  he 
found  that  the  number  of  ships  bntlt  aniid 
registered  in  ikb  United  Kingdom  in  1848 
was  847,  measuring  122,U00  tone;  ia 
1849  the  number  built  was  7iH),  the  ton- 
nage 117,000;  in  1850  the  number  waa 
689.  and  the  tonnage  1S3,000.  The  re- 
torn  from  which  be  was  reading  furnished 
an  explanation  of  the  circomstanee  for 
which  the  right  hon.  Genrtleman  had  pro- 
fessed hirasen  unable  to  account,  namely, 
the  deci'eaeed  nmnrbeiMyf  ships  registered 
n*^  T^lnvrVp,  The  return  showed,  that  al- 
thougii  ill'  iiijniber  of  ships  built  last  year 
was  less  than  in  previous  years,  tho  aver- 
age amount-of  tonnage  < was  larger.  The 
average  tonnage  of  each  ship  registered  in 
1848  was  145;  in  l5>4y  it  was  161;  and 
in  1850  it  waa  194.    Take  tho  case  of 
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Sunderland — -the  greatest  sliipbullding  port  From  this  It  will  he  seen  that  shipbuilding 
in  the  worM.  Xo  one  connected  with  or  i  has  thrtvfln  during  the  year  just  cloaod,  in 
knowing  anything  of  Sunderland,  would  an  unprecedented  degree.  In  couse<^ueuce 
deaj  that  during  the  Ust  year  the  ship-  of  eomplaiDts  whieh  had  been  nade  r»> 
bnilding  business  there  had  been  in  a  state  j  specttng  the  shipbuilding  trade  ef  the  port 
of  unprecedented  activity.  It  was  a  fact  ,  of  London,  the  Surveyor  General  of  the 
that  in  1850  there  had  been  more  ships  Customs  had  been  directed  to  obtain  as 


built  at  Sunderland,  and  better  built,  than 
at  any  period  since  it  was  a  shipbuilding 

port.    In  proof  of  the  correctness  of  that 


accurate  information  as  he  oould  on  die 
subject.  On  application  being  made  to 
the  shipbuilders  by  that  officer,  tlicy  all, 


Statement,  he  would  read  an  article  pub-  with  one  exception,  rea  lily  supplied  him 


lished  in  a  respectable  local  paper,  which, 
of  oourse,  would  not  venture  to  baaard 

unfounded  assertions  that  would  meet  with 

contradiction  on  the  instant  : — 

"Our  local  readers  will  bo  glad  to  see,  from 
the  aoeottoti  of  tbe  shipboilding  of  the  port 

•which  wc  publish  holow,  that  year  1950  has  not 
brought  that  ruin  to  the  trade  which  we  were  led 
toantieipatefrom  tbe  propbeoieiof  Mr.  Riehmond 

and  those  who  took  tho  same  lugubrious  view  of 
tlio  coii.soqiKMices  oi  rep<ja 1 1 1 1  the  Navigation 
Law!4.  On  tlio  contrary,  the  vf.ir  1860  exhibits  a 
large  increase  in  tho  number  of  ships  and  amount 
of  tonnai:<^  over  any  oi'  thu  last  tcu  years.  We 
find  an  increase  not  very  far  short  of  10.000  tons 
over  1818,  and  one  of  upwards  of  15,000  over 
1S48.  And,  along  with  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  vrsscls  built  on  the  Wear,  we 
majr  point  with  pride  to  their  daily  improv- 
tnf  wiaraeter,  both  as  reepeete   model  and 

tonnage.  Sunderland  eliips  are  apprteiated  out 
of  port,  and  almost  as  many  were  disposed  of 
during  1850  out  of  Sunderland  aa  in  it.  wo  bare 
heard  of  sailing  feats  of  Sumlorland  cmft  that  arc 
equal  to  anything  that  has  been  achifvcd  by  tbe 
orasks  of  London  or  the  Isle  of  Wight  yards. 
And  we  have  no  foar  that  with  continue  l  ittfri 
tiun  on  the  part  of  our  buiidors  to  the  (|uaiuie!i 
of  their  stuff  and  the  perfection  of  their  models. 


with  fall  the  information  in  their  power. 
The  following  was  a  sommarj  of  the  b* 
fonnation  giTen  by  the  afaipbnildeni : — 

"  Rptum  of  sca-goins;  vessels  built  in  the  port 
of  London  in  1848,  1849,  1850,  as  given  by  the 
proprietors  of  yards  (with  tbe  exception  ot  <>ne 
who  refused).  This  statement  includes  thos*,-  built 
on  foreign  account,  which  are  not  rc-gistered.  itua 
lost  branch  of  boauiess  is  fiwt  inonaaing, 
oiaUj  in  iron  steamiirs:— 

Ships.  Tonnage. 

1846    Iron    3    1,354 

—  „....  Wood..*...   7  3*088 


1848 


1850 


Total      ...     10  4,442 

...  Iron    7    1.654 

...  Wood          10    5,703 


Total      ...      17  7.S57 

....  Iron    lo    4,iHi3 

...  Wood         17   9,985 


Total     ...     88  14,497 
We  used,  it  was  true,  to  talk  of  lbs 
wooden  walls  (jf  Old  England,  but  we 

should  soon  find  it  necessary  to  boast  of 
lier  iron  walls,  fur  that  metal  was  fa*t  Stt- 
SunderUod  wiU  bold  her  own  with  any  shijSl '  P^^rseding  wood  both  in  the  mercantile 


ing  port  of  th«  world.    Of  course  alarmists  will 

point  to  the  increase  in  the  shiplniibiini,'  of  New 
Vork  in  1850,  and  will  at  once  claim  tbe  differ- 
enee between  the  88,09S  tont  launched  hi  1849.  and 
the  51,536 launched  in  IJTjf),  as  duo  to  the  encou< 
ragoment  to  American  buildmg  and  the  dtioou- 
ragement  of  British,  caused  by  the  repeal  of  the 
navigation  laws.  Unfl^rttinatoly  for  this  theory, 
Now  York  is,  uf  all  our  rivals,  the  one  where  the 
seat  of  shipbuilding  most  nearly  equals  that  in 
our  own  ports.  Indeed,  Tvith  sueh  a  reduction  in 
timber  as  we  trust  to  see  at  no  dij^taut  day, 
wo  eould  build  cheaper  here  than  at  New  York 


naval  nuurine.   It  might  be  said,  too,  thsk 

many  of  the  yessels  referred  to  in  the  do- 
cument which  ho  had  read  were  built  not 
for  our  merchants,  but  for  foreigners  and 
great  companies  who  were  under  eootnet 
to  carrj  the  mails.  That  objection  migbt 
have  some  weight  if  .applied  to  the  ca>(>  of 
shipowners,  hut  it  had  none  when  directed 
to  the  case  of  shipbuilders.  Foreigners  and 
great  companies  would  go  where  thej  eeoU 
get  their  ships  built  at  the  cheapest  rate. 


But  the  increase,  both  on  this  and  tha  other  tide  ^  If  they  could  get  them  made  more  cheaply 
of  tho  Atlaatio,  is  really  attHbutahte  to  a  Tery  ,     ^ew  York  or  Bremen  than  in  the  tlrdd 

much  more  encouragmsr  reason  ;  ami  that  isi  the        mi.  ^i.  u  -  1^ 

gruat  activity  of  ooinmerce.coMOQuent,  in  a  prin-  Thames,  thev  would  go  to  the  fwM 
cipal  degree,  oa  tho  tvpeal  of  nstrietive  laws  and  I  places.    It  onght  to  be  deemed  a  grali^- 


tho  opening  of  new  marl 

Then  follnweil  !i  statement  of  tho  ships  huilt 

at  Sunderhuid  during  the  last  tour  years  : — 

Launched.  Aggregate 
htocks.  Tonnage. 
January  1, 1847  ...  89,018  ...  29,670  ...  C8,dsd 

—  1848  ...  88,840  ...  16,710  ...  52,359 

—  1849  ...  38.086  ...  23,8m  ...  C  1,975 
^      1860  ..  61,626  ...  28,5 Its  ...  80|042 

Now  on  tbs  sfeosks ......  92,009 

£a(otMftar« 


laces. 

ing  fact  that  our  shipbuilders  were  cm- 
ployed  not  only  to  supply  our  own  com- 
merce with  Tesselsp  but  to  build  for  to- 
reigncrs  wbo  came  to  tUb  comtry  as  the 
cheapest  roarbet.  It  was,  therefore,  cTt- 
dent  that  we  needed  not  to  dread  competi- 
tion in  tho  article  of  shij'lmiUling'.  Not 
only  had  a  greater  umuunt  of  tonnage 

been  turned  rat  last  year,  but  tbe  ib$e 
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boilt  were  of  better  quality  than  formerly. 
From  all  sides  he  received  accounts  of  in- 
creased science  bcintj  applied  to  tl-e  Iniild- 
ing  of  ships — of  etiorts  made  to  obtain  the 
best  workmen,  and  of  general  im]»rove- 
ment  in  the  business.  A  letter,  bearing 
on  this  point,  written  hv  a  most  respect- 
able shipowner  of  Livetpuoi,  bad  been  put 
into  hu  bands  by  a  Member  of  the  House, 
and  he  would  take  the  liberty  of  reading  a 
passage  from  it : — 

"  Speaking  generally,  wo  fancy  that  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  the  repeal  has  given  an  immense 
impt'tiis  to  the  trnde.  A  convk-tioii  has  become 
general  ibat  if  the  Enjflish  builder  is  to  maintain 
Ut  piMttion,  h«  mnst  hold  it  hf  ueaaa  of  Mrientille 
application.  Th<^  •  Rule  of  Thumb'  was  prcvimisly 
aioHWt  tiw  only  role  aukaowledged  in  a  »hip- 
fui.  A  vast  deal  more  attention  !•  now  given 
to  the  finurcfs  of  mrithrmntical  and  mechanical 
kuowledgt!,  and  tliat  isi  taking  piace  which  in  this 
country  acvmn  always  the  sign  of  the  ohn  ation  of 
a  tni-le  or  profession,  namely,  the  applicatioir^o 
it  of  ihf)  cHlucatiKl  and  higher  classes.  But  a 
700*  or  two  ago,  n  Nliipbuildcr  was  looked  upon 
as  a  mere  mecbaDic.  All  that  seems  suddenly 
chanired,  and  it  it  a  curious  thing  to  see  how 
many  ot'  the  educated  cinssea  are  just  now  seek- 
iag  out  the  means  of  making  their  children  into 
tUplNdLdm.'* 

He  now  eame  to  the  only  part  of  the  right 
hon.  G.?ntlcn)an*s  speech  which  really  ap- 
plied to  tlie  Motion.  For  lie  must  remark 
that  a  ^reat  portion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman t)  speech  had  little  or  no  reference 
to  the  Motion  which  be  had  brought  for^ 
^^n].  Supposing  the  shipping  interest 
were  actually  suffering  as  the  right  hon. 
^entlcmem  represented  them  to  be,  the 
obfioQs  coarse  to  take  would  bo  the  rever- 
ttl  of  tlie  policy  recently  adopted.  Before, 
however,  .'Iraling  with  the  question  of  re- 
ciprocity, he  must  l^e  j)erinitted  to  observe  i 
tliat  it  was  unfair  to  exclude  altogether 
from  the  consideration  of  this  question  the 
cviU  which  had  been  averted  as  well  as  the 
benefits  obtained  by  tlic  courKe  of  com- 
mercial policy  recently  adopted.  The 
right  Hon.  Gentleman  mvst  be  aware  that 
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Btntc  of  our  commeroe  if  Sweden,  Prussia, 

tbo  German  States,  and  Russia  had  adopt- 
ed retaliatory  measures  towards  us?  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleuiau  believe  that  the 
loss  of  the  indirect  trade  with  the  northern 
ports,  would  have  been  but  of  trifling  con- 
sequence to  us  ?  What  was  the  state  of  tlie 
law  before  the  change  took  place  ?  We 

Srevented  Prussian  and  Russian  ships  from 
ringing  sugar  from  Rio  to  this  country, 
while  those  great  Powers  allowed  English 
vessels  to  carry  sugar  from  Rio  to  St. 
Petersburgh  and  IJiautsic.  Prussia  told  us 
she  would  adopt  retaliatory  measures,  and 
Russia  intimated  that  she  would  take  the 
same  course  as  soon  as  our  treaty  with  her 
expired;  and  it  liad  only  two  years  to  run. 
It  was  a  mere  shirking  of  the  question  not 
to  take  these  matters  into  eonsideratioQ. 
It  could  not  be  concealed  that  the  time 
had  arrived  when  we  were  called  upon  by 
matters  of  self<intcreat  even  to  adopt  a 
more  liberal  course  of  policy,  and  not  to 
wait  a  few  years,  and  then  be  driven  re- 
luctantly to  resort  to  it  by  the  retaliatory 
proceedings  of  foreign  countries.  Let  the 
House  now  sec  what  had  followed  on  the 
rehutation  of  the  Navigation  Laws.  An 
attempt  had  been  made  to  make  the  most 
(if  every  refusal  of  reciprocity ;  but  no  man 
could  look  at  the  whole  question  without 
seeing  that  enormous  progress  had  been 
made.  With  all  the  great  maritime  na* 
tions  of  the  world  thoy  were  now  on  a  foot- 
ing of  substantial  <  r|U!ility.  The  Baltic 
Powers  bad  got  rid  of  their  restrictions. 
[Mr.  HsttBlBS :  Thcj  have  nothing  to  give 
us  in  return*]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  that  tho55o  Powers  had  nothing  to 
give  us;  but  they  had  a  good  deal  to  take 
away,  and  they  would  huvo  done  so  if  wo 
had  not  averted  the  dangei-  by  the  wise 
and  dignified  course  we  adopted.  As  re* 
garded  Holland,  we  had  obtained  impor- 
laiit  advantages,  the  Dutch  Government 
having:  placed  our  vessels  on  the  same 


It  would  have  been  impossible  for  us  to  re-  ,  footing  as  their  own  generally.    It  was 


main  in  the  position  we  occupied  before  the 
change  in  the  Navigation  Laws.  It  was 
as  necessary  for  our  own  interest  that  tho 
Navigation  Laws  should  be  repealed  in 
1849  as  it  was  to  make  the  great  change 
m  o!ir  commercial  code  effected  by  Mr. 
Uuski^son  upwards  of  twenty  years  previ- 
Wttly,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  treat  the  Uireats  held  out  hy  Prussia 
and  other  ft)reign  countries  to  retaliate 
a  restrictive  i^ystem  on  us  if  wo  had  per- 
sisted in  maimtaining  ours,  as  an  imma- 


true,  as  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  ob- 
served, there  existed  a  monopoly  in  Hol- 
land called  the  "  Maatschappij,"  but  there 
was  reason  to  believe  that  the  Butch  Go< 
vernment  would  be  glad  to  get  rid  of  it. 
A  short  time  since  a  letter  appeared  in  tho 
Times,  written  by  the  gentleman  whom 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  named,  Mr. 
Lindsay,  in  which  "  Maatschappij  "  was 
treated  of.  It  was  trae  that,  greatly  to 
his  surprise,  he  saw  another  letter  from 
Mr.  Lindsay  in  the  Times,  in  which  he 


terial  afair;  but  irhal  would  have  been  the  ^  complained  bitterly  of  the  Maatschappij,  '* 


Digitized  by  Google 


1427  Omtom  {COMIIONB} 

becatiMt  in  lits  prevtous  lettof ,  b«  spoico  of 

\t  as  injurious  only  to  Holland.  Mr.  Lind- 
say, in  his  first  letter,  clearly  p'jiuted  out 
th©  evil  efl'ects  of  monopoly.    lie  said  — 


"To  encourage  the  couttlrucuua  of  vc'i»»eU  &uic- 
ed  to  the  trade  between  that  country  and  their 
Tftluablo   colony,  Java,  tlio  Diitcli  I'ast  India 
Company  imposed  high  differential  duties,  and 
gare  a  bonus  in  the  ihapo  ot"  cxorhitant  freight* 
in  &Toiir  of  veeaels  MOOMtraoted.   'i  lie  country, 
«f  0<Nine,  fHiM  (br  this,  and  in  thu  progress  of 
time  tlie  5lii(>fnviii'r»  tliMn^flvcs.  wlui  derived  tlie 
suppoied  benefits,  were  thcprinciu.il  contributors, 
u  tAmot^  every  nan  fn  IIotljiM  hmi  beeeme  a 
ehipomior.  At  last  »o  many  vesacl!!  wore  crcMtr.l, 
that  the  company  were  compelled  Ui  rcJiio-  thetr 
orifinal  standard  rate  of  freight  full  ohl-ImIC  and 
even  at  the  reduoed  rate,  which  is  now,  I  helifvo. 
abodttf/.  10*.  ■per  ton,  the  sMpownera  are  obliged 
to  keep  their  vt-siNi-l's  in  port  often  \'2  hih!  18 
months  before  it  i«  their  '  turn  '  to  be  employed. 
The  eonsequeoeee  are  apparent.   The  eensomer 
complains  at  having  to  pay  6/.  10*.  per  ton  fur  fiis 
sugar  and  coflV-e,  when  it  might  bo  brought  to  hiui 
for  SI.  10*.    The  shipowner  complains  at  having 
to  wait  18  months,  and  aaii  his  ship  12  months, 
ia  all  two  years  and  a  half,  before  he  can  cam 
61  10*.,  when,  with  an  open  trade,  he  might  earn 
twice  31,  ]0«.  in  loss  time.    I  need  not  remark 
that  aneh  a  state  of  thinga  eaimot  long  exist,  even 
in  Holland,  wedded,  as  the  excellent  people  fi' 
that  country  are,  to  old  prejudieoB  and  customs. " 

Since  the  repenl  of  the  Navii^ation  Laws, 
we  had  made  on  advantu^cuua  treaty  with 
Sardinia— a  treaty  equally  beneficial  to 
botli  coiitrncting  parties,  as  a  comniercia) 
ti  caty  ouLrlit  to  he.  It  was  n  treaty  worthy 
of  tlie  distintjuished  statesman  who  was  at 
present  at  tlie  bead  of  affiiirs  in  Sardinia, 
and  whose  enlightened  policy  both  with 
rc^poct  to  commerce  and  with  rcspoct  tn 
general  atfairs,  was  calculated  to  be  of  great 
benefit  to  his  country.    By  it  ve  obtain- 
ed not  only  reciprocity  as  n^rded  our 
phipping,  T)ut  admission  for  our  manu- 
factures at  low  rates  of  duty  into  Sardinia. 
He  iras  told  that  the  United  States  had 
completely  taken  ns  in,  because,  forsooth, 
they  had  not  tlironn  open  to  British  ehipa 
the  trade  between  the  ca^trrn  ports  of  the 
Union  and  the  ports  of  California.  Now 
he  would  speak  frankly  to  the  House.  lie 
thought  it  would  have  been  worthy  of  a 
great  country  like  the  rnitod  States  not 
to  sUvuU  upon  technicalities,  and  to  distin- 
gnish  betwreen  the  coasting  trade  and  voy- 
ages  of  aoch  great  length  as  that  to  Cali- 
fornia; hut  at  the  sntno  timo  lio  mu5;t  ad- 
mit there  were  great  difficulties  in  the  way, 
and  it  was  not  like  the  other  conventions, 
which  c  iiKl  be  made  by  an  act  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government,  but   it  woulil  have 
required  an  application  to  r'oii'TOss  fur  <ir» 
aet  which  would  have  been  at  variance  1  d 
3tr.  Labwehere  ^ 


with  the  general  policy  of  tbe  TJnion.  He 
thought  further  that  the  importance  of  thin 

trade  hntl  liocn  nnioli  cxac^jrerated ;  and 
though  it  was  true  that  at  this  lime  freights 
were  extremely  high,  yet,  in  the  long  run, 
these  freights  would  find  their  Jevd,  so 
that  the  freights  hefwccn  the  eastern  ports 
and  Calit'oiiiia  would  not  be  higher  ttmn 
the  general  rates.    When  wo  were  told  to 
imitate  the  example  of  the  United  States, 
he  supposed  it  was  meant  we  should  reta^ 
liato  and  prevent  the  Vnittd  States  tra- 
ding with  our  colonies,  lie  held  that  would 
be  really  punishing  oar  eoloaiea  far  tfa* 
conduct  of  the  United  States.    One  of  tfi#? 
main  objects  of  ahnlishing  the  restrlction.'ii 
of  tlie  Navigation  Laws  was  to  benefit  uB.r 
colonies,  and  trade  had  been  gr-eatly 
proTod  tiiereby.    Whilst  ths  reedi 
been  ^fonerally  sncce<;sfu1,  ho  was  cotnpelPg. 
ed  to  admit  that  there  liad  been  three; 
eeptions — France,  Spain,  and  Belgium.  He 
was  precluded  from  entering  «b  the  auV  Jcct 
aa  fully  fis  he  should  wish,  there  '^jeing 
ptill  negotiations  going  on.    Tho?;e  n'?gotta- 
tions  had  been  more  protracted  than  he  bad 
e  xpected,  and  he  coald  only  now  stat  e  to  the 
House  he  confidently  hoped  from  tl  lem  iin<- 
portant  results  would  follow,  bonefr  cial  not 
otdy  to  the  trade  of  this  country,  bu  ;  equally 
80  to  the  trade  of  those  countr  ies  with 
which  tlu      V  !     ir,  eommunicat  ion,  and 
whose  trade  ho  heartily  dc.siied  ,  for  the 
common  benefit  of  all,  to  see  flo!  Irish  and 
increase.    But  when  French  &  uthorities 
wtio  quoted  against  him — when   the  right 
hon.  (Jentleuian  read  extracts  frc  -ni  French 
docunuiits,   to  show  the  opini  on  of  the 
French  public  on  the  course  of  legislatioa 
in  thta  country— desiring  to  spe-  ak  of  that 
nation  with  every  respect,  yet  h  e  conld  ttOt 
help  observing  that,  in  tlio  mat'  ;or  of  com- 
mercial legislation,  in  the  matti  jr  of  foster- 
ing and  encouraging  their  mer  cantile  ma- 
rine, it  was  not  to  France  w»  }  fehonid  go 
for  any  very  valuable  opinio  ns.     If  he 
wished  to  point  to  the  effects  c  if  restnetlon 
and  monopoly,  as  applied  to   iho  ohippiug 
trade  of  any  country,  ho  wo  old  point  to 
France,  who,  with  an  industi  Cons  and  in- 
genious people,  with  a  large  e:  ."tent  of  eoa^t, 
with  valuable  harbours,  and  with  all  the 
advantages  necessary  to  hec  ome  a  great 
mercantile  and  shipping  nati  in,  bad — ^not 
to  say  diminished,  but.  in  c  omparison  to 
what  it  might  have  done,  ha  I — absolutely 
destroyed  and  annihilated  i  la  mercantile 
marine,  for  at  this  moment   she  did  not 
po5«se<«s  a  single  iiifrfhr^nt  ve  jscl  of  above 
UOU  tons  bui-den.    kSiio  hud   excluded  her> 
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self  from  the  cjroat  com nirrcc  of  tlie  world. 
It  was  impossible,  with  this  system  of  re- 
sCrletioit  Miil  monopoly,  she  could  obtein 
htt  ftliAre  tn  that  commerce.  The  whole 
t^^v-tf^n  vras  nh<*o1utclv  inconsistent  with 
the  progress  and  development,  in  times 
like  these,  of  Any  mercantile  merinc,  and 
be  would  <)«ote  a  French  authority  in  sup- 
port of  thot  opinion.  A  report  ptihlislioil 
by  the  Bordcnux  Chamber  of  Commerce  in 
1847,  contained  the  following  passage  : — 

•■  It  Is  iiei!eiKii7  tiiat  we  ahouM  not  deeelvo 

oiirsilves.  Tim  n(»t  of  prohibitive,  protective, 
and  dtlEsreotiaL  dutlet  in  ditfereut  soales,  which 
fbna  the  ineiplioable  lahyriaih  of  our  Cmtoms' 
legislation,  are  the  cause  of  deoaj  and  the  Mwrcc 
of  •  death'  to  the  navy.** 

The  intention  of  the  HotioD  Wore  the 
House  was  that  this  country  should  imi- 
^te  every  absurd  rcRtriction  which  a  fo- 
reign Power  might  think  proper  to  impose 
«D  our  shipping;  for  instance,  if  Spain 
ebould  exclude  our  vessela  from  Ouba,  we 
must  exclude  Spanish  vessels  from  Trini- 
*lad,  and  thus  stop  a  trade  beneficial  to 
ourselves.  That  was  the  policy  the  rif;lit 
hon.  Gentleman  wished  us  to  adopt.  [Mr. 
Hbmies  :  No !]  The  terms  of  tne  Motion 
would  show  the  object.  [The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  here  read  the  Motion.] 

Mb.  HERRIES  :  Those  arc  the  words 
of  the  Act 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  That  might  be; 
"but  if  that  Motion  were  carried  by  an  Ad- 
dress to  the  (.'rown,  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  must  be  put  in  force  in  all  caAcs.  He 
might  be  asked,  and  he  had  been  asked, 
^hat  was  the  intention  of  giring  this  power 
to  the  Crown  ?  Was  it  meant  to  be  a 
dead  kfter  ?  He  still  retained  the  opinion 
that  this  j>ower  ouglit  to  be  preserved  to 
^he  British  Grown,  to  be  exercised  on  any 
suitable  occasion.  He  drew  a  wide  dis- 
tinction between  the  conduct  of  a  foreign 
'State  that  merely  treated  this  country  ad 
it  treated  all  other  foreign  countries,  and 
•one  which  singled  out  this  country  as  the 
object  of  exclusion.  Sii[)])Osing  the  case — 
■which  ho  was  linppy  to  say  there  was  no 
^Qund  for  supposing — that  the  United 
States  had  singled  out  England  as  the  ob* 
jeet  'uf  restriction  and  exclu^^ion,  then  it 
would  he  proper  to  consider  whether  we 
■ought  not  to  resort  to  this  retaliatory 
power.  But  no  foreign  country  had  shown 
jmjaneh  disposition.  He  belicTed  there 
wa»  no  foreijni  countrr  that  had  not 
treated  n*  the  same  n?  the  mnst  fn- 
voured  foreign  nation,  and  lie  had  sliowu 
tbaf,  fls  we  had  relaxed  our  general  laws 
ivHh  regard  to  our  mercantile  marine,  they 


had  relaxed  their  general  laws.     He  had 
already  stated  that  he  believed  great  im- 
prorements  were  taking  place  in  w%  build' 
ing  of  our  ships,  and  in  other  points  re- 
garding onr  mercantile  marine;  and  there 
was  another  subject  to   which  he  had 
always  attached  the  greatest  importance, 
and  as  to  which  there  appeared  every  pros* 
poet  of  very  great  and  signal  iniprovemcnts. 
He  had  frequently  stated  to  the  House  his 
conviction  that  there  were  among  the  com< 
mandersand  oficers  of  British  merchant 
vessels,  many  persons  who  were  Improperly 
intrusted  with  the  charge  of  such  vessels, 
and  that  great  evil?^  ensued  to  the  merchant 
service  from  that  circumstance.  The  House 
had  last  year  adopted  a  measure  which  es- 
tablished a  system  of  examination  with  a 
view  of  injuring  a  certain  degree  of  pro- 
fessional knowledge  ou  the  part  of  those  to 
whoae  ehargeso  large  an  imountof  property 
and  so  many  human  lives  were  intrusted. 
That  system  had  now  been  in  operation 
sonic  time,  and  was  already  producing  the 
most  beneficial  results.    Since  the  Ist  of 
January,  18dl,  1,304  masters  and  mates 
had  passed  their  examination;  269  failed 
on  their  first  examination,  bnt  most  of 
them  passed  creditably  afterwards,  having 
acquired  the  requisite  knowledge  subse* 
quently  to  their  first  unsuccessful  examiua> 
tion.    Mr.  Towson,  the  examiner  at  Liver- 
pool, who  was  the  nutlior  of  several  valua- 
ble works,  stated  the  oilier  day,  that  in 
that  port  sereral  classes  for  nautical  in- 
struction had  been  established,  and  that 
very  few  failures  had  taken  place,  the  mas- 
ters and  mates  having  perfected  themselves 
in  navigation  and  pnietical  astrunomy  be- 
fore they  presented  themselves  for  exami- 
nation.   He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  thought* 
till  n,  it  was  evident  that  this  measure  was 
improving  the  quulincations  of  those  who 
were  intrusted  with  the  command  of  mer- 
chant vessels,  and  who  exerted  themselves 
to  obtain  that  professional  information  so 
important  to  rommanders  of  ships,  and* 
that  it  was  leading  to  the  establishment  of 
schools  of  naval  instruction  in  different 
ports  of  the  kingdom.    He  trusted  he  bad 
suceocdiMl  in  jtrovin:^,  that  while  commerce 
genei  allv  had  been  fostered  and  encouraged 
by  the  alterations  that  had  been  made  in 
the  Navigation  Laws,  there  was  not  the 
least  reason  to  suppose  that  British  naviga- 
tion had  nnt  fully  shared  in  the  brnefi's  of 
that  prosperity.    He  trusted  he  had  also 
demonstrated,  beyond  the  possibility  of 
contradiction,  that  so  far  from  BriUsb  ship- 
building havhig  decayed,  there  never  was 
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a  perioJ  at  which  both  its  present  condition 
and  future  prospects  were  better  and  more 
encouraging.  Ho  did  not  believe  there 
waB  the  least  reason  for  apprehending  tliat 
our  shipowners  and  sailors  would  be  worst- 
ed upon  their  own  clement.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  complained  that  our 
merchant  ships  were  not  allowed  to  take 
foreign  sailors  as  the  whole  of  diuir  crew. 
The  Taw  at  present  allowed  onc-fumth  of 
the  crew  of  every  British  ship  to  be  foreign- 
ers, the  remaining  threc>fourths  being  of 
British  origin.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  ho  was  not  propaied  to  say 
that  he  thouo^ht  a  sliip  ought  to  enjoy  the 
privileges  of  a  liriti-slt  vessel  if  she  had  not 
a  British  sailor  on  board;  and  on  that  point 
he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  did  not  think  the 
House  would  be  disposed  to  allow  a  ship 
to  enjoy  the  character  of  a  British  vessel, 
to  carry  the  British  flag  at  her  masthead, 
and  to  claim  th'e  protection  of  tlic  British 
nation  for  her  cargo,  while  slie  was  com- 
manded by  a  forcicrner,  manned  hj  foreign- 
ers, and,  it  might  be,  never  came  near  the 
British  coast  at  nil.  But  he  must  deny 
that  the  regulation  constituted  a  practical 
grievance  to  the  shipowner.  If  it  was  a 
grievance,  our  rivals  of  the  United  States 
of  Ann  rica  had  a  similar  law 
deed,  rather  more  stringent, 
vessels  were  required  to  have  two-thirds 
of  American  seamen,  to  one-third  of 
foreigners.  He  might  ohsttrre,  however, 
that  the  American  .«hipowncrs,  who  could 
take  the  seamen  ui  any  nation  in  the  world, 
almost  invariably  jn  eferred  British  sailors. 
He  believed  the  British  sailor  was  chouifer 
as  well  as  better  than  the  sailor  of  any 
other  nation;  and  even  if  this  distinction 
were  thrown  down,  he  had  no  fear  that  our 
shipowners  would  man  their  vessels  with 
foreigners;  but  cases  of  fraud  might  occur, 
and  ships  wiiich  were  really  foreign  might 
be  enabled  to  avail  themselves  of  the  pri- 
vileges of  British  ships.  If  the  Honse  be- 
lieved that  the  policy  the  Government  had 
pursued  had  been  successful  for  the  past, 
he  trusted  they  would  not  come  to  any  re- 
solution whicli  would  interfere  with  its  main- 
tenance for  the  future.  For  his  own  part, 
he  did  not  entertain  the  least  appreliension 
as  to  the  future  prospects  of  the  mercantile 
navy  of  this  country,  under  that  system  of 
competition  which  was  now  thrown  open  to 
all  the  nation'*  of  the  world.  He  could  not 
understand  why,  if  British  energy  was  able, 
in  all  the  articles  of  manufacture  and  in- 
dustry, to  compete  with  foreign  nations,  it 
Mr,  Ldbonekere 
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should  not  also,  with  a  fair  field  and  no 
favour,  be  able  to  compete  in  the  business 
of  shipowniog  and  shipbuilding  with  every 
nation  of  the  world.  He  did  not  believe 
that  the  slightest  ground  had  been  laid  bo- 
fore  the  House  to  lead  them  to  an  opposite 
conclusion.  With  regard  to  the  Motiois 
itself,  ha  held  that  it  would  pledge  the 
House  to  a  most  impohticcouiBe — it  would 
express  an  opinion  that  in  our  conduct  with, 
regard  to  foreign  Powers  we  were  not  to  he 
guided  by  a  well-considered  and  well-un* 
deratood  sense  of  our  own  interest,  ba^ 
that  in  a  mere  sj)irit  of  retaliation  wo 
should  imitate  every  absurd  restriction 
which  it  migiit  please  au^  foreign  Power 
to  put  upon  our  vessels  m  common  wttb 
foreign  vessels  from  other  parts  of  the 
world.  Ho  held  that  such  a  policy  would 
be  utterly  unworthy  of  the  Parliament  and 
people  of  this  country,  and  on  these  grounds 
he  confidently  asked  the  House  to  reject 
the  Motion. 

Mk.  G.  F.  young  said,  he  hoped  he 
would  not  be  mnsidered  as  violating  iho 
rules  of  that  House,  to  which  he  was  most 
anxious  to  cotiform  upon  all  occasions,  if 
he  should  venture  to  commence  his  obser- 
vations by  expressing  his  acknowledgments 
of  the  manner  in  which  he  had  been  re- 
-one,  in-  j  ceived  on  his  reappearance  in  a  place  which 
for  their !  was  associated  M'ith  many  of  the  inn<t 
touching  recollections  of  his  life.  Ho  iiad 
neit  to  state,  that  as  he  had  for  some  time 
been  called  upon  to  take  a  position  more> 
prominent  than  was  cnnsi.stcnt  with  hl.s  own 
wishes  in  the  discussion  of  commercial 
matters,  he  trusted  the  House  would  be- 
lieve, that  in  daiuiing  at  that  moment  their 
notice,  ho  was  not  actuated  l>y  nny  desiro 
to  rush  precipitately  into  their  debates. 
The  fact  that  that  particular  discussion  re> 
lated  to  a  question  with  which  he  had  beea 
identified  tlirouiihout  his  whole  life,  would, 
he  hoped,  be  a  suthcteut  apology  for  hi& 
then  intruding  on  the  attention  of  the 
House.  He  should  proceed  at  once  to  ad- 
dress himself  to  the  question  then  under 
their  consideration,  and,  in  doing  ho,  he 
should  take  the  liberty  of  following  a^ 
closely  as  he  could  the  remarks  which  had 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  commenced  his 
speech  by  assuming  a  position  whicli  ought, 
in  his  (}\r.  Young's)  opinion,  to  have  beos 
first  of  all  established  by  some  statement 
of  facts.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said,  that  if  a  certdn  degree  of  difficulty 
or  deprewHon  prevailed  at  pment  arnqog 
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the  fthtppiiig  iiitorcHt,  it  was  quite  certain 
thai  thai  erU  could  only  be  temporary  and 
emescent,  because  the  shippiDg  interest 
must  participate  in  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  country.  Now  they  had  recently 
hadatrong  reason  for  believing  that  that 
was  a  Tery  iinsatiBfactory  mode  of  treating 
a  question  of  that  description.    At  the 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them, 
that  in  consequence  of  the  adoption  of  the 

system  of  reciprocity  treaties  introduced 
by  Mr.  Huskisson,  the  British  tonnage 
had  vL-ry  greatly  increased.  But  he  (Mr. 
Young)  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  laboured  under  a  misconception  in 
that  case.    The  British  tonnage  had  un- 


comraencement  of  the  present  Session  timt  |  doubtcdly  increased  under  the  system  of 
was  precisely  the  species  of  anodyne  which  reciprocity  treaties;  but  he  believed  he 
H  bad  been  attempted  to  administer  to  the  should  be  able  to  shov  that,  not  only  had 
deprasaed  agricultural  interest,  wlicn  they  no  increase  taken  place  in  our  trade  with 

had  been  toM  tlmt  although  the  existence  those  countries  -svitli  wliitli  wo  hud  entered 


:iTn  Mig  them  could  not  bo  dc- 
uiust  soon  be  relieved  from  it 


of  distrn^'; 

nied,  tlicv 

by  a  participation  in  the  general  pros- 
perity of  the  country.  He  would  not  at 
that  moment  enter  into  that  question,  be« 
eau&e  he  would  thereby  be  departing  from 
the  subject  under  the  immediate  eonsidern- 
tien  of  the  House.  But  he  would  venture 
respectfully  to  siate  tlmt  he  utterly  and 
entirely  denied  that  proposition  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  based  bis 
anbseqnent  reasoning,  namely,  that  any 
gneral  prosperity  did  exist.  He  believed 
tlifif  it  did  not  exist,  cither  in  the  agricul- 
tural, the  colonial,  or  the  shipping  interest, 
but  that  the  very  reverse  existed;  and  he 
bad  great  doubts  whether  that  vaunted 
prosperity  really  did  exist  even  with  re- 
spect to  the  manufacturing  interest.  The 
right  hou.  Gentleman  had  made  a  facetious 
allusion  to  that  spirit  of  enterprise  and 
eneigy  displayed  by  the  shipping  interest, 
and  he  had  said  that,  in  the  gloomy  tone 
in  which  they  approached  the  Lof^ialature, 
*'  their  voice  was  the  voice  of  Jacob," 
whUe,  in  the  energy  of  their  proceeding^', 
they  manifested  the  "  liaiuls  of  Esau." 
But  the  right  hon.  Geiitleumn  had  for- 
gotten tf)  remind  the  House  that  Esau 
had  lost  his  inheritance;  and  he  (Mr. 
Tonng)  should  aay,  that  he  doubted  whe- 
ther any  exercise  of  enterprise  on  the  part 
of  the  shipping  interest  of  t!iis  country 
could,  under  the  withering  intiucnce  of  our 
present  maritime  system,  raise  it  from  the 
state  of  depression  in  which  it  was  placed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  p;onc  on 
to  state  that  the  results  wliich  had  at- 
tended the  reciprocity  treaties  of  Mr. 
Hnskisson  would  attend  the  policy  which 
the  present  Government  had  adopted,  and 
which  was  fonn  lrd  on  the  same  principle. 
But  ho  (Mr.  Young)  trusted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  bo  mistaken  on  that 
point,  as  well  for  the  sake  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  as  for  the  sake  of  the 
great  shipping  interest  of  this  country. 


into  reciprocity  treaties,  but  tlmt  our  trade 
with  them  had  declined,  while  our  trade 
with  those  countries  with  which  we  had 
had  no  such  treaties  of  reciprocity,  had 
become  greatly  au^entcd.  The  treaty 
of  peace  with  the  United  States  in  tho 
year  1815,  contained  for  the  first  time 
the  principle  ot"  a  reciprocity  treaty,  which 
had  afterwards  been  develo})ed  and  extend- 
ed by  Mr.  liuskisson  in  the  year  1826. 
The  following  figures  would  illustrate  his 
position  upon  that  point  The  reciprocity 
treaty  wiUi  the  United  States  was  really 
the  treaty  of  peace  which  was  concluded 
in  1815:— 

"  Iq  18  J  G,  tho  British  eutries  from  that  country 
were  45,140  torn :  and  in  1894,  when  raeiprooit^ 

h;iJ  \>vcn  in  oixTation  nine  ycirs,  4t,9!i4  tons  ; 
British  tonnage  having  in  ttmt  period  decJinod 
146  tons. 

"  In  1810,  the  entries  of  Amoricnn  tonnage  wcro 
91,014  tona  :  and  in  1S24  they  were  153,475  tons ; 
American  tonnage  having  in  that  periiod  increased 

61,661  tons." 

Durinir  tliH  period  no  reciprocity  exiated 

with  tho  Baltic  Powers. 

"  In  1816  the  British  entries  from  those  coun- 
tries were  76,038  tons ;  and  in  1834  tbej  were 

]29,8U5  tons;  British  tonnage  iMving  in  that 
period  increased  51,362  tons. 
**  In  1815  the  entries  of  Bdtio  tennaie  were 

319.181  tons  :  nnrl  in  !  th.-y  wt  ro  ^."50,634  tons ; 
Baltic  tonnage  having  in  that  period  increased 
31,443  tons ;  showing  an  exoeas  of  British  over 
Baltic  of  19,919  tons. 

"  In  1  H'i4  reciprocity  was  extended  to  the 
Baltic  Statrs.  and  in  th.-it  year  British  entries 
were  129,895  tons  ;  and  in  1850,  reoiprocity  hav- 
ing been  26  years  in  operation,  the/  were  983,474 
tons  ;  British  entries  having  in  that  period  in- 
creased 03,610  tons. 

**  In  18S4,  the  entries  of  Baltie  tonnage  were 
350,624  tons  :  and  in  lS5f^.  xmdor  reriprocity,  they 
were  605,821  tons  ;  Baltic  tonnage  having  in  that 
period  inereesed  245,197  tons ;  lowing  an  exeees 
of  Baltic  over  British  of  151,618  tons. 

"And  in  1850,  British  entries  fiom  America 
were  893,523  tons  ;  nnd  in  1800  American  entries 
-svcH'  5(!.',Ssl  unifi ;  ^liriv\-iiig  exccst  of  Amorioan 
over  liiitisli  ot' '^~'2,'i5<i  tun^. 

"  In  Ibl')  tlio  tonnage  belonging  to  this  country 
was  8,681,87fi  tons;  in  1848  it  was  4,144,U6 
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■Wiriof  u  iMMMM  «f  l,4t9,8M  ioMi  «r 
M  ff-10  ptr  MBt. 

"Tn  lBl5»  the  tonnftge  belonging  to  the  United 
States  was  1,308,127  tons;  in  1849,  it  was 
3,035,154  tons  ;  ftbowtng  RainereMeof  2,1$7,337 
Um,  «r  IM  9-10  |Mr  MBk" 

It  appeared  to  h\m,  therefore,  that  the 

ri|^t  non.  Gentleman  was  not  justified  in 
his  statement  that  the  adoption  of  the 
principle  of  reciprocity  would  necessarily 
ftdvance  the  interests  ct  British  navigation. 
The  right  hon.  CSentleman  had  gone  on  to 


And  in  1849, 6,91d,990  tons  ;  showing  «n  iocr 
duriof  tbe  jrear  preceding      repeal  of  tbe  aaTi* 
gntion  Law*  of 993.055  tons.  Tbe  tonu.ige  amount^ 

'  in;:,  a'^  above,  in  1849,  to  fi.OlO.OOO  tou«  ;  h.-i'l  a<i- 
vanced  in  1850  to  7,10". -i7(s  tons;  showiug  an 
iamntMni  British  and  foroi-ni  daring  tbe  flivS 
year  succeeding  the  rt-^toal  of  ttie  Navigatioo  Laws 
of  1^0,570  tons,  or  less  ibau  one-half  tbe  prccodiMg 
InoreftM." 

But  it  was  next  dedared  that  die  predic- 
tions of  the  shipowners,  that  tite  repeal  of 
the  Navigation  Laws  would  bo  followed  by 
s  decrease  of  British,  and  au  increane 


sav  thnt  lie  should  take  up  three  positions,  <•„  ;„         ti  -.•-.u 

■,      ^  ,     ,    , ,         I  '      .-     I  loreiga  tonnage,  in  the  Bntish  carrvinir 


and  that  he  should  prove  them  consecutive- 
ly, the  first  of  those  positions  being  the 
general  extension  of  British  nfxvi<;-ation 
under  tiie  repeal  of  tlic  Navi<r;ition  Laws. 
In  discussing  tlint  question,  he  (Mr.  Young) 
must  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  opponents  of  that  repoal  had  not  said 
that  nntiLT  it  Britlsli  shippiiii^  would  abso- 
lutely diminish,  hut  had  merely  contended 
that  It  would  not  increase  as  much  as  it 
had  done  under  the  system  of  proteetion; 
and  if  that  position  could  bo  established,  it 
would  surely  show  that  the  change  of  sys- 
tem had  failed.  He  had  never  thought 
that  British  shipping  wonld  decrease  under 
the  repeal  of  the  Karigation  Laws,  For, 
thank  God,  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  an 
impolitic  Ministry,  or  an  impolitic  Parlia- 
ment, to  destroy  the  energies  of  the  ship- 

Sing  interest  of  this  great  country;  and  ho 
ad  not  been  one  of  those  who  ha  l  honglit 
that  British  ejUcrpriso  would  have  abso- 
lutely cowered  under  the  couipetition  to 
which  it  bad  been  exposed.  He  had  be- 
lieved that  it  would  havo  gallantly  con- 
tended atrninst  that  competition — and  it 
was  so  couteudiug  at  tho  present  moment. 
!Bat  it  was  eonteiraiu  ^'  against  fearful  odds, 
and  he  bolieved  that  tho  British  shipping 
interest  ^vnnlil  not  be  able  to  maintain  its 
relative  uositiua  in  the  navigation  of  the 
world  under  the  system  advocated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  iett  very  re- 
luctant to  drag  tlie  House  into  any  weari- 
some 8tatii>tical  details,  but  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  they  should  employ 
statistics  in  discussing  that  question.  They 
hnd  been  told  that  tliere  would  he  a  great 
aggregate  incMvane  of  British  shipping 
under  the  opeiauou  of  uur  new  maritime 
legisUtion.  He  should  submit  to  the 
House  a  statement  which  would  sliow  how- 
far  that  promise  had  been  rcahsed.  By 
the  iinanoe  account  just  published,  it  ap- 
peared that^ 

**  The  aggregate  tonnage,  British  and  foreign, 
•ntMvd  inwards,  in  (be  United  Kingdom  from  fo- 
rsign  parts,  wm  ia  the  year  1846, 6,535,945  Urns ; 

Jfr.  Q,  Young 


trade,  were  unfounded,  and  would  prove 
fallacious.  It  would  appear  from  tho  samo 
otiicial  auUioriiy  that — 

••The  tonaage  of  British  vetiMie  entered  te. 

wards  from  forci^'n  p.irts  was  in  IS  13,  4. 5 fS.!, 5 3.1 
tons;  and  in  ISlO,  4,SSi,210  tonsi ;  showing  an 
increase  during  tho  year  preceding  the  repeal  of 
the  NavieatioK  I.aw<«  of  Sl^^.OTT  tons;  thf  ton- 
nuge  amounting;,  as  .'ibove,  iji  181u,  to  4,{i^4,210 
tons:  declined,  in  1850,  to  4,700,199  tons;  show- 
ing  a  deoreaio  in  tbe  Britiitk  sbiM>inf  during  the 
first  year  taooeeding  the  refcal  oTQm  Marigatlou 
Laws,  of  184,011  tun.'* 

And  it  further  appeared  that — 

"  The  tonnage  of  foroiirn  vcssols  oiiti^retl  inwards 
from  foreign  purls  wa&,  iu  ISliS,  l,'j0u,-112  tons  ; 
and  in  1849,  3,095.690  tons  ;  showing  an  increase 
during  tbe  year  preceding  the  repeal  of  the  Navi- 
gatioB  Law*,  of  T6,378  tons;  tbe  tonnage  amoant- 
iug,  as  above,  in  184U,  to  2,0;W,(»y(i  tons  ;  ad- 
vanced, in  1850,  to  2,400,277  tons ;  showing  aa 
increase  in  foreign  shipping,  during  the  first  year 
KiicrcccHnLr  tho  repeal  oi  ue  Navigatton  Lawi^  of 
364,5^7  tons." 

So  that  while  during  the  last  year  of  pro- 
tection the  aggr^ate  tonnage  engaged  In 
maritime  coniniorcc  advanced  6  per  cent* 
it  advanced  during  the  first  year  of  so- 
oallod  free  trade  little  more  than  2\  per 
cent.  That  British  tonnage  which  under 
the  protective  system  advanced  dorinjr  the 
last  year  of  its  eontinnnnce  nearly  7  per 
cent,  absolutely  declined  in  the  first  year 
of  its  withdrawal  S  7-10  per  cent;  wbHe 
foreign  tonnage*  which  had  advanced  nndw 
the  former  system  only  '3  8-10  per  cent, 
instantly  on  its  abro;fation  increased 
17  9-10  per  cent.  Kor  did  the  experience 
of  the  period  that  had  elapsed  since 
conc'hision  of  Xho  vmr  1850exlubil  a  re- 
sult at  all  more  favourable,  for  it  appeared 
by  the  published  monthly  returns  of  tho 
Board  or  Trade,  that  while 

"  During  tho  five  months  ending  the  6th  Jtine, 
1849,  the  tonnage  Mitered  inwards  inereaMd, 
under  proteetion,  «v«r  the  eoiTNpending 
months  of  t}io  [irecoding  year,  397,777  tons  ;  tho 
inorc-ise  in  the  five  mouths  of  tbe  present,  under 
frcu  trade,  over  the  eorresponding  five  months  of 
the  last  year,  mder  pmeetion,  was  obIj  I«4,M8 
tons." 
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And  tho  disparity  between  Biitifth  aud 
Isroign  tonnago  is  ttill  more  reoMrlutble, 
for  while 

*•  Durinjr  iho  Rrat  flvo  monthn  of  1840  British 


•ntricft  advauced  b«  yond  those  of  the  curr«>»{ioud-  !  country  ft  gc^i  eommercial  luai' 
ing  period  of  184s.  tons ;  and  fort-igu  i  secondly— whioh  w  tlkA  mam  t 


eotnei  advanood  tons;  durioc  the  first 


could  not  forget  tlie  doctrine  laid  down  by 
Mr.  HtMltiMon,  that  th«Briti«li  Navigation 
Laws  had  bMft  pMMd  Ibr  two  objects: 

firat.  for  tho  purpose  of  crentin^f  in  this 

rioe;  and, 

-wbioh  VM  ih%  mote  important 


«T»  mentbs  of  the  pmit       BHt&h  «BtriM  I  ^»>ject  in  th«  ey«8  of  «U  true  ftUiCeMnoD^ 

kad  abioluk-lv  d^H;Iined  from  those  of  l^JO,  tlio  for  the  purpose  of  preventinpf  any  other 


joar  pree«diag  the  repeal  of  tha  14aTig»tion  Laws, 
no  kaa  than  96,999  tona ;  and  fimlga  entriaa  had 
^Tanoed  280,904  tons." 

7n  order  to  complete  the  chain  of  evidence 
of  the  practical  working  of  tho  now  sys- 
tem, as  compared  with  the  o1d»  on  the 
total  morenienta  of  Britiah  maritime  oom- 

niorce,  and  on  the  proportinnate  share  of 
that  coruniercc  CAi  ned  on  in  British  and  fo- 
reign ships  ruspccti rely,  let  them  observe  tho 
filUowing  extraordinary  facts.  It  appear- 
ed by  the  Board  of  Trade's  return  that— 

"  The  average  aniui.il  incrc.T«o  of  toruiaLT, 
Brttiih  and  foreign,  entered  iawarda  (cxclutivo  of 
fmmU  in  UJlaat)  from  the  fear  1849  to  1849, 

})vhi'^  the  scvon  years  immediately  preceding  tho 
repeai  of  the  Navigation  Laws,  was  345,004  ;  of 

which  the  Avorage  British  increase  was  244,210  interval  1,551,680  tons  on  2,681,276.  and 


purpose  of  preventinpf  any 
nation  froui  engrossing  too  large  a  portion 
of  the  general  commerce  of  the  world. 
Now,  lot  us  see,  by  oompariaon  between 
the  increase  of  lato  years  in  the  tonnage  of 
the  United  States  and  \n  \hf^.  tonnage  of 
this  country,  how  far  the  latter  object  waa 
likely  to  M  attained  under  our  present 
maritime  system : — 

At  the  cnnclii'ilon  of  the  war  in  tlio  year  1815, 
tbe  total  tounage  belonging  to  Great  Britain  waa 
2,081,270  tona  ;  and  that  belonging  to  tho  United 
States  of  America,  I  ,.'K'.^,r27  tons.  In  December, 
1850,  the  British  tonnage  wa^  4,232,U02  tons  j 
and  on  the  30th  of  June,  1850,  the  latest  date  to 
wtii>'h  tho  returns  are  made  np,  tba  Amarioan 
tonnage  was  3,53d,i54  tons.** 

British  tonnage  baving  increased  in  the 


ton!< ;  and  the  aTr-ra^  foreign  iaorsase  100,870 
tuns  ;  iuUl  34ff,0U4  tons. 

*•  But  the  total  for  tho  year  1850,  the  first  after 
(be  repeal,  instead  of  d4d,094  tons,  the  preeedlng 
annual  average,  was  only  43,437  tons  ;  when  the 
increase  of  }or<M!:n  !<liippiiig',  instead  of  betii? 

100,876  tons,  advanced  to  354.258  tons  ;  anid  mark  able,  for  

British  isttnasa,  instead  of  advancing  as  before 
at  the  average  rato  of  211,210  tons,  absolutely 
declined  to  no  loss  tiiau  tUc  enunuous  amount  of 


American  2,1<J7,327  tons  on  1,368,127. 
And  tho  comparative  advntice  of  American 
tonnage  during  the  last  few  years  of  the 
period,  and  the  rapidity  with  wbieh  it  is  at 
present  pnigrcssrng,  are  area  more  re- 


lu  considering  that  question,  be  should 

observe  that  tliuy  uouUl  be  leil  into  a  very 
great  error  if  ih.^y  were  to  mix  up  our 
tonnage  outwariia  and  our  tonnage  iu> 
wards  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the 
state  of  our  navigation,  because,  while 
the  tonnage  was  estimated  according 
to  the  capacity  of  the  vessels,  tliose 
Tossels  whioh  ssiled  outwards  were  rare- 
1y  fully  laden;  and,  OH  , the  other 
hnnd,  tho«e  vessels  which  sailed  inwards 
seldom  arrived  without  full  cargoes.  He 
AereAre  took  the  tonnage  of  tbe  yessets 

entered  inwards  as  the  true  criterion  of  i  leagues,  as  one  calculated  to  awaken  se- 


"  Wlien  tho  British  tonaaga^  whioh  u  1846  was 
3,817.1 12  tons,  had  advanced  fn  December,  1850, 

to  4.2;t2,0r»2  tons,  k'in;,'  nn  incroawo  of  41.'.,«.'>0 

tons,  or  10  8-lOtbs  per  oeot,  Amoricaa  tonnage, 
which  in  1840  waa  9.809,060  toM.  had  advaaoed 

ill  June,  1850, to  3,.').'J',4r»4  tons, bcini,'  an  increase 
iu  four  years  of  07y,^<ii»  tons,  or  37  V»-lUibs  per 
cent.* 

He  oould  further  inform  the  House  that  if 

American  and  British  shipping  continued 
to  increase  at  their  presnt  rate  of  progres- 
sion, tlio  United  States  wouid  possess,  at 
the  end  of  four  years,  a  larger  mercantile 
marine  than  Groat  Britain.  That  wus  a 
matter  which,  he  thought,  could  not  bo 
too  much  pressed  on  the  oonsideration  of 
the  right  bon.  Oenttwuan  and  of  hk  Col« 


the  maritime  movement  of  the  coun- 
try, and  that,  ho  should  observe,  waa  the 
criterion  which  had  always  been  adopted 
by  Mr.  Uuskiason.  lie  should  next  pass 
to  the  important  consideration  of  the  coni- 
]>arative  incrir.'^e  nliieii  had  taken  jilacc  of 
hite  yeara  lu  our  bhippiug,  aud  m  the  ship- 
ping oS  another  great  maritime  eountry — 
namely,  the  United  States.  Ho  should 
not  do  so,  however,  from  any  spirit  of  jea- 
lousy towards  any  foreign  nation.    But  ho 


rious  reflection,  if  not  well-founded  alarm, 
lie  thought,  from  what  he  had  stated, 
that  be  was  justiiicd  in  asserting  that  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  failed  in  making 
out  his  tir.st  position — that  there  would  bo 
a  great  increase  in  the  amount  of  Eritish 
toimago.  Tlnit  po^itiou,  ho  said,  was  not 
home  out  by  the  results,  for  instesd  of 
there  being  a  very  great  increase,  there 
was  a  very  small  increase.  Facts  refuted 
tUe  stateuieut  of  tho  right  hon.  Gcutlemau, 
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for  Brittsli  tonnage  had  not  if«  fall  share  year,  hnt  that  never  brought  orer  a  single 


of  the  increase.  He  had  ihowed  that  it 
lint  ;  hp  had  showed  that  tlioy  had 
lost  a  good  deal  ;  and  at  the  present  pe- 
riod it  was  absolutely  declining.  And  now 
that  he  eaue  to  this  point,  he  was  sorry  to 
perceive  tliat  the  hon.  ^femhcr  for  West- 
bury  (Mr.  J.  Wilson)  had  left  his  pldce. 
because  that  hon.  Gentleman  was  much 


ton  of  goods,  and  yet  appeared  aa  a  vessel 

by  which  30. ('00  tons  were  entered  in- 
wards. Pid  our  foreign  trade  increase  be- 
cause thousands  of  foreigners  were  passing 
from  Boulogne  to  Folkstone  to  viait  the 

Great  Exhibition  ?  Every  time  a  steam- 
vessel  arrived  it  aided  in  swelling  the 
amuuut  of  tonnage  which  appeared  to  be 


eoneemed  in  the  documents  to  which  he  engaged  in  the  foreign  trade  of  this  cotin« 

(Mr.  G.  F.  Young)  was  about  to  refer.  I  try.  He  did  not  charge  this  as  an  inten- 
l#et  not  the  House  rely  too  mtieh  on  those* :  tional  deception  at  all.  It  was  not  with 
returns,  as  to  the  absolute  amount  of  ton-  the  intention  of  so  having  it  regarded  that 


nage  atated.  In  the  year  1827,  it  was 
ohserved  that  there  waa  a  great  quantity 
of  tonnac^c  rcmnininjj  on  the  register,  which 
was  no  longer  in  existence.  An  Act  was 
then  passed  compelling  ships  to  register 
de  novo;  and  the  consequence  of  that  was 
that  it  was  foun<!  that  there  were  396,000 


he  introdnced  it;  hnt  he  said  with  respect 

to  it,  as  to  the  American  tonnage*  It  was 
one  that  oiifjht  to  itidiiee  thcni  to  he  cautions. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  next  said 
that  he  would  prove  that  there  was  a  great 
improvement  in  British  shipping,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  drawn  a  very 


tons  appearing  to  bo  part  of  the  maritime  ;  lively  picture — would  that  it  were  true  !  — 
strength  of  the  country,  which  was  no  ,  of  the  prosperity  of  British  shipbuilding 


longer  in  existence.    A  quarter  of  a  cen- 1  Now,  be  (ilr.  Toong)  would  venture  to 

tury  had  nearly  passed  since  that  had  been  i  say  that  it  was  impossible  to  agree  with 
done.  He  believed  that  the  increase  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  even  by  the 
not  carried,  in  consequence  of  greater  care,  i  slightest  reference  to  the  public  retuma. 
to  the  same  extent :  hnt  they  might  de- 1  The  register  of  1848  showed  305,307  tons; 
pend  upon  it,  that  a  part  of  what  was  set '  the  return  of  1850,  237,814  tons.  He 
down  as  the  actual  tonnage  of  the  country,  did  not  take  the  year  1849,  as  it  w;i5  n 
was  no  longer  in  existence  ;  and  that  if  a  year  of  transition  as  to  building,  and  be 
eareful  examination  were  made,  British .  had  not  been  ahle  to  get  the  figures  for 


shijiping  would  he  found  to  be  of  a  much 
smaller  amount  than  4.000,000.  ITo  came 
now  tn  their  entries  inwards  and  outwards. 
The  asigi  t  gate  amount  set  down  last  year 
was  6.000,000  or  7,000,000  of  tons.  Did 
the  House  imagine  tliat  such  an  enormous 
amount  of  tonnage  etitorcd  into  the  lei^ili- 
inate  trade  of  the  country  ?    He  had  in 


the  year  1349.     For  those  reasons  he 

omitted  them,  although  he  was  eonfitlent, 
if  he  could  exhibit  them,  they  would  prove 
what  he  asserted.  The  conclusion,  then, 
at  which  he  had  arrived  —  and  it  was 

founded  upon  some  opportunities  for  per- 
sonal observation  on  his  part,  and  he  had 
received  the  same  intelligence  from  all  the 


his  hand  a  retnm  whieh  had  been  received !  great  ports  of  the  empire     was  tiiia, 

by  hon.  Members  that  morning,  which  pur-  that  the  trade  of  shipbuilding  was  in  a 
ported  to  ho  a  return  of  those  ve.tgels  state  of  most  deplorable  depression.  In 
which  had  entered  into  the  ports  of  the  this  port  there  were  at  the  present  moment 
tJnited  Kingdom,  from  France,  HoHand, !  only  two  merehantvessels  huilding.  That 
and  Belgium,  in  the  year  1850,  distin- '  there  were  steam  ships  building  for  the 
guishing  the  name  and  tonnage  of  each  Royal  Mail  Company,  as  stated  hr  tho 
such  vessel,  with  the  number  uf  voyages  .  right  hon.  Gentleman,  be  admitted  to  be 
made  by  each,  and  stating  the  nnmher  of  |  quite  true;  hnt  they  were  not  to  he  ae- 
mcn  by  whom  the  same  were  manned,  ccpted  as  the  proof  that  an  increase  of 
The  House  would  hardly  credit  him  wlir:i  shipbuilding  was  therefore  to  bf  attributed 
he  stated  that  those  vessels,  containing  to  a  repeal  of  the  Navigation  Law.s;  for 
20,2J7  tons,  were  the  same  vessels,  ho  asked  this  question — would  not  the 
which  figured  in  the  tonnage  returns,  |  Royal  Mail  Company,  if  it  wanted  steam» 
nniona;  the  inward  entries,  as  bringin;r  f>hi|)s,  have  them  built  precisely  in  the 
to  thcui  in  foreign  tr.  de  596,703  tons,  same  manner  if  the  system  of  protection 
Now,  when  such  things  as  these  were  done,  had  still  befen  continued,  and  the  Naviga- 
how  were  the  puhlic  to  know  what  the  |  tion  Laws  had  not  heen  repealed  ?  He  ad- 
iOfCH  really  were  ?  There  was,  for  in-  mittcd  that  in  the  eonstraetton  of  steam 
stance,  one  of  these  vessels,  the  Princess  fhl|)s  they  were  In  advance  of  all  other 
Maude,  which  made  200  voyages  in  the  countries.  Most  cooDtries  in  the  world  sent 
Mr.  G.  F.  Young  ' 
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here  to  have  steam  ships  built  for  them,  j 
■nd  thej  did  Ibis  lieoftttsa  if  a  fiftilare  werft  j 
auule  in  the  eonstruction  of  one  of  these  ; 
vessels  ft  larc^e  capital  would  be  irretriev- ! 
ably  lost;  but  their  success  in  this  one 
branch  of  sliipbuilding  was  not  a  legiti> 
ttftte  test  of  the  genem  state  of  the  trade, 
wbich,  he  maintained,  was  in  a  condition 
of  most  deplorable  depression.  He  thought 
that  upon  one  memorable  occasion  he  re- 
memb^«d  the  righl  htm.  Geetknan  Ten- 
tering  to  asaeri  wat  the  shipbttOdtng  in- 
tcrest  was  in  a  state  of  very  great  pros- 
perity. That  statfmont  hntl  not  been 
made  for  more  than  three  days  when  a 
•tatement  was  tent  to  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  signed  by  almost  everj  shipowner 
in  London,  stating  the  reverse  to  be  the 
fact.  And  now  he  believed  that  before  a 
very  long  period  bad  elapsed,  the  same 
right  hon.  Gentleman  woald  he  famiithed 
by  a  declaration  from  those  engaged  in 
shipbuilding,  proving  that  he  was  equally 
misinformed  as  to  the  state  of  the  trade. 
He  said  that  if  their  shipbaildtng  was  de- 
tuning, so  also  was  their  trade,  which  had 
been  the  mopt  profitable,  and  whicli  was 
now  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  Ameri- 
cans. The  opening  of  the  London  trade, 
and  the  British  trade  in  the  East^  world, 
lendwed  it  more  proltaUe  to  the  ship- 
owner of  Auiorica.  It  was  worth  their 
while  to  engage  in  the  long  voyages  as 
being  the  most  inrofitable,  whikt  thej  kft 
to  this  British  their  own  worthless  Mort- 
trading  voyages,  which  wo  in  our  distress 
were  coirpcllcd  to  put  up  with.  An  Ame- 
rican ship,  when  it  left  the  Atlantic  for 
California,  aflerwards  sprsad  its  satis  over 
the  Pacific  for  the  Aostralian  colonies,  and 
beforo  it  returned  considerable  time  was 
occupied,  aud  large  profits  made,  and  in 
such,  a  case  its  inward  entries  must  be 
small.  It  was  running  away  with  the 
British  trade,  leaving  to  the  British 
its  coasting  trade  as  not  being  worth 
(ho  keeping.  He  also  said  their  Indian 
trade  was  rareatened;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  he  looked  to  this 
competition  without  dread  or  apprehension. 
Waa  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
m  1825  1,100  vessels  left  for  California; 
that  a  large  portion  of  British  trade  was 
interfered  with,  that  the  tonnage  —  the 
whole  of  the  tonnat^e — ^was  British  before 
the  repeal  of  the  Navigation  Laws  ?  and  he 
asked,  what  wonUl  be  the  effect  of  this 
amount  of  foreign  shipping  arriving  to 
trade  in  their  eastern  ports  ?  If  they 
doubled  the  shipping,  without  increasing 
VOL.  CXVIIL  [third  seriss.]  * 


the  goods  to  be  carried,  the  consequence 
must  be  low  freights;  and  in  that  case  how 
wero  tbey  to  get  on  with  their  Britisb 

ships?  The  Aniertnn,  hnving  made  a 
large  freight  from  an  Atlantic  port  to  Cali- 
fornia, had  only  to  complete  her  voyage, 
and  that  she  eould  do  at  a  low  rate.  He 
knew  one  instance  of  a  ship,  of  from  500 
to  60n  tons,  which  by  its  voyage  from  New 
York  to  China  made  46,000  dollars;  that 
ship  could  well  come  from  China  to  Lon'> 
don  at  22.  a  ton,  and  she  was  sure  here  to 
be  able  to  get  a  cargo  for  Nt  w  Yiwl;. 
And  here  he  could  not  but  observe  that  tlie 
American,  the  Dutchman,  the  Spaniard, 
the  Frenchman,  were  animated  with  a 
national  feeling,  and  would  not  only  pre- 
fer a  ship  of  their  own  country,  if  of- 
fered on  equal  terms  with  another,  but 
in  many  oases  would  pay  even  a  higher 
frmght  to  employ  a  ship  of  their  own 
country.  He  knew  also  of  a  case  that 
occurred  not  long  ago,  where  a  peri- on,  au 
American,  had  to  take  out  to  New  York 
a  supply  of  iron  for  a  railroad,  and  he 
said  that  his  orders  were  to  take  it  oat  in 
none  but  an  American  ship.  Shame,  tli^n, 
he  said,  upon  that  feeling  which  induced 
them  to  disregard  the  claims  of  their  fel- 
low-countrymen. The  present  system 
wUch  tbey  upheld  was  not  a  system  of 
open  competition  with  foreigners,  but  it 
was  a  system  bestowing  a  large  bouo^ 
upon  their  great  foreign  compeUtors.  It 
waa  but  little  consolation  to  him  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  declare  that  if 
thf*  rntes  were  reduced — for  he  could  not 
deny  that  they  had  been  reduced — it  would 
be  a  benefit  to  the  consumers,  so  long  as 
the  shipowners  were  receiving  a  remuner- 
ating profit.  But  then  the  right  hon. 
Geutleman  did  not  venture  to  tell  tbem 
whether  or  not  the  present  rates  were  re- 
munerating. Now  he  told  the  right  hon. 
Genilcman — and  he  believed  that  what  he 
stated  would  be  confirmed  by  the  experi- 
ence of  every  shipowner — that  the  result 
of  the  employment  of  the  whole  tonnage  of 
the  country,  under  Uie  present  system,  waa 
an  absolute  lo?'^.  Upon  the  capital  em- 
barked in  shipping,  the  decline  had  been 
30  per  cent,  and  upon  that  which  was  left 
is  wholly  nnremunerative.  Ilis  friend 
Mr.  Dunbar  had  offered  the  whole  of  his 
shipping  at  3  percent,  and  he  (Mr.  Young) 
believed  he  would  be  a  gainer  if  he  could 
get  any  one  to  take  it  at  that  rate;  yet  a 
more  intelligent,  experienced,  and  indus- 
trious shinowiier,  wit!i  greater  advantaf:^c8 
in  his  favour,  was  not  Jto  be  iound  again  in 
3  A 
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ilift  rait  of  the  worM.  If  ih%  }n%ht  bon.  |  BritUli  tliipownw,  to  eon|)etition 
G«litl«ni\n  doubted  that  there  were  grmt  others,  when  he  was  precluded  by  law  from 
losses  on  tho  part  of  th<»  shipowners  on  ciuployini;  thofc  who  would  work  for  half- 
accouDt  ot  the  repeal  ot  tho  Navigation  wages,  such  as  wero  paid  bj  his  compeU* 
hgrnn,  ho  wm  mra  Uiere  wore  nony  of  tors!  Two  iretooh  bad  latolyoiri?^  im, 
them  wonM  show  him  their  bnlancc-sheeta  |  thb  port  fnm  the  Ilavannah.  Tbo< 


for  last  ycnr,  and  th<-  iljfht  hon.  Gentle-  sijjnc*'  w  i>s  an  intimate  friend  of  his  own, 
man  might  conviuee  himself  tltat  their  as-  wiio  took  the  aome  interest  in  this  8ub> 
oertiona  wore  no  more  thu  mmplo  troths.  |  joet.  and  who»  boiiur  Tiiitod  by  tbo  cop- 
As  thf^  >rnB  tlic  first  opporinnity  ho  had  |  tdns  of  these  voaaols  on  the  same  day, 

had  of  aiMro^sincj  the  House  fur  many  inquired  of  them — one  being  a  owedc,  and 
years,  he  wuuld  not,  however  tempting  the  other  an  Enn^lishman — as  to  the  wages 
the  theme,  venture  farther  to  Intrude  '  paid  by  him  ?    Tho  eaptain>  tho  Swede, 

said  his  wages  were  51.  A  month — that  he 

i  <.oeivcd  no  (ttlior  allowance — that  lie  paid 
his  men  SOt.  a  month — that  ho  gave  them 


vpoa  the  tmie  of  tlio  House.  In  sayiiii; 
this  much,  lie  liopotl  ho  Iiail  not  altoLTL-llier 
failed  in  establishing  tlio  faots  for  wliidi  lie 


coatondod,  by  tho  biutistie^  lie  had  lufcrrcd  1  lucat  twice  a  week,  with  stock  fish  and 
to{  and  ho  also  hoped  that  he  had  not  al>  fruit.   Tho  Bn^^sh  captain  said  he  waa 

together  failed  by  a  reference  to  official  paid  10^  a  month  and  51.  for  cabin  allow- 
ance; that  the  wages  of  the  sailors  wore 
[)js.  a  mouth,  and  that  thoy  had  1^  lb.  of 
fresh  or  2  lbs.  of  salt  moat  every  day  in 
tl;o  wet  k.    With  these  facts  before  theoft. 


documents  in  refuting  the  as«frtions  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  niade  as  to 
the  prosperity  of  tho  shijiping  iatoroat. 
It  would  be  no  gratificfttion  to  him  to  stand 

up  in  that  placo,  and  in  presence  of  the  !  they  j  ut  tlio  Swede  and  the  Eurrlishman 
publio  to  declare  tliat  the  interest  with  |  into  competition  together;  and  doing  this 

'  thoy  called  it  free  trade,  of  wfaioh  they 
were  the  vanotod  champions.    The  right 

hon.  Oontlpman  wasnwaro  that  he  coucur- 


whioh  ho  was  ooonoeted,  and  in  the  pros- 
perity of  which  ho  was  personally  concern- 
eil,  ^vas  Jabourins:  under  a  profound  de- 


pressioiu  Sure  he  was  that  if  this  qucs- '  red  with  him  in  tho  cxpedieuoy  and  policy 
tlon  wera  ftirly  and  fully  investigated  by  of  subjecting  masters  of  resaelt  to  exami- 
the  right  hon.'  Gentleman,  one  gifted  with  |  nation.  lie  (Mr.  Young)  had  always  raised 
his  intelligence,  and  dismissing  fnjtn  liis  his  voice  huniLly  ami  irulepeiulently  in 
mind  every  desire  to  maintain  a  foregono  favour  of  siu  li  a  system  Itoing  intrixluccil, 
OOnelnsion  and  a  favourite  theory,  would  i  and  he  thanked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
find  reason  to  modify  at  the  loaat,  if  not  for  it{  hot  than  bo  had  to  add  with  extreme 


absolutely  to  change,  the  tone  of  hisobser- 
Yations  upon  tlie  facts  of  this  gieat  case. 
As  to  himself,  it  was  his  duty  to  declare 
hia  eonriotiona,  be  the  oonaoqnenees  what 

they  may,  namely,  that  the  British  inter- 


regret  that  the  Act  of  Parliament  intro- 
duced many  other  provisions  which  were 
unconnected  with  tho  principles  of  free 
trade.  Begolationa  were  made  wbioh  wore 
ineffident  for  oH  Other  pnrpaees  but  thai 


est  was  trc:nbling  at  that  moment  upon  the  '  of  harns^sing  the  shipowners;  and  thcso 
Terge  of  ruin,  and  to  say  that  if  that  House  '  re'iulations  were  grounded  on  the  ass  urn  p- 


—if «  Britiah  Parliament  were  determined  tion  that  it  waa  nooessary  to  afibrd  ^oen- 
to  follow  out  that  principle — the  cheapest  rity  to  tho  British  sailor  on  aocoont  of 
market  principle — to  go  on  further  in  tho  j  his   ignorance.     They  coJdled   up  tho 


some  career,  then  he  ventured  respectfully, 
bat  atrongly,  to  warn  them  that  if  they 
ihonght  wey  oottld  muntain  ft  great  mer- 


British  sailor  in  swaddling  clothes,  in- 
stead of  pursuing  a  eoMWtent  course  of 
proceeding.    Why  not*  inatead  of  de- 


criTi^ilc  nmrine  under  such  a  system  of  ploring  their  ignorance,  impart  knowlcdi^o 
policy,  they  would  find  out  their  mistake  to  them  '{    They  doled  out  a  paltry  sum 


only  at  a  time  when  the  error  had  been  '  on  the  education  of  the  people  of  England. 

In  the  city  of  Boaton  a  sum  equal  to  what 

the  l>ri!:  -li  Parliament  allowed  for  ttie  odu- 
f'l'rrtn  ot  the  %vholc  people,  was  appro- 
pnutod  to  instruction.     There  was  no 


oommitted,  and  it  waa  too  late  to  have  it 

corrected.  He  oon'd  not  conclude  without 
referring  to  tho  many  r^^strirtinn'?  Vi-liirh 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemau — u  chawpiuu  oi 

free  trodc^had  impoaed,  in  nolatioD  of  the  { kmoricaa  aeaman  who  did  mot  feeeire  the 


principles  of  free  trade,  upon  the  shipping  rudiments  of  a  good  education.  If  they 
intereft.  lie  would  ask  him  how  they  could  not  agree  in  their  polemic.il  differ- 
wero  to  recoueile  with  the  principles  of  cuccs  before  they  determined  on  education, 
justice  tbia  ityttam,  wUoh  «ipeMd  him.  •  |  let  them  at  leeat  detemiDo  upon  imtraoi* 
Mr.  a.  F,  Tomg 
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tag  ibeir  narinen.  Let  ihem  de  this,  and 

not  persevere  with  their  inconsisteiit  course 
in  reference  to  the  rnnnasjin^jj  clauses  of 
their  Bill,  lie  would  ask  the  attention  of 
ibe  Hoase  for  one  minute  longer  to  the  ease 
of  the  masters  of  our  ships.  No  hon.  Hen}> 
ber  could  have  forgotten  the  nceoimts 
which  bad  been  laid  on  the  table  of  that 
^onse  fnm  our  various  foreign  oonsnls,  in 
all  parts  of  the  world,  vituperative  of  the 
character  of  British  master-*,  nnd  libellous 
on  their  whole  bodj»  founded  as  those  ac- 
eoiiota  wore  on  isolated  oases,  wineh  ought 
not  to  hoTO  exposed  the  entire  mersantile 
marine  to  the  indiscrtmi^int'^  censure  to 
which  they  had  been  subjected.  But  then 
here  was  the  ineonsistencj  of  their  legis- 
lAtion.  Thej  sailed  the  masters  a  drunken 
incompetent  net  of  men,  vH  they  put  ft 
Clause;  in  their  Act  of  Parliament  compel- 
ling him  and  every  other  shipowner  iu  this 
eottntry  to  take  Uiese  so-styled  drunken, 
incompetent  men  into  their  employment. 
He  asked  them,  therefore,  to  expunge  that 
inconsistency  from  tbeir  Statute-book,  it 
might  be  said,  whj  did  not  the  British  ship- 
owners adont  measures  to  meet  that  ?  He 
■would  say.  Never.  If  they  wanted  to  at- 
tack the  British  sailor,  let  them  (the  Go- 
▼ttTumen  t)  do  it  tbemselres.  Ho  was  a 
Protectionist  upon  prineiple,  and  he  never 
would  drag  that  away  from  another  which 
be  would  maintain  for  himself.  But  if  the 
Lcgisktnre  thought  lit  to  put  a  certain 
dieqm^ltfieation  upon  him,  it  was  bound  to 
afford  him  prntci  ti n  uj)  to  that  point,  and 
he  wanted  that  rcstriclioti  to  be  taken  oif 
in  justice  to  the  sailor.  He  had  to  apolo- 
■  gise  to  the  House  for  the  length  of  time 
flun'riLr  which  ho  had  taken  the  liberty  of 
trespassif'fr  vn  their  attention  ;  but  lie 
trusted  tliat  in  the  warmth  of  dubate  ho 
had  used  no  ezprsesion  oaleokted  to  oflfend 
the  feelings  of  any  hon.  Member  present, 
nor  said  anything  inconsistent  with  what 
was  due  to  the  House,  or  to  the  position  in 
wbiefa,  as  a  Member  of  it,  be  bad  the  bo- 
BOttr  to  occupy. 

Mr.  J.  W  lis  ON  said,  that  neither  he 
nor  any  other  hon.  Members  of  that  House 
liad  reason  to  oomplain  of  the  tone  or 
length  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  address, 
for  all  must  ndmit  that  he  had  n,  very  na- 
tural ri|^t  to  address  tbo  House  on  this 
subject,  and  to  he  eonsidersd  as  somo  an- 
Hiorityapon  it.  Nothing,  however,  eonld 
ho  more  contradictory  of  the  Mrtiari  now 
before  the  House,  than  the  substance  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  for 
while  the  hon.  Qantleman  eommoioad  bj 


saying  that*  the  reetproeity  treaties  intro' 

duced  by  Mr.  Huskinson  in  1824  wlmo  tlio 
downfall  of  the  shippinjj  interests,  ami  the 
causti  of  all  the  mischiefs  that  had  since 
happened  to  it;  on  the  other  band,  the  ob* 
joct  of  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen' 
tloman  (Mr.  Herries)  was  a  return  to  the 
policy  which  prevailed  previous  to  that 
reciprocity  being  established,  and  even  to 
carry  out  the  policy  of  that  system  still 
further.  The  hon.  Gentleman  must  re- 
member that  when  the  late  law  was  pass- 
ed in  1848  we  were  in  respeet  to  some  of 
the  most  important  brandies  of  that  trade 
in  the  very  circumstances  v  c  i^  ere  in  in 
1824,  when  Mr.  Huskisson  proposed  the 
Act  of  Keciproeity;  and  when  he  spoke  of 
the  decay  of  the  shipping  intersst  since  the 
Act  of  Reciprocity,  he  forgot  to  explain  tho 
anomalous  rondition  into  which  the  .ship- 
ping interest  had  then  fallen,  and  how  for 
some  years  our  ships  bad  been  sailing  to 
America  empty,  and  American  vessels 
ramp  here  empty  also.  Tho  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  also  forgotten  that  Prussia  and 
Russia  had  threatened  to  carrjoot  towards 
England  the  same  poliey  wbioh  England 
and  America  had  been  pursuing  towards 
each  other,  and  that  it  was  only  in  eonse- 
quenee  of  that  pressure  that  Mr.  Huskisssft 
introduced  his  system  of  rectprodty  trea- 
ties. When  flip  present  lnw  wf\q  pfi'<<?ed 
in  1849,  we  were,  as  to  some  oi  the  most 
important  branches  <^  our  trade,  simihriy 
cireomstanced  as  in  1824.  T^ebon.  Gen- 
tleman nho  I  n  l  fdr^^-f'tten  to  state  that 
Russia  had  passed  a  law  which  would  have 
excluded  us  in  the  next  year,  on  the  expi- 
ration of  the  existing  treaty,  from  tbo 
whole  indirect  trade  wilh  t])nt  comitrv;  and 
that  Prussia  also  had  cjivpn  iis  notice  that 
on  the  e.\piration  of  their  treaty  we  should 
be  subject  to  the  IHce  restrietioii  as  to  the 
internal  trade  with  her.  Now,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  based  tho  f^eatcr  part  of 
his  argument  on  the  distinction  between 
tbe  shipping  Altered  outward  and  inward; 
and  ssid  that  the  former  oooM  not  be 
taken  as  a  criterion  of  the  quantity,  but 
he  confessed  that  the  tonnage  inward  in- 
oreased.  He  (Mr.  Wilson)  admitted  that 
some  years  ago,  while  there  existed  such 
restrictions  fi«  tho  hon.  Gcntlfman  had 
alluded  to,  naU  wished  to  perpetuate,  there 
might  be  a  good  deal  in  that  argument; 
because  only  a  small  part  of  tho  shipping 
carried  goods  ont-vir  l^;  hnt  the  hon.  Gen-  . 
tieman  must  remember  that  the  great  ob- 
ject of  the  alteration  in  1849  was  to  lessen  * 
that  distinotioiitbelVMik  outward  and  in- 
3  A  2 
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ward  dupiniig;  and  the  incroMe  in  the 

qunntity  or  shiprinn;  in  the  last  two  years 
T.'fts  most  satisfactory  evidence  of  that 
having  beeo  the  effect  of  the  law.  Prior 
to  the  year  1849,  tbere  wm  a  difGnreiiee 
between  outward  and  inward  tonnage,  for 
the  simple  reason  that  vessels  goiof;  to  the 
United  States  could  not  carry  cargo  out- 
wards*  but  could  inwards;  whereas,  last 
year,  the  amount  entered  inwards  and  out- 
wards was  nearly  the  same;  and  it  mu9t 
be  remembered  that,  from  a  country  like 
this,  which  exported  fine  manufactured 
goods,  the  amoant  eonid  not  be  exactly  the 
eame  ontward  as  luward,  for  the  reason 
that  a  great  portion  of  their  outward  car- 
goes consisted  of  valuable  goods  which  lay 
m  a  small  cumoass,  while  nearly  the  whole 
of  their  inwara  cargoes  eensitted  of  raw 
materiala  whieh  occupied  a  considerable 
bulk.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  as  a  ship- 
owner* must  know,  as  a  general  rule,  that 
»  larger  quantity  conld  not  enter  inwards 
tiiaa  had  previously  entered  outwards,  and 
if  we  saw  our  shipping  increase  outwards, 
there  must,  in  a  short  time,  be  a  corre- 
sponding increase  of  luward  outries.  The 
hon.  Gwtlenian  had  leforred  to  the  trade 
of  1851  as  evidence  of  the  decline  of  the 
sh5ppin<r  trade  of  this  country  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Act  of  1S49;  and  he  (Mr. 
Wilson)  most  eall  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleoian  who  opened  the  debate 
to  what  appeared  to  him  a  mistake  in  one 
of  thf'  at;U(  iiir tits  which  he  made.  He 
was  rcadv  to  admit  that  the  entries  in- 
wards of  1850  were  somewhat  smaner  than 
tiiose  of  1849:  but  the  gross  eotries  in- 
wnrfk  nrifl  ontwards  were  not,  a'^  the  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  smaller,  but  were  some- 
what  larffw.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  tome  the  average  of  the  preeeding 
four  years,  and  he  said  that  they  were  not 
only  smaller  in  the  year  preceding,  but 
that  they  were  smaller  than  in  the  pre- 
eeding four  yeara.  [Mr.  HsBBtn :  Three 
years.]  He  understood  him  fonr  yean, 
hut  whether  four  Or  three,  it  made  no  dif- 
ference to  the  argument.  He  (Mr.  Wilson) 
found  ihe  average  of  the  tonnage  entered 
inwards  and  outwards  for  the  four  years 
preceding  1850  to  be  7,474,000  tons— 
whereas  last  year  there  were  8,039,000 
tons.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  wliai  had  taken  place  in  the  last  nme 
years,  and  endeavoured  to  ahow  that  there 
had  been  a  smaller  increnpe  in  oar  exports 
than  during  the  preceding  nine  years.  The 


right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  a  return 
whieh  was  qnoted  by  the  hon.  Uembar  for 
Mr,  /.  WUtm 
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Liverpool  (Mr.  CardweU);  and  he  roust  say, 
he  had  never  heard  a  «ta?efnent  in  that 
House  which  astonished  him  bo  much,  and 
which  wtm,  as  he  thought,  so  opposite  to 
the  fiwia  of  thecase,  as  when  he  heard  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  state  that  taking  the 
CTports  from  this  countrv,  the  increase  of 
bbips  was  in  a  larger  ratio  previous  to  1849 
than  since.  He  had  the  retoma  beftn 
him,  and  he  found  that  previous  to  the 
year  1842,  the  year  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred,  instead  of  there 
being  a  material  increase,  there  had  been 
for  some  years  rather  a  decline  in  our  ez* 
ports.  In  1 835,  the  exports  of  this  conn- 
try  were  53.000, 000^.,  whereas  in  1842 
they  were  only  47,000,000f.,  the  latter 
being  a  year  of  depression  he  admitted. 
But  in  1835  the  ezporto  were  53.259.000L: 
and  in  no  year,  up  to  1842,  did  they 
amount  to  that  sum.  But  what  had  been 
the  facts  since  1842  ?  Why,  the  exports 
had  increased  from  47.000,(j00(.  in  1842, 
to  71,000,000?.  in  1850.  The  right  boo. 
Gentleman,  he  thought,  did  not  take  quite 
a  fair  way  of  making  bis  comparison,  as 
he  took  the  averse  of  the  last  nine  years, 
and  the  average  m  the  peat  nine  years  in- 
cluded the  low  sums  of  the  earlier  period 
of  the  free-trade  measure;  but  if  they  look- 
ed at  the  figures  they  would  find  a  steady 
annoal  increase  during  the  whole  of  that 
period;  so  that  by  taking  that  eversge  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  got  rid  of  the  larger 
tuuounts  of  the  latter  part  of  that  periud, 
by  juixiug  them  up  with  the  »maller 
amonnta  of  the  former  part  of  the  periei. 
It  conld  not  he  denied  that  there  had  been 
an  increase  during  the  last  nine  years  nn- 
parallcled  in  the  history  of  this  country,  or 
ID  that  of  any  other  country  whatever. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  resumdl 
his  seat  (Mr.  G.  F.  Young)  remirnletl  them 
that  there  had  been  during  that  pcriuJ  a 
large  increase  in  the  amount  of  fureiga 
tonnage— that  they  had  in  1849  oslir 
1,990.000  tons,  whereas,  in  1851  they 
had  3,900,000  tons,  sliowing  an  increase 
of  l,J^OO.0O0  tons.  He  (Mr.  Wilson)  wts 
quite  willing  to  admit  that;  but  then  Imd 
there  been  no  increase  during  tlic  same 
time  of  British  tonnage  ?  I  n  1 842  the 
amount  of  British  tonnage  was  5,415,000 
tons,  in  1850  it  was  8.039,000  tons;  .m 
that  white  ifaej  had  an  inereaee  of  fordge 
tonnage  of  1,900. 0^)0  tons,  they  had  aa 
increase  in  British  of  2.*^'"* ,0(X>  tons. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  retcrred  to  Ao»e- 
rica,  and  he  at  once  unhesitatinfldly  adaut* 
ted  that  thigr  wen  ear  great  and  aeet4^ 
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be  feared  rivals; — iTidwd  that  was  the  only 
C'>'Jntry  tow  ards  which  we  need  look  with 
any  auxiety  as  to  the  cooiiuerce  of  the 
world;  but  he  thought  the  boo.  Gontleinui 
had  exhihitcd  a  comparison  of  the  commer- 
cud  marine  of  America  with  that  of  Eng- 
land in  a  verj  anfavourable  light  to  thia 
country,  and  thai  the  hon.  Cktrtlenuui  had 
misstated  the  facts.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  TIerries)  had  nlladcd  to  the  consider- 
able falling-ofi"  in  the  rjuantity  of  American 
tonnage  entered  inwards  and  outwards  in 
1850  aa  oompared  with  1849;  and  he  had 
given  an  explanation  of  that  fact  with  which 
he  (Mr.  Wilson)  perfectly  agreed.  But  while 
he  gave  the,  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
adrautage  of  that  explanation  with  regard 
to  the  faUingH)flF  of  American  tonntge,  he 
asked  for  the  same  explanation  to  he  ad- 
mitted with  regard  to  British  tonnage. 
The  Americans  JbaU  uo  duubt  been  taking 
advantage  of  the  opportunity  of  going  into 
the  eastern  seas*  and  had  been  aided  by 
the  discovery  of  the  mines  in  California, 
and  the  English  ships  had  been  following 
them.  Ilis  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Colonial  Penartment  had  shown  him  a 
despatch  from  Hong-Kong,  from  which  it 
appeared  that  out  of  10,700  tons  of  ship- 
ping of  all  nations  in  that  port,  uo  less 
than  3.700  were  British,  while  only  1,700 
were  American,  so  that  the  same  reason- 
ing wliich  the  rvzht  Ikmi.  Gentlemnn  nvaili  (I 
himself  of  to  account  for  the  faiiinir-olf  t  t 
American  tonnage  in  loJO,  was  eqiiallv 
applieahle  to  the  falling-off  of  Englisi) 
tonnaee  in  the  same  year.  But  now  with 
regard  to  the  actual  stntc  of  British  and 
American  shipping  in  the  American  porta, 
there  were  some  faets  in  this  report  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be  prepared 
for.  The  total  quantity  of  shipping  in 
1850.  inwards  and  mit WLitds,  from  the 
whole  of  the  American  ports  lo  the  whole 
of  the  worid,  was  8,709»000  tons,  while 
the  qaantity  in  this  country  was  12.030,000 
tons;  80  that  the  shipping  from  this  coun- 
try  was  no  less  than  50  per  cent  greater 
loan  that  of  the  United  Sutes.  But  of 
the  American.  8,709.000  tons,  5,206.000 
only  consisted  of  American  ships,  and 
3,503,000  of  foreign;  while  of  the 
12,000,000  from  British  ports,  only 
3.900,000  were  foreign;  and  out  of  the 
3,503,000  tons  connected  with  the  Ameri- 
can trade,  no  less  than  2,400,'^'"^  was  in 
British  ships;  and  all  the  rest  of  the  world 
could  muster  659,000  tons  only.  Again, 
nunpare  the  quantity  of  trade  which  Amo- 
ziM  took  from  u,  with  what  wa  look  Ihim 


I  them.  The  American  trade  gave  eraploy- 
I  mnnt  to  1,639,000  ton*?  of  British  shipping 
more  than  the  British  U'aUe  gave  employ- 
ment to  theAmericaa.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Uerries)  referred  at  con* 
siderable  length  to  the  great  advantages 
the  Americana  had  in  building  ships  as 
compared  with  this  country.  From  the 
finance  accounts  it  appeared  that  the  ships 
built  and  registered  in  the  United  King- 
dom in  the  last  throe  vears  were,  in  1848, 
122,000  tons;  in  1849,  117.000  tons;  and 
in  1850,  in  which,  according  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  British  shipping  had  been 
ruined  by  foreign  competition,  it  had  risen 
to  133,0{)0  tons;  and,  if  he  was  informed 
rightly,  in  this  year,  so  far  as  it  went, 
there  was  a  still  greater  increase.  Ha 
found  in  the  report  of  the  Shipowners' 
Committee  in  Liverpool  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Aylwyu  on  this  subject,  a  gentleman  whose 
opinions  ware  entitled  to  great  respect. 
Mr.  Aylwyn  returned  to  the  United  States 
some  time  ago,  and  he  sent  to  a  Member 
of  that  House  a  statement  exhibiting  the 
fearful  character  of  the  cumpelition  we 
should  have  with  the  United  States.  .Now, 
he  held  in  his  hand  a  letter  on  the  com- 
parative ability  of  the  United  States  and 
this  country  to  build  ships;  and  when  he 
had  read  this'  letter  and  mentioned  the 
name  of  the  person  who  wrote  it,  he  waa 
quite  sure  that  every  one  in  the  House 
wijuld  give  credit  to  the  opinions  expressed 
[jy  the  writer.  The  hon.  Member  then 
read  the  letter  in  which  it  was  stated  that 
the  Ann  Dixon  which  had  been  built  at 
Sunderland,  had  been  built  at  a  cost  of  10 
per  cent  less  than  it  could  have  been  con- 
structed in  the  United  States;  that  she 
had  great  sailing  powers,  and  would  carry 
a  tonnage  of  nearly  7  per  cent  over  her 
retri'^tored  tonnage;  and  the  wntt  t-  gave  it 
as  Ina  decided  opinion,  that,  quality  for 
quality,  British  ships  could  always  ha  bailt 
cheaper  than  American.  This  letter  was 
signed  by  Mr.  Aylwyn;  and  this  was  the 
gentleman  who  had  been  frightening  the 
shipowners  of  this  country  out  of  their 
wiu.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Ifr.  G.  P. 
Young)  used  a  very  singular  argument,  as 
it  appeared  to  him,  when  he  said  it  was 
true  that  there  had  been  an  increase  iu  the 
tonnage  of  Yessels,  hut  that  a  great  many 
of  them  were  steam  ressds.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  a  fair  view  of  the 
question,  he  would  have  seen  that  every 
steam  vessel  ought  to  count  for  two  or 
three  sailing  vessels,  seeing  that  a  steamer 
woold  make  two  or  three  vojagas,  while  a 
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aailiug  vessel  mado  one;  and  that,  there* 
fore,  he  ought  to  bare  orritred  at  the  wry 
opposite  conclusion  to  that  which  he  did 
arrive  at.  Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  the  great  inroad  which  ibe  Ame- 
ricans were  making  in  ft  Tory  important 
branch  of  our  trade— the  East  India  trade. 
Tie  (Mr.  Wilson)  was  tctv  desirous  tliat 
the  facts  of  iliu  case  sliould  be  knuwu  to 
tiiut  House  and  the  country,  because,  that 
matter  had  excited  considerable  alarm, 
which  he  believecl  to  be  totally  uiifoundeil. 
To  hear  thr  li  tn.  Cicutloir.aii  epeak  of  tlie 
East  ludia  tradu  diuce  the  repeal  of  the 
NeTigatioii  Lews,  the  Houte  would  be  in* 
duced  to  believe  that  the  whole  of  that 
trade,  or  the  largest  portion  of  it,  had  been 
hit  to  thia  country,  and  that  it  had  been 
ahterbed  by  the  Amerioans.  Now,  he 
htM  in  hia  band  a  return  of  the  British 
abipping  entered  outwards  and  inwards  in 
the  Iiidiaa  trade  for  the  last  three  years, 
•od  he  fomad  that  in  1848  it  amounted  te 
840.000  tons;  in  1849.  to  928.000;  and 
in  1850,  the  year  of  free  trade,  and  when 
the  Britiah  East  India  trade  waa  said  to 
bare  been  absorbed  bj  the  Aueiieans,  it 
woa  no  less  than  1,035,(HK)  tons*  a  larger 
amount  of  British  tonnage  entered  in- 
wards and  outwards  tbau  in  any  previous 
year.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Herriei)  hod  plumod  himself  upon  bringing 
his  facts  down  to  tlio  last  six  months.  In 
this  respect  he  (Mr.  WiUon)  would  do  the 
same.  During  the  last  ux  months  of  I^>4B 
the  qoantity  of  shipping  entered  inwordi 
and  outwards  in  the  East  India  trade  was 
430,000;  in  the  first  six  months  of  this 
year  it  was  49t),0UO,  allowing  on  increase 
ef  47*000  tone  in  this  trade  ohme;  and  by 
the  last  Inffian.  audi  th^  ktned  that  Brit- 
ish shipping  was  searce  in  the  Indian 
ports,  and  that  the  freights  had  risen  from 
91.  3f .  ft  ton  to  4/.  and  upwards.  In  re- 
ference to  tlie  Indian  trade,  he  would  call 
the  right  hon.  Gt'iitliMiian's  attention  to 
two  or  three  singular  facts,  which  would 
kod  Uie  Hooie  te  a  very  Afferent  eonclu- 
•ioB  from  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  have  them  arrive  at.  The 
facts  were  derived  oiRcially  from  the  In- 
dian GoTernmcnt.  Ue  believed  that  never 
fttttil  this  year  had  the  Beat  India  Com- 
pany found  any  difficulty  with  regard  t» 
its  contracts  for  coah  to  be  delivered  in 
the  ooistern  seas;  but  this  year  they  had 
found  the  greatest  diflieulty.  Tfae"oon> 
tractors  here  had  experienced  great  diffi- 
culty in  finding  vessels  suitable  in  size  to 
curry  coiih;  they  had  in  consequence 
Mr,  J.  Wilson 


thereof  been  obliged  to  borrow  10,000 
tons  from  tiie  Oriental  ftiid  Peftinsohr 
Steam  Paeket  Company,  and  had  advised 

the  Indian  Government  that  it  must  rely 
more  on  arrangements  to  be  made  on  the 
spot.  MoreoTor,  he  bed  bften  bformed  hf 
a  director  of  the  Orient^  and  Feninaebr 

Company,  that  in  consequence  of  the  busy 
state  of  tlie  carrying  trade,  coals  had  risen 
10  per  ceut  in  price.  The  right  boo.  Gen^ 
tleman  had  invited  the  House  to  address 
the  Throne  lu  order  that  a  system  of 
retaliation  might  be  carried  out  ag^aiiist 
tliuse  {States  which  had  not  foUuwed 
the  example  of  this  oouotry;  but  he  (Ur. 
Wilson)  thought  it  was  unreasonable,  when 
a  change  in  the  policy  of  this  country  bad 
only  been  in  existence  fur  eighteen  months, 
when  the  reetrietive  policy  had  been  |mn 
soed  for  00  many  years,  to  eonplain  of  fo- 
reign countries,  that  they  were  not  ready 
to  change  their  policy  the  moment  we 
changed  ottrt.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  premature;  especially  when  it  wis 
notorious  to  the  worid  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  conotry  was  in  negotiotiea 
with  thoM  States  wluch  hid  not  followsd 
our  example,  to  induce  them  to  copy  onr 
policy.  When  they  had  adopted  a  free- 
trado  policy  witti  large  States,  such  as 
Sweden,  Holland,  and  tlie  United  Slates 
of  America,  he  thought  it  would  be  most 
unwise  to  retaliate  upon  such  countries  as 
Spain  or  Bel;;iuin.^  If  they  made  the  at- 
tempt to  retaliate,  the  law  would  moat  ccr- 
tunly  be  invaded;  Ibrif  we  refused  to  take 
the  goods  of  thoae  countries  direct,  they 
could  easily  be  sent  to  Rotterdam,  and 
shipped  thence  to  this  country,  and  we 
oonld  not  refuse  to  admit  then.  Th^ 
might  make  laws,  but  they  would  only  be 
evaded.  With  Sweden.  Holland,  Pnissid, 
Hamburgh,  and  the  Hanso  Towns,  and, 
above  all,  with  the  United  States  of  Ame* 
rica,  we  had  full  and  entire  reeipnkcitj; 
and  when  wc  enjoyed  reciprocity  with  the 
great  maritime  countries  of  the  world,  it 
waa  hardly  fair  to  select  small  States  like 
Belgium  and  Spain,  in  order  to  mourn  over 
the  want  of  roei[>rocity  wiili  tlieni.  He 
could  understand  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gcutlcmoji,  if  his  uhjcct  were  to  pun- 
ish foreign  conntries;  but  this  was  not  bis 
oLject.  Ills  object  was  to  benefit  the  Brit- 
ish shipowner;  and  this  heing  tlie  case, 
what  henetit  could  our  shipowners  dcriva 
from  Spanish  goods  being  brought  here  in 
Dutch  in  place  of  Spanish  vessels  ?  Ue 
could  not  help  doprecatins;  th<^  e-  nr'-f  of 
remark  which  the  right  hou.  Gentlcoiaa 
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had  adopted  in  spoakin!^  of  the  Dutch.  Ho  ' 
wished  that  every  Goveromeut  had  behaved 
as  openly  and  as  generouilj  with  regard 
to  tho  Navigation  Laws  as  the  Dutch. 
T!i  V  n  fiifd,  clause  by  clause,  our  law  uf  j 
1546.  Considering  the  prejudices  of  tho 
Dutch  in  favour  of  rotaiuiug  tho  trado  with 
BaUvia  Iti  their  own  hands,  ho  tfoiiisidorcd 
they  liad  l>eliav*  d  with  ^reat  generosity  in 
ojwiiing  tiiL'ir  Batavian  trade  as  freely  as 
tbcir  houio  trade  to  British  ships.  Our 
TGASols  oould  now  go  from  Liverpool  and 
London  to  Batavia  as  freely  as  from  Bot> 
tordam,  and  this  was  a  vnlunblc  privilege. 
And  he  understood  Uiai  Briiii^ii  ships  were 
entering  into  competition  with  Dutch  ships 
for  the  carrying  trado  from  Batavia  to  Hot- 
tcrdam  and  Amsterdam.  Tho  ri^^lit  lu>n. 
Geutlouan  bad  referred  a  good  deal  to  tho 
trade  of  Prancot  and  had  read  a  passage 
from  a  French  writer,  deprecating  OUr  free- 
trade  policy  beint;  followed  by  Franco,  and 
describing  the  English  nation  as  on  tho 
Tcrge  of  a  crisis,  in  consequence  of  the  sys- 
tem now  pursued.  Now,  on  eomparin|; 
tlio  returns  of  the  tonnage  entered  into 
the  ports  of  France  with  that  entered  into 
the  ports  of  England  from  tlie  year  ltS4li 
till  the  year  1S50,  he  found  that  «while 
the  returns  of  France  showed  an  increase 
during  that  p-^nod  of  .HI 1, 000  tons,  those 
of  England  exhiuitod  au  luereaso  of  no  less 
than  4,763,000  tonst  in  1842  the  French 
tonnage  was  3,609,000  tons,  and  the  Eng* 
l!'<h7,:U7,OOOton«;  in  1 850  tho  French  had 
increased  to  3,U50,U00  tons,  while  the  Eng- 
lish tonnage  had  inoreased  to  12.020.000 
tooa.  Tlie  right  hon.  Genlleniaa  liad  com- 
pared the  commerce  of  Franco  with  that  of 
jBngland,  as  well  as  the  Navigation  Laws 
of  the  two  countries.  On  this  matter  he 
(Mr.  Wilson)  niiglit  state  that  ho  had  seen 
a  speech  of  M.  Thiers  delivered  lately  in 
the  French  Assembly,  loudly  boasting  of 
the  enormous  increase  in  French  commerce. 
In  that  speoob  If.  Thiers  bad  shown  by 
extracts  from  tho  offieial  returns  that  the 
whole  conunerce  of  Franco  (taken  at  llie 
official  valuation)  had  increased  during  the 
last  eight  years  bv  19,000,000{.  sterling, 
from  whence  he  drew  the  inference  that 
the  policy  of  France  was  more  beneficial  to 
her  eommerce,  titan  that  of  England.  Dur- 
ing the  same  period,  however,  tbe  com- 
merce of  England,  taken  at  the  actual  valu- 
fitinn,  not  at  the  <ifticial.  had  increased  to 
the  extent  of  67.0u0,0O0/.,  and  if  it  had 
been  taken  at  the  offieial  Taluatioo,  the 
increase  would  have  been  1 18,000*000^ 
aterliqg;  ao  that  in  the  natter  of  e(»nnieroe 
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I  the  increase  was  not  less  surprii^Incf  than 
in  that  of  navigation.  Tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Herries)  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Young)  had  drawn  a  verf 
I  melancholy  picture  of  the  present  stato  of 
the  shippint;  trade  of  thi.<;  country ;  hut  he 
(Mr.  Wilson)  thought  bo  had  shown  that 
as  regarded  oar  Indian,  Ameriean,  and. 
homo  trade,  that  picture  ^va^^  overdrawn, 
lie  would  now  state  a  few  facts  us  regard- 
ed the  port  ut  Loudoa.  He  had  reoeutly 
sent  to  the  Costom  House  for  soma  returns, 
in  order  to  see  what  were  the  proofs  of  l^e 
great  competition  which  it  was  said  our 
shipowners  had  to  encounter.  He  found 
that  there  were,  at  this  present  time^  lead- 
ing for  Asia  and  Africa,  including  all  the 
euuntries  cflJ^tw  n  <1  of  the  Cape,  excoptinj^ 
out  Australian  Coiunies,  o2  ships,  tbe  total 
tonnage  of  wbidi  waa  30,899  tone.  Of 
these  only  four  ships,  amounting  in  all  to 
1,070  ton*?,  were  forei;:;n  ships;  and  two  of 
these  foreign  vessels  were  Dutch,  availing 
themselves  of  the  beneficial  alteration,  of 
our  Navigation  Laws,  and  going  direct  to 
Batavia,  carrying  carixocs  of  Critlah  mnna- 
factures.  Loading  for  our  Australian  Colo- 
nies iu  tiie  port  of  London,  there  were  32 
ships,  amounting  to  16,000  tons;  and  of 
this  number  not  one  single  vessel  was  fo- 
reign. There  were  loaflioi;  for  the  \Vest 
Indies  20  ships,  of  j,oxU  ions,  and  only  one 
of  thet  nnmbier  was  a  fore^n  ressel.  The 
total  number  of  British  vessels  loading  at 
present  in  the  port  of  London  wns  179,  of 
()7,512  tons  burden;  while  tho  foreign  slitjMS 
nnmbered  82,  and  amonnted  to  no  aera 
than  15,000  tons  burden.  Thcy  would 
find  beside  that  all  the  lonsf-voj-ago  trade 
was  still  kept  by  tbe  British  ships,  and 
that  this  15,000  tons  of  Ibreign  flipping 
was  made  up  of  short  fcyages  to  the  Batticw 
This  did  not  indicate  an  unfavotu'Rl'V  f^tate 
of  our  shipping.  Allusion  had  been  made 
to  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Dunbar  and  other 
extensive  shipowner  in  farour  of  this  Mo> 
tion;  but  he  found  from  a  letter  by  Mr. 
Dunbar,  published  a  fciv  davs  ngo.  that 
that  gentleman  objected  to  the  sliding- 
scale  of  onr  late  com  laws,  and  had  oon* 
sidered  improvement  in  our  Navigation 
Laws  necessary  before  the  late  aUerations 
in  them;  and  that,  further,  ho  advised 
those  interested  in  the  shipping  trada  <a 
put  their  shoulders  to  the  wheal,  and  en- 
deavour to  i;et  rid  of  their  grievnnces.  lie 
(Mr.  Wilson)  did  not  hesitate  to  admit 
that  some  considmbla  portion  of  onr  ship* 
owners  were  safiering  depression,  but  that 
depressioii  vac  confined  to  tlioia  snaU 
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ports  which  ^erc  engaged  in  the  coasting  proRperous  symptoms, he  thought  the  House 
trade.    But  how  did  that  distress  arise  ?  ,  should  pause  before  tbej  adopted  any  prio- 


ciple  of  retaliation,  or  had  reeoorae  to  the 

old  exploded  system  with  which  tho 


The  other  day  a  man  came  to  him  from 
Hastings,  and  said  be  was  ruined.  He 

ijsed  to  have  four  ships  sailing  from  lias-  |  try  had  so  long  been  burdened 
tint's  to  Lonrlnn,  l)ut  now  ho  found  that  the  >  Mn.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  think  that  no 
railway  was  taivitig  aii  the  goods.  The  apolog)'  was  necessary  from  my  right  hoc. 
inland  coal  trade  was  also  operating  on  \  Friend  who  introduced  the  AakendmeBla 
the  colliers  of  Newcastle  and  the  north-  j  this  evening,  for  calling  the  eonsideratioo 
cm  ports.  The  fact  was,  that  the  railways  of  the  House  to  the  state  of  an  important 
now  carried  a  large  proportion  of  the  goods  -  branch  of  our  oatiooal  industry;  and.  Sir, 


some  time  ago  carried  by  coasting  vessels. 
He  did  not  deny  that  at  the  present  mo- 
ment there  was  in  the  shipping  trade,  as 
in  all  other  trades,  a  rapidly  increasing  com- 
petition; but  he  was  satisfied  that  that 
emnpetition  was  between  British  owner 
and  Britiah  owner,  and  not  between  British 
owner  and  Foreign  owner.  He  had  lately 
had  a  conversation  witb  some  shipowners 


whatever  may  be  the  difference  of  opioiw 
with  respect  to  the  eanse  of  the  distrssi, 

or  the  depression  of  any  considerable  por- 
tioti  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  engaged 
in  any  ^reat  trade,  I  cannot  but  thiak 
that  Parliament*  after  sitting  six  months, 
shonld  not  be  prorogued  without  havtag 
discussed  the  cause  of  that  depression  or 
distress.    Sir,  whatever  may  be  our  opin- 


at  the  London  Docks,  and  although  the  ,  ion  of  the  policy  or  impolicy  of  any  Uvs 
competition  between  London  and  Liverpool  which  this  House  maj  have  passed  or  sb- 


had  been  talked  of,  not  a  murmur  had 
escaped  them  as  to  the  competition  of 
foreign  vessels.  It  had  been  stated  that 
Mr.  Lindsay,  an  extensive  shipowner, 
brooght  goods  from  the  warehonses  at 
^tfuic!?e-«tor  to  London  bv  rnllwav,  and 


rogated  with  reference  to  their  inflaeoce 

upon  any  branch  of  the  public  industry, 
surely  there  is  uo  hon.  Gentleman  who 
will  maintain  bnt  that  it  is  in  the  higher 
degree  impolitic,  that,  whatever  may  b« 

the  difference  of  opinion,  there  should  not 


shipped  them  to  Calcutta,  at  a  charge  of  at  least  be  one  point  upon  which  both 


from  25s.  to  30«.  per  ton.  Of  this  the 
Liverpool  shipowners  naturally  complained; 
but  this  was  .a  competition  between  Eng- 
lishman and  ETiHishman.  Thevhad  latelv 
a  shipowner  examined  before  the  Commit- 
tee sitting  on  steam  communication  with 
the  East,  and  that  gentleman  bad  informed 
them  that  at  the  present  time  it  was  ut- 
terly impossible  to  get  vessels  built  and 
put  on  stations  at  any  specified  time.  The 
trade  was  so  busy  that  shipowners  would 
not  bind  themselves  to  time,  and  from  the 
same  cause  the  workmen  had  become  dif- 
ficult to  deal  with.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Toung)  had  referred  to  the  disiabili- 
tiea  under  which  this  country  laboured 
connected  with  the  French  trade,  and  had 


sides  of  the  House  should  agree,  uamelj, 
that  the  House  of  Commons  is  the  propa 
tribunal  where  the  complMnts  of  that  sut'- 
f'M-ing  branch  should  be  preferred,  and 
whore  they  may  be  fully  and  fairly  dis- 
cussed ;  and  no  one.  Sir,  will  contend  that 
the  state  of  the  shipping  interest  of  dw 
country  is  at  present  one  of  prosperitv. 
You  may  account  fur  the  depression  thst 
exists — vou  may  otfer  reasons  for  the  dis- 
tress wiiich  is  acknowledged — you  mtj 
tell  us  that  that  industry  is  in  a  state  « 
transition  ;  but  you  cannot  deny  that  it  is 
now  in  a  peculiar  position — you  cannot 
contradict  the  assertion  that  it  is  at  this 
time  Buflering,  and  suffering  from  the  ex- 
perience of  our  novel  legislation.  And 


asked  us  to  retaliate  in  consequence  of;  allow  me  to  remind  the  House  of  the  p«- 


theae  disabilities.  We  did  not,  however, 
require  to  adopt  such  a  course;  France 
had  herself  suffered  much  inconvenience 
from  these  very  disabilities.  Surely  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  wish  them  to  re- 
trace their  steps,  and  introduce  again  such 
great  anomalies.  In  every  great  change 
there  were  some  individuals  inconvenienced; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  small  shipowners 
had  been  injured  in  this  case;  but.  looked 
at  as  a  whole— considering  the  great  in- 
crease of  our  American  trade,  the  increas- 
ing trade  in  our  buihling  yards,  and  other 
Mr.  J,  Wihim 


culiar  condition  of  the  shipping  interest— 
which  marks  it  out  from  all  those  other 
branches  of  our  public  industry  which  wtj 
equally  be  Puffcnn^:  dt-tress  and  deprf*- 
sion.  You  find  i\n<  in  the  state  of 
shipping  interest,  tiiat  liiere  is  acknow- 
ledged to  b«  a  eoosiderabla  diratnotioa  sf 
the  profits  of  the  capital  employed  io  tbtt 
indiistrv,  attended,  at  the  same  time,  *iA 
a  diminution  of  the  means  of  emoloyiBg 
the  labour  of  that  industry.  In  s^ 
instances-^take  the  ease  which  has  beet 
00  frsqiwatlj,  perhapa  masceiMari^jt  ^ 
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ferred  to  to-night — that  of  the  agricultural  i  anffenng  so   nuicli,  nnything  could  be 


interest — you  always  tell  us,  *'  We  ac- 
knowledge that  there  is  a  great  diminu- 
tion in  the  profits  of  the  capital  invested 
in  tliat  industry  ;  but  no  one  can  pretend 
that  the  employment  of  the  labour  of  that 
industry  it  at  ail  proportionately  reduced, 
or  at  all  diminished/' 


amusing — than  the  mode  in  which  this 
Clause,  rrferred  to  ia  the  Amendment  of 

luy  ri^lit  hon.  Friend,  has  been  treated  by 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  My  right  hon. 
Friend's  Amendment  is  for — 


that  the  occupier  of  the  land  may  no  proper  steps  to  ho  taken  for  giving  effect  to 
longer  receive  the  same,  or  even  a  re- '  P^*^*"*     ^«  ."^P^        N*'?******^  * 


"  An  humble  Address  to  Her  Majefty,  praying 
You   acknowledge    that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  direct  the 

tbone 
iLawt, 

mnnerative.  retam  forhw  capital;  but  you  ,  ^^j,  ;„,y  Country,  in  which  a  prefer, 

always  tell  ub,  **  You  cannot  deny  that  "  " 

the  labourer  on  the  IotkI  ij^  well  employed, 
and  is  well  paid ;  "  and  you  refer  with  tri- 
umph, and  with  an  appearance  of  plansi- 
biltty,  to  the  returns  which  are  supplied 
yott  by  the  poor-lnw  officers  throughout 
the  country.  But  in  the  case  of  the  ship- 
ping interest,  while  the  profits  of  capital 


once  is  given,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
vessels  over  British  vessels,  such 
mny  appear  to  Ilcr  Majesty  justly  to  counterrmil 
the  di.«ad vantages  to  which  British  tisd*  and 

navigation  i&  m  subjected." 

This  being  the  Amendmt  nt,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Presideut  uf  the  Board 
of  Trade  rises  and  informs  ns,  in  the 


are  so  sensibly  diminished,  the  means  of :  most  authoritative  manner,  that  at  this 

employing  labour  are  equally  diminished  ; 
and  it  is  to-night  acknowledged  by  both 
sides  that  there  is  a  diminution  iu  the 


balance  of  upwards  of  500,000  tons  of 
British,  na  regards  tlie  employ iiient  of 
British  and  foreign  shipping.  Now,  Sir, 
I  have  no  doubt  that  \\\  this,  in  other 
inatancMt  we  ha^e  been  too  precipitate— 
we  hare  been  too  hasty — in  the  line  that 
we  have  adopted,  and  the  course  thnt  we 
have  pursued.  I  have  no  doubt  that  in 
the  ease  of  the  shipping  interest*  as  in 
that  of  the  agricultural  interest,  we  ought 
not  to  liave  recourse  to  any  coarse  or  vio- 
lent reaction,  but  that  we  should  have  re- 
course to  those  temperate,  to  those  re- 
medial, to  thoee  equitable,  and  to  those 
countervailing  measures  which  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  require,  and  which  we 
should  have  well  considered  before  we  em- 
barKed  on  the  course  wliich  we  have  too 
rashly  pursued.    Well,  Sir,  what  is  the 


moment  negotiations  are  going  on  with 
no  less  than  three  Powers,  in  order  to  ob- 
tain for  the  sufTering  British  shi||)owner  the 


advantages  which  may  he  supplied  by  this 

prescient  and  provident  clause  of  ITer  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers.  No  doubt,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  - 
Affairs  has  only  verj  reeentlj  employed  a 
portion  <tf  his  much-oeeupied  and  anxious 
time  iu  penning  despatches,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  obtain  fur  the  British  ship- 
owner the  effect  of  this  salutary  provision. 
But  what  says  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Scc- 
rotnrv  of  the  Board  of  rfintro),  wjio  last 
addressed  the  House?  Disregarding  the 
solemn  announcement  of  aGabinetJfinister, 
that  at  this  moment  negotiations  are  being 
prosecuted  v.ifh  no  le.ss  than  three  Powers 
— forgetting  the  presence  of  the  very  Sec- 
retary of  State  who  has  commencea  these 
negotiations,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Board  of  Ct»ntrol,  who  is  not 


Motion  before  the  House?    What  is  the  I  yet  in  the  secret*  of  tlie  Cabinet,  derides 


Amendment  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr  Harries)  has  moved?  Remember 
that  this  is  not  an  Amendment  whieh  calls 
in  question  the  policy  or  impolicy  of  re- 
pealing the  Navigation  Laws,  or  of  main- 
tuning  them.  It  is,  on  the  contrary,  a 
measure  which,  in  the  very  law  that  was 
passed  by  the  Government  that  repealed 
these  Navigation  Laws,  was  suggested  as 
a  remedial  measure,  to  be  had  recourse  to 
if  the  diipowners  of  this  countty  found 
that  they  were  embarked  in  an  unequal, 
and  therefore  an  unjust,  competition.  And, 
Sir,  I  must  say  that  nothug  has  more 
amuaad  me  in  the  course  of  this  debate — 
if,  on  a  subject  bo  serious,  and  where  so 
moolL  is  at  stake,  where  British  capital  is 


the  Clause,  describes  it  as  one  absolutely 
absurd,  as  one  which  it  is  impossible  should 

effect  anything;  and  if  absurd,  if  utterly 
useless,  if  imder  all  these  eireuinstances, 
inefficient,  how  can  he  vindicate  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
how  can  he  justify  the  labours  of  the  noble 
Lord  ?  Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  of  the  same 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Board  of  Control.  I  have  more 
confidence  in  Her  Majesty's  Government 
than  a  subordinate  Member  of  that  Govern- 
ment appears  to  possess.  1  give  faith  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  to  the  nohle  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  Fcirric^m  Affairs,  for  tV.f^ir 

intentions  and  their  labours i  and  1  believe 
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tbftt  tbcy  have  oonfidmee  in  the  policy 
which  tliey  me  pursuing,  and  I  believe  that 
courso  t<j  1)0  an  efficient  one.    Now,  Sir, 
from  what  ha»  recently  occurred  m  this 
House,  can  I  bring  myself  to  beliere  that 
the  policy  indicated  in  thin  Clauso.  rcconi- 
men»lcd  hy  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Her- 
rica)  and  pursued — as  I  must  believe  after 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Hoard  of  Trade,  that 
it  is  l>v  IIci'  Mnjrity  !*  Ministers — is  not  a 
salutary  one  ?    It  must  be  in  thn  recolloc- 
tion  of  many  Gentlemen  who  hear  mo  that 
A  petition  was  presented  not  long  ago  by 
my  lint).  Friend  the  Member  for  Hunting- 
don (Mr.  T.  Baring)  from  mcrohnnts  and 
shipowners  connected  with  tlio  trade  ot 
Kewfeundland  and  Labrador.   That  peti- 
tion was  signed  by  almost  every  mercan- 
tile firm  in  the  country  connected  with  that 
trode — i  think  by  upwards  of  150  tlrms  in 
Itondon.  Liverpool,  Bristol,  Poole,  Tcign- 
meuth,  Torquay,  and  other  western  ports 
connected  with  tliis  tiailc;  and  wliat  was 
the  statement  of  the  petition  thus  iufluen- 
tiaily  signed,  and  preaented  by  one  so  much 
entitled  to  the  eoBsideration  of  tliis  House 
on  such  a  subject  as  my  hon.  Friciul  the 
Member  for  Huntingdon  'i  Why,  it  stated 
that  the  whole  of  our  fish  trade  from  New- 
foundland and  Labrador  to  Spain  was  fast 
leaving  us — that  the  Spanish  Government 
imposed  a  differentlnl  duty  on  cod  fijjh  im- 
ported in  Spanish  as  distiu^uit>hed  iruni 
British  ships,  of  not  less  than  3«.  a  ewt, 
in  favour  of  the  former.    I  think  the  duty 
was   8:>-.  7d.  per  cut.  for  tish  imported 
in  a  Spanish,  and  lis.  ^Jd.  per  cwt.  for 
that  imported  in  a  British  ship.  Now 
what,  according  to  that  petition,  was  the 
effect  of  this  upon  the  commercial  move- 
ment of  trade  of  Newfoundlaod  and  Lab- 
rador A-om  the  year  1S41  to  185Q?  In 
1841  there  were  eight  Spanish  ships  in 
the  trade,  that   imported   20,000  cwts. 
of  cmlfi&h ;   iu  1850  there  were  sixty- 
four  Spanish  ships,  imporung  upwards  of 
150,000  cwts. ;  and  that  trade  had  propor- 
tionately left  English  mcrohaiit--!  ami  I'-iig- 
Ush  shipping.    Well,  I  want  to  know  why 
we  sboald  not  seek  in  this  Clause,  inserted 
by  its  promoters,  in  the  Act  which  repeal- 
ed tho  Xavigation  Laws,  for  the  rciiicily 
which  I  suppose  it  was  sincerely  ititcnJLil 
to  secure  to  the  British  shipowner  ?  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  knowe  very  well  that 
the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Secretary 
fijr  tlie  J5oard  of  Contrul     nni  practically 
justitieu.    The  uoblc  Lord  knows  very  well 
that  in  1837,  when  Portugal  levied  a  higher 
Mr*  Pitraeli 


duty  npon  English  shipping  as  aguneith* 

PortJguee-e  shipping,  he  had  recourse  (un« 
dcr  the  old  Act  of  William  lY.)  to  tho 
retaliatory  duty  i    And  what  was  tho  coii> 
duct  of  Portnga]  under  these  dreom- 
stances  ?   Tho  noble  Lord  knows  very  well 
that  Portugal  almost  immediately  repealed 
the  diftercntial  duty,  aod  Utat  British  ship> 
ping  was  placed  open  the  same  tcnus  and 
upon  the  same  level  in  tho  porta  of  Per- 
tu^^al  as  the  sl)i[)iiing  of  the  cotmtry.  But 
upon  the  practical  question  of  the  coursii 
we  ought  now  to  adopt,  I  confess  that  1 
take  a  somewhat  different  view  from  a»> 
veral  of  my  hon.  Friends  who  have  spoken 
to  night.    If  we  were  called  upon  merely 
tu  discuss  the  general  question  of  the  po- 
licy or  impolicy  of  repealing  the  Navigftr* 
tion  Laws,  I  should  say  that  under  all  cir- 
cumstance?^,  and  at  every  opportunity,  I 
should  feel  it  my  dutj'  to  express  an  opla- 
ion  that  that  repeal  was  a  nasty,  ilUeon- 
sidered,  and  perilous  net.    But  4bat  ia 
not  the  queiitlou  we  arc  called  upon  to 
decide  to-uight.    The  Aueudmeut  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  refers  entirely  to  the 
clause  in  tlie  Act  of  Victoria,  comiuottly 
eullud  "  the  Keialiatory  Clause."    1  ad^ 
mit  that  that  Ciause,  as   it  appeared 
in  the  Act,  was  full  of  difficulties.  Bui 
allow  me  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  QoTem- 
mcnt,  who  arc  responsihlo  for  the  form 
which  it  assiiiaes  in  our  legislation,  and 
fur  tho  ditiiculties  wiiich  in  consequeaco  of 
that  form  we  esperienee  f   It  was  fnunod 
in  the  manner  in  which  it  now  appears, 
from  no  want  of  waniin;:^  and  counsel  on 
tl)c  part  of  several  persons  of  considerable 
authority  on  this  aide  of  the  House.  Tba 
Government  wera  told  that  it  wss  not  wiatt 
to  part  with  power;  that  that  boon,  if  it 
was  to  be  conceded  to  foreign  countries, 
ought  to  hare  been  given  for  an  equiralcmit 
and  that  the  best  cour.se  woidd  have  been 
to  invest  Tier  Majesty  in  Comieil  with  the 
right  to  extend  those  advantages  to  otlier 
countries  in  return  for  cquiralent  advan- 
tages.    That  course  was  urged  by  xaj 
right    hm.    Frieud    tho    Member  for 
Stamford,  and  also  by  the  Member  for 
tho  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goul> 
burn),  and  in  another  plaee  by  Lord 
Stanley;  yet,  notwithstaudiurr  these  warn- 
ings,   the   Government   thuughi    tit  to 
frame  the  Act  in  tho  manner  in  which  it 
appears  on  the  Statute-book.   They  ana 
responsible  for  the  difHcnlties  which  haw 
bcon  so  graphicolly  dejci  ibed  by  the  hon, 
Ucutlooiaa  tUc  Secretary  of  the  Board  ot 
Control;  and  while  tb«iy  at«  respooaihle 
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for  those  difficolties,  thej  are  also  respon- 
•ibie  for  securing  to  the  oovntry  fthone  be- 
nefits wliicli  tlii.s  Clause  was  intciufcJ  to 
corifor.  Her  Nfajostv's  Ministers  have  now 
furiuuUj  announced  to  the  Uouso  that 
nnder  thia  Olaoae  thej  ara  at  the  pment 
moment  in  active  negotiations  with  three 
Powers;  and  I  confess  that  under  these 
circumstances  I  do  not  see  how  nij  right 
lion.  Friend  eeti  preaa  hia  Amendiuent  of 
an  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  which  may  in* 
terfcro  with  the  negotiations  which  we 
have  been  a&sur^  are  actively  proceeding. 
My  right  bon.  FfionJhaa  bad  an  opportu- 
nity of  making  a  statement  which  has  re- 
ceived from  the  r\<^ht  hon.  Prcsideiit  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  such  an  answer  as  the  Go- 
TOrnmedt  can  give.  I  think  it  oztremely 
advantagoous  that  a  fair  discussion  on  the 
main  question  shonM  Imv?  taken  place; 
but  when  we  are  called  upon  to  divide  on 
an  Amendment  for  an  Address  to  Her 
Majoaty  to  take  a  step  whteh  Ifiniatera 
inform  us  is  the  Bubject  of  grave  negotia- 
tions with  not  less  than  three  Powers,  that 
is  a  course  which  I  do  not  think  the  pre- 
eedenta  of  tbia  Hoiiae  would  authoriae,  and 
which  I  feel  convinced  ouglit  in  every  way 
to  be  deprecated.  I  know  there  are  some 
Gentlemen  who  sit  behind  the  Treasury 
benobea*  vbo  would  think  lightly  of  later- 
rnpting  a  painful  negotiation,  beMuae  tbay 
are  unacijuainted  with  and  are  not  pro- 

Su-ed  for  the  responsibilities  of  office;  but 
ppoaition  bas  aome  reaponaibilitiea,  and  I 
hipe,  therefore,  that  as  this  Amendment 
Vouh-1  inter fiTC  w'lth  nrr'otiations at  prcsrMit 
in  progress  with  uo  loss  than  three  Powers, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  will  not  press  it  to  a 
division. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said  :  There  is 
one  omission  in  all  the  speeches  which  have 
been  heard  from  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  It  is  clear  that 
the  shipowners  complain  tliut  thev  have 
not  so  niuoli  trade  ns  tliey  want;  and  they 
as  clearly  desire  and  ask,  that  the  trade  of 
aomobody  elao  ahall  be  stopped,  thai  they 
may  benefit  by  it.  But  they  never  tell  us 
whose  trade  they  want  to  stop,  or,  in  popu- 
lar language,  who  it  is  that  is  to  sutler.  1 
eaa  tra  bon.  Gentleaiieii  briefly:  itiatbe 
trade  <^  mj  MOitituents  and  what  may  bo 
called  the  commercial  interest  in  <^enera!, 
meauiug  by  that  term  all,  whether  aiauu- 
factarera  or  nerebania,  wbo  are  engaged 
in  produetog  or  transferring  the  gMtda 
wbieb  go  to  the  furcii^iicr  in  oxt*han£»'c 
for  what  is  received  from  him.  The  eoor- 
mms  miatake  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 


is  in  not  discovering,  that  it  is  wo  wbo 
are  their  real  rivals  on  these  oooMiona» 

and  not  the  foreigner.  It  is  we,  who 
pay  taxes  nuich  as  hon.  Gcntlemea 
opposite  ur  their  supporters,  and  are  in 
I  every  respect  aa  nueb  a  component  pari 
of  the  country  aa  themselves.  And  this 
is  what  is  called  Protection  to  l^ritish  In- 
dustry, and  what  the  country  at  the  next 
oteetion  ia  to  bo  atirred  op  to  aupport. 
Put  down  tbe  Brittab  commercial  interest 
wherever  a  roan  can  be  found  to  say  he 
should  be  the  better  for  it,  leaving  aa  the 
balanee  of  the  aeoount,  that  tba  oonaunar 
is  to  pay  the  difference  of  price ;  and 
call  this  Protection  to  British  Industry. 
The  commercial  interest  is  to  be  the  re- 
source for  every  man  who  tbinka  bo  eaa 
gain  by  taking  from  it.  As  Talley- 
rand soid  of  Benthani,  Pillez-lebun;  il  est 
toujours  riehe.  One  word  more  on  the  im- 
mediate demand  of  the  present  Amend- 
ment. The  demand  ia  for  retaliation.  In 
oil  cases  of  retaHalion,  there  is  the  ques- 
tion w}»"thor  it  i'^  not  of  the  kind  whicli  in 
proverbial  parlance  luore  forcible  than  ele- 
gant, ia  eailad  ontting  off  tbo  noae  to  ba 
revenged  on  the  face.  There  is  one  na- 
tional advantage  we  receive  from  the  free- 
dom of  trade  witli  us  uiluwod  to  foreignersf 
there  ia  a  aaeoad  national  advantage  wbioh 
woabottld  receive  if  foreigners  would  allow 
the  same  fnccdom  of  trade  with  them.  And 
the  proposal  put  forward  under  the  phraaea 
ni  retaliation,  roeiprocity,  and  protaetioa 
to  the  public,  is,  that  in  revenge  for  not 
hnvin^:-  both*  WO  ahottU  volnotarilj  ant 
oU  the  first. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL:  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  do  not  quite  understand,  after  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
(Mr.  Disraeli),  with  what  view  this  Motion 
lias  been  brought  forward.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says,  and.  aaya  with  great  trntb 
and  with  inucli  jui^tice,  that  when  a  Go- 
vernment is  cn£rfii:("<l  in  negotiations  with 
Other  countries,  it  is  not  seemly  or  fitting 
(without  aomo  great  eanae  for  miatmet^ 
which  can  be  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House)  to  interrupt  and  pre«friUp  the 
course  of  those  nc^otiaUous,  to  take  tbem 
OBt  of  Cbe  baada  St  the  Oovomment,  and 
to  assign  them  to  other  management.  The 
hon.  Gcntleo)an  is  quit*^  rifr'it  in  l  is  state-  - 
ment,  and  hia  argument  is  conciuaivo;  but 
I  aannot  but  woikler  that  tUa  view  of  t)w 
eaae  did  not  present  itself  to  tbe  mind'  of 
the  hon.  Member  himself,  or  to  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stamford  (Mr.  Uerries),  before  they  made 
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a  solemn  announcement  of  their  intention 
to  bring  forwmrd  this  HAtion,  and  before 

they  addressed  themselves  with  so  much 

{)omp  and  circumstance  to  the  task  of  so* 
iciting  the  opinion  of  this  House  with  ro- 
speet  to  it.  Already  the  Oovemment  haa 
had  occasion  to  appreciate  the  salutary 
effect  of  the  Clause  to  which  the  Motion 
referred  i  and  it  has  been  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  every  unprejudiced  mind 
that  reciprocity  has  not  been  denied  by 
the  United  States,  by  Holland,  by  Pm?  in. 
or  by  the  Northern  Powers.  The  only 
question  which  remained  for  our  oonsid- 
eration  was,  whether  some  other  of  the 
Powers  who  liuvp  n  mercantile  marine — 


President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  my 
hon.  Frtend  the  Member  for  Westburj 
(Mr.  J.  Wilson),  have  supplied  a  complete 
refutation  to  their  allegatinns,  and  have 
proved  that  the  policy  ut  rariiament, 
during  these  last  two  years  has  been  a 
most  aueeessfol  policy*  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  are  forced  to  admit  that 
all  statistics,  statements,  and  investigations 
of  facts  have  proved  them  to  be  in  error, 
and  the  majority  of  this  House  to  be  right, 
I  shall  bo  giad  to  find  that  confession  rati6ed 
and  recorded  by  the  decision  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WAWN  said,  that  to  his  know, 
ledge  many  votes  had  been  given  in  favoar 
of  the         for  repealing  the  Navlr^ation 


though  on  no  very  extensive  &cale — should  j  Laws,  on  the  faith  of  the  Clause  that  had 
be  compelled  by  the  effect  of  tliat  Clause  been  so  often  referred  to. 


to  grant  a  Mmilar  reciprocity.  With  re- 
gard to  the  principal  of  these — Spain — 
the  question  iias  been,  upon  more  than  one 
occasion,  brought  before  this  House,  and 
the  hon.  Member  cannot,  consequently, 
have  been  ignorant  that  negotiations  are 
in  progress  of  completion  on  the  subject. 
After  BO  many  preliminary  flourishes — 
after  a  whole  week's  preparations — and 
after  the  grand  and  magniloquent  an- 
noiincement>  which  we  have  had  from  timo 
to  time  ou  the  subject  of  this  Motion,  it  is 
certainly  rather  a  sodden  discovery  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  make,  at  this  hour,  that 


Mr.  MUNTZ  wanted  to  know  why  the 

two  riglit  hon.  Gentlemen,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  the  President  of  tlic 
Board  of  Trade,  did  not  carry  out  their 
free-trade  principles  altogether,  and  especi- 
ally why  th^  did  not  reduce  the  duty  on  tin? 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'* 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Question  again  proposed,   "  That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  the  Third  Time.**  - 

Mb.  LABOUCHBRE  said,  that  in  ra- 
ferertco  to  the  question  asked  by  the  hen. 


it  is  not  proper  to  interfere  with  negotia-  Member  fnr  Pifuiin^hani  (Mr.  Afuntz),  as 
tions  which  are  pending.    But  I  am  glad  j  to  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  tin,  be 


to  perceive  even  these  tardy  indications  of 
repentance.  Although  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's (Mr.  Ilerries')  Motion  was  rather 
a  narrow  one,  and  did  not  aim  d-rnrtlv 


confessed  it  was  a  subject  weU  worth  at- 
tention.   At  this  period  of  the  Seswcn, 

however.  It  could  han^ly  be  advantag'eoujifr 
discussed,  but  on  any  future  occasion  when 


either  at  the  restoration  of  the  jNavij^utiuii  i  the  Customs  were  being  dealt  with,  the  tin 
Laws  or  of  protection ;  his  argomente,  and  |  duties  should  not  escape  attention, 
those  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough      Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON  moved  Ihsi 
(Mr.  G.  F.  Young),  went  very  far  beyond  the  debate  be  adjourned, 
the  terms  of  the  Motion.    The  whole  ofj     Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  he  must 
their  argnmento  were  intended  to  prove  |  complain  that  after  the  time  of  the  House 
that  we  were  in  a  wrong  course  altogether,  j  had  beenoccu[  i  1  in  thefruitless  ' 
and  that  the  only  thing  for  us  was  not  to 
carry  into  etfect  one  stncle  Clause  of  the 
Act  for  the  repeal  of  the  Navigation  Laws, 
hut  to  repeal  that  Act  altogether,  and  to 
restore  those  laws  to  their  original  force 
and  vigour.    To  be  sure,  if  we  were  to  do 
any  soch  thing,  we  should  deprive  onrselves 
of  the  means  of  commerce,  and  hand  over 
the  coasting  trade  to  the  United  States. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
and  his  friends  think  that  they  have  had  a 
eomplete  answer  to  all  their  cliaT^s,  then 
has  their  whole  case  broken  down,  ninl  it 


which  had  taken  piaee«,60ch  a  coarse  was 
most  unfair. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  hs 
was  most  anxious  not  to  do  anything  that 
could  for  n  moment  be  considered  unfair, 
but  he  was  anxious  to  bring  under  the 
attention  of  the  Hoase  the  olaioia  of  per^ 
sons  interested  in  West  India  sugar,  and 
as  it  would  occupy  some  time,  it  wonld 
hardly  be  thought  desirable  that  he  should 
bring  on  the  question  at  that  hour. 

Mr.  CARDWBLL  said,  that  the  case 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  J.  Pa iciTi[:tnn)  wipheJ 


is  clear  that,  so  far  from  facts  supporting  to  hv'uirf  inuJer  tlie  attotnii  n  ol  th  '  nfMi=i'\ 
Uieir  allegations,  my  right  iiou.  Priend  tiic  ,  was  that  ot  the  W  imt  iudmus  aud  uihcxa 
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engaged  in  the  sugar  trade,  who  claimed 

to  have  the  privilege  of  refining  sugar  in 
bond.  He  thought,  however,  it  was  im- 
possible to  postpone  further  the  third  read- 
ing of  so  inmortaut  a  measure  as  the  Cus- 
tomft  BOl,  whioh  was  not  only  of  importenee 
to  the  sugar  grower,  inasmuch  as  it  reduced 
the  duty  on  coffee,  but  also  to  the  shipping 
trade  by  reducing  the  dutv  on  timber. 

Mh.  G.  l\  VOUNG'  said,  that  the 
•hipping  trade  considered  that  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  timber  duty  would  be  of  no 
benefit  to  tbom,  but  that  it  would  operate 
as  a  buuuty  on  the  introduction  of  Baltic 
timber  in  foreign  ships. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put»  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  ndjourned." 

The  IIouso  divided: — Ayes  50 ;  Noes 
158:  Majority  108. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Arohdall,  C^^.  M. 
Bnldock.  E.  H. 

B.irrow.  W.  H. 
Beresford.  W. 
Blandftin!,  Ifarq.  of 
Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Bulier,  Sir  J.Y.  « 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Clive,  H.  B. 
Cobhold,  J.  C. 
Codringtoo,  Sir  W* 
Disra«li.  B. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Edwards.  U. 
Fox.  S.  W.L. 
GmAM,  J.  11. 
Goold.  W. 
Grogan,  £. 
Gwjn,  H. 
IlamUton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  J.  Q. 
nenlef ,  J.  W. 
Herrios,  rt.  boa.  J.  C. 
Hudson,  is. 

Knox,  CoL 


Lennox,  Lord  A.  G. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
MaxweU,  bon.  J.  P. 
Mailings,  J.  R. 
Napiir,  J. 
HoqI,  boD.  G.  J. 
Pkek«,O.W. 
Ri>nton,  J.  0. 
Saodars,  G. 
Sibthorp.  CoL 
Somerset,  Capt. 
Spiioiirr,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stanford,  J.  F. 
Taylor,  Col. 
"Veruer,  Sir  W. 
V»ie,  R.  H.  R.  U. 
Waddington,  D. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
WUteside,J. 
WiHiami.  T.  P. 
Wniouphbv,  Sir  H. 
Young.  G."  F. 

TRU.XK8. 

Ifewdegate,  C.  N. 
PakiBgl«ti,Str  J, 


Abdy,  Sir  T.  N.  Brocklchurst,  J. 


AcUod,  Sir  T.  1). 
Adair.  B.  B. 

Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Andenion,  A. 
Anton,  bon.  Col. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Baincfl,  rt,  bon.  M.  T. 
Bariog.  rt.  bo.  Sir  F.T. 
Baas,  M.  T. 
Bell.  J. 
BeUew,  R.  M. 
B«riiel«y.  boa.  H.  F. 
B<'rkolfy,  0.  L.  0. 
Bernal,  R. 
Bourerie,  bon.  E.  P. 
Bojrle,  bon.  CoL 
Br^bt^J. 


Brotberton,  J. 
BrowB»  W. 

Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Bunbury,  E.  IL 
Boiler,  P.  S 
Bnxton,  Sir  K.  N, 
CardwL'll,  E. 
( "  irew,  W.  H.  P. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
CaTondish,  bon.  C.  C. 
Cbarteris,  hon.  F. 
CholoMlej,  Sir  M. 
Cleneats,  bon.  C.  S. 
Cobden, R. 

Cockbum,  Sir  A.  J.  £. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 

CoUins,  T. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 


Craig,  SirW.G. 
Dnwesi,  E. 
Deniaoo,  J.  £. 
D'EfOMorttYt.  fai.C.  T. 

Drumlnnrig,  YiMi, 
Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  rt  bon.  Sir  D. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Ellis,  j. 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Evans,  J. 
Ew&rt,  W. 
Ferguson,  CoL 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
FiuFatrick,  rt.  bon.  J. 
Fitiroy,  boo.  H. 
Forater,  .M. 
Fox.  W.  J. 
FrccMtun,  CoL 
Geacb,  C. 

Gibson,  rt.  bon.  T.  M. 
(Jl.idstone,  rt.hn.  W.E. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Grenfcll.  C  I 
GreaUAl,  C.  W. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Ilnll.  Sir  B. 
Elastic,  A. 
IlateholL  vt.]ion.  J. 
IIawcs,  B. 
linyes,  Sir  E. 
lliadlam,  T.E. 
Herbert ,  rt.  hoo.  S. 
Hey  wood,  J. 
Hindley,  C. 
Ilobhooae,  T.  B. 
Ilodpes,  T.  L. 
Hollond,  R. 
Howard,  boo.  C.  W.  G. 
Butt,  W. 
Jenny  n.  Earl 

JohDitODO,  J. 

Kershaw,/. 

Liboucberc,  rt.  hon.  H. 
L.anp«ton.  W.  U.  P.  G. 
l<pcli.  G.  ('. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lindiuiy,  hon.  Col. 
Litikton.  boa.  E.  B. 
Locke,  J. 
Loekhnrt.  A.  E. 
M-Culbgh,  W.T, 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Magan,  W.  H. 
Mangif.s,  R.  D. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Mathoson,  A. 
Matheson,  Col. 


Melgund.  Yiaet. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
MicoholLT.  A. 
Mottttt,  O. 

Mostyn,  bon.  E.  M.  L. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 

0-ic,    c.  n. 

Osborne,  R. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
I'aget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Pnlmcrston,  Viiot. 
Parker»  J. 
Peohell,  SirG.  B. 
r[-(i(t,  F. 

i*ilkington,J. 
Pinney,  W. 
PonRonbT,  boa.  0,  P, 
Power,  Dr. 
Frieo.SlrB. 
Puscr,  P. 
Rifardo,  J.  L, 
Ricardo,  O. 
Rich,  U. 

Robartes.  T.  J.  A. 
Rom  llv.  Col. 
Eumbold,  C.  £. 
Ruaaell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H, 
Sobolefield,  W. 
SoobolUCapt. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  rt.  hoa.  S.  T. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somers,  J,  P. 
Somervillc,  rt.hn  SIrW, 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stricldand,  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  I.ord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thornt'Iy,  T. 
Tufu^ll,  ri.  boa.  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Waklcy,  T. 
Walinslev.  Sir  J. 
AVawn,  .r.  T. 
Westhead,  J.  P.  B, 
Wiliyams,  li. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wiiaon.  J. 
Wilton,  M. 
Wood,  rt  li  111  Sir  0. 
Wood,  Sir  W.  P. 
WyviU,  M. 
Toaai^,  Sir  J, 

TELtEBS. 

HnTter,  W.  G. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 


Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  am  not  sur- 
priseU  that  the  majority  of  this  House 
resist  the  discussion  of  iho  Motion  of  »j 
lion.  Friend  (Sir  J.  Pakington).  Thejdo 

not  Tvant,  they  do  not  wisli.  discussion. 
The  noblo  Lord  tit  the  head  of  the  Govcrn- 
meat  says  we  are  wasting  time;  bat  I  want 
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to  know  how  an  indopendwt  Unnber  of 
ParluMDent  is  to  bring  forward  any  ques- 
tion, unless  \n\  tako3  some  such  opportu- 
nity. This  lA  no  iiibi;;iiiticant  question.  It 
is  one  which  Ueeply  utfects  the  wercantile 
olaaaaBin  tUis  eountrj,  and  is  eminently 
entitled  to  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
But,  Sir,  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
gets  up  and  tells  ua  the  time  of  the  IIuu^c 
18  Dot  to  b«  waeted.  I  protest  against  the 
tone  of  the  Minister.  I  want  him  to  un- 
derstand that  this  House  has  somo  other 
duties  to  perform  tliau  to  pass  Goremment 
meanma }  and  though  I  do  not  w»h  to 
oeeaaion  any  angry  feeling,  I  think  the 
Govenimcnt  has  not  taken  the  proper 
course,  and  that  my  hon.  Friend  is  enti- 
tled to  hare  his  ease  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Honaft. 

The  CIIANCELLOFv  of  tiie  EXCTIE- 
QL  EE  thought  the  time  at  which  tho 
hou.  Gentleman  (Sir  J.  Pakington)  wished 
to  bring  forward  his  Motion,  singularly  in- 
opportune. Din  ing  the  whole  of  the  Ses- 
sion they  hail  hoard  nothinr^  of  it,  and 
when  the  House  vrent  into  a  (jomuiitt^e  of 
Supply,  the  hon.  Gentleman  waa  not  in  his 
place.  This  was  not  a  Bill  of  Ministers, 
but  a  Bill  of  the  House,  to  which  there 
had  been  no  opposition  from  beginning  to 
end.  He  did  not  think*it  was  &ir  to  ask 
a  poatponomont  now. 

Lord  JOliN  RUSSELL:  I  did  not 
say  the  time  of  the  House  had  been  wasted, 
I  said  it  had  been  oeeupied  in  a  fniitless 
disL'u--'ii.'ii . 

Mu.  HERRIES  hoped  the  House  would 
accede  to  the  tviiihes  of  his  hun.  Friend 
(Sir  J.  Pakington). 

The  CUANCfiLLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER would  PMggest  that  as  the  hon. 
Bornncf  wouhl  vet  have  several  other  op- 
portuuitics,  before  the  close  of  the  Se^siuu, 
for  bringing  forward  the  eaae  he  was 
anxious  to  submit  to  the  House,  he  ought 
not  to  press  it  on  tlie  present  occasion. 

Slii  JOHN  rAKlNGTON  said,  that 
in  noTing  the  a^oumment  of  the  House, 
which  be  shodd  now  do,  it  waa  not  his 
wish  to  interpose  any  unnecessary  delay, 
but  he  did  so  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
again  appealing  to  the  noUe  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  to  comply  with 
the  request  he  Imd  made,  and  to  al- 
low the  third  reading  of  this  Bill  to 
ba  teken  toomorrow,  as  he  (Sir  J.  Pa- 
kington) was  anxious  to  havo  a  debate 
on  his  Motion  before  the  Bill  should  he 
read  a  third  time. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  the  Bill 

Mr*JH$rtt$U 


Sew&ri  BSL 


had  ahmdy  been  delayed  a 
time,  and  he  could  not  oonsent  to  poatpoBO 

the  third  reading. 

Motion  ma<io  and  (Question  put,  **  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn.** 

The  House  diMM:^ArM22i  Nofli 
146:  Majority  124. 


LUto/HuAxEM. 

Rnitoii,  J.  0. 

Somorset,  Capt» 
S|HH>Dcr,  U. 
Taylor,  Col. 
J>««.  R.  II.  R.  II. 
Wiiddington,  D. 
Willi.im-*.  T.  V. 
WiUoi^bb/,  SirH. 
Touaf ,  G.  P. 


GroitAn.  £. 

N  i.-';U0.  C.  N. 


Arcbdal!,  Capt.  )L 

r>.iU!ock.  E.  H. 
IJ.nikes,  G. 
booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
CoariugtoB,  Sir  W. 
Dun  no.  Col. 
Goold,  W. 
Hamilton,  Q.  A. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Ktiox,  Col. 
MaxwtiU,  liou.  J.  P. 
.Mullings,  J.  R. 
Packo,  C.  W. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  road  3'';  Clause  added;  Bill  pasud. 

METIIOPOLITAN  SEWKRS  BILL. 
Order  for  SecoTi-l  Heading,  read. 
Motion  uiude,  uud  Question  proposed, 
"  That  tha  BiU  be  now  read  •  Seeodi 
Time." 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  said,  he  wish- 
ed  to  vindicate  himself  and  the  Commit 
sioners  from  the  imputattona  wlueh  had 
been  eaat  upon  them.  Ho  could  not  tret> 
pass  upon  tne  House  at  that  late  hour,  bat 
he  hoped  that  on  a  future  stage  of  tho  Bdl 
an  opportunity  would  be  afforaed  for  the 
defence  of  tho  Commissioners. 

Cai'Tai.v  KITZKOY  ^ai<l,  ho  thought 
that  the  ratepayers  of  the  mutropoKs  had 
just  cause  to  complain  against  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  course  taken  with  regard  to 
this  Hill.  .So  c;;"Iy  in  tho  Session  aa  three 
months  ago  he  put  a  question  to  tlte  Go- 
vcnimcut  as  to  the  course  the^'  iuteuded 
to  put^ue  with  reepeet  to  this  Bill;  and  he 

had  liad  uccasion  sineo  so  uflon,  in  conse- 
quence of  never  being  able  to  obtain  a 
satisfactory  answer,  to  repeal  that  question, 
that  tho  matter  had  mueh  the  appearanea 
at  length  of  a  personal  quarrel  between 
himself  and  the  right  hon.  Secretary  of 
iState  for  the  Home  Department.  The 
ratepayers  objected  to  tm  eonatitntiim  of 
the  Commission,  and  complained  that  their 
morr  v  lirtd  been  thrown  away  in  tho  most 
reckless  and  extrayagant  manner.  T«n> 
years  ago  he  preaentcd  a  petition  froon  tbo 
ratepayers,  firom  whieh  it  appeared  that 
three-fifths  of  the  money  levied  <m  them 
had  been  consumed  in  the  uiunagcmeut  of 
the  Commission.     Why  had  the  noUe 
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Loi-d  (Viscount  Fibrington)  reniniacd  silent '  tliorc  was  no  probability  of  tlie  Committee 
daring  the  whole  of  that  tioio.  He  dared  reporting  before  the  eud  of  the  Session, 
Ihe  noble  Lord  to  disprove  bis  (Oaptnin  the  GoTeroment  had  thought  it  right  to 
Fitzroj'g)  ttetement.  Ho  always  smpecfc- 1  bring  in  a  Bill  oontinuing  tlie  present  Com^ 
eJ  that  Government  would  introduce  a  Bill ;  mission  for  one  year  only,  in  order  to  If  ave 
for  continuing  the  Commission  at  the  end  it  open  to  them  to  introduce  any  <  ban<rc 


of  July,  when  it  would  be  impossible  for 
the  mtepeyort  of  the  metropoli*  to  offer 

effectual  opposition  to  it;  and  that  was  pre- 
cisely the  eonrfo  which  bod  boon  pursued. 
The  Comtnissioners  showed  by  their  pro- 
eeedings,  that  they  were  ignorant  of  the 
flrat  prtneiples  of  bnttneas.   Thetr  minntos 


they  might  think  oecessatj  in  the  syiitem 
of  administration  in  the  eourte  of  another 
year,  and  in  the  meantime  making  such 
anicndincnts  in  the  constitution  of  the 
board  as  would  make  it  work  a  great  deal 
better.  The  principal  amendment  pro- 
posed  by  tbit  ItiU  was  to  give  power  to 


had  boon  kept  without  nny  kind  of  system,  |  appoint  a  paid  Chairman  who  was  not  to 
as  was  sbown  on  a  former  oeca^ion  by  the  }  be  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and  upon 
hou.  Member  for  Maryloboiie  (Sir  B.  Ilallj;  whom  it  would  he  obligatory  to  attend  all 
nod  the  only  reason  whieh  had  indueed  a  the  meetings  of  the  board,  wbieh,  be 
great  number  of  the  ratepayers  to  pay  the  j  thought,  would  be  a  great  improvement. 
extravnq;ant  cliarj^e  which  had  boon  im-  He  hoped,  therefore,  tlie  IIou«o  would  agree 


posed  on  them,  was  the  expectation  that 
iha  Commission  #on1d  be  brought  to  a  ter- 
mination at  the  close  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion.   Experience  fur  the  past  and  fear  of 


to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  now,  and 
go  into  Committee  on  Monday. 

Sir  BENJAMIN  HALL  said,  he  could 

allow  nothing  of  the  sort.    Tbis  Comniis- 


tho  futnre  may  in  time  deprecate  the  con-  siori  was  the  most  objeetionable  tliat  was 
tiuuance  of  theso  Commissioners.  One  ,  ever  propounded  by  the  Govcnimeiit. 
Clnoie  in  the  Bill  to  whieh  there  was  par-  Wishing  to  have  some  disenssion  upon  it, 
ticular  objeetion  was  that  which  saddled  |  he  would  object  to  taking  the  second  read- 


tbe  ratopayers  with  a  Chief  Commissioner 
at  a  salary  of  l,0O0i.  per  annum.  The 
only  consolation  they  derived  under  the 
eircnmstanees  was  from  the  fact  that  the 
Chief  Commissioner  was  not  to  be  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House,  and  therefore  there  was 
a  probability  of  bis  being  a  man  of  busi- 


Tlie  CHANCELLOR  OP  the  EXOHE- 
QUl^K  said,  tb-it  the  object  of  tlie  present 
Bill  wAfi  simply  to  continue  tiu-  Commis- 
sion for  the  shortest  possible  time,  and  to 
de  as  little  as  possible.   [Lauffhier.]  Be- 


ing at  half-past  two  o'clock  in  the  mom* 

ing. 

Afotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Debate  be  n(»w  adjourned." 

Loud  DUDLEY  STUART  said,  that 
tho  Govcrument  were  guilty  of  the  most 
impudent  attempt  to  smuggle  the  Bill 
through  Parliament  at  that  nour  of  the 
morning,  and  be  felt  certain  that  the  at- 
tempt nad  been  made  wiUi  malice  pre- 
pense. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eiehe- 

thero  was  at  this  prej^ent  time  a  '  quer  talked  of  the  Bill  doing  as  little  as 
Committee  sitting  on  the  Water  Supply  possible.  Did  he  consider  it  doing  little 
to  the  metropolis.  His  noble  Friend  (Lord  i  to  continue  for  anotiier  year  a  public  uui- 
John  Rasseli)  a  short  time  ego  stated  to  tho  I  sanee  ?  For  it  was  a  nuisance  affecting 
House  that  he  hoped  the  inquiry  now  being  I  tho  wlnde  metropolis.  The  fact  was,  thai 
carried  on  before  Committee  on  the  Sup-  ]  the  public  wished  the  Con)misr,ioners  were 
ply  of  Water  to  the  inetropolis,  might  lead  j  at  tho  bottom  of  their  own  .-iewerr^. 
to  »omo  arrangement  with  resi>oct  both  to  :  ViscouXT  EBlilNGTON  said,  it  would 
the  water  and  the  sewers,  which  would  be  |  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that 
much  more  satisfactory  to  the  inliabitants  he  had  over  and  over  again  challenged  hon. 
of  this  metropoH«5.  Lookinq:  tn  t'H>  p(»s-  Members  to  bring  forwani  tbis  qtjcstion  in 
sibility  of  such  an  arrangement  ])racccdii)g  a  form  in  which  it  might  be  fully  di»cuts8- 
from  that  Committee,  his  right  hon.  Friend  ,  cU.  He  repeated  that  cbolleugo  now,  aud 
iSttt  Secretary  of  State  for  tho  Home  De- ,  ifould  be  ready  to  meet  his  accusers  whon« 
portment  thought  it  advisable  to  postpone  ever  the  House  gave  him  an  opportunity, 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  i  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn;  —  Main 
in  order  to  see  what  the  Committee  would  ^  Question  put,  and  agreed  to; — Bill  read  2% 
Teeommend.  The  right  hon.  Oentlcmnn  I  and  e&mmUted  for  Tu9»da^  next, 
the  Chairman  of  that  Committee  (Sir.!.  The  House  adjourned  ai  a  quarter  be- 
Qiaham),  however,  having  stated  that  |  fore  Three  o'clock. 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Friday t  July  23,  1851. 

lll5rTK8.]  Ptmuc  Bill "  -  1*  ^filitii  Pay;  Soap 
Duties  ;  General  Board  ol  llealiii  (^Xo.  2);  In- 
verness Bridge  (No.  2). 

a*  Copybold,  inelosun,  and  Tithe  Comnnsstons  : 
Commons  Tnoloinrs  (No.  2) ;  Episcopal  nnd 
Capitular  Estates  Management  (No.  2)  ; 
Charitable  Inntitutiooa  iNotiom;  Local  Acts 
(PnUminAry  loqiUriM). 

Reported. — Tithe  Rontchnrgo  Asjscssmont ;  Pub- 
lic  Works  (Ireland) :  Stock  in  Trade  ;  Victoria 
Park;  Unlawful  Oaths  (Ireland) ;  Turnpike 
Roads  (Ireland):  Privato  Lunatic  Asylums 
(Ireland)  :  Ecclesiastical  Titles  AMttmptioQ. 

5*    Chief  Justices   Salari.-s  ;    Wood4  FoTOStS, 

d(o. ;  Geucrikl  Board  of  UlcalUu 

ECCLESIASTICAL  rn  i  ES  ASSUMPTION 

BILL. 

Order  of  tlif  Day  for  the  Uouso  to  be 
put  into  Coiuuiitlcc  read. 

LoBD  H0NTEA6LB  said,  that  in  oon- 
sequence  of  the  extreme  difficulty  which  he 
and  others  had  experienced  in  obtaining 
ioformatioQ  from  the  Government  respect- 
ing the  true  meaning  and  legal  effect  of 
their  Bill,  he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
print  cfrfniii  ([ucstions  to  which  he  had  a 
right  to  ask  iur  precise  replies  from  the 
woohack.  Before  be  moved  his  Instrac- 
tioD,  he  would  therefore  beg  leave,  without 
any  preliminary  observations,  to  put  to  tlic 
Lord  Chancellor  tlio  four  questions  of 
which  he  had  given  notice.  The  noble 
Lord  then  read  the  following  Qnestions 
from  the  Notice  Paper  : — 

*M.  Tf  .i  Ri>man  Catholic  dioccso  bears  tho 
same  tuio  nnd  is  contcruiiuuus  and  identical  wUL 
a  dioccBC  in  the  Established  Church,  is  such  Ro- 
man  Catbolio  diooeie  '  a  pretended  diooese '  under 
Saotioa  1  «f  tlw  Eeelesiastieal  Titles  Assumption 
BiUt  Is  the  Papal  instrument  appointing  to 
aueh  diocese  illegal  aod  void  under  such  Bill  ? 
And  is  the  jurisdiotion,  authority,  pre-eminence 
or  title  ponforred  or  propo?*od  to  be  conferred  by 
such  appointment  unlawful  and  vuid  uuder  such 
Bill? 

"3.  If  a  Roman  Catholic  diooese  bears  the 
same  title  with  a  diooese  in  the  Established 

Church,  but  is  not  contenninou?*  or  identical 
therowitli,  i<i  such  liomau  Catholic  diocese  'a 
pretended  diocese'  under  Section  1  of  the  EU;cIe- 
siastical  Titles  Assumption  Bill  t  Is  the  Papal 
instrument  appointing,  or  purporting  to  appoint, 
to  such  diocese  unlawful  and  void  under  such 
Bill  ?  And  is  the  jurisdioiion,  authority,  pre- 
eroineoce,  or  title  valawfbl  and  void  under  such 
BUI? 

*'3.  If  a  Roman  Catholic  diocese  neither  bears 
the  same  title  nor  is  conterminous  with  any 
diocese  of  the  Established  Church,  is  this  a  'pre- 
tended diocese'  under  Section  1  of  the  Eccleitt- 
astical  Titles  Assurapliott  Bill?  Is  the  Papal 
instrument  amwloting,  or  purporting  to  appoint, 
to  aueh  tBoeeae  unlawful  and  void  nadar  indi 


Bill  ?  And  ia  the  jurisdiction,  authority,  pra> 
eminence,  or  title  unlawfid  and  void  likewMO 

under  the  said  Bill  ? 

"  4.  Is  tilt!  appointment  of  a  Vicar- Apostolic 
in  England  or  Ireland,  uoder  the  authority  of  aa|y 
Papal  ReRcript,  Letters  Apostolio,  or  other  in* 
sirunioiit  from  the  Roman  See,  rendered  illegal 
and  void  under  the  16tb  Richard  II.,  coupled 
with  the  declaratory  and  euaeting  prorisions  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption  Bill  ?  Or  is 
the  person  acting,  or  claiming  to  act,  under  such 
instrument,  or  appointment,  subject  to  any  penal^ 
or  prohibition  under  the  £oclesiastical  Titles  As* 
sumption  Billf" 

The  LORD  CIIAXCELLOK  ftaid  that, 
with  respect  to  thefirat  of  theae  Queationa, 
he  had  only  to  reply,  that  it  bad  lon:^  since 
been  disposed  of  by  the  Act  of  the  10th  of 
George  IV.  With  respect  to  tiie  2ud  and 
3rd  Queationa,  the  Bill  waa  deekratorj  that 
the  Papal  Briefs  and  instrumenta  wera  mi- 
lawful  and  void,  and  nf  totirse  all  acts 
emanating  from  and  pubii&licU  under  such 
instrumenta  would  follow  the  aame  rule. 
He  apprehended  that  new  dioeeaea,  dte., 
conetiluted  under  new  nair.cs  and  new 
limits,  would  also  be  considered  unlawful 
and  void.  With  regard  to  the  4Ui  Ques- 
tion, respecting  the  appointment  of  Vi- 
cuis  Apostolic  ill  England  or  Irclund,  he 
had  only  to  answer  that  the  right  to  the 
free  exercise  of  the  Roman  Cuthoiic  reli- 
gion  bad  been  allowed  and  recogniaed  over 
and  over  again  by  Piirlianient,  and  that 
such  exorcise  in  the  usual  and  ordinary 
mode  would  not  therefore  be  illegal  under 
the  16th  of  Richard  II.,  n<^  would  any 
regulation  in  this  Bill  interfere  with  it. 
That  was  the  answer  which  he  had  to  ^ive 
tu  tho  QueatioQB  in  the  abstract.  Much, 
however,  muat  depend  on  time  and  circum- 
stances, much  on  the  oecaaton  and  form  of 
the  docutnents.  So  far  as  rej^anlcd  tliodocn- 
ments  referred  to  in  this  Bill,  it  was  declared 
that  aueh  documenta  vrere  unUwluU  and 
all  instruments  in  the  name  category  would 
be  f^i.lijcct  to  the  same  rule.  Tho  present 
Bill  made  no  alteration  in  the  law,  but  was 
only  declaratory  of  it.  As  to  a  fifth 
question,  of  which  he  had  only  reemved 
notice  from  his  noble  Frit  lul  an  hour  ago, 
namely,  whether,  after  certain  Briefs 
had  been  declared  unlawful  and  void,  the 
partiea  endeavouring  to  carry  the  name 
into  effect  would  be  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanour, he  had  only  to  .say  that  this  Bill 
would  make  no  alteratiua  in  the  law  in 
that  reapect.  In  that  reapeet,  whatever 
was  the  eieotof  the  statute  of  Rieliard  II. 
would  remain  unaltered. 

LoKS  MONTE AGLE  said,  he  was  still 
leftiniome  donhiM  to  ibe  mmSa^  of  the 
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Bill,  even  after  the  explanation  just  given  in  England  and  in  ircinnd.  If  it  did  so, 
hj  his  nublo  aud  learned  Friend  on  tlie  which  huwever  he  would  not  admit,  it  was 
woolsack.  The  ortele,  it  «m  tnw,  bad  not  open  to  any  greater  objection,  in  thi« 
•|io1teo,  but  it  WAS  in  some  respects  as  ob-  respect,  than  was  a  recent  corrc»pontlence 
acure  as  if,  like  Friar  Bacon's  brazen  head,  between  the  Bishops  of  the  Estnlilislied 
it  had  only  pronounced  "  Time  was,  Ume  Church  in  Ireland,  and  the  Archbit>hop 
ia,  and  time  will  be."  It  was  as  full  |  of  Canterbury.  The  IHsb  Bishops  had 
of  double  meaning  as  its  Grecian  predeccs- '  sent  a  letter  to  the  Archbishop  uf  Can- 
eor,  which  had  declared  Aio  te  JEacxdoi  terbury  complaining  that  the:  liail  not 
RomanM  wnetre  posse.  However,  he  had 
extracted  enongh  for  his  purpote  from  that 
answer.  He  understood  his  noble  and  learn- 
ed Friend  to  decide  that  the  dioceses  de- 
scribed in  the  tirst  question  came  under  the 
penalties  of  the  10th  George  IV.  only,  as 
Doing  **  real,'*  whilst  the  distriota  deaorihcd  j  bishop  of  Canterbury  replied  that  aa  the 
under  the  2nd  and  3rd  question  were  "  pre-  ofTetice — or,  to  epeak  more  correctly,  as  the 
tended"  dioceses,  nnd  camo  under  the  ope-  Papal  Bull  or  Rescript,  which  constituted 
ration  of  the  Hili  now  before  their  Lord-  the  offence — was  directed  against  England 


been  asked  to  join  in  the  Address  pre- 
sented to  the  Crown  by  the  Bishops  of 

the  EstabliHhed  Church  in  EnE^land  pro- 
testing against  the  Fapal  Bull  ;  they 
claimed  the  right  to  do  so  as  Bishops 
of  the  Established  Church.    The  Arch- 


thipa.   The  noble  Lord  then  moved— 


alone,  he  did  not  aee  any  logical  reason 


That  it  be  «n  Instruction  to  the  Committee  I  vrhy  the  Irish  Bishops  should  have  been 
«f  tbe  whole  Hooseon  the  £«olesi«sth»l  Tltics  asked  to  join  in  remonstrance.   He  alluded 
AiMmptien  Bill,  to  insert  a  olausa  to  essmpt      this  matter  because  the  distinction  im- 
plied in  his  Instmction,  and  objected  to  by 


Inlaadfironk  the  operation  of  the  said  Bill 

and  said,  that  if  he  did  not  think  the 


some,  was  the  very  distinction  most  truly 


Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice  to '  and  wis^lv  Hrnwn  by  the  Archbishop  of 
be  of  the  first  importance,  he  would  not  j  Canterbury  himself.  Would  that  iier  Ma> 
have  pressed  it  on  the  attention  of  their  I  jcsty's  Oovemment  had  adhered  to  this 
Lordships.  He  could  bare  wished  that  the  /  principle,  a  forgetful ncss  of  which  had  in- 
whole  question  had  been  argued  as  a  poli- '  volvcd  us  in  ilie  unfortunate  course  of  le- 
tioal  one.  Much  extraneous  and  irritating  gisiation  which  had  already  produced 
natter  would  have  been  excluded.  He  so  much  of  evil.  After  this  distinction  had 
did,  indeed,  deeply  lament  that  any  religious  >  been  laid  down,  and  laid  down  by  the  Pri- 
feellng  should  have  been  mixed  up  with  this  '  mate  of  En  gland,  he  called  upon  their  Lord- 
quc'tinn — for  he  had  always  wished  that  ships  to  explain,  or,  if  they  cnnld,  to  justify. 


it  should  have  been  exclusively  considered 
as  a  miied  question  <tf  law  nonieipal  and 

international,  and  of  general  policy.  He 
considered  that  tho  question  wliethor  the 


the  extension  of  penal  legi&latiou  to  his  Ro- 
man Catholic  oonntrymen  in  Ireland,  men 
who  were  neither  authors  nor  abettors  of 

the  Pnpnl  Bull,  and  who,  in  respect  to 


Synod  of  Thurles  was  unlawful  or  not,  or  i  this  transaction,  had  not  committed  any 
whether  tho  resolutions  of  that  assembly  { oflenee  whatever  against  the  Bstablished 

were  creditableor mischievous,  had  nothing  j  Church  or  the  State  ?    He  therefore  con- 


to  do  with  the  measure  before  the  House, 
though  so  much  had  been  made  of  that 
Argument  by  many  noble  Lofda.  He  would 
only  say,  in  passing,  that  be  bad  no  great 

confirlpncp  in  any  such  synodicnl  meetings, 
whether  held  at  Thurles  or. at  Exeter.  In- 


tended thnt  this  ])cnal  legislation  ought 
not  to  be  extended  beyond  that  part  of 
the  empire  in  whieh  the  offanoe  was  com-* 

roitted.    But,  independently  of  this  objeo- 

tion,  which  rented  on  the  grounds  of  justice, 
he  ventured  to  assert  that  it  was  neither 


deed  he  might  refer  their  Lordships  to  high  !  legally  nor  historically  true  that  the  two 
eeclesiastical  authority  in  support  of  this  I  Chorohes  bad  been  identical  in  law  and 

opinion.  Neither  did  the  existence  of  j  Government,  or  had  been  treated  by  the 
rnoniirtteries,  or  of  the  regular  orders,  bear  i  Legislature  in  the  sam'^  manner,  in  early  or 
OD  the  question.  None  of  these  establish-  i  in  later  times.  Ireland  stood  in  a  verj 
ments  were  affected  by  the  Bill,  and  tbey  peculiar  position  in  reference  to  all  reli- 
were  only  introduced  to  oast  obloquy  gious  questions.  In  ancient  times  the 
on  the  class  against  whom  we  were  called  Church  of  Ireland  was  of  all  Christian 


on  to  legislate.  He  was  aware  that  it 
bad  been  made  an  objection  to  his  Instruc- 
tion that  it  would  create  a  difference  be- 
tween the  branches  of  the  United  Church 

VOL.  CXVm.  [thud  aniM.] 


Churches  the  most  free  from  the  con- 
trol of  tiie  Pope.  A  married  elergy, 
the  communion  in  bodi  kinds,  bishopa 
appointed  by  domeatio  nomination,  dia- 
3  B 
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tinguisbed  Ireland  from  Eii<^lanJ  under 
die  NofiDMi  and  Flantagenet  kiugt.  But 
Henry  IL  came  to  the  tlironc,  and  Adrian 
Breakspear  succeeded!  tu  the  tiara.  What 
then  happened  ?  The  poHtioal  atubitiuu 
of  an  Ea^lish  King,  oombined  with  the 
eeotesiaatical  pretensions  of  the  only  English 
Pope  ever  elected- — the  ambition,  lie  s:iid, 
of  an  Enjilish  King  and  of  an  Englisii  Tope 
introduced  the  ultramontane  PojterY  of  Eng- 
land into  Ireland,  and  introduced  it  at  the 
Bacrifice  of  tho  fr(>(.'ili)iii  of  tiie  auciont  Cn- 
tholic  Ciiurcli  of  Ireland.  It  was  to  ilenry 
and  to  Adrian  wc  traced  the  subserviency 
of  Ireland  to  the  rulo.  of  Rome,  wbich, 
ap  to  that  time,  had  never  been  admitted 
in  any  manner  incoifistout  with  th«^  li- 
berties of  the  Irish  Church.  From  the 
time  of  the  Reformation*  hoirever,  Eng- 
land* which  had  eompelled  Ireland  to  be- 
come Papal,  punished  nnd  persecuted  her 
for  being  so.  iSuch  was  the  origin  of 
that  miiehief,  the  remote  consequences  of 
^vIulIi  we  were  now  experiencing.  It  is  a 
mistake  to  imagine  tliat  by  tlx'  ntTorniation 
the  two  Protestant  Churches  were  made  one 
and  the  same.  So  far  were  the  Protcsitant 
Churehea  of  Rngland  and  Ireland  from 
being  identical,  that  at  various  times 
they  differed  in  articles,  canons,  dis- 
cipline, and  church  gOTcrument.  It  may, 
perhaps,  be  said  that  the  Union  cured 
all.  But  this  was  not  so ;  for  eren 
at  this  (hiv  the  Episcopacy  was  moulded 
after  a  diUerent  fashion.  In  Ireland, 
bishops  were  created  by  letters  patent, 
which  WQB  not  the  case  in  England,  All 
Irish  bishops  did  not,  like  the  I'.nixli^^h, 
take  their  seats  in  the  Legislature;  they 
attended  in  rotation  onlj.  The  Legislature 
hod  tVeqiiojitly  in  our  own  times  dealt  with 
the  Irinli  (nuireli  in  a  nianhnr  which  marked 
the  wide  distinction  e.xi'^tiiig  between  it 
and  the  Church  of  England  :  tiio  Irish 
Tithes  Bill  and  Church  Temporalitiea  Bill, 
the  reduction  of  ten  bishoprics,  the  aboli- 
tion of  church  rates — h;ul  modified  the 
positiun  of  that  Church  in  a  manner  which 
marked  its  distinetnen.  ConrooatiouB  could 
not  bo  held  legally  in  Ireland*  though  in 
England  the  form  was  still  preserved,  and 
the  importance  of  that  form  was  highly  esti- 
mated by  many.  T1m»  conetitntion  of  the 
Ecclesia.itical  Courts  was  wholly  different. 
The  Court  of  Dclccratcs  was  t^till  tnnintiiincd 
in  Ireland,  greatly  to  the  editication  of 
those,  hu  presumed,  who  rejected  the  judi- 
cial Committee  of  Council  as  an  Erastian 
and  lav  tribunal:  In  fuct,  tlie  two  Churches 
atood,  in  many  pariicularsi  iu  contrast  raibcF 
Lord  MonteagU 


Uian  Ui  conformity  with  each  other;  in  con- 
trast rather  than  in  Union,  except  in  faith 

and  doctrine*  in  which  he  hoped  their  iden- 
tity would  be  eternal.  Every  investiga- 
tion would  prove  that  neither  historicallj 
nor  legally  bad  the  cbonmstnnoes  of  the 
Church  of  England  and  those  of  the 
Cliin-ih  of  England  in  Ireland  been  the 
same;  and  he  was  prepared  to  prove,  before 
he  sat  down,  that  oTcn  in  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church  there  was  an  important  dif> 
ferenco  .  between  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland  and  in  England,  ren- 
dering it  absolutely  necessary  that  each 
should  be  dealt  with  in  a  different  manner, 
and  that  to  include  them  in  this  r.ill 
would  bo  the  height  of  absurdity  as  w  ll 
as  of  injustice.  The  Irish  Koman  Cathohc 
Bishops  constituted  an  ancient  hierarchy, 
existing  before  the  Befortuation;  the  latter 
was  the  creation  of  tlie  Pope  within  the 
last  few  months.  The  l*ope  sought  to  con- 
fer no  ecclesiastical  dignity  in  Ireland  which 
had  not  been  enjoyed  for  centnrie- ;  whila 
the  CRtaljlishinoiit  of  a  hierarch}'  in  Eng- 
land was  an  aggression  (the  word  now 
used),  or  nt  least  it  was  a  norelty  un- 
sanctioned by  usage,  and  unauthorised  by 
the  State.  IU'  had  never  justified  the  Rc- 
seript  of  Septctnber,  185U.  He  olijocted  to 
it,  as  inconsistent  with  the  common  law 
of  Europe;  and  he  would  not  cease  so  to 
condemn  it,  till  some  precedent  were  pro- 
duced to  warrant  a  creation  of  diocese?  in 
Europe  by  tUo  sole  authority  of  the  Pope, 
without  the  prerious  consent  of  the  State, 
whether  that  State  was  Catholic,  echisms- 
tif,  or  herctieal.  Hut  because  Cardinal 
Wiseman,  the  Pope's  notuincN?,  as  an  arch- 
bishop in  England,  had  made  an  aggrcs* 
sion  upon  the  Church  of  England,  was 
that  any  renson  why  the  l'rote«!tarit  feelinir 
ot'  this  country  should  bo  excited  to  com- 
mit an  aggression  on  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church  in  Ireland*  which,  under  other 
circumRtances,  would  nothnve  Ik  lii  dreamt 
of?  The  bishops  of  the  Cluirch  of  Rome 
were  hound  to  exercise  certain  ecclesias- 
tical acta  in  their  character  of  bishops  of 
the  dicjceso  to  which  they  were  np]>uinted; 
nnd  these  acts  must  be  authenticated  by 
their  ecclesiastical  titles.  Uis  noble  Friend 
the  Postmaater  General*  in  hie  cpeedi  the 
other  night,  had  absolutely  denied  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  bishops  were  in  tlio  habit 
of  affixing  tho  names  of  their  sees  to  ec- 
clesiastical documents,  and  hia  noble 
Friend  had  said  that  they  cigned  by  their 
Christian  and  8urnamc>  only.  Ho  was 
wholly  in  error.    There  had  been,  it 
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19  true,  no  ostentfltious  iioe  of  their  titles.  \  mnflo  a  proposal  for  relaxing  the  penal 
He  lield  in  his  hand  proceedings  of  the  i  code,  bore  the  title  of  Lord  Claubrasi>i]l. 
Prelate!  from  1815  to  1851,  in  which,  { Tho  obeerratlons  of  Ijord  John  Russell 
with  one  single  exception,  tlie  names  used  were  deserviog  of  notej-^ 


had  been  the  family  nafiies  of  the  bishops 
But  were  we  %uite  certain  that,  after  the 


"  Even  before  the  Duko  of  Bcdford't  mw0|ii> 
:  ance  of  the  lieutenancy,  ho  had  openly  nvowed 


eJliCiteniO&t  of  the  present  Bill,  the  Bame  '  that  he  should  not  govern  on  narrow  principles  of 

prndent  reserve  would  be  maintaioedf  Acts  i  intolerance  and  exclusion.  Tlu -^o  si  iitiincrits  were 
puroly  ecclesiastical,  roqi.ired  an  eccleBias-  w  acceptable  to  the  Roman  Catholics,  that  ten 
i-    ,         ,  ,      '         ■  1  dai>fl  afler  Ms  anpohitineiie,  exhortations  to  tvan- 

tieal  s.pnatnre.  and  were  so ^  signed.    lie  ,  ^^.„^^  ^^fj  j^,,  ^athnlic 

(Lord  Monteagle)  would  join  issue  with  bis 
noble  Friend  on  this  point,  nod  in  cunfirma- 
tion  of  his  opinion  would  state  that  he  had 


that  day  fioen  nn  episcopal  dni^nTmcnt  of  the 
Most  Rev.  Archbishop  Murray,  signed 
"  Arohiepiscopus  JhUtiini«ui»s  and  he 
had  been  informed  that  the  document  would 
not  have  been  valid  had  it  been  signed  in 
•ny  other  form.  He  would  go  further, 
and  assert  that  every  single  appointment  of 
m  priest  to  a  parish  required  to  be  BO  signed. 
rf>1'ation8  wore  acts  of  jurisdiction,  not  of 
order;  and  if  made  as  by  law  and  usage 
they  could  alone  be  made,  they  womd 
hereafter  brinir  tlio  parties  under  the 
penalties  of  this  Bill,  and  the  net  would 
be  made  unlawful  and  void.  Even  during 
the  severities  of  the  penal  code,  these 
forms  of  ecclesiastical  jnrisdietion  had  been 
adhered  to.  Ho  lu-M  in  his  hand  a  certifi- 
cate dated  in  1732,  which,  wliiljit  it  proved 
the  practice,  also  recalled  a  sytitem  which 
he  was  sare  the  framers  of  the  BiU  would 
be  the  last  to  wish  to  revive.  It  was  as 
follows  : — 

•'In  quorum  omnium  nt  sinpulorum  fldem,  has 
dedimus  proprio  chirogr.ipiio  at  ^.igillo  aiUlitas  fa 
loco  ncstri  refogii,  luw  die  aeeiuda  DMembria 
1733. 

"Baftiunavs  Arehi<'pisoopi  TdamMiis, 

"  Fa.  TuAU.iii's  Fiuuncis,  Kpis.  Aladensi^. 
<'Fa.Paravs,  Epii.  Ardasbensis." 

The  Roman  Catholic  bishops  of  Ireland 
bad  been  fully  recognised  at  various  times 
as  such,  in  their  episcopal  character,  and 
bj  various  Governments.  In  a  work 
recently  published,  and  edited  by  the  no- 
ble Lord  now  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, it  was  stated  that  when  a  former 
Poke  of  Bedford  was  VIceroj  of  Ireland,  in 
1757,  he  fully  recognised  the  existence 
of  Roman  Catholic  bishops  in  Ireland  ; 
and  there  was  a  lamentable  contrast  be- 
tween the  prefatory  remarks  of  the  Editor 
of  the  Biafard  dorrespondenee,  and  the 
present  unfortunate  Bill,  tho  epigrammatic 
point  of  which  was  made  more  strikins; 
when  their  Lordships  were  informed  thai 
the  Dnka  of  BedW'i  fanew-labower  in  the 
cause  of  libenfitjr  ia  1757,  tiio  Vmt  who 


I  qi 

ehapelii  of  Dublin,  in  which  the  hope  thai  liad 
been  held  out  to  them  of  a  mitifationof  the  penal 
code,  l>y  some  honourahle  persons,  was  noticed, 
and  i\iti  htessing  of  Ilcaveu  invoked  in  favour  of 
so  generoiu  s  detign." 

These  prayers  for  the  liberal  Lord  Lieu* 

tenant  could  hardly  have  been  directed  by 
an  autliority  less  than  that  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishop  of  Dublin  !  This 
recognition  of  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops 
and  priests  by  the  Govemmfflit  took  plaee 
at  a  time  when  their  existence  was  penal. 
The  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  Cloyne, 
with  the  knowledge  of  the  Government,  ia- 
sued  a  pastoral  letter  to  his  clori^y  in  176S 
ri'qiiirliig  thorn  to  tisc  their  influence  as 
pastors,  and  to  profocd  with  spiritual  cen- 
sures against  the  disturbers  of  the  public 
peace.  Dr.  Troy,  when  Roman  Gatholie 
Bishop  of  Ossory  in  1779,  caused  an  ex- 
communication of  the  Whitcboys  to  be 
read  in  all  his  chapels.  Five  years  later, 
he  eircolated  a  pastoral  letter  against  tha 
Whitcboys,  for  which  he  received  the  for- 
mal thanks  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  com- 
municated to  him  through  the  hands  of  the 
Secretary.  From  the  Itoport  of  the  Honoe 
of  Commons  on  tlie  state  of  the  Queen's 
Cotuify  in  1832  {Sessional  Papers,  No. 
116),  it  appeared  that  Bishop  Doyle  had, 
as  bishop,  issued  to  the  clergy  and  people 
of  Kildare  and  Leighlin  a  pastoral  instrue- 
tion,  in  which  he  informed  t!ic?n,  thnt  who- 
ever should  abet  (tr  eiicourairo  the  disturbers 
of  the  peace  would  make  himself  "  a  part* 
nor  in  their  nlU,  aad  a  partlelpator  in 
their  crimes."  This  pastoral  letter  vrna 
reprinted  at  the  Government  expense,  and 
circulated  through  tho  police.  Kor  was  it 
merely  in  questions  of  crime.  In  which 
moral  and  religious  as  well  as  political  con- 
bidorations  were  intermixed,  that  tho  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  freely  recognised  the 
existence  and  employed  the  agency  of  tba 
Roman  Catholic  hierarchy.  They  profited 
politically  by  their  services  on  the  great 
question  of  the  Union,  and  through  their  in- 
lluonce  the  co-operation  of  tho  Roman  Ca- 
tholioB  was  seoored,  without  which,  it  is  clear, 
the  Union  could  iM>t  haTC  been  carried.  In 
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Lord  Castlereagb's  Corre^^onienMt  pu1>' 
lished  by  the  present  If  erqoess  of  London- 
derry, these  proceeJintrs  are  forcibly  de- 
Bcribed.  From  a  letter  dated  July  9,  1 799, 
and  written  by  Dr.  Dilloii,  Roman  O«tho- 
lic  ArehbiBhop  of  Tuam,  to  Archbishop 
Troy — and  which  begins  "  Moat  Reverend 
and  dear  Sir" — the  writer  desires  that  his 
Dame  should  bo  subscribecl  to  the  Reaolu- 
tioot  in  fiiTonr  of  the  Union,  adding  that 
his  "  Vicar  General  and  Dean  had  already 
signed."  Archbishop  Troy  transmits  this 
letter  to  Lord  Castlereagh 's  priTate  Sec- 
retary, using  these  remarkable  words  : — 

<*  I  IndoM  a  kttar  from 

eonfrire  of  Tvitim.  I  havr  not  been  Inattentire 
to  Lord  Cnstlerengh's  commissioo.  You  are  now 
authorised  to  affix  Dr.  Dillon's  signature  Urns: 
E.  Diixoa,  fiJ>.,  Momm  CalkoUc  Arehbithep  of 
Tttam." 

This  he  (Lord  Monteagle)  considered  most 
iMterialj  for  here  was  the  Seeretarr  of  the 
Lord  Lientenant,  Lord  Castlcreagn  him- 
self, becominflf  the  inatrument  in  nffitlnj?  an 
ecclesiastical  title,  which,  a6  derived  from  a 
Rescript  or  Letter  Apmtolical  from  the 
Pope,  would  under  the  present  Bill  be  de- 
clared "  unlawful  and  void."  In  the  same 
publication  there  is  also  a  letter  from  Dr. 
Moylan,  the  late  excellent  Roman  Catholic 
Biahop  of  Cork,  to  Sir  J.  G.  Hippesley, 
whidi  was  forwarded  to  the  Irish  Oorem- 
ment.    In  this  letter  Dr.  Moylan  states — 

*'  Ths  Eoman  CatboUos  are  avowedly  for  the 
Union.  The  prorision  intended  ftr  tha  Koman 

Catholic  clergy  is  a  nj(  iriitc  wcirthy  of  an  enlight- 
ened GoTeroment.  1  have  many  obligations  to 
Lord  Caitlerrafli,  who  haalieeiittiieoittnioiily  ofril 
to  me.  Give  my  respectful  salutes  to  the  Duke 
of  Portland ;  I  can  never  forget  bis  polite  attention 
Come." 

Thiaeonnezion  between  the  Bomaii  Catho- 
lics and  the  British,  as  well  as  the  Irish 

Cabinet,  is  also  shown  in  a  letter  from 
Archbishop  Troy  to  Sir  J.  C.  Hippesley 
(9th  February,  1799) 

"  Previous  to  the  separatioo  of  my  brethren, 
(that  is,  of  the  Roman  Catholic  prelates,)  certain 
preliminary  points  w^rc  agreed  on,  and  submitted 
by  roe  to  Loni  Castloreagh,  who  expressed  his  ap- 
probation of  them,  and  probably  sent  them  to  the 
Duke  of  Portland.  Thc>-  are  not  to  be  made  pub- 
lie  till  the  business  be  concluded.  Meanwhile, 
Dr.  O'ReiUj  of  Annagb,  and  Pluoket  of  Meath, 
la  eenjanetioii  wHb  me,  are  antborised  by  onr 
q  ethren  to  treat  with  Lord  Castloreagh  on  the 
arbject  whenever  he  thinks  proper  to  renew  it." 

So  their  Lordships  will  have  seen  that, 
notwithatatiding  the  16th  Richard  IL,  and 
Lalor'a  eaae,  the  Roman  Catholic  prelates 

were  known,  acknowledged,  and  trusted  by 
the  Duke  of  Portland's  Government,  and 
by  Lords  Cornwallis  and  Custlereagb,  who 
Lord  Monte<i^U 


relied  upon  thmr  amataaee  and  agwey  na 

the  most  arduous  affairs  of  State.  Thej 
went,  however,  still  further.  As  th^rc  was 
nothing  too  great,  so  there  was  scarcely 
anything  too  amall  for  whidi  the  aid  of  these 
invaluable  aoziliaries  was  not  sought  hy 
the  Government.  Thej  seem  to  have  rea- 
lised the  description  given  by  a  philosopher 
of  the  uses  made  of  the  trunk  of  the  ele- 
phant, either  to  laoneh  a  ship,  or  to  pick  up 
a  sixpence.  During  the  Union  strujrgles.  Sir 
John  Pamcll  ditf<nTd  from  hi^  Colleagues, 
and  lost  his  office  as  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  was  succeeded  by  Mr.  Isaac 
Corfj,  who  bad  to  fiioe  a  popular  eeiMtit«- 
ency  at  Newry,  labouring  under  the  double 
disadvantage  of  being  an  unionist,  and  dis- 

f lacing  a  patriot.  His  seat  wasiDdaogw. 
n  his  borough  the  Boman  C^tbofiet  wove 
numerous.  Archbishop  Troy  was  agaia 
called  into  tlic  fit  11,  and  with  what  success, 
will  appear  from  the  following  letter.  The 
Rev.  Dr.  Lenuon,  a  Roman  Catholic  cler- 
gyman, givea  to  the  Arehbisbop  thefoDonu 
ing  aeeoant  of  the  eleetion 

"  Newnr-.  7th  February,  17«9. 
"  2fy  dear  Lord— I  have  the  pleasure  to  iafMrm 
you  Chat  your  friend,  Mr.  Corry,  was  thte  day 

rlrctrd  f  ir  Ncwrv.  The  Catholics  -tui  k  cogechev 
like  the  MactiUouiao  phalanx,  and  with  ease  wqv« 
able  to  turn  the  seale  in  flivonr  of  kba  Chaaeellar 
of  the  Exchequer.  He  is  rerv  st-n-ible  of  the  ef- 
ficacy of  your  interference,  aud  their  steadiness. 
No  one  bat  Mr.  Oonj  kaows  tint  yoa  wmia  *• 

in^." 

Tluir  Lordships  should,  howfver,  remem- 
ber that  the  deposit  of  these  letters  among 
the  papers  of  Lord  Castlereagh,  is  coocla- 
tive  etidenee  of  the  hnowlodge  wbieb  the 
Chief  Secretary  bad  of  the  means  taken  to 
secure  the  return  of  his  Colleague.  Such 
was  tlio  mode  in  which,  forneariy  a  century, 
tho  Roman  Catholic  bishops  were  dealt 
with,  and  confided  io,  by  the  Britiah  and 
the  Irish  Governments;  and  how  must  it 
be  felt  if  the  same  order  of  prelates  are 
now,  for  Ministerial  convenience,  subjected 
to  penal  legiBlatioa  ?  How  wooM  the 
question  be  anawered  by  Ireland,  if  the 
Imperial  Government,  after  recognising  the 
Roman  Catholic  bishops  of  Ireland  year 
after  year,  from  the  year  of  the  accessi<.>n 
of  the  Duke  of  Bedford  to  the  Vlceroyahy 
of  Ireland  iu  1757,  down  to  the  present 
time,  should  now  snddenlv  turn  round,  and, 
without  auy  cause  or  justification,  declare, 
"  Because  the  Archbishop  of  Weatrainster 
has  committed  an  offence  against  the  Sa> 
tablished  Church  in  England,  we  will  in 
return  inflict  a  punishment  upon  tiie 
EoQiau  Catholic  Arciibishop  of  DubUu  ?  '* 
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Bat  the  GoTeroment  ju8ti6ed  the  exten- 
sion of  this  to  Ireland  on  the  groand  that 
the  Apostolical  Letters  were  issued  in 
derogation  to  the  Qaeeii*s  supremacy  ; 
that  Her  Majesty's  supremacy  extended 
to  Ireland ;  and  that  its  rindication 
should  l>e  co-exteadive  with  the  suprc- 
maej.  The  Queen'a  pesee  is  at  least 
as  important,  and  perhaps  somewhat  more 
intelligible  than  the  Queen's  supremacy. 
Yet,  if  martial  Uw  were  proclaimed  in 
Snsei,  in  eonsequenee  of  an  invasion,  or  if 
the  Insurrection  Act  were  riqiwed  in  Tip- 
pcrary,  that  would  furnish  no  reason  for  ex- 
iendiug  either  measure  beyond  the  district 
where  it  was  demanded  by  eiroomstances. 
He  remembered,  indeed,  an  anecdote  told 
by  Sir  Walter  Scott,  of  a  Xlighlantl  chief 
who,  having  occasion  to  hang  a  delinquent 
at  one  side  of  his  castle  gate,  strung  up 
another  on  the  opposite  side  "  for  the  sake 
of  uniformity."  Uniformity  would,  in  the 
present  instance,  be  apparent,  not  real.  In 
undertaking  to  demou&trate  this,  he  must 
approach  a  part  of  the  subjeot  hitherto  un- 
touched, and  of  the  greatest  importance. 
He  would  venture  to  tell  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  that  he  would  find  in  the  practical 
working  of  this  BiU,  if  it  were  ever  en- 
forced, elements  of  evil,  nt  which  their 
Lords!iipH  were  not  aware.  Their  Lord- 
ships knew  it  not :  they  were  walking  in 
the  dark;  but  their  feet  were  on  the  very 
▼erge  of  a  precipice.    To  make  this  point 

{>luin,  he  must  advert  tn  the  alteration 
uoklossly  made  in  this  Bili  since  its  hrdt 
introdQCiion  into  Parliament.  The  first 
alteration  to  whidi  the  Government  reluc- 
tantly assented,  and  that  on  division,  and 
after  two  succes-sive  defeats,  was  to  make 
the  Bill  apply  more  stringently  to  Ireland; 
the  next  was  hy  declaratory  words  to  re- 
vive the  statute  of  the  IGth  of  Richard  II. 
The  words  r  f  the  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  been  the  successful  competitor  with 
the  First  Lord  of  Uie  Treasury  in  his  career 
of  penal  legislation,  were  as  followSt  and 
they  best  explained  his  intentions  t — 

"  He  proposed  to  ioolude  all  Rescripts  and 
Briefs,  and  to  make  all  Briefs  and  lieflcriptA 
sent  into  Ireland  illegal  equally .  Why  not  1<'t  tho 
couutry  know  tlut  the  Act  of  Richard  li.  was 
not  to  be  considered  an  obsolete  Act  now  ?  A  few 
word*  would  be  propoted  which  would  givs  that 
kw  a  Toioe  at  the  present  time,  lubctitating  for 
the  mysterious  pon.-klties  of  pr(7munir<;  on  the  in- 
troduction of  these  Brieiii*  the  penalties  declared 
•uflkient  to  meet  the  exigency.  The  16th 
R  if  hard  II.  provided  ac^iinst  brinjring  in  bulls 
jiuu  this  realm,  or  making  notitication  of  them,  or 
aoj  other  execution  whatever.^ 

The  learned  Qentlemaa  4id  ml  mj  dii- 


tinctly,  that  by  the  amended  Bill  not  only 
were  these  bu  Is  prohibited,  but  all  acts, 
jurisdictions,  titles,  done  or  created,  in  con- 
sequence of  such  hulls,  were  declared  on* 
lawful  and  void ;  yet  this,  too,  was  done.  The 
mopt  indispensable  ecclesiastical  acts  come 
under  this  enactment.    Who  could  under- 
take to  assign  limits  to  its  possible  eoose* 
quences  ?     No  acte  committed  by  the 
Popes,  in  the  middle  fip;ep,  had  been  more 
bitterly  cumpiained  ot,  by  the  writers  on 
the  history  of  Burope,  than  those  hj  which 
England  and   other  independent  States 
were  laiJ  under  interdict :  he  was  sorry  to 
say  thai  by  this  Bill  we  were  ourselves,  for 
the  first  tnne,  about  to  pkee  the  whole  of 
Ireland  under  a  statutable  interdict.  If 
we  rendered  past  episcopnl  appointments 
*'  unlawful  and  void,"  if  we  made  the  ap- 
pointment of  priests  by  bishops  nnlawnil 
likewise,  how  could  the  functions  of  an 
hicrarchlcril  riuirch  he  performed?  Here 
was  hi.s  first  iatul  objection  to  this  Bill,  as 
dealing  with  the  ancient  Roman  Catholic 
hierardiy  of  Ireland.    In  England,  where 
the  offensive  Rescript  had  been  applied, 
where  the  Pope  had  ventured  to  form  new 
dioceses,  and  to  create  new  juribdictions, 
the  operation  of  die  Bill  would  not  be 
so  severe,  or  so  stringent,  as  in  Ireland, 
where  the  Pope's  bull  did  not  npply  This 
statement  might  startle  their  Lurdships; 
but  he  would  undertake  to  prove  it.  Car- 
dinal Wiseman  did  not  in  any  degree  de- 
rive his  episcopal  charocter  and  orders  from 
the  instrument  which  pui  ported  to  name 
him  Archbishop  of  Westminster  —  that 
Papal  instrument  which  the  present  Bill 
declared  to  be  vnul  and  unlawful.    Ho  had 
been  made  a  lawful  bishop  many  years 
before,  and  still  continued  to  be  so.  The 
Cardinal's  episcopal  station  remains  unaf- 
fected by  our  legislation :  but  the  appoint^ 
ment  of  the  Bishop  of  Kerry,  as  Episcoptis 
Kerriensis,  was  at  once  an  appointment  to 
the  bishopric,  and  the  authority  to  the  sub- 
sequent consecration.  The  Bill  declares  that 
instrument  of  appointment  to  be  unlawful 
and  void,  together  with  all  powers,  jurisdic- 
tions, titles,        consequent  thereto*  In 
Ireland,  the  same  instrument  which  created 
the  bishoprics,  also  created  the  bishops;  and 
if  therefore  Parliament  invalidated  the  ap- 
pointmentt  not  only  did  it  invalidate  the 
territorial  bishoprics,  but  the  episcopal 
character  of  the  bishops — it  restrained  the 
exercise  of  their  episcopal  functions,  so 
far  as  Acts  of  Parliament  had  the  power 
to  restrain  them;  it  checked  all  ordination 
of  priests,  all  ooUation  to  benefieeiy  ailcoa- 
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Bccration  of  plaec  ^  of  worship,  and  all  von- 
firmation  of  tlir  y<iun!».    Was  Parlianu  iit 
justified  in  iutlicting  such  a  pcaalty  uu  the 
elergj  or  latty  of  Ireland,  who  had  taken  no 
part  in  this  Rescript  ?    Had  the  attention 
of  the  Government  been  called  to  those 
circumstances  ?    The  espiscopal  character 
of  Cardinal  Wiioman  ta  presorred,  that  of 
the  Bishop  of  Kerry  is  destroyed  so  far  as 
secular  law  has  power  to  do^troj  it.  Tie, 
therefore,  again  would  ask,  whether  this 
•trange  result  had  been  in  the  contempla- 
tion of  the  Government,  or  whether  they 
cotild  now  defend  or  justifj'  it  ?    Thus  he 
had  proved  that  an  unequal  operation  must 
attend  this  law,  in  England  and  in  Ireland. 
The  same  unjust  inequality  could  also  l»e 
proved  to  exist  in  ditfercnt  parts  of  Ireland. 
Before   he  entered   into  this  avL^iniiont 
he  must  refer  to  the  questions  which  he 
had  put  to  his  noble  and  learned  Frwnd 
the  Lord  Ciianccllor.    The  proposition  he 
was  now  prepared  to  establish,  was  con- 
nected with  those  questions.    He  had 
asked,  "  If  a  Roman  Catholic  diocese 
bears  the  same  title,  and  IS  conterminous 
and  identical  with  a  diooese  in  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  is  such  Roman  Catholic  dio- 
cese '  a  pretended  diocese '  under  Section  1 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  BiU  ?    Is  the 
Papal  instrument  appointing  to  such  dio- 
cese illegal  and  void  under  such  Bill  ;  and 
is  the  jorisdiction,  authority,  pre-eminence, 
or  title,  conferred,  Or  proposed  to  be  con- 
fornul.'  hy  pucIi  appointment  unlawful  and 
void  under  sucli  Bill?"    As  mcII  a?  he 
could  understand  the  answer  which  he  had 
received  from  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
it  amounted  to  this,  that  such  diocese 
would  come  under  the  10  George  IV.  only, 
it  being  a  "  real  "  and  not  a  pretend- 
ed diocese."   TThe  Lord  Csancellob  as- 
sented.] He  (Lord  Monteagle)  had  next 
questioned  \m  learned  F riend     to  dtoco>os 
which  were  not  conterminous  in  boiyidnry 
or  identical  in  area.  He  had  asked,  '« If  a 
Roman  Catholic  diocese  is  not  conterminous 
or  identical  with  a  diocc^o  of  (ho  F.^fahlished 
Church,  is  such  Roman  Catholie  (Hocese 
•a  pretended  diocese'  under  Secliou  1  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption  BiU? 
Is  til    I'apal  instrument  appointing,  or 

{mrportmn;  to  appoiut,  to  snch  dioccBO  un- 
awful  and  void  under  such  Bill ;  and  is 
the  jurisdiction,  authority,  pre>eminenoe, 
or  title,  unlawful  and  void  under  such 
Bill?"  "Those  dtnccses,"  replied  his 
nohlo  and  learned  Friend,  "  are  pretend- 
ed dioceses,  and  come  under  the  penalties 
of  the  present  BilL  "The  noble  and  U«nied 
Lord  Monteoffle 


L'ird  had  also  said  tliat  all  Roman  Catholic 
dioceses  which,  whether  bearing  other  or 
the  same  names  as  the  existing  dioceses  in 
Ireland,  were  not  conterminous  with  dio- 
ceses of  the  Established  Church,  were 
"  pretended  sees."  .If  that  vere  so,  the 
penalties  of  this  measure  would  apply  most 
capriciously  in  Ireland;  they  would  act  di^ 
ferently  in  different  cases,  according  to 
the  neeident  of  c^eofi^raphical  limits,  with- 
out any  relation  whatever  to  the  character  , 
of  the  imputed  offenee.   The  10  Geo.  IV. 
would  govern  the  "real,"  this  Bill  the 
"pretended"  dioceses,  and  the  p^reater  j 
penalty  would  await  what  must  be  con- 
sidered as  the  lesser  oflbnea.    Now,  this 
will  at  once  throw  the  law,  and  IrsSand, 
into  confiif?ion.     Archbishop  Murray  WM 
asked  by  the  Committee  of  the  Lords,  ia  ' 
1824,  "Are  the  circumscriptions  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  dioceses  the  same  as  these 
of  the  Established  Church  ?  "  His  answer 
was  short,  but  conclusive.    '*  They  are  not 
the  same."    He  (Lord  Monteagle)  bad 
carried  the  inquiry  further.    He  fonnd  it 
stated  in  the  Report  on  Puhlic  Instruction, 
IS35,  "  That  the  ecclesiastical  division  of 

Sarishes  is  not  identical  with  the  civil 
ivision  of  parishes;  and  fn  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  a  parochical  dirisiou  b 
adopted  totally  distinct  either  from  tbe 
ecclesiastical  or  civil."  Hence  in  very 
many  cases  the  Roman  Catholic  dioceses, 
whicn  are  formed  of  an  aggregate  of  par- 
ishes, the  dioceses  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  are  not  conterminous  with  the  real 
dioceses.  Such  is  the  case  with  Kerry, 
Meath,  Kilmore*  Arda^h,  Rossj  Oalwsy. 
h\  these,  and  in  all  similar  cases,  the  pcn- 
altie;;  of  the  present  Bill  would  apply.  In 
other  dioceses  being  identical  with  the 
established  sees,  and  therefore,  not  to  be 
considered  as  **  pretended,"  but  "real," 
the  penalties  of  this  Bill  would  have  no 
ctlect,  and  parties  would  bo  subject  to  the 
penalties  of  the  Relief  Act  only  (10  Oeo. 
IV.) }  no  common  informer  could  in  such 
case  sue  for  the  lOOi,  and  the  declaration  of 
the  invalidity  and  unlawfulness  of  the  pro- 
hibited Acta  would  have  no  operation.  He 
DOW  asked  their  Lordships  whether  the  lav 
of  this  country  or  of  any  other  ever  ex- 
hibited such  a  contradiction,  and  such  an 
anomaly  in  legislation  ?  Where  did  such 
another  legal  monstrosity  eiist  ?  Where 
had  it  erer  existed  ?  He  must  once  more 
prep**  hii^  question,  and  ask  on  what  au- 
thority this  Bill  was  fran>ed  so  as  to  include 
Ireland.  He  understood  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland  vas  come  OTer.  He  wished 
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ihftt  fae  WM  present  to  gire  h\m  some  reply. 
The  people  of  Ireland  had  seen  with  dee|) 

cinv'vm  0.)nt  the  nohle  Earl  Imd  c;ivpii  liis 
proxy  m  tavourof  thiiBiil;  but  hiuiiouglit 
their  Lordships  were  entitled  to  hare  the 
opinion  of  that  noble  Earl,  given  either  in 
the  constitutional  form  of  (h-spatches  laid 
on  tho  table,  by  iier  Majesty's  command, 
or  by  his  presence  in  that  Uouso,  which 
would  be  still  nore  tathfaetory.  If  ttiey 
were  deprived  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 'k 
testimony  in  one  way  or  the  other,  it  would 
Ye  a  siii^nal  instance  of  indifference  to 
tho  interests  of  Ireland,  and  of  want  of 
due  respect  to  their  Lordships.  He  was 
glad  to  liavo  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  present,  and  wonld 
call  bis  attention  to  one  further  question — 
the  law  declared  and  enacted  that  the 
specified  Briefs  were  unlawful  nnd  void.  He 
wished,  then,  to  know  whether  all  persons 
who  acted  under  such  briefs,  and  carried 
them  into  effect,  were  not  indictable  for 
lutTing  Joined  in  an  unlawful  aet,  and,  if 
BO  indictable,  whether  any  person  might 
not  prosecute,  as  of  common  riLrlit,  witlumt 
a.^kini;'  the  con.sent  of  tho  Atturney  Gene- 
rul,  which  was  only  made  requisite  in 
eaae  of  poeeedinf  for  the  1002.  penalty  ? 
If  80»  the  moat  rearful  eonfusion  would 
cnsne. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  observed, 
tliat  all  acts  done  by  »  bishop,  by  virtue  of 
his  spiritual  ofice,  would  be  perfeetlj  law- 
ful. 

Lord  MOXTEAOLE:  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  begged  the  question,  by  as- 
suming diat  all  the  aista  in  ouestion  were 
spiritual  sets.  This  waanot  tne  ease — net 

even  the  act  of  ennsccration  wottM  proceed 
C.vecpt  as  foundi'd  upon  one  of  the.sc  Hriefs. 
which  the  Act  declared  both  unlawful  and 
Toid.  The  first  question  put  to  a  bishop- 
d  t.  prior  to  his  consecration,  was  — 
Uahctis  mandntum  rTpostolicum  ?  The 
letter  must  be  produced.  The  command 
was  then  given  Legatur.  The  letters  were 
read  before  the  ceremony  of  consecration 
could  be  proceeded  with.  This  Bill  de- 
clared illefj^al  and  void  nil  rescripts,  letters 
apostohc,  &c.,  proceeding  from  Rome;  and 
he  (Lord  Monteagle)  feared  that  he  was 
justified  in  coming  to  the  conclusion 
that  any  act  performed  by  virtue  of  sueh 
rescripts,  <kc..  would  he  henceforward  il- 
legal and  void,  and  that  parties  carrying 


the  aaaembliesfor  theeeremony  of  creating 
the  Bishop,  tho  demand  for  the  mandatwm 

apostolicttm ,  its  prodiietion,  the  reading  of 
it,  ^c,  are  cogent  evidence  of  a  couspiraej 
to  publuh  and  put  in  use  suahaninstrnuifiat* 
and  as  such,  like  any  other  conspiraey  to 
do  any  urdawful  aef,  would  bo  subject  to 
indictment."    There  was  yet  one  other 
question  which  be  wislied  to  put  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord.    He  visfaed  to 
know  whetht  r  the  appointment  of  vlcara- 
ap.>>tohcal  woiiM  he  illeg.il  after  this  Bill 
liad  parsed,    lie  couKl  not  hut  recollect 
that,  whdst  another  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Lyndhunt)  spoke  lightly  of  La1or*s  oasOp 
its  authority  as  a  decision  was  iloutij 
maintained  by  tlic  Lord  Chancellor.  But 
that  proceeding  was  instituted  against  Lalor 
for  acting  as  ▼lear^apostoltc,  not  as  bishop. 
Now  if  this  was  to  be  the  state  of  the  law, 
what  must  follow  ?    Under  tlio  Relief  Act 
it  was  made  penal  to  assuino  the  title  of 
any  real  see;  under  this  Bill  it  was  prohi- 
bited to  tako  the  title  of  a  pretended  see; 
i|jnd  all  acta  done  under  the  Papal  appoint- 
ment were  made  unlawful  and  void.    If,  in 
addition  to  tliis,  the  authority  of  Lahjr's 
case  is  made  conclusive,  as  stated  by  tho 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  viear»  apostoUois  also  made  penal, 
how  would  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  be 
carried  oo  ?  Her  Majesty  had  been  graci- 
ously pleased  to  aaj  that  She  would  pre- 
serve unimpaired  the  religious  liberty  of 
Iier  suhjccts ;  but,  notwitlistanding  that 
declaration,  Her  MaJ(?sty's  Muiistera  had 
brought  in  a  Bill  which,  on  the  supposi- 
tion he  had  stated,  wovdd  alrike  a  fatal 
blow  at  the  whole  Roman  Catholic  hier- 
archy of  Ireland,  the  priests  nnd  the  laity. 
Upon  these  grounds,  and  with  tho  view  to 
avert  such  pressing  danger,  he  prayed  their 
liOrdahipa  to  agree  to  the  Motion  with 
which  he  shonld  eonclude— 

That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committpo  of 
tho  wholu  House  on  tho  Ec«  U-si.vstical  Titles  As- 
sumption Bill  to  insert  a  claus>'  (>>  cMBpt  Irdand 
from  tbo  operation  of  the  said  Bill." 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
after  tho  debate  on  the  second  reading,  he 
did  not  expect  that  ho  should  be  called 
upon  to  state  his  opinions  seriatvn  as  to 
the  effects  of  the  measure;  but  as  he  had 
troubled  the  House  the  other  nl^ht  on  the 
Sfcncral  qucftion  at  such  ;^reat  length,  he 
nhould  now  confine  himself  to  the  observa- 
into  effect  aui'h  illegal  acta  would  be  guilty  j  tiona  and  questions  of  his  noble  **  and 


of  a  misdemeanour.  He  had,  indeed,  in  his 

possession  an  opinion  given  him  by  a  learn- 
ed Friend,  in  which  it  is  stated,  ''That 


learned"  Friend;  and  he  believed  his  ao' 

swera  would  he  consistent  v,']th  every  Ca- 
tholic and  every  rrotestont  book  on  the 
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subject.  In  the  first  place,  he  would  ob- 
serve that  then  was  s  great  difference  be* 

tween  llio  onler  of  a  Llshop  and  the  juris- 
diction of  ri  l  i-hop — ad'tT  rcnce  winch  ought 
not  to  have  escaped  tho  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord,  seeing  that  it  waa  clearly 
pointed  out  in  Catbolie  and  Proteetant 
treatises  upon  the  episcopal  order.  A 
person  might  exercise  episcopal  jurisdic- 
tion  if  that  character  were  attached  to 
him  bj  oompetent  authorities;  but  until  he 
was  consecrated  bishop,  bj  the  imposition 
of  hands,  he  could  not  porrirm  spiritual 
functions,  and  those  functions  iiu  might 
perform  quite  independratly  of  his  poa* 
sessing  territorial  jurisdiction.    The  two 
offices  wero  quite  distinct.    The  holy  char- 
acter or  SAcerdotal  functions,  therefore,  of 
a  bishop,  would  not  be  interfered  with  in 
any  way  by  this  Bill.    Every  spiritual 
function  which  Catholic  bishops  liad  hither- 
to exercised,  or  mifrht  hereufter  om  rcise, 
would  be  completely  available,  and  unlui- 
peached  by  this  Bill.   A  noble  Friend  of 
his  liad  intimated  that  if  this  Bill  were 
passed,  marriages  and  other  acts  performed 
by  Roman  Catholic  bishops  and  priests 
would  be  illegal;  but  be  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) denied  that  the  Bill  would  have  any 
such  effect.    Tho  character  of  "bishop" 
was  that  which  gave  the  authority  to  do 
the  acta  which  be  performed,  and  that 
function  would  remam  entire  to  all  in- 
tents  and  purposes.     On  a  former  night 
he  came  down  with  his  books,  do^^-earcd 
and  doubled  down,  for  the  purpose  of  an- 
swering any  question  that  might  be  put  to 
him  in  reference  to  the  probable  operation 
of  the  Bill;  but  he  WU3  not  now  so  pre- 
pared, because  he  did  not  expect  that  at 
this  stage  he  should  be  questimied  as  he 
had  been  by  tho  noble  Lord,    He  had, 
however,  brought  with   him    ono  book, 
written  by  an  eminent  Catholic,  a  professor 
at  Genera,  from  which  he  would  read  this 
extract :     Bishops  in  partibui  can  per- 
form episcopal  functions  as  well  as  bishops 
in  ordinary,  but  they  cannot  perform  such 
episcopal  duties  as  are  attachod  exclusively 
to  any  particular  diocese  under  the  juris- 
diction of  another  bishop."    The  Roman 
Catholic  bishops  in  this  country,  there- 
forOt  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  would 
he  fully  competent  to  perform  every  spiri- 
tual duty  which  might  devolve  upon  a 
bishop  of  the  Cl;';rfh  of  Rome.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Monteagle)  had  asked 
whether  if  the  Pope  should  appmnt  bishops 
under  similar  titles  and  with  precisely 
aimilar  limits  of  territorial  jurisdlcliQli  as 
The  Lord  Ghaneellor 


were  now  vested  by  the  Crown  in  the 
bishops  of  the  Bstabliahed  Chardi  in  this 
country,  were  the  seen  so  oonatitttted  pre- 
tended sees?    His  answer  v-n?,  "No;" 
but,  of  course,  such  appuiatmcuts  by  the 
Pope  would  be  the  imposition  of  uoauthor- 
ised  authorities  unhoown  to  these  seen. 
The  next  question  was,  supposing,  instead 
of  appointing  a  bishop  to  a  diocese  created 
by  the  Cruwu,  the  Pope  chose  to  erect,  or 
to  attempt  to  erect,  a  bbbopric  beaiiag 
the  same  title  with  a  dioceae  in  the  Estab- 
lished Clnirrb,  but  which  was  not  conter- 
minous or  idcutical  therewith,  was  sucii  a 
Roman  Catholic  dioeeee  a  "  pretended 
diocese  "  under  this  Bill  ?    He  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  said  it  would  be  a  pretendc-d 
see.    Another  question  was,  whether  the 
appointment  of  a  yicar-apostolic,  by  re> 
script  or  other  Papal  instrumentt*  would 
be  illegal  under  this  Bill  ?    liis  answer  to 
liiat  question  was,  this  Bill  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  appointment  of  vicais-apos- 
tolic;  it  rdated  nmplj to  documents  issoed 
by  the  Pope  creating  archbishops,  bishops, 
and  deans  with  titles  taken  from  districts 
iu  this  country.    Another  quesUoo  which 
had  been  put  to  him  was  this — would  a 
person  accepting  briefs,  rescripts,  or  let- 
ters-apostolic from  the  Pope,  which  this 
Bill  declared  to  be  unlawful  and  void,  be 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanour  t    His  answer 
was,  that  when  an  act  was  declared  by 
the  statutes  to  be  unlawful  and  void,  it 
did  not  necessarily  follow  that  the  com- 
mission of  it  constituted  an  iudictable 
offence.    A  deed,  for  instance,  might  ha 
executed  in  a  manner  which  would  render 
it  void,  but  the  particf?  c-cccuting  such  a 
void  act  would  not  be  liable  to  an  indict- 
ment.  Tbey  must  not,  therefore,  eooteat 
themselves  with  finding  that  an  act  was 
unlawful  and  void,  they  must  also  see  in 
what  resjpect  it  was  unlawful — whether  its 
commission  constituted  an  offence;  and  it 
was  probably  unnecessary  to  remind  tha 
noble  Lord  that  when  an  offence  w;\;i  cre- 
ated by  statute,  if  no  punisluucnt  wero 
attached  to  it,  it  was  a  misdemeanour. 
It  had  been  aaid  by  a  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  St.  Germans)  that  he  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) had  made  the  other  night  a  "  No- 
Popery  speech."     lie  believed  that  he 
had  nmde  more  •aerifices  than  that  noble 
Earl  hod  ever  made  in  the  cause  of  tha 
Homan  Catholics.     He  hnd  1?ept  up  a 
>nost  expensive  and  laborious  contest  at 
Newark  as  tha  advoeate  of  the  Catholis 
claims;  and  he  defied  any  man  to  be  a 
wacmer  friend  to  roJigioat  iibertjr  i>* 
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The  Doble  Eail  liad  allvded  to  m 

expression  which  he  (the  Lord  ChanoftUor) 
hafi  1196(1  elsewhere.  He  was  sorry  that 
he  used  it,  for  he  never  intended  to  offer 
the  dtgbiest  disrespect  to  any  clergyman 
or  ADj  individual  whatever.  But  the  words 
had  been  quoted  !!i  tlmt  instance,  as  in  too 
many  others,  apart  froni  the  contoxt. 
When  he  alluded  to  the  Cardinul  s  hat,  it 


ofl^tMe  oommltted,  it  impoMible  with' 
out  further  investigation  to  l^slate  pro- 
perly on  the  subject.  He  must  now  enter 
his  solemn  protest  against  the  application 
of  this  Bill  to  Ireland — for  the  circum- 
stances of  the  two  countries  were  entirely 
different,  the  Roman  Cathnlic?  being  the 
great  majority  in  one  t ountiy,  and  the 
Protestants  in  the  other,    la  England  our 


was  in  eonnexion  with  that  hat  being  used  ,  legislation  would  he  prospective,  but  in 


in  derogation  of  the  rights  and  preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown.  He  was  a  sincere 
fnend  of  religious  liberty,  and  when  he  had 
nentioned  the  names  of  those  great  men 
who  were  the  sincercst  lovers  of  religious 
liberty,  the  noble  Earl  had  said,  *'  Do  not 
go  into  and  use  the  commoQ'places  of  reli- 

5 ions  liberty."  He  (the  Lord  Ohaneellor) 
oped  that  their  Lordshipii  would  not  be 


Ireland  it  would  be  retrospective.  The 
declaration  which  made  briefs,  rescripts, 
<kc.,  unlawful  and  void,  was  a  declaration 
against  the  validity  of  ordination  and  map> 
riages  in  Ireland,  for  consecration  was 
thereby  rondered  illegal.  The  ordination 
of  priests  was  conferred  wholly  through 
the  jurisdiction  and  authority  m  the  pre> 
latcs,  and  the  ceremonies  performed  by 


led  away  by  the  cant  of  religious  liberty,  i  these  parties  would  be  illegal  and  void  if 
Ue  trusted  that  they  would  give  to  their  j  the  jurisdiction  and  authority  of  the  pre- 
brethren  of  the  Roman  Catholic  faith  the  '  lates  who  ordained  them  should  be  denied, 
fullest  enjoyment  of  all  their  religious  ,  How  was  it  possible  to  conceive  that  in 


rights;  but  he  hoped  they  would,  at  the 
same  time,  take  care  that  those  rights 
should  not  be  allowed  to  advance,  so  as  to 
molest  ear  own. 

Lord  CAMOTS  said,  that  ho  should 
support  the  Instruction  which  had  boon 
moved  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Moateagle).  He  was  not  able  to  vote  for 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  because  it 
contained  a  principle  fraught  with  the 
greatest  injwttioe  to  Ireland;  but,  on  the 
Other  hand,  he  admitted  that  an  outrage 
had  been  committed,  and  that  there  had 
been  a  violation  of  the  public  law  of  Eu- 
rope, and  he  also  admitted  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  give  some 
answer  to  that  outrage,  and  to  that  viola- 
tion of  the  public  law,  even  if  they  had 
not  been  callefl  upon  to  do  so  bv  the  peo- 
ple of  England;  and  as  the  Bill  had  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  so  large  a  majority 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  in 
their  Lordships'  House,  he  did  not  feel  it 
his  duty  to  vote  against  this  answer  to  the 
aggresnon.  The  question,  then,  was, 
what  ought  to  be  done?  and  this  question 
wn«  more  easily  asked  than  answered,  and 
he  fully  agreed  with  the  advice  given  on  a 
former  occasion  by  a  noble  Barl  (the  Earl 
of  Derby),  that  inquiry  ought  to  precede 
legislation.  The  changes  which  had  been 
made  in  the  Bill,  and  the  doubts  which 
had  been  expressed  as  to  the  character  of 
the  oifence  which  had  been  committed,  had 
convinced  him  still  more  of  tho  necessity 
of  inqnirv.    Wljrn  "^uch  a  ditference  of 


spite  of  the  Emancipation  Act,  and  ia 
.spite  of  thf  decisions  in  the  Iriah  courts, 
the  appuiutment  of  these  ^trelates  could 
be  considered  illegal  and  void  ?  Now,  as 
to  the  interpretation  to  be  put  on  the 
woids  of  the  Bill.  When  the  Courts  of 
Law  were  called  on  to  interpret  the  law, 
they  did  not  refer  to  the  opinions  express- 
ed in  Parliament,  but  ascertained  the  in- 
tention of  Parliament  from  the  Act  itself; 
and  that  being  so  it  was  the  duty  of  their 
Lordships  so  to  alter  the  Bill  that  it  should 
not  run  the  risk  of  Iwing  interpreted  con- 
trary to  the  interprotiniou  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolsack.  There 
was  one  way  of  getting  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty without  lessening  the  stringency  of 
the  measure,  and  that  was  by  not  making 
the  Bill  retrospective  in  Irelsmd.  By 
making  it  prospective  in  both  countries, 
they  would  meet  the  necessities  of  the 
case,  and  the  people  of  Ireland  would,  at 
least,  have  notice  of  what  was  intended  to 
be  done.  It  was  said  that  the  Bill  would 
be  a  dead  letter,  but  it  might  not  be  so, 
especially  af^er  tlio  insertion  of  the  infor- 
mers* clause;  nrid  when  their  Lordships 
recollected  the  speeches  which  had  been 
made  in  and  out  of  IParfiaraent,  and  the 
ill  feeling  which  had  been  awakened  against 
Catholics,  they  could  not  but  see  tb.at  in- 
formers were  likely  to  arise  in  abundance, 
especially  as  a  successful  informer  would 
be  lookM  upon  as  a  popular  character. 
He  was  for  from  thinking  that  the  Bill 
would  become  a  dead  letter;  on  the  con- 


opuuoa  prevailed  as  to  the  nature  of  the  i  trary,  he  thought  it  would  be  most  vigor- 
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ovtlj  aeted  upon.  At  respeoted  Ireland, 
he  wns  persuaded  that  tlic  Bill  would  open 

anew  the  Catliolie  question.  Tiieir  Lord- 
ships would  recollect  the  former  CatlurHc 
agitation,  and  would  rcmcnibor  how  thcj 
were  eneom^iasBed  bj  petitioners,  and  what 
an  excitement  existed  through  the  country, 
especially  in  Ireland,  whore  tlic  effects  of 
it  had  liardly  ceased  even  at  tlio  present 
day.  This  state  of  things  would  be  re- 
vived if  the  Bill  here  the  meaoiDg  which 
he  (Lord  Canioys)  attached  to  it.  And  he 
would  add  that,  in  his  opinion,  tlio  Iri'h 
CatboUot  ought  to  agitato  (in  a  constitu- 
tional manner)  until  they  gdned  the  repeal 
of  this  unjust  Act.  He  believed  their 
I.urdsliij)-!  had  n)ado  a  great  mistake  in 
introducing  the  clause  into  the  Diplomatic 
Kelations  with  Home  Bill,  which  prohibit- 
ed the  reeeivittg  a  Minister  from  Rome 
who  was  an  ecclesiastic,  because,  whatever 
the  inconvcnieneies  which  might  attend  the 
presence  of  a  Nuncio  in  this  country,  they 
would  be  counterbalanced  by  the  advan- 
tages which  would  have  been  derived  if 
the  Bill  had  passed  iu  its  integrity.  All 
the  questions  whieli  tlieir  Lordships  were 
now  discussiug  would  have  beeu  avoided; 
for  they  wonla  have  been  left,  not  in  the 
hands  of  an  irresponsible  Cardinal,  but 
under  tho  contrtd  of  a  respotisildo  Minis- 
ter. Ho  would  niorely  add  a  word  as  to 
the  position  in  which  the  lionian  Catholics 
ID  this  country  had  been  placed  by  the 
establishment  of  this  hierarchy.  He  roust 
say  that  the  establishment  of  that  hierar- 
chy had  been  a  most  fatal  thing  for  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  this  country — they 
had  suffered  most  severely  in  their  social 
positioni  for  whatever  dilticulties  Roman 
Catholics  might  have  have  had  in  obtaining 
places  of  hoDour,  trust,  and  emoluuieut, 
these  diffieulties  were  considerably  increas- 
ed at  the  present  moment.  lie  believed 
that  now  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
Roman  Catholic  to  lie  returned  for  any 
place  in  England  or  Scutland.  Entertain- 
ing the  opinion  that  it  would  bo  inexpe- 
dient to  extend  the  measure  to  Ireland,  he 
should  give  ]m  ;<tipnort  to  the  Instruction 
moved  by  his  noble  Friend. 

Viscount  CANNING  said,  he  did  not 
desire  to  enter  into  the  referenoes  made 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  wool- 
sack to  bygone  tinie?*,  thinking:  that  it  was 
scarcely  safe  to  hazard  conclusions  on  such 
grounds;  but  he  eoutd  not  help  reealling  to 
his  rccolh  eci'in  the  fact  that  on  thelastocca* 
sion  of  the  nohlo  and  learned  Lord's  appear- 
ance upon  the  hustings  at  Newark,  it  was 
Lord  Camotfi 
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in  opposition  to  a  learned  Gentleman  (Sir 
F.  Thesiger)  whom  be  might  now  call 
(without  offence,  he  hoped,  to  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord)  the  author  of  ties  Bill, 
lie  thought  their  Lordships  would  agree 
that  there  was  no  accounting  for  old  hosti- 
lifies  and  new  fi-iendsbips.    In  regard  to 
tlie  differences  lietwcen  the  nrddeand  learn- 
ed Lord  and  the  nohle  Lord  (LnrA  Mont- 
eagle),  there  were  one  or  two  points  upon 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  haralj 
done  justice  to  the  statements  of  the  noble 
Lord,  especially  as  to  the  distinction  between 
orders  and  jurisdiction,  and  the  difficulties 
the  noble  Lord  had  pointed  oat  with  respect 
to  the  mandahun  apoHoUeum.    The  difi- 
culty  was  this: — The  niandatum  apcstoU- 
cum  was,  by  the  law  of  Rome,  necessary 
before  tho  Pope  could  ordain  or  cause  to 
be  ordained  a  bishop,  and  it  must  eonfer 
or  name  the  see  to  which  he  was  to  be  or- 
dained.  In  fact,  it  was  to  the  bishop  what, 
a  title  to  orders  was  to  a  elerjrymaa  on  his 
ordiuation  in  the  Church  of  England.  Upon 
the  receipt  of  this  mandate,  the  bishop  eouNl 
he  ordained.    Bnt  if  by  any  act  of  the 
Lerrishiture  the  see  to  ho  named  in  it  was 
made,  in  fact,  no  see,  and  if  any  document 
describing  it  were  made  illegal  and  void, 
and  incapable  of  being  aeted  on,  then  not 
only  the  nomination  of  the  bishop  to  that 
see,  but  liis  ri2;]!t  to  peiforra  his  functions^ 
would  be  invalidated,  and  a  question  might 
arise  whether  his  orders  would  not  also  be 
invalidated.    There  was  another  point  to 
whieh  tiie  noble  and  learned  Lonl  would 
have  done  well  to  allude,  hut  to  which  he 
had  carefully  avoided  alluding — the  incon- 
sistency of  the  BiU  in  imposing  %  more 
severe  penalty  on  the  minor  oflenee,  and  a 
less  ?evere  one  on  the  greater  offence.  In 
the  tirst  clause  all  •*  such  Bulls,  Briefs,  and 
Rescripts  "  were  declared  void  and  illegal; 
that  is.  *'snch  Bulls,  Briefii,  and  Re- 
sci  ipts  "  as  those  mentioned  in  the  pre- 
anil)!e  "  nnder  whieh  divers  of  !Tcr  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  had  a58umed  the  titles  of 
archbishops  and  bishops  of  pretended  pro* 
viiiees  and  sees."    So  that  a  Bull,  Brief, 
or  Rescript  relating  to  a  '*  pretended  " 
see  or  province,  was  declared  ilIe_Ml  and 
void,  and  the  offence  of  assutuiug  the  tide 
of  archbishop  or  bishop  of  a  pretended 
province  or  diocese,  was  dealt  inth  more 
severely  than  in  tlio  ea?e  of  a  prnviree  or 
diocese  not  pretendeil;  and  no  similar  ca- 
actment  was  made  as  to  a  similar  instro* 
nient  relating  to  a  see  or  province  net 
"  j>retended,"  but  a  see  or  province  etist- 
ing  in  the  Rstabiished  Gknreb.  fie  had 
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risen,  however,  principally  to  explain  why  |  argument  was  founded  on  a  confusion,  if 
he  should  vote  ngainst  the  Instruction  pro-  not  of  words»  of  ideas.  Tlie  titles  were  not 
{KMed  by  the  noble  Lord  to  tbe  Committee  titiea  in  tbesentein  which  the  law  considered 
to  except  Ireland  from  the  operation  of  the  titles— M appellations  or  appointments,  not 
Bill,  although  1)0  was  compelled  likewise  to  '  merely  commnnding-  or  conforruTc^  flt  for- 
oppoae  the  passing  of  the  Bill  at  every  .  ence  or  respect,  but  a  position  the  posses- 
stage;  and  this  being  so,  be  was  anxious  |  slon  of  which  was  eonflrmed  by  law. 
to  aToid  the  reproach  of  inconsistency  for  !  Neither  wore  they  **  titles  "  in  the  scnso 
losinir  an  opportunity  of  diminishinrr  the  iti  which  titles  were  said  tn  emnnate  from 
stringency  or  restricting  the  operation  of .  the  Crown,  the  basis  of  which  doctrine,  as 
the  Bill,  and  to  show  reasons  for  rejecting  laid  down  by  Blackstone,  was,  that  all  hon- 
the  proposition  for  exempting  Ireland.  He  |  oars  and  titles  were  by  the  law  presumed 
had  this  great  and  uvorriilitifj  objection  to  to  ho  rewards  of  services*  rendered,  or  nc- 
the  adoption  of  the  Instruction — that  the  companied  the  capacity  of  rendering  such 
Bill  had  been  recommended  to  Parliament  j  services,  to  the  Crown:  of  which  services, 
from  the  Throne  (and,  so  fkr  as  could  be  |  therefbre,  the  Crown  was  the  most  com  pe- 
ace n,  the  recommendation  had  been  accept- ;  tent  authority  to  judge.  It  was  clear  tiuil, 
ed)  upon  the  g^ntind  that  the  act  of  the  I  on  these  principles,  the  Crown  had  no  con- 
Pope  had  been  an  attack  upon  the  supro- 1  cern  with  these  titles  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
macy  of  the  Orown,  and  that  the  Bill  was  { lie  bishops.  There  was  another  eonsidera* 
neeessarf  to  vindicate  it.  Whether  this  ^  tion  upon  which  he  was  disinclined  to  the 
were  so  or  not,  did  not  matter  for  the  pre-  exemption  of  Ire'nn'l  froTn  tlie  \V\\\.  A 
sent  argument,  smco  Parhamcnt  had  as-  noble  Earl  opposite  iiad,  iu  supporting  the 
ansrad  uiat  it  was  so;  and  he  would  be  no  ;  Bill,  hinted  an  opinion  that  the  union  of 
party  to  tlic  drawing  of  a  distinction  be- ;  the  Church  of  England  and  Ireland  was 
twecn  the  value  of  the  55upreTnacy  in  one  the  work  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  nti  1  ti  nt 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  another,  i  what  Parliament  had  created  Parlaiuiont 
He  could  not  but  observe  upon  this  topic  ;  could  destroy,  so  that  there  ought  to  be  no 
that  of  all  the  gronnds  upon  which  the  Bill  i  difficulty  in  dividing  England  from  Ireland 
had  been  recommended,  none  had  been  !  as  respected  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  IIo 
less  effectively  supported  than  this  of  the  did  not  desire  to  see  A'  ts  of  Parliament  so 
Boyal  supremacy,  and  upon  none  had  the  important  as  those  wiiicii  connected  the 
arguments  of  tbe  opponents  of  the  measure  |  two  countries  dealt  with  as  lightly  as  turn- 
been  less  answered.  The  proposition  of  pike  or  r^way  Acts;  and  he  feared  that 
the  minority,  put  in  its  broadest  form,  was  there  were  partio?*  in  Irelaiid  who  would 
this  (and  it  was  loft  wholly  untouched) —  ^  not  be  slow  to  take  advantage  of  such  a 
that  tbe  Crown  could  not  be  snpremo  in  a  { principle.  There  was  yet  another  and  still 
matter  with  which  by  the  law  and  consti-  |  strons^er  consideration  which  led  him  to 
tution  it  conld  not  deal,  and  that  such  a  |  reject  the  Instruction  proposed  by  the  nohle 
matter  was  the  appointment  of  a  Cuthuiic  Lord,  namely,  that  the  Qovernment  would 
bishop  for  a  spiritual  guidance  of  any  of  not,  and  if  they  would  they  could  not. 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  any  portion  of  j  apply  the  law  to  Ireland.  Only  one  or 
Her  realm.  It  was  said  In  reply,  tliat  '  two  noble  Lords  Ind  ventured  to  predict 
such  Catholic  l)isli()prics  beiti::i^  desia;nated  ,  that  the  Bill  would  be  obeyed  in  Ireland, 
by  the  name  of  a  city  or  i^ec  within  the  one  of  whom,  the  learned  Lord  on  the 
Queen'sdominiona.eonstitateditmorethan!  woolsack,  had  accompanied  his  prediction 
a  spiritual  and  made  it  a  temporal  authority,  of  obedience  with  an  intelligible  menace  of 
and  that  a  territorial  title,  by  the  principles  more  stringent  le^rislation  in  the  event  of 
of  the  constitution,  could  only  emanate  from  disobedience— a  signiticant  indication  of  a 
the  Queen.  But  he  would  answer  that  it  degree  of  doubt  as  to  his  own  prophecy, 
had  not  been  shown  that  the  authority  There  were  some  passages  in  the  history 
which  a  Catholic  bishop  thereby  attained  of  Ireland  whicli  led  him  (Vtaeonnt  <'nn- 
ceasod  to  he  spiritual.  He  admitted  it  to  ,  ning)  to  more  than  doubt  upon  tins  point, 
be  wider  and  more  uncontrolled,  and  that  The  bishops  and  dignitaries  of  the  Bkoroan 
the  bishop  would  be  hotter  enabled  to  asso-  'Catholic  Church  in  Ireland  were,  up  to  a 
ciato  liis  own  authority  witli  tliat  of  liis  recent  period,  in  the  eye  of  tlie  law,  exiles, 
brother  bishops;  but  he  denied  that  the  By  an  Act  of  the  8th  Anne  they  were 
authority  became  more  temporal  or  less  prohibited  from  entering  the  country.  The 
spiritual  that  it  was  before.  With  regard  law  was  not  executed,  but  was  felt  to  bo 
to  the  territoral  titie,  he  replied  that  the  1  so  galUng  and  unjast,  that  in  1783  aa  Act 
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vas  tatrodlioed  providing  that  Roman  Ca- 
tholic archbishops  and  bishops  should  be 
penuitted  to  remaia  in  Ireland,  on  coodi- 
tion  that  ^ey  did  not  fMsnroe  en j  nnk  or 
title  as  such,  or  that,  if  they  did,  they 
sliould  lose  the  benefit  of  the  Act.  The 
Act,  however,  was  so  little  enforced,  that  in 
1793  a  petition  was  presented  to  the  Pro- 
twttnt  Irish  House  of  Commons,  upon  the 
Bubjcct  of  Catholic  R mancipation,  from  tlic 
Roman  Catholic  archbishops  and  bishops 
of  Irelaud,  who  ail  signed  themselves,  not 
nerelj  with  their  namet  bat  with  their 
•ees — "  Roman  Catholic  Archbishop  of 
Dublin,"  "  Roman  Catholic  Arcbl'i;  h  ip  of 
Cashel,"  ''Roman  Catholic  Bishop  ot  Kil- 
laloe,"  and  so  on.  This  was  in  the  Pro- 
testant House  of  Commons,  in  the  period  of 
Prote-atnnt  a.scendancy.  And  tljough  Sir  H. 
Cavendish  drew  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  it,  and  said,  "  I  wish  the  word  'titular' 
bad  beOD  pre6xed  to  the  word  'bishop;* 
they  assume  titles  which  do  not  belong  to 
them,  and  which  the  law  will  not  recognise; 
and  the  words  '  Roman  Catholic  '  do  not 
at  all  remove  the  ohjeetion  "—yet  not  a 
word  wns  said  in  support  of  this  objection, 
notwithstandint;  that  Dr.  Duifrnan,  that 
staunch  defender  of  Protestant  ascendancy, 
was  present  at  the  time.  The  petition, 
therefore,  thus  signed  in  open  violation  of 
the  law,  was  received;  and  remembering 
the  time  at  which  this  had  occurred,  ho 
(Viaconnt  Canning)  conceived  he  might 
safely  predict  that  theGovernment  had  nei- 
ther the  will  nor  the  power  to  enforce  such  a 
law  as  the  present  iu  Ireland.  If  he  thought 
that  they  were  at  all  in  earnest  In  an  in* 
tention  to  enforce  the  law  in  Ireland,  he 
should  try  to  reconcile  himself  to  the  in- 
consistency of  excluding  Ireland;  but  he 
believed  that  the  Bill  would  not  be  en- 
forced in  that  comitry,  at  all  events  with 
the  slightest  severity  or  stringency,  and, 
believinj;  this,  ho  sliould  vote  against  the 
Instruction  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord. 

LOBD  CRANWOBTH  said,  thdr  Lord- 
ships  having  decided  in  favour  of  the 
second  reading,  he  should  speak  simply  to 
the  precise  proposition  now  before  them. 
The  gronnd  of  that  propomtion  of  the  noble 
Lord  appeared  to  be  that  the  Bill  would,  if 
applied  to  Ireland,  inflict  a  grievance  it 
^as  difficult  to  magnify,  and  impossible, 
without  horror,  to  contemplate.  Hw  noble 
Priend  had  seemed  to  suppose  that  the 
operntioM  of  theBill  would  bo  such  as  to  ren- 
der insecure  and  invalid  marriages,  and  all 
the  orders  and  offices  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
Ue  nligioa  perfonned  by  Soman  Catholie 


priests  in  that  country.  If  he  could  con- 
cur with  his  noh^r'  Friend  in  that  vievr  of 
the  subject,  he  wutild  certainly  say  that 
they  most  either  give  the  Bill  altogether 
up,  or  exclude  Irdaod  from  its  operation. 
But  he  did  not  concur  in  that  view,  for  the 
reasons  which  had  been  already  pointed 
out  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  oa 
the  woolsack.  He  believed  it  to  be  a  prin- 
ciple of  law  never  controverted  that  a 
bishop  derived  his  ppiritnal  functions,  not 
from  any  Rescript  ul  liic  Pope,  but  from 
the  ordination  of  the  bishops;  and  althoagh 
it  might  be  that  ordinarily  the  bishop  was 
consecrated  only  on  the  receipt  of  a  Re- 
script from  Rome,  and  that  in  consecrat- 
ing without  such  a  Rescript  the  bishopa 
concerned  might  not  be  acting  in  canonical 
obedience  to  the  Holy  See,  yet  de  facto 
there  was  a  consecration,  and  the  party  be- 
came a  bishop,  according  to  the  legal 
maxim.  Fieri  turn  debtt^factum  xxdeL  Th» 
most  exact  analogy  was  afforded  by  the 
title  to  orders  usually  obtained  by  a  clergy- 
man on  ordination  in  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. If  the  title  to  orders  were  not  ob- 
tained, would  any  one  suggest  that  the  or- 
dination would  he  invalid  ?  The  Hole  ques- 
tion was,  whether  tkcro  were  ajiy  iiidu- 
perable  difBeulties  in  applying  the  Bill  to 
Ireland.  Now  on  w^hat  ground  was  tbo 
measure  to  be  justified?  Upon  this  :  that 
the  act  of  the  Pope  was  au  unwarrantable 
interference  with  tiie  nrprogatives  of  the 
Sovereign  of  this  United  Kingdom;  so  iSaMf 
unless  some  overwhelming  necessity  wem 
pointed  out  to  justify  the  exemption,  it  was 
utterly  impossible  to  exclude  ono  part  of 
the  kingdom  from  the  Bill;  and  it  would 
he  far  more  logical  to  say,  "  You  cannot 
include  Ireland;  you  ought  not  to  enact  it 
at  all  without  including  Ireland;  therefore 
you  cannot  enact  it  all."  With  regard  to 
the  precedent  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Canninfi;)  had  referred  to,  of  the  petition 
presented  to  the  Irish  Uou>e  of  Commons  , 
in  17d3,  by  the  Roman  Catholic  prelates, 
it  must  be  observed  that  they  styled  them- 
selves "  Roman  Catholic"  archbishops  and 
bishops  of  such  and  such  provinces  and 
sees,  which  made  all  the  diiference;  and 
if  the  same  course  had  been  adopted  in 
the  recent  proceedings,  not  one  in  a  hun- 
dred would  have  made  auy  complaint.  For 
if  Cardinal  Wiseman  hsd  called  himsdf 
"  Roman  Catholic"  Archbishop  of  Wast* 
niiuhter,  there  would  have  been  no  objec- 
tion— and  it  would  have  been  a  homage  to 
the  feelings  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
which  would  have  proTcnted  any  opposi- 
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tion.  It  bad  beeu  eaid,  that  the  Bill  would 
enable  pertiee  to  proaeeate  the  Roman  Cft- 
Hwlie  preUtet  bjr  bdietment  for  misde> 

meanour,  as  wol!  as  proceed  for  penal- 
ties; but  that  was  not  so  (although  he  ac- 
knowledged that  at  first  he  bed  eone^fed 
that  it  would  be  so),  because  thore  were  no 
words  in  the  Act  making  any  offence,  or 
enabling  any  person  to  procure  iti  iicttnent 
upon  it,  notwithstanding  that  the  bulla  or 
lescripts  were  dedared  void  and  unlawful, 
and  that  the  second  elaose  imposed  pecu- 
niary penalties  on  parties  putting  them  in 
use;  80  that  there  could  be  no  prosecution 
except  un  the  second  clause  simply  for  the 
penalty.  He  did  not  think  the  question 
was  at  aXl  important,  whether  the  "  sees" 
or  provinces,"  the  titles  of  which  were 
asaumod,  were  '*  pretended"  or  not,  that  is, 
the  new  sees  and  proTinees*  or  the  old  ones; 
for  if  the  latter,  the  Act  of  1829  would  ap- 
ply; if  tlie  former,  the  present  Bill. 

'The  nmnor  of  OSSORY  said,  that  he 
could  not  plead  in  excuse  for  addressing 
their  liotdships»  that  he  bad  any  fears  that 
the  Amendment  before  the  House  would 
pass.  He  had  no  sucli  feara.    Their  Lord- 
ships had,  on  a  former  night,   by  a  vast 
majority,  voted  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  professedly  on  the  ground  that  a  fo- 
reign Power  had  committed  an  act  of  ag- 
gression, derogating  from  the  prerogative 
of  the  Crown,  and  the  iadopendeoce  of  the 
eonntry.  And  he  had  no  apprehensrans ' 
that  they  would  proclaim  to  the  Power 
which  had  committed  this  wrong,  that  he 
was  at  liberty  to  repeat  it  in  cue  part  of 
this  realm,  but  that  he  must  abstain  from 
•11  anch  aggresaiona  In  another  part;  for 
'   that  they,  the  Parliament  of  this  empire, 
were  resolved  to  resist  him  where  they  be- 
lieved him  to  be  weak,  but  were  prepared 
to  yield  to  him  where  they  knew  biro  to  be 
atrongl   And  as  little,  he  was  very  sure, 
were  they  prepared  to  proclaim  to  the  sub- 
jects of  the  Crown  who  were  hia  instru- 
ments in  utfering  this  insult  to  the  Crown 
and  the  eonntry,  that  thej  should  enjoy 
impunity  in  that  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom where  they  wore  numerous,  but  that 
they  should  be  prevented  from  lending  him 
this  aid  where  they  were  few.    Such  a 
mode  of  proceeding  would  make  all  legis- 
lation contemptible.    It  would  not  only  in- 
vite aggrcsBions  of  the  same  kind  in  Ire- 
land, but  it  would  give  an  impulse  to  com- 
bination and  agitation  eterywhere  which 
nothing  eould  resist.    It  would  publish  to 
the  malcontents,  not  on  this  occasion  oi  l y, 
but  upon  all  on  which  either  the  feelings 


or  the  interests  of  numbers  are  opposed  to 
a  measure, "  Combine  and  agitate,  olamonr 

and  threaten,  disobey  the  law  in  masses 

sufficiently  numeron?,  nnd  you  have  nothing 
to  apprehend  from  I'arliameat. "  ^ieither 
in  Ireland  nor  in  England  eould  audi  a 
proclamation  be  made  without  utter  discr^ 
dit  to  the  Legislature,  and  in  the  is^un 
great  danger  to  the  country;   nnt]  lie  felt 
no  fears  that  the  Amendment  which  so  dis- 
tinctly madQ  this  proelamation,  would  be 
catried,  or  even  that  it  would  be  supported 
by  a  respectable  minority  in  their  Lord- 
ships* House — respectable  he,  of  course, 
meant  in  point  of  numbers.    And  if  he 
had  entertained  any  such  apprehenmons, 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  would  have  done  a  good  deal 
to  set  them  at  rest;  for  the  argument 
on  whieh  he  based  his  recommendation  to 
their  Lordships  to  legialate  differently  in 
tViis  matter  for  the  two  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  amounted  to  a  distinct  confession 
that  such  legislation  io  the  case  was  in« 
compatible  with  the  maintenanee  of  the 
union  between  the  Churchea.  Bj  the  pains 
which  lie  had  taken  to  prove,  either  that 
the  union  between  the  Churches  bad  never 
existed,  or  that  it  had  been  dissolved — he 
(the  Bishop  of  Ossory)  did  not  know  which 
— the  noble  Mover  had  acknowledged  that 
that  union  stood  directly  in  the  way  of  his 
Amendment;  and  that,  unless  he  could 
in  some  way  dissolve  the  union,  he  eould 
not  expect  to  have  their  Lordsbipa  on  his 
side.    This,  as  he  had  before  said,  bad 
set  his  (the  Bishop  of  Ossory 'sj  mind  at 
ease  with  respect  to  the  fate  of  the  Amend- 
ment; for  if  there  were  no  other  reason 
against  adopting  it,  except  that  which  the 
noble  Mover's  own  speech  supplied,  ho 
could  not  fear  that  their  Lordships  would 
give  such  a  fatal  wound  to  the  union  be- 
tween the  Churches,  whieh  in  the  iMue 
must  he  such  a  fntal  wound  to  the  union 
between  the  countries,  as  this  mode  of 
legislating  was  confessed  to  be,  by  the 
noble  proposer  of  the  Amendment  himself. 
He  felt  then,  for  that  matter,  he  might 
safely  leave  the  question  where  it  stood. 
But  he  desired,  before  he  sat  down,  to 
correct  one  or  two  statements  or  assump- 
tions in  the  noble  Lord's  speech.  First, 
as  to  the  union  between  the  Churches,  he 
would  not  deal  with  the  noble  Lord's  ar^u- 
meut,  which  if  it  were  good  against  the 
union  of  the  two  Chnrehes,  womd  equally 
disprove  the  union  between  the  countries; 
hut  he  would  take  leave  te  "^et  the  noble 
Lord  right  as  to  some  matters  of  &ot. 


im 
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The  Dob)«  Lord  wm  altogethMr  mittalccn 

in  supposing  that  tliero  was  nny  dif- 
ference betwopn  th**  Articles  in  England 
and  Ireland.  TIjo  Tiiii-t^'iiine  Articles  had 
beMk  formallj  adopted  hj  the  Church  in 
Ireland  in  1634.  The  Ritual  had  been 
the  same  from  the  first  days  of  the  Re- 
formation. The  Morning  and  Evening 
Prayer,  the  SeoramentiJ  terviees,  the  Or^ 
4ilieUoil  tod  Consecration  scrTices,  had  all 
been  the  same  from  the  first;  pn  that  the 
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in  at  the  time  of  Ibc  RefLtrmetioni  aad, 

following  out  tlint  view,  the  common  im- 
pression was.  that  at  that  period  the  tea- 
poralities  which  had  theretofore  hem  M- 
jojed  bj  the  Ancient  Chureh  of  the  cooe- 
try,  bad  been  taken  from  it,  and  tran>- 
ferri'd  to  (be  New  Ciiurcb,  which  liad  aince 
Cuutmued  lu  tlie  eujuywent  of  them.  It 
•eemed  verj  etraoge  that  thoae  vho  entci^ 
tained  this  impression,  never  bad  the  cih 
rioRity  to  look  after  the  Act  of  i^arliatuect 


Churches  were  one  in  spirituals  lung  be- ,  by  which  this  transfer  was  effected.  >'o 
fore  the  tinton  in  temporals  took  ptaoe.  one*  he  supposed,  could  imagine  that  laeh 
And  tlicy  were  so  treated  not  mi  i  ely  by  '  a  prooOM  eottld  hare  gone  on  siih  silentio. 
tVip  noble  Lord,  Avbu  seemeil  tn  t1-ink.  that 


the  Churches  were  £rst  madu  uuo  at  tiic 
time  of  the  Union  hetwecu  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland;  but  they  had  heen  regarded 

as  one,  and  treatLul  as  one,  by  Pnrlinmcnt 


often  and  loiii; 


befo 


10. 


most  importanc  e;i^ample.  In  the  Articles 
of  Umoo  betwemi  SegUnd  and  Soottond 

it  was  providcd^ — 

"  That  the  Sovereign,  at  his  or  her  Coronation, 

shall  take  and  sabscribe  an 

oath  to  maintain  inTiolabljr  the  said  settlement  of 
the  Church  of  EngKind,  and  the  doctnoe,  vror- 
shtp,  discipline,  and  govemment  ihorsof,  as  by 
lawestaMished,  within  thf  kincrfloms  of  England 
and  Ireland,  the  dominion  of  Wales,  and  the  town 
of  Berwlolirtipon-Two«d«8nd  the  tenritories  there- 
unto beloagiag." 

Here  is  a  very  solemn  Act  of  the  Lcr^isla- 
ture,  ncarlj  a  century  before  the  Act  of 
Union  between  Great  Britain  and  Irektnd, 
in  which,  not  only  is  there  a  provision  for 
the  permanent  maintcnan<'*»  of  the  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland  as  one  Church, 
but  a  very  clear  recognition  of  the  fact 
that  they  were  one;  and  other  and  earlier 
ncknowlodf^mcnts  uf  the  same  fact  could 
bo  ptoduccil  if  it  were  needful.  But  in- 
stead of  pursuing  that  point,  which  he 


No  ono  conid  imacrine  that  one  Churth 
could  have  silently  slid  out  of  its  teup»- 
ralities,  and  another  Ohuroh  silently  did 

into  them.    It  must  be  evident  that  st 
that  period  of  our  liistory,  if  indeed  at  any 
To  give  only  the  I  periods  HO  such  change  could  have  been 


effected  without  an  Act  of  Pariiamest; 

and  it  would  have  been  well  if  those  who 
took  up  the  common  error  without  examia- 
ation,  had  been  led  to  nuike  the  obviutu 
inquiry,  what  was  ti)e  Act  of  ratliameot 
by  which  this  transfer  was  mnde?  For 
when  they  discovered  as  they  would  bave 
discovered,  tluvt  no  such  Act  existed  in  our 
Statute-buuk,  they  might  have  been  iu- 
dnoed,  fint»  to  question  the  reality  of  Ihe 
transaction  which  they  had  been  taking 
for  granted,  and  then  continue  the  inves- 
tigation so  far  as  to  satisfy  iUemselTet 
that  the  whole  popular  imprenion  cf  thi 
facts  was  not  only  without  foundaUott  is 
the  history  of  the  period,  but  wns  abso- 
lutely and  conclusively  contradicted  by  it 
The  true  state  of  the  case  was,  that  at  the 
time  of  the  Reformation,  there  were  not,  si 
was  supposed,  two  Cburcbcs,  an  old  an  !  a 
new  one.  Thero  wfis  at  tluit  time,  ftiwi 
for  a  good  whiiu  alter,  but  ono  Church— 


hoped  was  sufficiently  clear,  he  wished  to  |  the  Anei«it  Church  of  tlie  country 

take  notice  of  an  assertion  or  asf^umption 
of  the  noble  Tiord's  atfecting  the  relation 
which  the  Reformed  Church  and  the  Ro- 
man Gatholie  Church  in  Ireland  bore  to 
the  ancient  Church  of  that  country.  The 
noble  Lord  spoke  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland  as  the  Ancient  Chureh 
of  the  country ;  so  as  to  show  that  he 
laboured  under  what  be  (the  Bishop  of 
Ossory)  believed  to  bo  a  v.mv  common 
error  with  regard  to  the  Church  history  of 
that  country— an  error  which  he  was  glad 
to  take  that  opportunity  of  correcting. 
Those  who  entertained  this  belief  as  to  tbo 
"Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland,  of 
course  believed  that  the  Reforuied  Church 


It 

was  at  a  subsequent  period  that  the  Nc^ 
Church  arose.  The  Ancient  Church,  which 
had  been  corrupt  before  the  period  of  tbe 
Reformation,  then  rsformed  itself.  Bet  it 
did  not  thereby  become  another  Cburdk 
It  continued  the  same  Church — corrupt 
before — reformed  afterwards — but  still  the 
same  hody^the  same  Church.  In  11160 
the  Reformation  was  introduced  into  Ire- 
land, so  far  as  it  was  introdnced  by  public 
authority,  by  two  Acts  of  FarIiao)eii(i 
which  wore  the  same,  mutatis  fnutoadtt, 
as  the  two  Acts  by  which  it  had  the  year 
before  been  established  in  England.  0b6 
of  tlie-r  Art^-  wn^  the  Aot  df  S iiprcTnncyf 
aud  the  other  tije  Act  oi  Lniloriuity  {i'l'* 


wnsa  new  Chnreli  in  thatcoiuktiy,  brought  I  zabelh's  Act  of  XJnifonnity).  Bj 
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fortner  the  nsui-ped  siipreiniej  of  the  Pope  '  from  the  aneient  biBlmps  in  nnj  tvaj 


WAS  nbotiyii'd,  and  the  Bupramacj  of  the 
Crown,  in  the  scose  in  wbieh  itwa«  therein 
defined*  wes  asserted  t  end  the  oath  cf  eii- 
prcnieey  imposed.  By  tin;  otlicr  the  Rom- 
ish mns^i,  niwl  the  Latin  sonrice  were  to 
cease,  and  the  English  liturgy,  as  con- 


Thero  were,  as  he  liad  said,  but  two  of 
the  hierarvbjr  who  remained  in  comtnuuion 
irith  Rome.   Whether  the  eneient  eneeee- 

sion  could  have  heen  continued  through 

them,  it  wna  tmnecejsnrr  to  inquire,  for, 
in  fact,  no  such  attempt  had  been  made. 


tained  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  |  The  bishops  from  whom  the  present  bi- 

Bltops  of  the  Roman  CathoUe  Chureh  in 

Ireland  dnivo,  were  consecrated  abroad, 
and  sent  into  the  eountrj  from  time  to 
tiujc.  They  did  nut  themsclres  derive 
their  orders  from  the  bishops  of  the  an- 
cient National  Church;  and,  therefore, 
could  not  connect  those  whom  they  con- 
fatter  there  were  only  two  who  opposed  |  sccrated  with  those  bishops,  or  with  that 


pnt  in  its  place.    It  is  plain  that  in 

these  two  Acts  tlio  wliolo  clianLjc  fioni  the 
Rnniish  to  the  llefornicd  coinniunion  was 
contained.  Aud  when  the  liills  were 
brought  into  the  Honaeof  Lords  in  Ire- 
land there  were  present  twenty-three  tem- 
poral and  twenty  spiritual  Peer?.  Of  these 


the  measnres.  The  rest  united  with  the 
State  in  passing  them  in  the  House,  and 
ill  carryin;^  them  out  afterwards.  So  that 
the  whole  hierarchy,  with  the  inconsider- 
able eieeption  of  the  two  dissentients  of 
whom  he  had  spoken,  embraced  t!te  Re- 


Ghareh.     Thej  formed  a  new  sncees- 

sion  in  the  country.  We  regard  tlieni 
as  schifsmatica!.  But  even  those  who  hold 
that,  being  appointed  by  the  Pope,  they 
are  the  legitimate  bishops,  whatever  the 
laws  of  the  Chureh  may  saj  to  tho  con- 


formation. The  parish  prie.^ts  submitted,  trary,  even  they  cannot  maintain  that 
for  the  most  part,  to  tho  change;  and  tho  they  are  the  successors  of  the  ancient 
congregations  attended  at  their  parish  hierarchy.  They  are  a  new  line  of  bishops, 
•hnrehea  as  before,  during  a  considerable  and  their  Church  a  novel  and  an  intrusive 
part,  if  not  for  the  entire  of  Ellzahetli's  Clmrch.  Their  origin  dates  from  a  period 
reign.  There  the  whole  Church  may  bo  subsequent  to  the  Reformation  in  Ireland; 
said  to  have  settled  down  at  once  quietly  aud  thej  cannot,  as  is  plain,  trace  thei): 
in  the  Refbrmation;  and  this  happy  state  lueeession  higher  in  that  country.  The 
of  things  continued  until  the  Pope  conse- 1  fact  however  was,  he  said,  that  even  after 
crated  bishops  for  the  purpose  of  disturb-  the  foundation  of  this  new  succession  was 
ing  it.  To  what  an  extent  tho  attenipt  laid,  it  was  carried  on  so  interrupted^, 
•ueoeeded  was  better  known  than  the  |  that  in  most  of  the  eees  its  origin  must  be 
tanaes  to  which  it  owed  its  success.  But  taken  at  A  much  lower  period.  There  was 
it  was  beside  his  purpose  to  Rprak  of  thoso  not.  for  oxamplo,  nnr  appointment  of  a 
causes.  His  object  was  to  make  it  clear  titular  Archbishop  of  Dublin  for  more  than 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  which  ori- j  forty  years  after  the  Reformation*  We 


ginated  in  this  aetof  the  Pope,  was  notand 

could  not  !)(•  tho  successor  of  tlie  Ancient 
Church  of  tin-  eonntry.  It  must  be  jdain 
from  the  facts  which  he  had  stated,  that 
th«  true  and  only  suecessor  of  the  Ancient 

Church  of  Ireland  was  tho  Reformed 
Church.    The  bishops  who  had  embrneed 


have  an  nccount  of  the  state  of  the  new 

Kureession  in  l(j21,  from  ihr'  y.:n\  of  nn 
liish  ecclesiastic  residing  in  .Spain.  Ho 
states  that  at  the  time  that  he  was  writing, 
the  sees  were  held  by  the  ringleaders  of 
heresy,  ond  that  Catholic  prelates  were  not 
appointed  to  their  titles,  except  in  some 


tbo  Reformation  were  all  bishops  who  were  few  instances,  because,  without  tho  cccle- 
sn  possession  of  their  sees  at  Mary's  death;  I  siasttcnl  dues,  such  a  body  of  bishops 
and  they  mt.st,  therofbre,  be  allowed  by  could  not  be  supported:  and  the  result, 

Roman  Catholics  to  he  successors  of  the  as  stated  by  him,  was  thnt  there  were 
ancient  bishops  of  tho  Irish  Church.  They  |  at  that  time  but  four  titular  prelates 
eontmued  this  sneeession,  whieh  has  been  |  appointed  fbr  the  whole  kingdom,  bnt 
since  unintemiptedly  kept  up  without  \  two  of  whom   were   residing   in  the 

nffordinr^  nnr  room  to  allej^e  tb.at  l],at  linn  cmnitry  ;  so  tluit  at  that  date,  si.\ty-ono 


has  ever  been  broken;  and  frooj  them,  and 
through  them  froni  the  ancient  bishops  of 
the  country,  the  present  bishops  of  tho  : 
Reforincd  Churcli  in  Ireland  derive  their 
orders,  hv  re;^uhir  ecclosiostical  descent. 
As  to  the  ilunian  Catholic  Church,  ou  the 
Other  head,  its  bishops  were  not  dented  I 


years  after  the  Kel'ormation,  two  of  the 
provinces,  and  all  tho  suffragan  bishoprics, 
were  governed  by  vicars-gencraL  In  1660, 
a  century  after  the  Ilefortnatlon,  we  find 
tliat  tlioro  were  but  three  titnlnr  j  i-elates 
in  tho  kingdom.  And  those  details,  which 
show  in  a  more  striking  light  the  eitravar 
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gant  ftWrdHj  of  ^  iirettiitHms  whieb 

are  put  forward  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Ro- 
man Catliolic  hicraichy,  are  all  drawn  from 
Roman  Catholic  authorities.  He  knew 
very  well  with  what  suspicion  anything 
whioli  was  regarded  as  a  discorerj  in  bis- 
tory  was  received.  Whatever  were  the 
evidence  brought  forward  in  it^  ''up[>ort, 
it  WHS  regarded  as  suihciently  put  aside 
by  those  who  wore  indisposed  to  examine 
it,  by  tbe  reflection,  that  if  it  were  trae,  it 
would  have  been  found  out  long  ago.  lie 
had  no  intention  of  my'mg  anything  against 
this  mode  of  dealing  with  historical  dis- 
ooreries;  bnt  he  was  anxious  to  protect 
himself  from  the  ineonrenient  credit  of 
having  made  one.  The  point  which  he 
had  been  pressing  on  thoir  T;nrdship.^  was 
not  only  long  known,  bnt  it  had  been  given 
lonff  since  to  the  pnblie  in  thb  country 
in  different  forms,  which  ought  to  have 
made  some,  at  lffi«t,  of  their  Lordships, 
well  acquainted  with  it.  He  would  refer 
only  to  one  of  those  publications.  In  1836, 
Dr.  Hook,  of  Leeds,  preached  a  sermon 
on  behalf  of  the  distressed  Irish  clergy. 
It  was,  he  need  hardly  say,  a  very  able 
and  effective  discourse.  It  had,  he  be- 
lieved, gone  through  several  editions.  The 
copy  which  he  held  in  his  hand  was  marked 
"  a  new  edition,"  and  was  printed  in  1845. 
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mony,  bat  to  do  doe  honeor  to  tbe  dirttS' 
guishcd  person  who  bore  it,  that  the  school 

of  theoltigv  to  which  the  great  bodj  of  the 
Iri.-^h  clergy  belonged,  wns  widely  different 
from  Dr.  Iluok  s  ;  and  that  therefore  it 
was  not  from  party  attachnents,  bat  fnm 
a  sense  of  justice,  that  he  came  fiorwiid  ts 
vindicate  their  claim  to  ho  the  ^nceessors 
of  the  ancient  Church  of  their  coantrr. 
He  (the  Bishop  of  Ossory)  was  well  avaro 
that  the  point  which  he  hi^  been  preisinf  . 
would  be  regarded  as  one  of  little  impor- 
tance by  many  who  heard  hitn.  But  he 
believed  there  were  some  within  their 
Lordships'  Hovse,  and  he  was  sure  thsi 
there  were  many  outside  it,  who  thou^ 
and  felt  differently  about  the  point.  But 
whatever  its  importance,  if  it  were  impor- 
tant enough  to  be  referred  to  at  all,  it  wss 
of  some  importance  that  the  true  state  of 
the  ease  should  be  understood.  To  make 
it  nndpn5tood  was  the  object  of  what  bo 
had  said.  His  object  was  to  show  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  Irehud 
waa  not.  aa  was  so  often  confidently  staled, 
the  successor  of  the  ancient  Church  of 
Iretn?i<l,  nor  if"  bi=br»ps  the  successors  of 
the  ancient  bi&hops  of  the  country  ;  bat 
thai  it  was  a  novd  Ohnreh,  and  that  tie 
remotest  point  to  which  any  off  its  bisbopi 
could  trace  their  succession  was  to  a  dat« 


What  the  preacher's  view  of  the  position   suh.se<iuent  to  the  Reformation  :   that  the 


of  the  Irish  cler^  with  reference  to  the 
ancient  Chvreh  of  Irdand  waa,  might  be 

sufficiently  collected  from  the  title  of  his 
sermon.  It  was,  The  Cathnlir  Clergy  of 
Irdand  ;  tkeir  Cause  de/etuied.  And  in 
the  body  of  the  sermon  he  enters  into  the 
history  of  the  Reformation  in  Irdand,  giv- 
ing substantially  the  same  statement  which 
he  (the  Bishop  of  Ossory)  had  now  given. 
And  he  states  expressly,  as  the  result  of 
his  eiamtaation  of  the 


It  is  ft  well'knoira  ftet,  that  of  aU  the  eoun- 
trie*  of  Europe,  tbera  was  not  one  in  which  tbo 
process  of  the  ReANrmation  was  carried  on  so  re- 
gularly, no  canoniosll^,  end  so  qulettj,  as  it  was 

in  Ireland." 

And  he  goes  on  to  prove,  that— 

"  The  bisliops  of  thn  Church  in  Ireland— that 
in,  as  our  adversaries  will  admit,  the  then  succ<.>3- 
Bors  of  St.  Patrick  and  his  suflk-agans,  tboee  who 
bad  the  right  to  reform  the  Church — consented 
to  the  Refbrmatlon ;  and  that  until  the  end  of 
Quofti  Elizabfth'n  rcitrn,  and  she  reigned  above 
forty •foar  years,  there  was  no  opposition  Chiixeh 
in  thai  eonntry,  nnder  the  domiiiion  ef  tbe 
Pope." 

Such  is  Dr.  Hook's  statement;  and  he 

(tlip  Bishop  of  Ossory)  thf>n;^lit  it  right  to 


true  and  only  representative  uf  the  ancieat 
Chnreh  of  Irelano,  was  the  Reformed  Cbenli 

established  thore,  SO  that  it  is  entitled  to 
its  present  position,  no  less  by  i^rclesiasiicsl 
law  than  by  the  law  of  the  country.  And 
if  the  issue  were  directed  to  any  Court  is 
the  Kingdom,  to  try  and  detenniat  ts 
whom  do  the  ancient  sees  of  the  countiy, 
with  their  privileges  and  temporalities,  he- 
long  by  right  of  descent,  as  tbe  true  mc- 
eessors  of  the  bishops  who  held  them  ktm 
the  earliest  times,  the  finding  mnst  CM^ 
firm  the  title  of  those  who  are  in  possession 
af  them.  This  was  what  he  had  beea 
anxious  to  prove,  and  he  trnsted  that  he 
had  suceeeded  in  provbg  it. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERXfANS  rose 
amidst  loud  erics  of "  Qne-^tion !"  He  said, 
that  he  considered  this  question  of  tee 
moeh  importanee,  and  felt  too  deeply  is- 
terested  in  it,  to  allow  himocif  to  be  pot 
down  bv  any  clamour  or  inirrvtience.  and  lie 
was  astonished  to  see  that  their  Lordsh  pj 
desired  to  cut  short  so  important  a  debate. 
The  right  rev.  Prebte  who  had  jnal  spokm, 
announced  an  important  and  an  interettii^ 
fnct,  of  which  he  (the  Earl  of  St.  Gennans 


add,  not  only  to  give  weight  to  this  tosti-  j  wa^  not  tUsposed  to  dispute  the  aecwaej 
The  Bishop  of  Otsory 
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oamdy,  that  tli«  Estsbluhed  Chureh  of  I  done  under  that  instniment  will  also  be 


Ireland  was  the  legitimate  successor  of  the 
ancient  Church;  but  he  must  observe  that 
at  all  events  it  was  not  the  Church  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  Irish  people.  The 
right  rOT.  Prelate  had  also  stated  that  the 
Pope,  a  few  years  after  the  Reformation, 


null  and  void.  Then,  again,  suppoM  under 

tlic  Charitable  Bequests  Act  it  was  neces- 
sary for  a  bishop  to  establish  his  right  to 
a  bequest,  would  he  be  allowed  to  do  ao 
under  an  illegal  instrument,  the  issue  of 
wliich  \\c  had  made  null  and  void  ?    If  ho 


sent  over,  of  his  own  motion,  bishops  to  be  \va3  not  mistaken.  Lord  John  Russell  had 
over  the  Catholic  Church;  aud,  so  fur  as  .  said,  iliat  he  had  been  advised  by  his  law 
he  (Uie  Barl  of  St.  Germans)  knew,  no  |  officers  not  to  pfoseento  under  the  statute 
legislative  measure  was  ever  taken  to  pre- 1  of  Richard  II.;  but  it  was  held  by  Sir  F. 


vent  that  exercise  of  power  by  the  Pope — 
an  exercise  of  power  analogous  to  that 
whieh  he  had  recently  exerted  in  this 
country.  With  respect  to  the  Motion  h^ 
fore  their  Lordships,  he  did  not  approve  of 
any  penal  legislation  towards  Ireland;  and 
if  the  provisifms  of  thb  Bill  were  carried 


ThesTger  and  other  eminent  lawyers,  that 
by  reciting  in  this  Act  the  words  of  the 
Aet  of  Richard  II.,  vigour  and  life  would 
be  giren  to  the  provisions  of  that  Act.  It 
was,  therefore,  important  that  some  words 
should  be  introduced  into  this  Bill,  to  pre- 
vent any  ventions  proeeediug,  not  con- 


out  there,  thej  must  be  considered  to  be  ,  ten^plated  by  the  Govenunent.    He  had 


of  a  pennl  eharaoter.  First,  as  to  the  qiies 
tion  of  indictment,  he  should  refer  to  one 


said  that  he  entertained  great  objection  to 
the  exclusion  of  Ireland  from  such  a  Bill 


or  two  authorities,  showing  that,  where  the  '  as  this.  But  the  House  had  affirmed  the 
bishops  or  other  Roman  Catholics  contra- 1  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  the  only  question 
vened  the  penal  clause  of  tliis  Act,  they  I  was  should  they  take  it  as  they  fouTi  l  it 


would  be  liable  to  indictment.  Lord  llaie, 
in  his  Fleas  of  tJte  Cromt,  Uistiuctly 
tflid 

« If  a  italiito  prohibits  any  Act,  and  by  subso- 
quent  clauses  f^ve^  a  recovery  by  action  of  debt, 
or  inforniaiiou,  tho  jiarty  may  be  indicted  ou  the 
prohibitory  olaiim,  but  not  to  tbo  reoofvry  of  a 

penalty." 

The  question,  therefore,  was,  whetlier  tho 
Attorney  General  had  the  power  of  inter- 
fering to  prevent  these  legal  proeeediogs 
against  a  person  so  contravening  the  terms 
of  the  Act.  Again,  Justice  Ashurst  ex- 
presses an  opinion  similar  to  that  of  Lord 
Hale.  There  were  various  other  authori- 
ties which  appeared  decisive  upon  the  sub- 
ject. He,  therefore,  thotiirht  tho  inter- 
vention of  the  Attorney  Geuerai  was  ne- 
cessary, and  that  it  would  be  desirable  that 
words  should  be  introduced  giving  him 

t»ower  to  prevent  such  iiidietments  being 
aid.  It  was  said  that  in  Ireland  any 
person  assuming  the  titles  of  exibiing  sees 
in  that  eountry  would  be  liable  to  the  pen- 
altiea  of  this  Act,  and  that  acts  done  by 
them  would  be  illegal  nnd  void.  But 
there  are  now  no  fewer  than  ten  sees  in 
Ireland  which  are  not  called  by  the  names 


and  extend  it  to  Ireland,  or  limit  it  to  J 
land  ?  He  admitted  the  force  of  the  argu- 
ment put  by  his  noble  Friend  (Viscount 
Canning).  It  was  most  inconvenient  that 
there  should  nny  sort  of  distinction  be- 
tween the  supremacy  in  Ireland  and  in 
England.  It  might  and  would  indirectly 
affect  tho  position  of  the  Established 
Church.  It  was  therefore  with  the  deep- 
cBt  reluctance  that  he  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  he  was  bound  to  support  the  Mo- 
tion of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Monteagle), 
from  a  sense  of  the  difficulty  and  danger 
that  this  Bill  would  create  in  Irelaud.  Be- 
sides, why  have  a  Bill  for  that  country 
which  they  knew  beforehand,  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  Government  to  give  effect 
to  ?  Why,  in  the  present  exasperated 
state  of  the  public  mind,  individuals  would 
be  found  to  prefer  indietments — at  least 
that  was  the  opinion  of  many  eminent  law- 
yers. Some  privote  person  might  find  a 
bi<;hop  on  such  and  such  a  day  committing 
a  certain  act,  and  go  to  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral to  get  him  to  lay  an  indiotment.  It 
would  be  difficult  for  the  Attorney  General 
to  resist  tho  injunction  of  Parliament  con- 
tained in  this  Act.    If  he  did,  he  would  be 


«ftheseeBofthe£sUblishedChureh»which||;j^^^  10  impeachment  for  dereliction  of 
will  al' n  hn  called  "  pretended  "  sees,  and  ;  j^^^     rpi^j^  chimera,  but  the 


the  bishops  there  will  be  contravening  this 
statute,  consequently  they  will  be  liable  to 
the  penalty,  and  all  their  acts  will  be  null 

and  Vdnl.  If  we,  by  our  legislation,  render 
thr  iiistininent  appointing  a  bishop  null 
and  void,  ii  mu6l  loliow  that  all  the  acts 

VOL.  CXVIII.    [tHIBD  flBBBS.] 


opinion  of  a  man  whom  every  Member  of 
that  House  must  admit  to  be  worthy  of  re- 
spect, Arehbishop  Murray,  the  Roman  C»* 
tholic  Aniibishop  of  Dublin.  He  said— 

BeloTed  Brethcw— The  hand  of 

Z  C 


it*bMii  to  b«  ame  more  extended  om  Bi,  sad  s 

mew  eloroerrt  of  civil  diseord  cast  itmougtit  un. 
Under  the  prctcueu  oi'  rctiUting  what  in  untruly 
called  a  I'anal  aggression,  a  Dill  hm  been  intro- 
daocd  into  Parliament  tabTertiye  of  oun:  r«ligiotta 
ironMp,  and  Atm^ht  wMh  nfMlibf  toth«iat*mita 
of  our  poor.  It  i«  nomionlly  directed  airMini^t 
yoiur  bishop*,  but  it  it  ia  realty  aiwod  a|;»iu!»i 
yam  rvligiun.  With  respeot  to  titlos,  your  bishojis 
clnim  ro  inlu  rent  right  to  any  df  (hose  which  are 
derived  ihnn  mtj  earthly  funntatu  of  honour,  liut 
th«  spiritual  titlM  dsriwed  from  the  Church — 
ttmif  tttlM  to  lb*  epiMoiiftl  mm,  derivod  9»  they 
mfrora  thedmnely-ooMtittttodfeantafnoffiptrit- 
ual  ju^i^<Ii(•ti^1ll — tfifV  art'  not  f:-''.'  to  :,uri-i'ti<li-r. 
Those  title*  are  registered  in  heaven.  'I  hvy  iiuve 
not  been  glvM  by  any  secular  Power,  and  no  m- 
cul.ir  Power  can  take  them  nway.  Wc  kiiinv  our 
fluuk»,  uud  tliuy  know  wa.  They  recognise  id  ug 
their  spiritual  past«r«,  exerchiBi;  epiKcopal  juris 


and  penal  Id  its  oharaoter,  an  iofriagement  ufm 
i«ligio|it  liboriy,  ad  Kuwamutaltlv)  iuter^rsofo 
with  the  diselpUne  of  oar  Church,  and  a  departuro 

fruin  til'-'  jinlicy  recf-titly  ]airsiie(l  hy  tljo  r,c'^isl,-itun» 
in  f^cUitating  the  voluntary  endowment  of  tho 
Rmkui  Cattiolic  hi«r»rolty  nd  ^mff  of  tU| 
country.  Wo  obji  ct  to  this  measure,  bf»rnu=e,  by 
»<uLijtr4JUug  our  rt  ligiuu  to  special  Icgi&LiUou  of  a 
vexatious  character,  it  will  place  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic people  of  Ireland  in  a  position  of  inferioritj 
to  their  fellow-flitbjeoli.  We  object  to  tiria  Ma> 
sure  because  it  will  creato  new  difliculties  in  tbe 
adioioiatratioo  of  ehariuVU  and  reliipaas  troiti 
eonnectad  with  the  Roman  CatboUe  Ghiirah,  m- 
(iti!y  rnntrol  the  free?  iliipciition  of  proprrty.  in- 
terti«re  with  and  endanger  settlements  made  upon 
tho  iaith  of  existing  laws,  and.  in  ita  l«s«lts  bt 
pro<luetivo  of  great  embarrassment  and  irritation. 
Finally,  we  object  to  the  measure,  bocauso  it  has 
been  concoivoil  juni  framed  in  a  ■•pirit  of  hostility 


diotion  over  them  in  tho  aces  in  which  they  re-  |  to  the  Uonwn  Catboli^  religion,  ao4  beeaasa  it  is 
aide.   Wo  are  IfktW  M«hoi)a-^h«>7  know  ns  i«  h«  I  ealeulaled  to  iwvlva  anlnooltta*  whlah  hpra  hean 


so  :  and  yet  n  law  is  proposed  for:iidi!iinr  ns,  uiidor 
l^naJtiea  which  wo  could  not  pay,  and  the  ftou- 
anynrantof  whiob  would  doom  us  to  priaon,  to  ae- 
Knowlpdpc  even  to  our  own  flocks  that  wo  nn- 
what  they  know  us  to  ho,  tho  p-istors  wlioru  the 
head  of  our  Church,  actiiiLf  (o  conlinL'  to  ilk  known 
disei^ioc,  Ium  plaaed  over  thom.  What  adds  to 
tho  pifilpable  iniustioe  of  such  a  law,  is  the  insult- 
ing mockery  of  pretending  that  it  leaves  untouch- 
ed  our  religious  lilwrty.  In  tho  variety  of  ways 
im  wMeh  tma  frrferotta  law,  ff  strfetly  onferoed, 
^rrriild  harass  us  in  tho  tniivni'liM  *  cs(>roise  of 
our  merely  spiritual  functioua,  it  would  lake  away 


80  lian'ful  to  our  country,  nm!  whtcl|,  titttV 

yuitr»,  haio  been  happily  .subfliiiing." 

This  woa  not  the  language  of  agitators  at 
pnblit  neetitigt,  b«l  the  langaage  of  mm 

of  high  rttok  and  station,  «f  wiblcmisbed 

chttrrictor,  and  utterly  uneonnoetcd  with 
any  politieal  party  in  Ireland.  Ue  (tbo 
Earl  of  Bt  Oonnant)  know  tbat  the  Iriali 

people  valued  their  eivil  rights  Iiighly.  but 
thc?y  valued  the  cxercis*^  of  \hc\r  rrliirions 
liberty  mticli  piore;  auii  bo  believed  that 


from  youasw^ll  as  froninaoT»th»iwnWani»a(if  eitended  to  Ireland,  all 


of  religious  freedom 


the  evils  which  were  In  existence  before  tbe 


Now,  he  becTGfed  their  Lordsbipa  to  recol-  |  Emancipation  Act  of  1S20  would  be  rovlvo.l 
lect  that  tlic8c  were  not  tiie  word  a  of  an  I  in  tenfold  force.  It  was  ma^t  iMiwij^o  to 
agitating  bi^iiop,  but  of  one  who  hod  stead-  j  propose  such  a  measure  witli  respect  to  a 
ilj  iot  hie  fMe  a^nat  politiea)  afttationt  |  oovntry  flre-eiitha  of  vhooe  pof alatieii 
And  their  Lordshipt  must  admit  that  he  ;  were  Roman  Cntholiet.  If  Reh  Imd  been 
was  sinoere  in  his  convictton.  Now  that  done  for  the  Roman  Catholios.  thoiif,'h  not 
was  written  in  the  February  of  this  year. .  so  much  as  he  believed  aome  noble  Lords, 
pni  Miild  net  ba  tald  to  ha?«  anything  to  !  the  Beerttary  for  ^e  Oolonlee  for  instaiMeb 
4o  with  the  argument!  which  had  recently  thought  should  have  been  done.  They 


1 


1  ni 


•ftti 


fito  stihjoct.    It  was  the  had  not  recognised  distinctly  the  Romsn 
result  ot  hi.s  consideration  of  tho  subject  Cathoiio  in  this  country  as  a  torritorial 
tho  Bill  was  firit  laid  upon  the  table  hierarehy;  nor  had  they  given  their  bishops 


•f  the  House.  Then  why  should  Govern- '  scats  in  Parliament.  Tiiey  had  not  en- 
ment  persist  in  li  i'i!*  what  tlio  Roman  Cn-  dowod  the  Kotnaii  Catlioiic  Church,  a*  be 
thoiics  in  Ireland  must considor,  nnd  justly  (the  Earl  of  St.  Germans)  tlu)u<rlit  they 
10,  to  be  persecution  ?    lie  beggtid  aUu  to  otight  to  have    done  ;    but    they  keff 


the  attention  of  tboir  Iiordebi|Nl  io  tlw 

opinion  of  tho  Catholic  Bar  of  Ireland — an 
opinion  which  had  hocn  isicrned  by  two  tuit 
of  tiie  three  Queen's  Berjeants,  by  11 
Qtwan'a  Oowue\,  and  80  membefs  of  the 
outer  Bar.  Out  of  tha  Queen's  Scrjeante 
by  whom  it  was  sis^ned  was  Mr.  Serjeant 
Hawley.  a  man  who  luid  alway*  been  ro- 


ereftte4  eelabliehiDente  fop  the  ednea^ 

tion  of  the  clergy:  they  had  colleges  to 
which  Roman  Ontholios  might  be  admitted 
in  t'oniriion  with  all  other  oiasses  of  Her 
Majesty's  snhjecta,  and  alea  a  eytten  ef 

national  education,  of  which  ther  eould 
avail  thf'm'^f'lvcs;  and  in  a  varloty  of  Acts 
of  Pai'Uainent  tbe  existence  of  the  Roinaa 


maHiaUe  for  abalaiping  from  political  dtt- 1  Oathelio  htewreby  fn  thfe  aoantry  had  been 

eussions.  ond  who  bwl  always  been  tho  recognised.  Therefore  ha  believed  saeh 
friend  of  good  government  in  Ireland.  The  an  Act  as  this  would  Iv  |Mog^n«nt  witli  tlie 
|)rote.st  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Bur  »nid —  most  mischievous  eom>equtinues  to  Ireland; 
'  **  Ife  view  the  proposed  measure  as  rctro^-cssive  and,  not  shutting  his  eyes  to  the  obJectioM 
JJie  EaH  iff  8l  Otnnmu  ^ 
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against  the  projxifftioo  of  his  noble  |  tfket  ibd  spiritual  nets  of  the  Rotnan  Ca^ 

Fn«ll4  {Lord  Moiitcagle),  but  se^iqg  all  tholics.  TIio  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Cqot 
these  evils  Riid  nil  these  dangers,  ho,  never-  ning)  had  spuUon  of  the  ordination  of  the 
thel^49,  felt  it  to  be  hia  painful  dqtjptogiv'e  Runii^n  CntltMiic  priests  as  being  founded 


his  veto  in  support  of  the  Motion. 

The  Ddkb  qf  ARQTLL  said,  although 


01)  docMtnouta  pruceedjnff  from  lianic.  f^n^ 
as  this  Bill  would  invalidate  all  4ocuinent§ 


be  believed  it  was  not  strictly  regular  to  from  Hume,  he  thought  such  ordination" 
refer  to  a  previous  debate  in  their  Lord-  would  by  cuusccjueuee  be  invalidated.  He 
ships'  I|Ql4«e,  and  to  fittempt  to  answer  ar-  (thp  i>qku  of  Argyll)  deuied  iofereupo 
9«tneiito  l^rougbl  forward  in  Ibftt  dehafe,  allogetber.  The  holy  ord«ra  «if  the  Chifrch 
he  hH  bound  to  notice  the  arguments  of  Rome  were  fUHy  r(  i Dgnised  by  Q||f  |iiir|| 
which  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  St.  Ger-  law  and  our  own  Church;  and  the  consc- 
oian)  bad  used  oo  a  previous,  as  well  op  •  cratiou  qf  a  liotpap  Catholic  bishop  did 
the  presept.  eeeMion.  He  grci^tly  regretted  |  depen4  upoq  eny  spoh  dqcvqicnt.  but  upoii 
ike  course  which  the  noble  £)art,  connected  thp  efiqaDicol  consecrfttioo  by  other  hishopSf 
M  he  had  been  with  Ireland,  was  taking  •  If  a  priest,  therefore,  ^sqefte^  that  he 


OP  this  question,  for  be  (the  Duko  of  Ar- 
gyll) did  bold  that,  whatever  might  be  the 
effiMt  of  the  measure,  it  ouglit  to  refer  to 
%U  ^rts  of  the  Unltud  Kingdom,  without 
refeyenee  to  the  degree  of  po^ver,  without 
iflferenee  to  the  number  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
theliee  who  aiighi  thereby  be  affected  by 
it.  The  stress  loid  in  all  the  objections  to 
including  Ireland  in  the  operation  of  the 
Bill,  chiefly  referred  to  the  jirst  clause,  f^nd 
oa  thM  the  ne^le  Bwl  ba4  mvnlj  reeled 
liie  efgomeol.  The  t»t4  elMM«  Hid 

"  All  such  briefs,  rcHrriptx,  or  lettcrs-apostoli- 
oal,  and  all  uul  evor;r  the  juriadiction,  authority, 
ugpmipmm»  er  title  eoenrMi  or  oMtended  to 
■e  conferred  thereby,  arc        ihol}  h0  aa4  bo 

deemed  unlawful  and  void." 

Now,  be  must  say,  that  in  bis  opinion  the 
aob)e  Serl,  in  hi*  ^een  end  ennont  oppo- 
to  ibe  meeeore*  bad  set  himself  to  find 
out  and  suggest  to  the  Irish  people  difficul- 
ties and  consequences  which  did  not  really  opinion,  we  had  acted  most  incautiously^ 
e^ist,  with  regard  to  the  effect  of  tljis  i  and  he  was  justified  in  using  that  laor 
clause  upon  the  exercise  of  the  Roman  '  guage  by  two  pemphlets  bearing  the  mys- 
Catholic  religion.  IIo  held  that  it  was  of  terious  words  *'  by  authority,'  which  he 
the  tirst  iuijinrtance,  whatever  n)ight  be  prohumed  to  mean  tlmt  the  publications 
the  tone  of  the  debates  in  that  lioiise,  tg  >  had  received  t})U  b^uciiuu  and  a|iprobatio|i 
««ikt  fftre  epd  pel  ^paggerete  by  ei|e  faeir>  of  Pr.  Wiaep^p,  as  representing  the  Ro- 
'breed^  the  conseqpeiices  which  they  niight ,  man  Oatholic  priesthood,  "^p  show  the 
conceive  might  or  might  not  follow  from  real  danger  whiph  existed  of  allowing  this 


was  orduioed  h>'  a  duly  pensecrate(|  Hot 
qian  Cfithojio  bishop,  no  inquiry  woqid  be 
made  es  to  the  authority  under  \>hicb  the 
consecration  of  that  bishop  took  place,  lie 
did  not  only  hold  that  the  ^\\\  might  apply 
to  Ireland,  but  that  it  was  specially  rq? 
quired  for  Irelend.  This  Bill  wi^  cel]e4 
for,  because  it  was  considered  necessary 
to  resist  the  cncroachnients  of  the  Romafl 
(JathoUc  pricstbupdi  from  which  was  dread- 
ed  the  gn^daal  eetfkhlisbiaept  of  pripcjple^ 
dangerous  to  our  own  institutions  and  epv 
own  political  system.  That  was  the  ground 
on  which  their  Lord#hip  were  asiied  to 
support  the  Bill}  eed  if  danger  existed 
anywhere,  surely  it  existed  in  that  part 
tlio  empire  where  the  Roman  Catholic  re- 
ligion bod  tjie  greatest  influence,  and 
where  dengerous  apts  of  Pepa}  ^qpremaoy 
were  passed  over  in  sileqee  by  the  Britis^ 
Parliament.    In  certain  respects,  in  hi^ 


.any  clause  ot  tiic  Bill.  lie  ha^  »o  hesita- 
tipH  fai  declaring  hie  ewp  feeling  to  be 
tbat,  if  it  affected  in  any  manner  the 

J»ure1y  spiritual  acts  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
ip  elergy,  he  should  be  quite  as  i^pwilling 
t0  apply  this  Bill  to  England,  although 
there  ware  few  Catheliee  in  England,  as 
to  Ireland,  where  there  were  millions.  He, 


encrqachment  tq  gp  on  unchecked,  IpQ 
would  leed  them  a  brief  extract  from  one 
of  thoee  pamphlets.  A  private  Bill  bft^ 
been  piMsed,  entitled  the  Publin  Ceme- 
teries Act,  into  which  not  pne  pf  thpic 
Lordships  perhaps  ever  loohed,  except  tlbii 
Chairman  of  pommittees,  and  on  that  Act 
the  following  conclusions  were  founded 


ior  one,  would  not  confess  that  the  British  "  Here  we  find  Archbishop  Murray,  do 


Parliament  was  willing  to  apply  one  prin- 
eiple  to  the  few  which  it  dared  not  apply  to 

the  many;  and  ho  took  his  stand  upoa  the 
conviction  that  this  clause  neither  could 


scribed  as  his  Grace  Archbishop  Murray, 
exercising  spiritual  jurisdiction  as  arch- 
bishop  in  the  diocese  of  Dublin.  His  spi- 
ritual jurisdiction  in  the  diocese  of  Dublin 


nor  would,  by  any  reasouable  coqstruqtioni  j  is  recognised;  aud  the  ^pof^  jfw  hotl^ 
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aaxflj  reeogiufled  as  prefnlio^  In  tlie  dio-  to  by  tiie  noble  Earl,  lie  (the  Marqu<»s  of 
COM  of  Dublin,  and  to  be  aiinuiuBiwed  by  Clanricardo)  never  saw  an  original,  and  he 
Archbishop  Murray  and  his  successors  ventured  to  say  that  his  noble  Friend 
therein."  The  ground  generally  taken  never  saw  an  original  of  the  kind  until  to- 
was,  that  the  canon  law  only  acted  in  \  day.    So  that  the  recital  of  that  document 


foro  comeimilkB,  and  had  no  existence 


in  no  w 


ay  affaotod  the  statement  which  he 


under  our  law.  If  so,  no  British  Act  of  (tlio  Marquess  of  Clnnricardc)  had  made. 
Parliament  could  alter  it  in  that  respect;  lie  was  aware  documents  passed  Ix  tween 
but  here  it  was  argued  "  bv  authority,"  Archbishop  Murray  and  his  prieats,  aud,  it 
Ibat  Arebbiibop  Ifomij  baring  been  de- '  might  be,  belween  bim  and  tbe  Conii  of 
Mgnated  as  "  Arohbiabop  Murray,  exercis-  Rome,  in  which  he  was  addressed  as  Areb- 


ing  spiritual  jurisdiction  in  tbe  diocese  of 
DuUin;"  by  Act  of  Parliament,  theoanon 
law  was  reeoffidsed  by  onr  law,  and  conid 

be  enforced  by  our  law  as  exeraiaod  by 
ArcVtbishop  Murray  in  that  diocese.  Tie 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  did  not  believe  that 
Dr.  Bowyer  was  justified  in  the  conclu- 
sion to  which  he  had  come;  but  he  con- 
tended it  showed  the  spirit  af^ainst  which 
ire  should  guard,  and  the  consequences 
with  which  we  had  to  deal;  and  ho  said 
again,  if  this  measure  was  to  be  passed 
at  all,  more  especially  should  it  be  passed 
with  reference  to  Ireland,  where  the  en- 
croachments of  the  Roman  Catholic  pricst- 
bood  were  raoit  dangerona.  His  noble 
Friend  said,  "  in  England  we  had  no  bu- 
siness to  interfere,  because  in  Kn^^^lnm^ 
wc  had  given  the  Roman  Catholics  no- 
thing, and  in  Ireland  we  dare  not  mterfere, 
because  we  had  given  them  so  much;"  but 
the  conclusion  which  ought  to  be  drawn 
was,  that  "  in  England  we  are  at  perfect 
liberty  to  deal  with  them,  because  we  have 
an  inherent  right  to  do  80,  and  hare  not 
diminished  the  right  by  any  cenfr'ptnn; 
and  in  Ireland  we  are  especially  bound 
to  interfere,  because  it  is  more  nearly 
brought  into  communieation  witb  tbe  ex- 
isting law."  Looking  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land, looking  to  the  feelings  which  had 
SO  long  existed  in  that  country,  it  was 
most  important  Aat  all  wbo  voted  for  tbis 
mr  asure  should  vote  for  it,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  interfering  with  the  spiritual  liber- 
tics  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  hut  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  stand  against  priestly 
usurpation  and  Romish  domination. 

The  Marquess  of  C  L  A  X  H 1  ('  A  K  DE  en  - 
treated  a  hearing  only  to  set  himself  right 
with  bis  noble  Friend  (tbe  Earl  of  St.  Ger- 
mans), and  to  inform  tbe  House  on  a  point 
of  fact  with  reference  to  tfio  n^sumption  of 
the  title  of  Archbishop  of  Dublin  by  Dr. 
Untray.  He  did  not  believe  his  noble 
Friend  would  wilfully  misstate  anything, 
but  without  explanation  their  Lordships 
might  be  misled.  to  the  existence  of 
some  such  document  had  boon  referred 
n$  I>uk€  of  Argyll 


bishop  of  DubUn,  or  referred  to  himself  as 
Archbishop  of  Dublin.  But  that  wm  not 
before  the  Irish  people  or  the  people  of 
this  country,  and  he  did  not  consider  it  an 
ns«nnin(ion  of  the  title  of  Archbishop  of 
Uubiiu.  If  he  wanted  to  prove  that  ii 
could  not  be  eoosidered  as  sneh  an  as> 
sumption,  he  need  only  refer  to  a  docu- 
ment signed  by  Archbishop  Murray,  which 
was  issued  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
the  Relief  Act,  and  in  which,  referring  to 
tbe  part  affecting  themselves,  the  arch- 
bishop and  bishops  recommended  to  the 
people  obedience  and  attachment  to  the 
constitution  aud  law  of  the  country.  It 
was  impossible*  knowing  the  high  ebatas- 
ter  of  that  most  reverend  Prelate,  any  ens 
could  believe  Archbishop  Murray  would 
sign  that  document  with  the  intenUon  of 
subsequently  violating  tbe  law  be  recom- 
mended the  people  to  observe.  Again,  as 
another  proof,  when  he  asked  his  noble 
Friend  to  show  him  that  very  touching 
paper  be  had  read,  it  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  sedng  the  signature  to  it.  That 
paper  was  addressed  to  tlie  public  gene- 
rally, and  was  signed  as  the  archbishop 
always  did  sign  public  papers,  D.  Mur- 
nj,**  What  passed  between  bim  and  the 
priests,  or  the  Pope  in  private,  the  coun- 
try, the  law,  the  Parliament,  and  the  Con- 
stitution, would  not  take  cognisance  of,  and 
therefore  the  faet  still  rmnained  on  bis  side 
of  the  question,  that  Archbishop  Murray 
did  not  bear  or  assume  the  title  of  Arcb» 
bishop  of  Dublin. 

The  Eabl  of  WICKLOW,  after  mfcr- 
ring  to  the  doubts  which  existed*  even 
among  high  Irgnl  ntithorities.  as  to  the 
effects  of  tlic  measure,  asked  whether  it 
was  reasonable  to  expect  that  they  would 
pass  a  measure  which  might  posMHj  eon- 
tain  such  severe  enactments  as  many  sup- 
posed it  did,  with  the  mere  hope  that  eight 
or  niue  montlis  hence  they  would  be  able 
to  pass  another  Aet  to  amend  it,  if  neees* 
sary  ?  Did  the  noble  Lord  who  bad  recom- 
mended that  course,  forget  the  evils  which 
might  ari»e  in  the  mcaotiino  I  Did  he  for- 
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rrct  that,  after  animosity  and  angry  feelings 
had  been  excit<^,  it  might  be  found  im- 
poflsibie  pemi»ii«it1]r  to  remore  them? 
And,  besides,  was  his  noble  Friend  sure 
that  next  Session  the  Whig  Gcvernmpnt 
would  be  in  power  to  carry  into  eticct  an 
amended  Biu?  HIb  eonaeientiout  belief 
was,  that  this  Bill  would  he  the  downfall 
of  the  Whig  Ministry.  With  respect  to 
the  Instruction  to  the  Committee  which  had 
been  moved,  he  begged  to  mj  tbot  he 
eonid  not  Bopport  it,  because  he  held  that 
if  the  Bill  was  carried  at  all,  it  ought  to  be 
extended  to  the  whole  empire.  Besides, 
he  believed  that  as  far  as  regarded  Ireland, 
It  wonid  never  be  carried  into  effect;  hot 
tbatif  Irdand  were  exempted,  there  ^vnTild 
be  serious  danger  that  it  would  be  put  iisto 
operation  in  England.  If  their  Lordships, 
thei«fore,  wished  to  protect  the  Roman  Ca- 
ihoHcs  generally  from  the  operntion  of  the 
measure,  they  should  vote  for  its  exten- 
sion to  the  empire  at  large. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB  was 
understood  to  declare  bis  objection  to  the 
AniPiiJment,  nnd  his  intention  to  adhere 
to  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape. 

On  Question, 

House  divided  .-—Content  17;  Not-Con- 
tent 82 :  Mjijorlty  Ci. 

Jtesolved  in  the  iSegathe. 

Tho  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  was  desi- 
rous of  directing  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
yernmcnt  to  a  pwnt  of  some  importance 
before  the  House  went  into  Committee  on 
the  Bill.  The  preamble  referred  to  at- 
tempts to  establish  pretended  sees,  under 
oolour  of  authority  from  the  See  of  Rome, 
••or  otherwise."  These  words,  taken  in 
conjunction  with  tho  enacting  clauses, 
■would  prevent  the  establishment  of  bi- 
shopries by  any  body  of  Protestnnts  dis- 
RcntiiiL,' from  the  Established  Ciunc'i.  That 
could  nnt  be  the  intention  of  Mmistcrs,  for 
they  professed  to  wish  only  to  prevent  the 
appointment  (tf  bishops  by  the  See  of  Rome. 
The  way  in  which  the  words  "  or  other- 
wise  "  came  to  be  in  the  Bill  could  be  ac- 
coanted  for.  When  the  Bill  was  originally 
ftamed  it  was  intended  to  prohibit  the 
Scotch  bishoprics,  as  well  as  those  es- 
tablished hv  Rome;  and  to  eflFect  that  ob- 
ject the  words  "  or  otherwise  *'  were  in- 
trodncdl.  Noir,  howerer,  that  intention 
was  abandoned,  and  consequently  the  words 
ouuht  to  bo  Ptrurk  out.  \t  must  not  be 
snpimsed  that  Protestants  dissenting  from 
the  Established  Church  were  not  likely  to 
-want  btthops.  About  three  years  ago 
•ometireDty  or  thirty  FroteBtant  deigy- 


men,  professing  the  doctrines  of  the  Churcb 
of  England,  and  established  iu  Scotland, 
withdrew  themselves  from  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Scotch  bishops,  and  appcnl  d  to 
their  Lordships  to  grant  them  an  episcopal 
constitution  for  themselves.  Whatever 
might  be  the  power  <rf  that  House  to  act 
in  such  a  matter,  there  could,  ho  appre- 
hended, be  no  doubt  that  the  parties  might 
have  appointed  bishops  of  their  own  if  they 
pleased.  But  under  this  Bill  as  it  stood 
they  could  not  do  so,  nor  could  any  other 
Protestant  Dissenting  body.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  this  would  be  canying  the 
spirit  of  religious  intolerance  rather  fur- 
ther than  any  one  contemplated.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  requested  some  ex- 
planation on  the  point  from  the  noble  Mar- 
quess. 

The  Marquess  of  LAKSDOWNB'S 

reply  wns  inaudible. 

The  Earl  of  A?)T^rJDEEN  repeated 
his  statement.  The  words  "  or  otherwise" 
were  properly  introduced  into  the  Bill  when 
it  was  intended  to  prohibit  the  Scotch  bi* 
shoprics  ;  but,  tliat  intention  having  been 
abandoned,  the  words  ought  to  be  ex- 
punged, unless  the  Government  meant  to 
prohibit  the  establishment  of  bishoprics  by 
any  Protestant  body  not  belonging  to  the 
Established  Church, 

Tho  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
it  was  intended  to  prohibit  all  bishoprics 
not  created  by  tiie  Crown. 

The  Eabl  of  ABERDEEN :  If  that 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government,  they 
ought  to  prohibit  the  Scotch  bishoprics, 
for  the  Crown  had  nothing  on  earth  to  do 
with  the  creation  of  them.  They  elected 
each  other  with  their  own  forms.  Another 
sect  might  arise  which  would  desire  to 
have  bi.shups,  but  tho  Bill  would  prcfont 
them  from  obtaining  them.  The  noble 
llan|nes3  was,  indeed,  making  rapid  pro- 
gress in  intolerance  when  he  would  prohi- 
bit the  existence  of  any  Protestant  bishop- 
rics except  those  belonging  to  the  Eatab* 
llshed  Cliurch. 

The  iMakqukss  of  LANSDOWNE'S 
reply  was  again  inaudible. 

Lord  REDESDALE  tliought  the  words 
of  the  cUttse  most  clearly  confined  its  opep 

radon  to  En^and  and  Irdnnd. 

The  Eakl  of  ABERni'^EX  wUlis^d  to 
know  what  there  was  to  prevent  the  estab- 
lishing of  sees  in  England  or  Ireland.  He 
I  said  that  ProtesUnt  sees  might  be  estab> 
lished  in  either  country;  there  mlglit  arise  • 
a  sect  of  Protestant  Episcopal  Dissenters, 
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*ho  without  claitning  atij  jurisdiction  might 
yet  il^»lr«  to  give  elfiei^t  to  the  eonMltutioh 
«r  their  Church.   The  *ord  "  otherwiae  " 

inn?t  npplr  to  S'lnif  (irlier  nuthoiity  than 
the  Court  of  Rome,  i  iio  nolile  Marquess 
Would  forgive  liini,  if  he  said  that  the  Bill 
€id  apply  to  Scotland,  and  upon  the  highest 
Buthoritr  it  was  in  his  ccrttilii  knowledge 
t1ii\t  tl)c  Bill  wiks  intended  to  applj  to 
Scotland. 

BAfti.  6RET  mid;  that  he  did  net 

think  it  T^ould  be  an  invasion  of  religious 
lihertv  in  Enxland.  if  Protestant  sects  were 
allowed  to  have  bishojis,  but  forbidden  to 
•SAiiAie  ibr  them  temteriel  titles,  whieh 
was  an  usurpation  in  a  country  Inhere 
therie  was  an  Established  Chni  cli. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  did 
not  think  the '  Scottish  btshopa  were  in> 
(iludod  ;  hut  they  had  a  peHeCt  right  to 
irir  liii't  tlipm  if  they  thought  proper.  The 
time  would  Come  When  every  bishop  of 
any  place  tbrovgllout  Europe,  constituted 
by  any  Power  whatever,  would  no  longer 
bd  the  bishop  of  a  territory  nft  Imving  ju. 
risdictinii  over  all  who  lived  within  tht^  dio- 
cese, which  was  the  course  adopted  by  Rome, 
hot  all  bishops  must  be  eontented  witii 
calling  llietiisclves  tlic  hishop  of  such  and 
such  a  church,  in  a  particular  plate. 

House  iu  Committee. 

The  Bam.  of  KINNAIRD  mored  to 
omit  th(3  first  clause,  because  it  appeared 
to  him  to  render  unlawful  and  void  any 
ppiritual  jurisdiction  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics in  England  ol'Ti^lahd. 

The  Earl  of  liLLENBOROUGH  ob- 
served, that  the  cUfso  dcclnrcd  the  millity 
of  letters-apostolical,  and  of  all  jurisdic- 
tion, authority,  pro  eminence,  or  title  con- 
jr  1  1,  or  pretended  to  be  conferred,  there- 
by. Now  ho  apprehuiuletl  tliat  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  clerk  to  a  particular  parish 
in  Ireland  was  an  act  done  by  the  autho- 
rity of  a  bishop,  and  conse()uently,  by  pass- 
ing this  clause  the  House  would  declare 
Void  the  appointment  of  every  priest  in 
every  parish  in  Ireland.  He  particularly 
desired  to  have  some  explanation  oii  a 
matter  on  which  he  had  Always  felt  great 
difficulty — namely,  with  respect  to  tlio 
bearing  of  this  clause  on  the  Charitable 
Be<)nestB  Aet.  The  frartli  datne  bf 
Bill  provided  that  nothing;  contained  in  it 
shonlrl  ho  talven  to  nlfect  the  Charilnhle 
Bequests  Act;  and  under  that  Act  am 
lai^hbishop,  or  bishop,  or  clerk  in  orders  of 
the  Church  of  Rome,  offioratlniit  in  any  dis- 
trict, or  havin£!f  pnstoral  pnperintendetice 
.of  persons  professing  the  Koman  Catholic 


religion,  might  go  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Charitable  Bequeata^  And  receive  paynienl 
of  the  sums  which  might  be  due  to  bin. 
Now,  in  such  n  en>e  a  bishop  of  a  *•  pr^ 
tended"  diocoso  might  be  met  intheflrtt 
place  by  Uiis  difficulty,  that  in  order  le 
give  feueh  a  deseription  of  blmsiilf  aa  weaM 
warrant  the  Comrtiissioners  in  paying  over 
the  money,  he  would  suhject  himself  to  a 
penalty  of  lOOf.  on  every  occasion.  How 
was  it  possible.  Mien*  for  tbeie  two  Aeti 
to  co-exist  ?  If  the  Charitable  Bequests  ! 
Act  wa?^  to  stand,  and  this  Bill  was  to  go, 
what  portion  of  it  was  to  go  into  Ir^and  ?  | 
The  Charitltble  Bequests  Aet  drbw  a  brood  > 
line  distinction  between  the  two  coun- 
tries; and  If  the  Chnritahlc  Bequests  Act 
remained,  he  doubted  whether  this  Bill 
wettM  have  any  operation  in  Iretand. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  was  not 
sure  that  lie  under^tnoil  the  noble  Earl,  i 
and  he  was  afraid  he  did  not,  because  the 
ditKculty  of  whith  the  noble  Bari  spoke 
(lid  not  present  itself  to  his  (the  Lord  Chan* 
cellor's)  mind.      If  a  parish  priest  \\'fts 
fonnd  exercising  the  functions  of  a  priest, 
the  law  made  no  further  inquiry,  Whea 
parties  were  married  by  a  person  as 
a  clergyman,  the  marriage  could  not  be 
invalidated  unless  it  were  !»hown,  first,  that 
the  person  so  acting  was  not  a  clergyman; 
and,  next,  that  the  ^rties  knew  It,  Ko 
inquiry  cottld  be  made  into  the  validity  of 
the   clerjxymnn's  ordination.  Npce?sttv 
required  that  when  acts  were  done  by  a 
person  assnmingn  eertain  pnbKe  ehiitetel>, 
his  v  IS  should  be  established  by  law, 
though  he  had  no  authority  to  perform 
them.      The   Chnritahlc    Bequests  Act 
seemed  to  him  to  have  received  jgreat  at- 
tention; but  when  he  lo6ked  to  the  Dublin 
Cetneteries  Act,  he  was  satisfied  it  liaJ 
been  draWn  by  somebody  who  had  a  d©- 
sigu  iu  the  drawing  of  the  Aet.    As  it 
was  not  a  pliblie  Aei^  the  language  of  it  | 
passed  without  attention;  but  if  it  bad 
been  the  object  of  Government  to  admit 
those  titles,  the  same  language  would  have 
been  used  vn  th^  Charitable  Beqnests  Aet  i 
If  he  nnderstood  the  noble  Earl,  as  he  was 
very  anxiou?  to  do,  he  wished  to  know  ^fir-  '. 
ther  the  elfect  of  the  first  clause  was  to 
disentitle  a  peraon  acting  as  priest  fe9ik 
obtaining  payment  of  a  sum  due  to  him  is 
a  bequest  in  respect  of  his  spiritual  office. 
ITe  ayjprchended  that  the  question  wonlti 
be,  not  whether  he  was  properly  appointed.  i 
but  whether  he  was  olBciatmg^.    As  it 
seemed  to  him,  tlie  difficulty  suggested  bv 
the  noUe  iMrl  did  not  arise,  and  the  first 
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any  jurisdictipn,  nutliurlty,  pjo-rminciicf.  the  priest  who  perfurnied  the  ceremony  bad 
or  title  pretended  to  be  conferred  hy  let-  been  legally  apj)uintcd  or  not.  Inijuiriea 
iers>apo8tolicai,  without  at  ail  interfering  oi'  such  a  uature  had  uut  been  uouiuionl^ 


with  ilM  light  •£  ike  ptftiM  m  ^Mstion 
to  receive  8Mii«7  froa  tboM  wko  ovgHt 

to  pay  it 


bo 


to  the  present  Iib^  And  there 

no  rensoM  to  suppose  that  parties  would 

induced  to  nmke  thorn  iu  mnsequenoe 


The  KikftL  of  ELLENBOiiOUGH  wag  of  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  liad  it  ever 
ftot  •*  ell  eetiafied  with  the««>pl«irtation.  |  been  proved  in  n  eoutrt  of  juetiee  tbnt  * 
Thie  BiU  deprived  all  of  jurisdiction  and  |  priest  was  not  legally  appointed  beeauee 


authority  >vho  i?«urped  certnm  !it!e«.  But 
it  was  by  vtrtue  of  the  authority  derived 
ttnder  tm  tifles»  they  hnd,  for  instance, 
pastoral  supertntendenoe.  But  this  Bill 
made  tlie  source  from  \>  W\eh  the  aiithority 
was  derived,  void,  and  of  course  having 
been  appointed  by  those  who  were  thutu- 
selves  illegally  oppotntedt  they  eoold  hare 


he  owed  his  appointment  to  a  brief  from 
Ronie?  lie  (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde) 
wonid  venture  to  sey  tont  thei«  never  heo 
been  snoh  a  case«  Nor  did  be  believe  th*t 
there  ever  was  an  instance  of  a  Roman 
Cntholiu  bishop  who  went  to  take  a  be- 
quest under  the  Charitable  Bequests  Aet 
having  been  called  upon  to  aboir  the  brief 


no  legal  riglit  to  exercise  the  privileges  i  or  bull  by  which  he  had  been  appointed 


whieh  ^v(mM  only  attueli  to  one  who  was 
regularly  constituted.  If  the  party  said,  "  1 
apply  oe  on  arehhishop, **  the  reply  wonId  be, 
'*  Under  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Biliywi 
are  no  archbishop — we  cannot  recognise 
yook"  If  the  Bequests  Aot  survived  this 
eknie,  then  he  nnst  sey  Ihe  chinse  wm 
Hot  of  the  slightest  valne— 4t  eoald  be 
only  held  in  tei-rorem,  a  nifrp  useless  ex- 
pression of  the  viudictiTeueas  of  Paiiia- 


The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  slid,  that  ee 

as  this  Act  came  into  operation,  pcr- 


Jjoiw  MONTEAGLE  said,  it  was  true 
that  no  objections  had  been  made,  up  to 
the  preeent  time,  to  a  priest  or  a  hish<^ 
on  tlie  ground  that  he  held  his  appoint- 
ment by  an  instrnnient  from  the  See  of 
Home.  But  the  cuao  would  bo  entirely 
altered  by  the  passing  of  thb  Aet.  If  • 
bishop  of  one  of  the  pretended  sees,  whose 
appointment  was  utterly  null  and  vf.id 
under  thp  Act,  should  go  to  the  Conuuis- 
sioners  of  Bequests  to  claim  what  he 
Alight  be  entitled  to,  the  qneetion  must 
immediately  arise  whether  be  WaS  10*1^ 


Sons  who  were  about  to  marry,  would  soon  '  and  legally  a  bishop  or  not 
find  out  those  prints  who  were  and  those      The   MAiwufiSS  of  ULANRICARDE 


who  were  not  legally  appointed^the  po- 
sition of  the  clergyman  who  was  to  per- 
fofu  the  ceremony  would  become  known, 
and  his  right  to  discharge  the  functions 
of  hie  offiee  weaM  he  questioned.  The 
answer  given  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  this  subject  to  his  noble  Friend, 


said,  he  eoneeived  that  the  operaUon  of 

the  Act  by  which  certain  seia  were  de- 
clared illegal,  would  bo  limited  so  far  as 
the  Charitable  Bequests  Act  was  concern- 
ed. The  only  question  that  would  arie« 
when  a  claim  was  made  under  that  Act 
would  be,  whether  the  party  who  made 


had  quite  frighteoed  hitn.  There  was  1  tlie  claim  was  the  person  excroisiag  spiri- 
Miother  point  with  respect  to  which  he  tnal  functions  in  a  particnlar  dieeese  ? 


entortoined  some  apprehensions.  There 
Were  appointments  in  Ireland  of  Cntholio 
chaplains  to  gaols  and  poor-houses,  which 
Were  not  known  in  this  country.  These 
i^pointnicnts  were  objects  of  great  com- 
petition and  cnnvass;  and  he  feared  that  a 
chaplain,  after  he  wa*  appointed,  would  be 
always  objected  to  by  the  party  who  was 
eppoeed  to  hie  eleetien,  on  the  gronnd^diat 
he  wae  not  legally  the  priest  of  the  parish, 
because  the  bishop  who  ordained  him  he- 
hioged  to  a  pretended  diocese.  He  asked 
what  would  be  thereedt  if  aneh  ebjectbni 
eonld  be  constantly  blought  to  appoint* 
tteots  of  thi*^  kind  ? 


LoKD  MONTEAULE  said,  in  the  case 
of  a  Roman  Catholic  ^i-li>  p  desiring  to 
recover  a  legacy  left  to  hiiu  in  his  epis- 
copal character,  he  would  have  to  make 
application  to  the  Obaritable  Bequesta 
Commissioners,  who  would  bo  obliged  to 
act  of  course  in  confnrmity  with  the  law; 
and  as  this  Bill  wouid  declare  the  assump- 
tion of  an  eedeeiaetieal  title  without  the 
consent  of  the  Crown  illegal,  he  (Lord 
Montengle)  contended  that  it  woiJd  be 
beyond  the  power  of  the  Comratsstoners  to 
hand  over  to  such  Roman  Cathdiie  bishop 
any  such  bequest.  Buppoee  a-  legacy  M 
50?.  were  left  to  a  Roman  Catholic  bishop, 


The MAii<iU£S:i  of  CLAiNiiiCAKDE  ob-  did  their  Lnirdships  fancy  that  any  Roman 
^  ti»t»  when  parUes  were  married,  j  Catholic  bishop  in  Ireland  would  be  BiUy 
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enough  to  incur  a  penaltj  of  1002.  in  up- 
plymg  for  such  legacy  ? 

The  LORD  CHANX'ELLOR  said,  the 
law  Msumed  that  a  man  acUnjj^  in  the  dis-  i 
cliari^^e  of  the  duties  of  any  ]);xrticiilar  j 
office  ha(i  n  rii^^bt  so  to  act;  nnd  as  the  1 
intentions  of  a  testator  were  to  be  cou- 
sidered,  the  Charitable  Bequest  Comrols- 
tioners  would  be  fully  justified  in  handing 
over  to  a  Roman  Cntholie  fiuch  legacy  as 
may  be  left  to  Intn  in  his  character  of 
bishop  of  a  particular  district.  He  would 
illustrate  this  point  by  a  case  which  was 
decided  in  tlicir  Lord>^]ups*  Tlouse  the 
other  daj>  He  alluded  to  au  appeal 
ease  with  respect  to  a  rate  ordered  to  be 
leTied  in  the  parish  of  St.  Pancras,  hy 
certain  parties  who  had  not  been  properly 
elected  vestrynjen.  Their  Lordships,  ne- 
vertheless, decided  that  as  those  parties 
acted  in  the  character  of  vestrymen,  the 
rate  was  valid.  The  question,  then,  to  be 
ascprtainod  l)y  the  Commissioners  in  the 
distribution  of  charitable  bequests,  would 
be  whether  the  parties  applying  for  them 
answered  the  description  of  the  testators. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said,  no 
man  could  be  disposed  to  bow  with  greater 
deference  than  himself  to  the  opinion  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  questioos  of 
English  law  or  equity,  but  on  questions  of 
canon  law,  he  certainly  was  not  disposed 
to  place  such  implicit  reliance  on  his  opin- 
ions. By  an  apostolic  mandate  a  bishop 
was  appointed  to  his  see,  and,  subse- 
quently, he  was  consecrated  to  that  see, 
Ko  doubt  there  was  a  difference  between 
acts  of  order  and  acts  of  jurisdiction. 
Now,  acts  of  the  latter  description,  on  the 
part  of  a  Roman  Catholic  bishop  Avjth  a 
territorial  title,  were  declared  to  bo  unlaw, 
fnl  and  void;  and  he  doubted  whether  the 
CfffiBOt  of  this  Bill  would  not  be  to  make 
even  acts  of  order  illegal.  Appointment 
to  'churches,  d^c.,  by  Roman  Catholic 
bishops  henceforward  m  this  oonntrj  wonid 
be  null  and  void.  That  appeared  to  him 
to  be  an  extraordinary  way  of  dealing 
with  the  rights  and  privileges  of  our  Ro- 
man Catholm  fellow-subjects. 

The  Bishop  of  OSSORYsaid,  that  he 
probably  would  not  have  interposed  in  the 
discussion  on  this  point,  but  that  he  was 
able  to  sustain  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Marquess  by  a  better  opinion  than  his  own. 
The  late  Lord  Cottenham  had  said,  in  the 
celebrated  case  of  tlu*  Queen  v.  Milles. 
*'  It  was  urged  that  marriages  were  good 
where  the  person  officiating  was  not  in 
orders,  thoogb  pretending  tuid  beliored  to 


be  so.  Thi':,  !  apprehend,  depends  upon 
a  very  dilfcrcut  principle.  The  Court,  in 
such  a  case,  would  not,  I  conceive,  permit 
the  titles  to  orders  to  be  inquired  into." 
This  dictum  confirms-  fhc  statement  t'f  t'lc 
noble  Marquess,  for  it  showed  that  the 
Courts  would  receive  repute  as  evidence  of 
the  faot,  and  cany  their  inquiries  no  fur- 
ther; and  th«  principle  of  this  rule  seemed 
to  be  a  most  reasonable  one,  namely,  that, 
while  the  validity  of  a  marriage  may  justlj 
be  made  to  depend  upon  matters  which  the 
parties  may.  and  with  due  diligeDee  would, 
1;no%v,  it  on^ht  not  to  depend  upon  such  points 
as  they  have  no  means  of  ascertaining  ;  not 
to  say  that  the  Court  itself,  if  it  engaged 
in  such  an  inquiry,  would  find  that  it  had 
no  means  of  conducting  it  to  a  conclusion, 
so  as  to  ascertain  whether  the  orders  of  a 
Roman  Catholic  priest  were  valid  or  not. 
But  the  fact  as  to  the  practioe  of  the 
Courts  in  such  cases,  was  of  itself  quit© 
suthcient  to  set  at  rest  all  the  fears  ex- 
pressed by  the  noble  Lord  on  the  opposite 
side,  that  under  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
marriages  celebrated  by  Roman  Catholic 
prie?it3  would  bo  declared  invalid.  And 
there  wasjuet  as  little  ground  for  the  ap- 
pt  t  hension  that  it  wonld  defeat  the  Charip 
table  Bequests  Act.  Supposing,  as  the 
noble  Lord  thonght,  but,  as  it  seemed, 
without  any  good  reason,  that  the  effect  of 
the  Bill  would  be  to  render  the  titles  re- 
cognised in  that  Act,  of  "  Archbishop,  or 
Bishop,  nr  other  person  in  TToly  Orders  of 
the  Church  of  Rome,  officiating  in  any  dis- 
trict, <k.c.  "  unlawful,  this  would  not  prevent 
individuals  from  acting  as  trustees  under 
a  will  in  whicli  they  wore  described  by 
these  titles.  The  Courts  of  Law  did  not 
require  that  trustees  or  legatees  should 
he  dengnated  by  proper  titles,  such  as 
they  were  properly  entitled  to,  or  could 
legally  bear.  It  was  enough  if  the  desig- 
nations were  sufficient  to  enable  them  to 
identify  the  objects  in  the  mind  of  the 
testator,  so  as  to  be  sure  that  they  were 
carrying  out  his  intentions.  Thi*^  "tms  the 
practice  in  the  Courts  in  Ireland  with  re- 
spect to  Roman  Catholic  bishops  in  that 
country.  It  was  said  that  the  Irish  Courts 
had  recognised  their  titles  again  and  again 
aa  "  Roman  Catholic  bi'^hopg,"  or  "  Catlio- 
lic  bishops  "  of  certain  dioceses.  Thej 
noTer  had  done  so.  They  bad  only  applied 
in  their  case,  as  they  would  in  any  others, 
the  rule  which  he  had  just  stated.  They 
had  said,  "  This  is  not  a  proper  designation, 
but  it  is  n  aufileieiit  one.  It  enables  ua  to 
ateartein  the  petMim  intended  by  the  tea* 
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tator,  and  we  will  tberofoi^  carry  out  hn 
intentions."  He  (the  Bubop  of  Ossory) 
remembered  to  have  heard  of  a  will-case 
in  the  English  Courts,  which  served  to 
illustrate  this  rule.  The  will  was  a  very 
strange  docttment*  written,  a»  he  rein  en- 
bered,  in  Tarious  colom-rd  inks,  red,  hUio. 
and  blnclc.  nnd  with  the  further  sin^r.laiitv 


who  brought  his  ejectment.  The  heir 
succeeded.   But,  in  the  course  of  the  trial, 

it  socined  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  Court, 
that  if  the  first  devisee  had  survived  the 
teonnt  for  life,  he  might  have  taken  under 
the  wiU,  because,  though  the  title  given  to 
him  was  not  one  which  the  law  acknow« 
IcdjTcd,  yt't  it  ml^ht  be  admitted  as  a  po- 


that.  Avliile  tlio  n)iiior  lef;ntecs,  \\\\o  were  pular  description,  enabling  tlic  Court  to 
chiefly  old  ^servants,  left  in  elmrge  of  dif-  find  him  out.    But  they  were  unanimous 


fereat  animala,  all  appeared  under  their 
proper  names,  all  the  principal  lesratees 


in  deeiding  that  thej  could  not  admit  any 

claim  in  an  individual  as  his  Bnceessor 


were  dcsignnted  by  letters  of  the  Greek  in  office.  This  would  be,  not  using  tho 
nlpbahct.  There  was  nothing  to  raise  any  designation  as  a  sufficient  one,  but  admit- 
doubt  of  the  sanity  of* the  testator,  except .  ting  its  strict  legal  propriety  :  admitting 
the  eeeentrieity  of  hit  will ;  and  that  the '  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops  to  be  a  cor> 
Court  did  not  regard  as  sufficient  to  iuvali- !  poration,  they,  therefore,  decided  for  the 
date  it     Thev  therefore  carried  it  out,  so  ;  heir,  with  succession.    And  this  decision 


far  as  tiiey  were  able  to  ascertain  his  in- 
tentions. There  were  some  means,  ex- 
ternal to  the  doooment  itself,  by  which  they 

were  enabled  to  ascertain  to  some  extent 


showed  conclusively,  he  said,  that  the  ut- 
most extent  to  which  the  recognition  in 
the  Irish  Courts  of  such  tides  reached, 

was  a  sufficient,    thoup^h  improper,  de- 


llie  persons  mennt  hv  the  Greek  letters,  scription  of  individual.^,  enabling  the  Court 
and  to  thai  extent  tlio  will  was  carried  to  identify  them  ;  and  that  not  only  did 
ont;  and  he  remembered,  amongst  others, 
an  illton  boy  took  eight  or  ten  thousand  a 
year  as  Gamma.  He  thought  it  very 
likely  that,  if  the  story  travelled  to  Eton, 
while  the  fortunate  youth  was  there,  he 
was  pretty  often  called  Gamma;  and  per- 
haps the  name  may  have  stuck  to  him 
after  his  school  days  But  he  (the  Bishop 
of  Ossory-did  not  suppose  that  it  was  ever 
maiotained  diat  the  Court  of  Bxebe^ner 
had  deeided  that  his  name  was  Gamma; 
and  yet  there  would  have  been  about  as 
good  reason  for  such  an  assertion  as  for 
luaintainmg,  as  had  so  often  been  done, 
that  the  Courta  of  Law  in  Ireland  had 
recognised  the  right  of  the  Roman  Catho- 


the  recognition  go  no  ftirther,  hot  that 
when  they  were  asked  to  carry  it  farther, 
they  positively  rofuscd.  He  had  boon 
anxious  to  clear  up  this  point,  which  had 
been  much  mistaken,  and  in  conse<[uence 
much  misrepresented.  But  what  he  said 
would  also  have  the  effect,  ho  hoped,  of 
setting  at  rest  the  apprehensions  that  the 
Commissioners  of  Charitable  Bequests 
would  be  restrained  by  this  Bill,  if  it 
passed  into  a  law,  from  giving  effect  to 
trusts,  even  though  made  in  conformity 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  i>y  which 
tho  Commission  was  established,  because 
this  Bill,  it  was  alleged,  rendered  illegal 
the  titles  which  that  Act  recognised.  It 
lie  archbishops  and  bishops  in  Ireland  to  '  was  not  to  be  supposed  that  tho  Commis* 


the  style  of  Roman  Catholic  archbishops 
and  bishops  of  the  sees  to  which  they  pre- 
tend.   In  fact,  there  was  a  case  in  the 


sioners  would  feci  themselves  obliged  or  at 
liberty  to  proceed  by  shorter  rules  than  the 
oonHs  of  law  did  ;  and  he  had  shown  that 


Court  of  Queen *s  Bench  in  Ireland,  which  '  the  courts  of  law  did  not  require  that  trus- 
showed,  very  decidedly,  that  such  titles  '  tees  or  legatees  fihould  be  described  by 
were  only  received,  as  he  said,  as  design  a-  titles  which  the  law  gave  them,  or  allowed 
tions  of  persons,  which,  though  impro|)cr  ;  them  to  bear.  It  was  enough  that  the 
and  illegal,  were  yet  sufficient  to  enable  I  designations,  whether  proper  or  improper, 
the  Court,  by  means  external  to  tlie  will,  legal  or  illegal,  marked  them  out  so  as  to 
as  popular  repute,  and  so  forth,  to  identify  allow  them  to  be  identified.  And,  oven  if 
tho  objects  in  the  testator  's  mind.  The  |  it  were  true  that  the  Bill  would  render  the 
ease  was  thb : — ^A  property  was  left  to '  desi^ations  recognised  in  the  Bequests 
tiie  **Catholio  bishop  "  of  a  certain  see,  |  Act  illegal,  which  did  not  seem  to  be  the 
nnd  "  his  successors,"  with  a  life-use  to  case,  it  could  not  be  pretended  that  it  ren- 
the  tesiat(»r's  wife.  The  Roman  Catholic  I  dcrcd  them  in  any  respect  less  sufficient, 
bishop,  who  was  alive  at  the  date  of  the  !  as  enabling  those  who  were  concerned, 
will,  died  before  tho  tenant  for  life;  and  i  Oommisaioners  or  others,  to  ascertain  and 
tbe  right  of  the  bishop  who  came  after  him  identify  the  persons  in  the  mind  and  in- 
was  tried,  by  the  hehr  of  the  testator,  |  tention  of  the  testator. 
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On  Questiotii  Committee  diri<h''f : — 
Content  26;  Not-Content  77  :  AlajuiUj-  51. 

Befsohed  in  the  Negatitft, 

On  Clause  2, 

The  Earl  of  ELLKNIJOROUGH  said, 
that  tliis  clause  appeared  Ui»L  to  have  heeti 
Mrried  tbrou^i  the  other  House  with 
greftt  eire,  fur  there  was  omittetl  from  it 
the  word  "  shall,"  wliioh,  in  Pailiamcntaiy 
language,  was  considered  so  important, 
«ad  there  was  inawied  in  it  the  wedb 


The  Earl  of  MOUNTCASHELL 
IxiOTeti  thot  the  word  "  such  "  be  (HBOtad 
from  the  elattte. 

Amendment  ncgalivcd. 
The  T)rKE  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  h&A 
felt  the  necessity  of  piaeing  on  the  table 
of  the  lloutte  an  Aoieitdaieut  to  Uua 
ekoeew  On  the  eetead  reedtnff  he  9^ 
pressed  himself  strongly  in  Cftvoor  ef  the 
Hill,  ail'!  thciv'fore  ho  wfts  not  prepar!?d  to 
do  anything  which  would  tend  to  throv 
the  Bill  oat  altogether.    He  hed  eapfert> 


**  loeh  hu11«*'  without  any  bull  whatever  \  ed  this  BUI  with  the  ftUongest  feeling  ihil 

having  been  mentioned  before.  But  he  they  hap  not  seen  the  end  of  this  matter, 
did  hot  propose  any  amon<]ii»fnt  to  Looking  at  the  feelings  of  the  Roman 
either,  inasmuch  as  he  apprciicuduU  it  was  .  Catholics,  he  thought  thej^wovid  have  to 
the  fixed  detenuieatieft  of  the  OovemiiieBt» !  legislate  furlhM%  Uieegh  set,  he  traifi 
iMving  a  great  majoritj  ui  that  Hoaee»  not  \  on  this  particular  point.  An  addr^  hai 
to  afford  the  House  of  Commons  an  op-  lately,  been  signed  by  the  Roman  CatholtP 


portutnty  of  reconsidering  the  Bill.  He 
agreed  wiih  tliat  part  ot  the  ciause  which 
pat  the  aeeiHiiptioa  of  titlee  of  pretended 
sees  on  the  same  footing  as  the  assumption 
of  titles  of  existing  sees.  IIo  felt  bound 
to  acquiesce  in  it,  iu  cousequeuee  of  hav- 
ing been  a  party  to  the  Catholic  Relief  imposed  a  penalty  of  1002.  upon 
Bill*  When  that  Act  wai  passed,  he  ;  who  aasumed  thent  and  there  was  this 
thought  tlio  door  was  for  ever  closed  on  :  great  advantage  in  that  clause,  that  tbe 
religious  persecution.    The  noble  and  gal-  principle  of  it  had  been  assented  to  bv 


laity,  which  exhibited,  ui  Ins  opiuioti,  s 
return  to  the  most  slavish  doctrines  of  tbe 
Benaa  Gatholie  Chnteh.   Aa  the  Bill 

first  introduced  into  Parliament, 

bitio!i  of  these  t'Tritorinl  titles  was  pm- 
posed  to  be  enforced  by  twu  clauses.  One 


lani  Duke,  in  proposing  that  Biil,  declared 
his  ehjeet  to  he  Uie  eetabltehflaent  of  reli- 
l^ttB  peace;  but  he  (the  Earl  of  fillen- 

borougii)  felt  convinced  that  the  enactment 
in  the  latter  part  of  this  Bill  would  tend  to 
establish  religious  discord.  He  deeply  re- 
gmted  that  Hef  Majesty's  Miniaten  had 
^aeaed  that  limit  within  whtoh  they  weire 
justly  entitled  to  legislate  in  consequence 
t>{  the  aggression  which  had  been  com- 
aittcd  against  Her  Migesty's  suprc- 
maey,  and  the  indepeadenee  of  thia  Im- 
perial State.    lie  felt  that  an  offence  had 


those  who  supported  the  Helief  Aet.  Tbe 
penalty  by  that  Aet  was  applied  to  existing 

end  ancient  sees,  the  Homan  CatitoKe  pl^ 

lateg  of  which  the  Irish  people  had  fnnj 
been  accustomed  to  consider  as  the  biiiiiop 
of  iheoe  sees.  Those  who  eouseuted  to 
that  prehihilion  were  hardly  mw  entilM 
to  say  there  was  anything  abetineledly  m- 
just  in  tli'^  application  of  the  same  pnn- 
oipio  to  these  new  sees.  The  penalty  in- 
posed  by  the  Relief  Act  bad  been  mi  li 
he  useless;  but  he  eould  not  agree  hi  tin 
opinion,  fur  the  clause  imposiug  the  ]«n 


been  committed  against  the  dignity  of  the  ]  ahv  had  been  like  a  millsitone  hnn^  rouna 
Crown,  and  the  independence  of  the  State.  '  the  necks  of  the  opponents  of  this  l>tii. 


He  was  ready  to  show  his  resentment  for  I  That  danse  still  remained  en  th»  BtaHl^ 

that  offencet  hat  he  deeply  regretted  that ;  book,  and  established  the  priiicipAs  ihst 
it  ahould  seem  fit  to  ller  Majesty Min- :  these  titles  were  illegal,  and  that  the  mn- 
istors  to  adopt  a  mode  of  legislation  which  tnal  functions  of  the  Roman  Caiiwitf 
could  not  toucli  the  Tope  hiuistdf,  who  was  privsthooil  could  be  carried  on  withoet  tlK 

'  titlee»    He  regretted  the  ineertien  sf  thi 
words  wherehy  the  common  informer  wsi 


the  priac^[Ml  offender*  hut  whioh,  whilst  it 
touched  in  a  certain  degree  those  English- 
men w!h»  »MOst  improperly  had  taken  part '  empowered  (o  <ro  t<>  the  Attorney  Geiien! 
in  this  aggression,  by  aeeepiing  these 
titles,  at  the  same  time  wonld  strike  at 
Ireland,  where  no  offeneo  had  been  com- 
niitto<l>  and  which  remained  precisely  in 
the  state  in  which  it  had  b  -en  tor  cen- 
turies. The  measure  was  must  unjust,  as 
inflietiug  an  nndeeerfed  penally^  ott  the 
people  of  Ireland. 


and  call  on  lam  to  lusutute  a  proeeeutioo. 
Althoagh  he  conld  net  oppose  these  wsdi 
as  unjust  in  priaeiplOft  yet  he  felt  that,  «i 
far  as  the  words  went,  they  eonstituti'd  sa 
exceedingly  objectionable  part  of  the  Bill 
The  noble  Duke  concluded  bj  moving  tiiat 
the  MIowiMf  wocda  sheiiM  he  mumiim 
the  end  of  tte  Seeead  Chume : 
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"Or  by  action  of  debt  at  the  euit  of  Any  per-  j  titcmseivcg.  He  thought  tlic  pio-i  nt  daitsc 
•on  i«  one     H""  Majesty's ^Baporior  «wirt«  of  |  „ouid  place  the  kw  ofiic«r»  o(  the  Ciuwu 

tora^y'^Gcncl^l  in  EngUd  anV  Irclnnd/w  Her  ! »?  JHJritiWl,        that  if  H  W«|« 

■        -  thought  n^essary  to  calboajr  »  protest  m 

a  U'lTf^ilrttivo  form,  thr  proposal  of  h\9  iH)b}« 
Friend  the  nobie  Duke  nearhitn  (the  Duke 
of  NewcEfttie)  Would  liaT«  been  4  safer 
wAjr  «f  proceeding.  TIte  deele^aattos  eC 
the  Church  of  Rome  nii^ht  wear  wh4l 
dress  itnd  nn^nnio  whnt  title  they  pleased 
among  tbemscives;  but  when  thc^  etttie 
witMn  the  j^rMicttoii  of  En^itk  mw  fot 
the  ei^oytneni  of  those  sanctions  under 
which  they  held  tlirir  rights  and  |>?-ivi1c!ire8> 
it  would  not  be  untair  or  unwise  in  them  to 
leftVQ  those  titles  out  of  the  quesltoUk  aud 
to  eeBM  bef«i«  PariiMiMt  in  thto  tharMMr 
of  Roman  Catholic  archbishops  or  bishepS) 
but  not  in  those  i'^Vj^  of  dioccBes  which 
thev  had  chosen  to  aasunie.  The  lioHtau 
Catholic  Church  in  thiB  realm  had  Wa& 
taunted  with  having  no  MritoHal  tttlea,  tad 
it  was  not  unnatura)  that  the  Pope  should 
seek  to  rertiove  this  "tiErrna  by  a  stroke  of 
bis  pen.  Uis  indignatiun  against  the  ag- 
gi^s^ioB  wae  certaialy  diminfabed  hy  ilib 
eonstderation>  and  b^  should  soppctti  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Duke. 

The  DiKK  of  NKWCASTLE  snid,  he 
thought  the  Govemuient  had  placed  iheit 
Lordships  ia  Itn  mflfmr  aartl  iaiftroper  posi- 
tion, for  the  noble  and  leafntd  Lord  on  the 
woolsRck  liad  Bftid  tho  clause  hfi<l  been 
carried  as  it  now  stood  in  coaseijueflce  of 
the  abienea  of  the  Irish  M eaihera  A«bi  the 
Hottiet  and  that  thej  mmft  take  the  eofr> 
sequences.    Was  this  an  nrgumcftt  f5t  to 
be  addressed  to  their  liOfdships  ?     If  the 
Irish  Merobere  bad  neglected  their  duty,  it 
was  no  Keasen  why  their  I«ttrd8hi|ia  ahoaM 
neglect  theirs.     Tli«  worda  %l^eeted  to 
surely  must  stand  on  tbfir  own  tncHts. 
But  tlicir  Lordships  were  in  this  peculiar 
positioii,  that  both  the  learned  Lord  on  the 
woollaek^  and  tho  ttehle  Mar^aeis  (the 
Mafi^aess  <^  Lansdowne),  hkd  declared  that 
the*e  wordi?  were  disapproved  of  by  the 
(voveriHncHi.    Yet  tb^  bad  givea  no  rea- 
aea  hf  dedk^qg  ito  consent  to  their  onfi- 
sion.    And  ne  reafeen  could  be  suggested 
save  ihiR— a  plTdcterniinaliou  on  the  part 
of  the  (ioverntnent  to  allow  no  alteratimi 
in  the  Bill«  in  otder  not  to  admit  of  its  again 
being  discatsel  in  the  other  Hoasoi  Thift 
involved  an  utter  abdioiMioa  not  only  of 
the  functions  of  (mvevnnient,  but  of  Icn-is- 
lation.  Was  it  becoming  for  BtK-h  a  reason 
to  permit  such  au  miportaat  Bill  to  pass 
Mio  law  mth  veida  ia  it  tif  which  the  Oo- 


MajiMtyl  A4¥tMl6  fft  Sootbiad»  as  Iho  sais  may 
W." 

Movicl,  \n  the  Second  Clause,  page  3, 
line  3,  to  leave  out  fronj  the  word  **there- 
<rf,"  to  the  end  of  the  clause. 

The  MAUQUEds  of  LANSbOWNE  re- 
naarked  that  the  OoTemment  ha^  op|iosed 
the  inserUon  of  these  words,  and  that  it 
bad  been  owinfT  to  the  coTiduct  of  tlie  Irish 
and  otlicr  MtMobcrs,  in  leaving  the  HoUse, 
that  they  bad  been  carried.  Since»  how- 
erer,  the  words  were  there»  and  siniee 
they  could  be  of  no  practical  effeet,  b% 
thought  that,  tt)  avoid  further  discussion 
as  much  as  possible*  tbc^  ouj^bt  to  be 
allowed  to  remun. 

The  fiARL  of  ELLENBOROliGH 
strongly  urged  the  omission  of  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out.  They  were  most 
olyectionable,  for  however  much  they 
might  he  inclined  lo  resist  the  )ale  aggres- 
ston^jr  atronjg  lAeasurcs,  tliey  ought  by  no 
means  to  y^o  beyond  the  Relief  Act.  He 
did  not  tliink  that  any  Attorney  General 
should  possess  the  respouaibility  of  insti- 
tating  snch  prosecutions,  and  he  presnmed 
that  Government  would  in  most  cases  be 
consulted.  Of  all  things  which  Imd  been 
done  in  connexion  with  this  subject,  he 
coBudered  the  most  unfortunate  in  prac- 
t^  wodd  he  the  introdnetion  of  these 
words. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  reminded 
their  Lordships  that  it  was  owing  to  the 
Absence  of  the  Irish  llerobers  that  the 
prevision  in  question  was  found  m  tlie  Bill. 

Its  practical  eifeci,  however,  was  really 
nothing.  If  the  Attorney  General,  when 
tbe  informer  came  to  him,  thought  that 
tlie  case  was  not  one  to  which  the  Act  of 
j^arltament  was  intended  to  he  applted,  be 
would  refuse  hi"  eertificalo.  The  present 
provision  looked  vexatious,  and  he  was 
sorry  ito  see  it  in  Vhe  BU1»  hut  \i  made  very 
little  pUMticat  difierenee. 

The  Earl  of  BLLESMERE  had  deeply 
shared  in  the  fceh'n^  of  irritntion  which  had 
been  caused  in  this  country  by  the  recent 
aets  of  the  Pope.  lie  believed  that  "  some 
anemy  bad  dene  thia^*^  and  that  thefs  wore 
these  to  whom  tbe  aspect  of  religious  ^peaee 
and  relijipous  liberty  in  tliis  country  ^as 
an  eyesore;  but  tlrcse  advisers  of  the  Pope 
had  dug  a  pitfall  for  the  Protestant  people 
jti  tMa  oouatrj,  and  had  CaUen  inio  ii 
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Ternment  disapproveci  f   It  was  said  that  I  of  Parltameot;  and  the  GovenimeDt  woold 


the  worda  were  nnimportant.    [The  Loud 

CiiAM  KT  T  ni;  :  Hear,  licjir  I]  Yes;  but  this 
•was  the  hrst  time  in  tlio  course  of  tliese  dis- 
cussions that  sueli  an  opiniuu  had  been  ex- 
pressed; and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Lyndhurat)  who  had  supported  the 
Bill  on  that  {the  Opposition)  side  <>f  tlic 
House,  had  declared  that  these  words,  now 
said  to  be  nseleaa,  would  give  to  the  Bill 
all  its  practical  value.  It  could  not  surely 
be  pretended  that  tlic  words  bad  no  effect, 
or  that  it  was  the  same  thing  to  entrust 
pi  oseeation  to  parties  mponsiblet  and  to 
parties  perfeetly  in'OBponaibte.  It  was  not. 


be  obliged  to  state  reasons  wby  tfaej  hid 

promoted  or  prevented  tlio  prosecution,  tu 
the  case  nii^'ht  be.  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral would  be  in  the  same  position  in  either 
ease,  whether  the  words  were  retained  «r 
omitted. 

The  Eahl  of  MALMESBURY  saiJ, 
that  the  peculiar  fccUng  of  the  people 
througbottt  the  whole  of  Great  Britam 
must  be  met  by  roeasares  in  accordance. 
The  people  of  this  country,  alarmed  as 
they  were,  would  consider  this  clause  of 
Ae  utmost  importance  to  the  Bill,  as  diey 
regarded  the  act  of  the  Pope  as  an  ag- 


however,  nccppsary  to  argue  the  question,  grcssion  on  their  religion  and  on  the  prt- 


which  might  be  rested  on  the  statements 
of  the  two  noble  Lords,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor and  the  Lord  President,  that  they 
disapprored  of  the  words  proposed  to  be 

omitted. 

Eaul  GIvEY  did  not  think  the  noble 
Duke  who  bad  jnst  sat  down,  had  quite 
correctly  apprehended  what  had  fallen 
from  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  The  argument  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  was,  that  these 
words  made  no  practical  difference  in  the 
effect  of  the  Bill;  and  that  being  the  case, 
he  (Earl  Grey)  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
cirenmstances  under  which  tlie  addition  to 
the  clause  had  been  carried,  Avere  not  im- 
material; and,  looking  to  i':e  wlinle  tone  of 
the  proceedings  in  the  House  of  Commons 
connected  with  this  subject,  he  thought 
there  was  a  pnblio  interest  in  aroiding  a 


rogative  of  tiieir  Sovereign.  That  was 
the  value  he  set  upon  the  clause,  and  lie 
hoped  it  would  form  part  of  the  Bill.  He 
holievod  that  the  measure  would  stop  any 
further  invasion,  because  the  crv  that  had 
been  raised  in  the  country  had  already,  as 
hethouglit,  prevented  the  continuance  of 
similar  aggressions.'  He  had  been  tolJ 
that  the  Pope  had  been  prepared  to  ap- 
point bishops  in  the  north,  but  had  been 
deterred  by  the  expression  of  public  opin- 
ion. This  Bill,  clothed  with  the  dignity  of 
Parliament,  would  conv?nce  the  Pope  that 
he  could  neither  trifle  with  our  feelings  nor 
insult  our  religion. 

On  Question.  *'  That  the  words  proposed 
to  bo  left  out  stuiul  part  of  the  Bill," 

Committee  <Jiri<hyl : — Content  Gli  Not- 
Content  2G  :  Majority  35. 
lUtohed  in  the  AkrmaH»«, 


fresh  discussion  of  this  irritating  subject  i  Viscount  CANNING,  alluding  to  the 
in  that  House.  The  question  really  turned  ,  precedent  he  had  referred  to  in  the  early 


ou  the  point  as  to  whether  the  words  made 
any  practical  difference  or  not.    His  noble 

and  learned  Fncnd  had  demonstrated  that 
they  did  not.  It  was  perfectly  trne  tlifit  the 
common  informer  was  enabled  by  this  clause 
to  bring  an  action  for  100^.,  but  ho  was  only 
enabled  to  do  so  by  the  assent  of  the  Attor- 
ney General.  Whether  tlic  words  wore  there 
or  not,  he  considered  that  tlie  duty  of  the 
Attorney  General  was  precisely  the  same. 
He  had  to  consider  whether  the  law  had 
been  really  infringed,  whether  the  evidence 
brought  before  liim  was  .sufficient  to  justify 
a  prosecution,  and  whetiier  a  prosecution 
under  ^e  eirenmstances  of  the  ease  was 
for  the  public  interest.  If  the  Govern- 
ment, being  in  possession  of  the  violation 
of  the  law.  were  inclined  to  prosecute, 
then,  whether  these  words  remained  in  the 
Bill  or  not,  the  subject  would  be  equally 
iore  to  bo  brought  under  the  consideration 

Tka  Dukt  o/N^wcoitle 


part  of  the  eveuing,  of  the  petition  pre- 
sented to  the  Irish  Parliament  by  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  prelates  in  1793,  signing 
them=n!ves  Roman  Catholic  archbishops 
and  bishops  of  their  respective  proviuees 
or  sees,  said  ho  understood  the  noble  sod 
learned  Lord  (TiOi  d  Cranworth)  to  rcplj 
that  the  prefix  of  the  word;,  "  Roman  Ca- 
tholic "  made  the  territorial  titles  lawfol. 
If  80,  then  did  this  Bill  propose  to  prolvUti 
in  1851,  what  was  admitted  to  hare  bees 
legal  as  long  ago  as  1 7'.^^  ? 

Lonn  CRAXWOKTII  said,  he  bad 
stated  that  tlie  profiling  'of  those  WOlds 
would  have  made  a  g^t  difference  as  le- 
garded  the  impression  produced  on  tli? 
public  mind,  if  the  new  hierarchy  had 
taken  that  course. 

Lord  MONTEAGLB  was  delighted  t» 
hear  this,  because  he  had  given  notice  of 
his  intention  to  propose  on  the  third  res^ 
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KDg,  a  proviso  excepting  from  the  peoalUes 
of  tbe  Bill  prelates  who  ptefixed  the  words 

Romm  CftOiolie  '*  to  the  territorua  titles 
thev  used. 

the  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  was 
glad  to  hear  this,  for  the  prefixing  of  those 
words  would  make  all  the  differenee.  It 
was  the  determination  with  which  the  Ro- 


{  July  26, 1851 }       AaumpUon  m  153Q 

Lord  CRAN WORTH  did  not  tiiiuk 
that  Roman  Gatholie  bishops  would  be  able 

to  save  themselves  from  the  penalties  of 
this  Bill  by  prefixing  Roman  Catholic  ** 
to  the  titles  which  some  of  them  had  hi- 
therto assumed.  Probably,  however,  had 
they  eoiit<mted  themselves  with  the  aa- 
suniption  of  such  qualified  titles,  the  indig- 
roan  Catholic  bishops  had  abstained  from  !  nation  of  this  country  would  not  hare  been 
thus  assuming  a  title  which  they  knew  \  roused,  as  it  Justly  had  been,  by  their  a8< 
would  re  move  all  diffieoltles,  and  adopted  '  sumption  of  titles  belonging  to  bidiops  of 


titles  whieh  they  knew  would  cause  difficul- 
ties— It  was  this  ^v^lic.•h  had  jirlncipally 
produced  the  opposition  to  the  new  hier- 
archy. 

YnooirsT  CANNING  presumed,  from 
what  the  noble  Marquess  said*  that  the 
Bill  would  not  prohibit  the  use  of  the 
territorial  titles  with  the  words  "  Roman 
Catholic  "  prefixed. 

Babl  ORBT  said,  he  believed  the  pro- 
viso to  bo  proposed  by  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Monteagle)  would  not  bo  necessary, 
as  the  Bill  would  permit  the  use  of  the 
plmweology  he  proposed,  that  recognised 
in  the  Charitable  Bequests  Act,  namely, 
"Roman  Catholic  archbishop  frr  hi  liop) 
officiating  (or  exercising  spiritual  jurisdic- 
tion) in  the  archdiucetiu  (ur  diocese)  of 
PnUiD,"  4c. 

ViaooCRT  CANNING  said,  that  did  not 
answer  his  question,  which  was  simply  this, 
whether  the  form  recognised  by  the  Irish 
House  of  Commons  as  legal  in  1793,  would 
be  permitted  by  the  Bill,  namely,  "  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishop  of  Dublin." 


the  Established  Chureh. 

Viscount  CANNING  thanked  the  learn* 

ed  Lord;  but  hogged  to  say,  that  consid- 
ering the  simplicity  and  importanco  of  the 
question,  it  wab  somewhat  surprising  that 
no  Member  of  the  GoYemment  eoold  ui' 
s«  er  it. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3,  exempting  the  Scotch  Bishops 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 

Tbe  Earl  of  ST.  6ERUANS  rose  to 

express  his  objection  to  the  Clause,  and 
moved  that  it  be  omitted. 

The  DvKE  of  ARGYLL  differed  en- 
tirelv  with  tiic  noble  Lord  uud  others  who 
denied  the  right  of  Government  to  prohibit 
these  titles.  They  had  a  perfect  right  to 
prohibit  them.  But  the  question  then 
came  —  having  the  right,  was  it  worth 
while  to  do  so  ?  With  respect  to  the  or- 
ganised priesthood  of  the  R^iuan  Catholics, 
he  considered  that  it  was  ;  but  tliey  were 
not  therefore  bound  to  say  that  it  was 
worth  their  while  to  do  so  with  respect  to 


Earl  GREY  said,  his  noble  Friends  who  might  take  the  titles. 


(Lord  Oranworth  and  the  Marquess  of 
Laiisdowne)  had  already  stated  that  the 
nse  of  that  phraseology,  if  it  had  been 

adopted  from  t1v>  first,  would  have  obviated 
all  *»hjcctiou  iu  the  minds  of  tln^  pn'.lic. 


In  reference  to  the  Scotch  bishops,  he  was 
desirous  of  making  a  statement  with  refer- 
ence to  one  of  that  body  now  in  London, 
who  had  been  advertised  as  "  the  Lord 
i  Bishop  of  Edinburgh,"  to  preach  a  charity 


VibCOUNT  CANNING  said,  that  still 
hit  question  remained  unanswered  ;  which 

was,  whether  this  phraseology  would  be 

legal  under  thl?  Bill  ?  That  was  n  simple 
question,  and  there  should  nut  be  much 
difiiculty  in  answering  it. 

Lord  CBANWORTH  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that,  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill,  a  Roman  Catholic  ecclesiastic 
could  not  so  designate  himself  without  in- 
earring  its  penalties. 

CANNING  inqniied  whe 


I  sermon.    Ho  (tbe  Duke  of  Argyll)  had  the 

authority  of  that  Bishop  for  saying  he  was 
entirely  ignorant  of  the  assuu)ption  ascribed 
to  him.  The  notice  was  put  in  by  other 
parties,  who  no  doubt  wished  to  make  as 
much  parade  as  possible.  He  uniformlj 
avoided  and  rcpudiatotl  any  sucli  assump- 
tion of  title.  He  (tiio  Duke  of  Argyll) 
was  uot  prepared  to  vote  fur  the  expunging 
of  this  dause,  as  the  Bill  was  at  present 
worded  ;  although,  had  it  been  differently 
drawn  up,  ho  might  hare  voted  against 
such  a  clause. 


Vi8C0ir?«T 

thcr,  if  this  Bill  were  passed,  it  wonld  he 

lawful  for  Dr.  Murray,  for  eynniple,  to '  Amendment  n<?^a<tced ;  Clause  agreed 
take,  or  his  flock  to  address  iiuu  by,  the  ,  to;  Clause  4  agreed  to. 

title  of  Roman  Catholic  Archbishop  of  \  Pieamble  agreed  to. 

Dublin,  without  being  subject  to  a  penalty  ,  Bill  imported,  without  Amendment, 

ol  lOOi.?  i  House  adjourned  to  Mondaj  next» 
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Friduk/t  Jiihf  '25,  1851, 

Amcndiqeiit ;  Cftiis4%  «)4  ^aw  Brauwick 

Boundary. 

Rep<»'{cd.  —  Kinigri|tion  4^^''"(-*^''>  I>i8tr«8»«d 
Dintriets  (S«otl»iid) ;  lUfMMdUliy  foo 

Sootland. 
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STEAM  NAVIQATION  BILL. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 


Mft.  iha  BSl  propose^ 

to  tai  the  ewner  of  Brititb  fcnr* 

six,  or  eight  guineas  a  vear  for  surreving, 
wliilst  foreign  vo-^sels  were  let  cif  vi»btiit 
aoy  oharge  whatever. 

Governmontg  were  equally  particular  ii 
looliing  to  the  safety  of  their  vpB<=els.  In  tlio 
United  States  of  AnK^rioa,  experi«£<)P9  1)»4 
shown  that  aa  soon  aa  we  paaaed  tUa  Fm- 
•engera'  Act.  the  OoveinRiaiii  of  A» 
United  States  hunedUtely  pauedaual- 


'Ww    ANDERSON  would  liuggest  that  W  law  w  ith  regard  to  i(s  own  ve^««^t- 
ai  tho  Bill  had  been  eonaider^hjy  ivltqrcdt  it  found  a  decided  proloretioi^  givcu  tai^iig- 


U  wotild  be  expodiont  to  postpone  the  fiur^ 
^er  oonsidcration  f  i  a  vycek. 


liah  veaaets. 

Mr.  BOUVERIB 


wHl,  that  die  Act 


Mf.  jUABOyCIiEfttJ  said,  that  a  post-  '  intended  to  wake  the  owners  alone  respon- 


ponement  for  a  week  would  hf  fiifnl  to  the 
chauce  of  the  Bill  pas«mg  tui^  .Scasiiun. 
\\  waa  importi^nt  th^fc  it  »bqu)d  pass,  to 
prevent  the  |ir«vMMng  Qferorowdin;;  of 

ijteanihoats,  as  yell  as  to  regulate  their 
machinery,  h^.    The  |iiU  had  been  eon- 


sihU',  nnd  that  it  wqu14  bQ  iaipoaiibla 
roach  foreign  owi^ars. 
Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  wmiM  «vipi>on 

the  proposition  to  inehido  foreign  vessels 
Mr.  LABOrCinMM-  :^aid,  ifthehon. 
Gentleman  the  Menibur  fur  Osfordsliiw 


bidercd  very  carefully  upstairs  h^  A  Sclec(  i  (Mr.  lionle^)  v^ould  frame  a  Claufie  eoiUh 
Committ^,  who  hn^givep  it «  jjfreat       \  dyiof  bit  ?mwi,  ho 


eould  bring  it  ifi  « 

the  report,  uUhuugh  he  (Hp,  t^tlhoufhe'e) 
would  not  pledge  hinibelf  to  Accept  it  |ie 
feared  that  the  Ameudtueut  proposed  w<K)U 
impede  the  passing  of  the  measure,  ai  iI? 
tcrationa  would  hafo  to  be  roftdeitU  tbrMfii 
the  Bill. 

Captain  SCOBELL  apprehended  that 
if  foreign  Teasels  were  to  be  included,  tlii 
States  to  which  they  hekmged  wonU  it; 

taliatc,  and  ta\  our  vessels. 

Mu.  llRNLliY  said,  he  should  proftlB 
to  oniif  tlip  latter  part  of  tlie  C'lnu^e, 
Auieudniunt  proposed,  page  1^,  iia^S, 
eonllncd  to  the  mitchlner^;  but  as  eaohlto  leave  out  froro'tho  whvda  (*Sbi|i«flf 
own^r  had  the  power  of  eneoaing  his  own  ^  War,"  to  the  end  of  the  Clause, 
surveyor,  the  system  was  very  incftieient.       Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro 


of  attention.  To  postpone  its  passing  this 
Session,  would  be  a  puMio  efil  of  do  alight 
magnitude. 

House  In  Committee, 

Clause  L  agreed  to. 

Cl.iuse  2. 

Mr,  HENLEY  wns  fearful  that  inspec- 
tion and  approval  of  officers  by  Qovem- 
ment  oflteers,  would  go  far  to  release  the 

OWDOra  from  responsibility. 

Mu.  LAIJOIH'IIKRR  said,  this  was 
not  tlic  first  tinic  that  a  survey  of  ve  -sciij 
had  been  authorised.    It  was  at  present  : 


posed  to  he  left  out  stand  par(  of  ttto 
Clause.** 
The'  Gommittot  dtPiMf--?A|il 

}!ioes  13 :  Majority  85. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Mr.  moved  the  in9ertion  of « 


By  establishing  authorised  surveyorSf  this 
evil  wQuld  be  remedied. 

Clause  ofTMd  to;  Clauses  3  to  47  in> 
elusive  agreed  to. 

Clause  48  (not  to  extei^d  to  ships  of  war 
or  foreign  veasels). 

Mb.  HENLEY  wished  to  know  w^y  it  |  Clause  of  whieb  be  bad  given  netiee.  It 

was  that  foreign  vessels  were  not  to  be  in-  j  was  useless,  be  sald»  to  pas«  a  liW  to  WO- 

eluded  in  the  Act  ?  Why  .should  not  the  pel  the  supervision  of  machinery  long 
French  and  Belgian  vessels  running  across  as  the  engineer  had  it  in  his  power  to  «»- 
the  Chiinpcl  be  suldect  to  rcvisipn  ?  danger  the  lives  of  a,\i  tiiq  passeiigsrs  bj 

Ma.  LABOUCIIBHB  sajd,  that  it  I  tampering  with  the  aafety  valve.  AfWl 


would  be  impossible  to  inelude  foreign 

vessf  l  ^  Tli<-  whole  nrachinery  of  the  Bill 
was  made  to  apply  to  English  vessels  only. 


BttOiber  of  accidenta  had  happened  m  con- 
sequence of  the  negligence  and  reckless* 
ties?  of  engineers  in  this  lespopt.    In  tl»« 


He  had  never  heard  of  any  aai>u  in  which  i  ua^  of  the  Cricket,  it  waa  jioloriofW 


the  Chaonel  steamers,  plying  betweeu 
Belgium  er  Franoa  aod  Bnghiad  only, 
were  otODifoivded. 


the  safety  valves  bad  been  Ued  dowo  fit 

seven  days  together.  The  case  wei  tfc* 
same  with  the  Qkugow,  where  tbe 
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lessne«s  of  the  engineer  had  led  to  the 
iMldMil.  KotMiiff  eould  leoore  the  pnWic 
until  they  w«re  rtUeve4  from  the  emt  of 
thia  eareleiMMSi. 

Clause — 

*  And  be  it  enaotod,  That  irnm  nnd  after  tho 
flnt  day  of  Januarjr,  one  tlionsand  oi^ht  hundred 
and  fifty-two,  it  shall  not  be  l.iwlul  I'ur  any  Steam 
hoAt  to  go  lo  ncA,  or  to  stcaiu  upuu  tUc  rivt:rs  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  without  having  a  safety 
vtlre  upon  each  boiler,  free  from  the  earo  of  tlie 
engineer,  and  out  of  hit  eontrol  and  ioterfereaee, 
and  aUo  subject  to  the  apfUTOTal  of  thd  ^Uttfeyort 
acliiif,'  uiidcr  thi«  Act." 

brought  vp,  and  read  1". 

Hb.  LABOUCIIERE  declined  to  agree 
to  the  CUitite,  although  he  Admitted  the 
neccasity  of  having  t«o  safety  raJvea.  Ho 
did  not  tliinlc,  however,  that  Parliament 
ought  to  set  a  precedent  by  legislating  a» 
to  whet  description  of  meehinevy  should 
he  need  in  eleam  vessels,  end  he  wonld 
therefore  oppo^so  the  Clnuso. 

Mil.    SFOUNER    would   Pupport  the 
Clauac.    The  argument  of  the  right  hon.  j  ing  the  Sooond  Reading  of  tlie  Patent  Law 
Gentlemen  the  President  of  the  Boerd  of  Amendment  Bill,  seld,  that  fov  seme  time 


required  as  a  security  to  the  Uvea  of  the 
partiee  vho  at  present  were  so  entirely  ^t 

tho  mercy  of  the  engineer. 

Mir.  MUNTZ  said,  he  had  Leon  endoa- 
vouring  to  carry  this  improvemeut  for  the 
last  ten  years  ;  and  the  OoTernnient  had 
always  opposed  hiro.  He  IMt  thet  he 
should  not  be  doing  his  duty  to  society  if 
he  did  not  press  his  Amendment,  and 
therefore  he  should  take  tb^  sonae  of  the 
Committee  upon  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pseposed. 

That  the  said  Qlause  be  new  read  a  8eo» 
ond  Time.'* 

The  Coramitteo  divul^  : — Ayes  37  j 
Noee  13  i  liajority  24. 

Olanse  mpre&i  io. 

House  Nsuroed}  Bill  ftfpwttd  as  amend- 
ed. 

PATENT  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL,  in  mov- 


Trade  amonntod  to  this-^that  it  would  bo 

improper  for  Parliftincnt  to  proscribe  wliat 
was  9afc.  Why,  that  was  the  whole  priu- 
etple  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  locks  theugfafe  it  wonld  he  a 
dangerous  precedent  to  interfere  with  the 
management  of  «^t(^!irn  encjinea  •  as  tlioy 
would  lead  paitics  to  suppose  that  they 
Wfre  relieTed  firom  the  responsihillly  whioh 
properly  altaehed  to  them.  He  believed 
an  additional  safety  valve  could  do  no  pos- 
sible harm;  but  tlie  Ooniniitteo  could  not 

nwith  auoh  a  reoomuicndation,  and 
r  interferenoe  would  ultimately  do 
moeh  more  hann  than  good. 

Mb.  KinVARDS  entreated  the  hon 
Member  fur  Birniingham  to  persist  in 
pressing  his  clause  to  a  divitiipn  i  for  if 
ever  a  enhjeet  was  hreught  helsre  Farlia- 
tnent  requiring  legislation,  this  wns  one. 
True,  tlf^  clause  bad  reference  only  to 
boilers  used  in  steam  navigation;  but  if 
onoe  passed  into  Hw,  a  case  was  made  out 
whieh  would  apply  equally  to  engine  hollers 
employed  in  factories,  where  serious  oala- 
niitics  wer**  *»f  constant  oocurronco.  In 
hits  own  borough  one  of  tlie  must  dreadful 
en  reoerd  happened  last  year,  where  a 
■liH  was  literally  hlowa  to  atoms,  and 
numbers  of  its  inmates  perished  on  tho 
Bpot,  possibly  ill  consequence  of  tlio  want  ^ 
of  tliat  which  this  clause  was  directed  to 
remedy.  It  was  eertainly  higli  time  for 
the  Government  to  interfeie»  and  he  was 
•onTineed  that  some  strict  enpervisioQ  was 


past  compbinte  bad  been  made,  as  to  the 

delay,  tlio  uncertainty,  nnl  the  e.vpenee 
attendant  upon  tlio  granting  of  patents, 
and  it  was  impossible  to  deny  that  those 
complaints  had  oonsiderable  foundetion. 
The  consequenoe  was  that  much  inquiry 
and  discussion  on  the  snhiept  bad  taken 
placo.  A  Committee  had  been  recently 
appointed  by  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and,  in  pursuit  ef  its  lahoiirs,  the 
matter  had  been  full^  canvassed,  and  the 
result  tvas  that  a  Bill  had  been  sent  to 
them  by  that  House  for  their  adoption. 
That  Bill  adopted  as  its  fundamental  prin- 
ciple that  patents  for  inventions  should  be 
!?:rantod  tn  persons  who  contributed  useful 
inventions  and  discoveries  for  the  benefit 
of  society.  He  was  aware  that  an  opinion 
had  been  expressed  by  individuals  whose 
opinions  were  entitled  to  considerable 
weight,  but  who  still  formed  n;i1y  a  smnll 
minority  amongst  those  whose  attontiou 
had  been  directed  to  the  subject,  that  pa- 
tents might  he  altogether  dispensed  with  : 
in  that  opinion,  however,  he  (the  Attorney 
Oenernl^  for  one  could  not  concur.  Every 
portion  must  (idmit  that  it  should  be  the 
object  of  legislation  to  develop  to  the  ut- 
most possible  extent  the  discoveries  ef 
t!ioso  inventors  that  were  calculated  to 
contribute  to  toe  want.s,  comforts,  and  en- 
joyments of  inanltind;  and  thoutrh  it  might 
he  true  that  the  desire  of  benefiting  their 
species,  and  obtaining  the  praise  and  ap- 
probation ef  their  foUow<Bseo»  would  be  a 
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fitrong  moliTe  radlnoentivc  towards  in?rat- 
ingthak  whicli  they  required,  still  any  person 
having  an  acquaintance  with  human  nature 
must  admit  that  sucli  motives  and  induce- 
ments would  be  less  effieaeiou«  than  the 
hope  and  desire  of  individ  lal  reward.  It 
seldom  happened  tLat  those  discoveries 
were  made  by  the  possc^'iioti  of  ;;reat  and 
scientific  knowledge,  or  liy  u  happy  inspira- 
tion alone;  they  were  generally  the  results  of 
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the  next  question.  By  what  mode  or  sji^ 
tern  were  they  to  determine  the  question 
whether  or  not  a  person  was  entitled  to 
the  rights  which  he  would  have  uoder  a 
patent  ?  They  were  all  agreed  that  tlie 
present  system  was  bad.  Its  great  vice 
was  its  costliness.  As  the  matter  now 
stood,  evorv  application  for  a  patent  must 
pass  through  seven  ditferent  stages,  or  go 
through  80  many  different  publie  offices. 


muchlabour.  long  experience,  and  wereoften  i  Every  applicant  petitioning  for  a  patent 
accompanied  with  great  expense.  When,  j  had  his  petition,  in  the  tirst  instance,  r(v 
by  time,  labour,  and  experinients,  inven-  ,  ferred  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tlie 
tions  were  brought  to  maturity,  they  still  i  Home  Dopai*tment,  by  whom  it  was  sub- 
required  a  large  outlay  of  capital,  and  a  mitted  to  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown, 
loi^  period  of  time,  to  introduce  them  The  law  officers  then  referred  it  hack  to 
nrnon-r-^t  the  public,  for  whoso  benefit  they  •  the  Secretary  of  State  for  what  was  called 
were  lu  tended.  If  there  was  no  induce-  [  the  Queen's  Warrant.  Having  obtained 
ment  held  out  to  a  discoverer  bnt  that  his  [  that,  the  applicant  was  then  referred  to  the 


invention  would  be  useful  to  society,  and 
if  be  were  to  look  solely  to  motives  of  a  dis- 
interested character,  it  was  quite  clear  they 
would  not  have  one-half  of  the  discoveries 
that  were  now  constantly  brou^^ht  forward. 
This  Bill  proceeded  upon  this  principle, 
namely,  that  where  persons  invented  tliiiicjs 
that  were  new  and  useful  to  society,  they 
should  have  the  reward  which  the  Patent 
Iiaws  gave.  As  an  indueement  to  others 
to  invent,  it  was  considered  that  the  most 
appropriate  mode  of  2:ivinf^  that  reward, 
would  bo  by  J^iviu^  them  u  inoiiopolj  for  a 
limited  period,  in  the  iuvuntiou  they  had 
made.  Thus,  without  drawing  on  the 
public  purso  (except  in  a  modified  mode, 
by  which  the  patent  would  enable  the  pa- 
tentee to  derive  a  benefit),  the  reward 
would  become  commensurate  to  the  vilue 
of  the  invention.  This  Bill  dealt  with  the 
mode  in  which  tiie  object  of  granting  pa- 
tents should  be  carried  out.  Some  per- 
sons had  lately  started  the  notion  that 
there  should  be  no  inquiry  as  to  whether  a 
man  should  have  a  patent  or  not.  It  was 
said  they  sliould  allow  a  intni  to  rlaim  an 
invention  as  novel,  and  that  on  rt  -  '  Bering 
that  invention  he  bhuuld  without  inquiry 
be  entitled  to  the  patent  rights,  and  to 
maintain  them  against  the  rest  of  mankind. 
It  seemed  to  him  (the  Attorney  General) 
that  they  ought  to  pursue  a  ditl'erent  course. 
Tliey  ought  to  guard  the  public  against 
the  assumption  of  rights  to  which  the  in- 
dividual was  not  entitled  in  case  his  inven- 
tion was  neither  new  nor  ufteful;  they 
should  guard  other  inventors  that  had 
preceded  him,  and  protect  them  by  a  cheap 
process,  without  driving  them  into  expen- 
sive litigation  for  the  protection  of  their 
rights.    Now,  that  being  so,  he  camo  to 

The  AUorneif  General 


Patent  Office,  for  the  Queen's  Bill;  thence 
he  was  sent  to  the  Signet  Office,  for  the 
Signet  Bill;  thence  to  the  Privy  Council 
Othce,  for  the  Privy  Council  BUI;  and 
•thence  to  the  office  of  the  Great  Seal, 
where  the  warrant  was  eventually  made 
out  for  the  issue  of  the  patent.  In  passing 
through  each  (if  tboj^e  seven  different 
stages,  a  certain  amount  of  fees  were  to 
be  paid;  and  yet  five  at  least  of  those 
sta^  were  wholly  useless.  The  cost  of 
taking  out  an  ordinary  patent  in  England 
at  present  amounted  to  94/.  1 5s.  In  ad- 
dition to  that,  if  a  man  wanted  to  extend 
his  patent  to  Scotknd,  he  had  to  go  through 
five  other  offices  in  Scotland,  at  an  addi- 
tional expense  of  03?.  If,  again,  he 
was  desirous  of  applying  his  patent  to  Ire- 
land, he  had  five  other  offices  to  through 
in  that  country,  involving  a  further  outlay 
of  119?.;  making  llie  wlnde  COSt  of  taking 
out  his  patent  in  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland,  no  less  thau  276^.  los.  if 
there  happened  to  be  two  persons  in- 
terested in  the  patent,  the  additionsl 
fees  consequent  upon  that  circumstance, 
raised  the  sum  on  the  whole  to  verv 
nearly  3001.  Now,  by  the  present  Bill, 
it  was  proposed  to  sweep  away  the  greater 
part  of  those  fees,  and  to  have  one  com- 
mon patent  for  the  three  Kingdoms,  by 
which  means  the  truiible  and  expense  con- 
seqiicnt  upon  taking  out  a  patent  hereafter 
would  be  most  materially  reduced.  The 
Bill  also  proposed  to  give  an  inventor  this 
additionnl  in<1vRutagc,  namely,  to  divide  the 
sum  total  winch  he  would  have  to  pay  on 
taking  out  his  patent  into  three  sepwrale 
payments,  of  which  the  smallest  would  be 
made  on  the  granting  of  the  patent,  the 
next  at  the  end  of  three  years,  and  the 
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last  and  largest  at  the  end  of  scveu  years. 
This  would  give  poor  men  au  opportunity 
whicb  they  did  Jioi  at  vrMent  posaeas*  of 
protecting  inventions  tilt  such  time  as  they 
niigbt  be  ab!o  to  derive  advantage  from 
theui,  and  at  a  cost  adapted  to  tbcir  means. 
At  present  the  great  majority  of  patents 
taken  oat  fell  to  the  ground,  and  produced 
no  fruit  to  the  patentee.  By  this  Bill  it 
iras  proposed,  in  the  first  instance,  that 
the  cost  of  the  patent  should  be  limited  to 
201.,  with  an  additaond  SL  for  stamp  duty. 
At  the  end  of  three  years — ^the  interval 
being  spent  by  the  patentee  in  testing  the 
value  of"  his  invention  in  public,  or  in  ob- 
taining the  assistance  of  capitnlists  in  car- 
rying it  into  operation,  he  might  have  a 
renewal  for  four  years  more,  on  payment 
of  40?.  and  IQl.  stamp  duty.  Tic  then 
obtained  a  patent  for  seven  years.  At  tlio 
end  of  that  period,  if  the  patent  was  cal- 
culated to  be  beneficial  to  the  public,  and 
therefore  beneficial  to  the  patentee,  he 
could  extend  liis  right  for  seven  other 
years,  by  paying  an  additional  sum  of  80^, 
and  a  further  stamp  duty  of  201.  There- 
fore the  cost  of  obtaining  the  patent  would 
bo  lowered  from  300Z.  to  1751.,  the  pay- 
ment of  which  would  bo  distributed  over  a 
period  of  seven  years;  but  in  the  course  of 
time  they  would  be  able,  after  that  com- 
pensation had  been  got  rid  of,  to  lower  the 
cTppnsc  of  taking  out  a  patent  considerably 
fill  [1  KM-  than  thoy  fi'lt  warranted  in  doing 
in  the  first  instance.  The  next  considera- 
tion was  with  respect  to  the  tribunal  which 
was  to  determine  wheliher  a  party  was  en- 
titled to  a  patent  or  not.  The  House  was 
aware  that  hitherto  the  solution  of  that 
question  had  rested  entirely  with  the  law 
officm  of  the  Crown.  Two  great  objec- 
tion* had  been  taken  to  the  existing  tri- 
bunal, and  he  thought  those  objections 
were  well  founded,  constituted  as  that  tri- 
bunal was  at  present.  It  was  sdd,  in  the 
first  place,  that  that  tribunal  was  a  secret 
one.  That  was  a  great  objection,  but  the 
secrecy  did  not  arise  from  the  will  or  in- 
clination of  the  law  officers,  but  from  the 
necessity  of  the  case.  It  arose  m  this 
way.  The  rights  which  were  acquired 
under  a  patent  dated  from  the  period  when 
the  patent  was  granted.  The  report  of  the 
law  otiicers  uu  the  merits  of  tlie  inveutiou 
was  made  at  an  earlr  stage  of  the  proceed- 
ingsT  It  was  the  object,  therefore,  of  the 
inventor  tliat,  until  his  patent  was  sealed, 
no  one  but  himself  should  know  what  was 
the  nature  of  his  invention.  On  the  other 
hand,  a  party  opposing  the  invention  on 

VOIi.  CXVni.  [THiaDmiBs.] 


the  o;round  of  want  of  novelty,  or  that  ho 
hud  a  prior  claim  to  its  discovery,  iiaU  a 
right  to  appear  before  the  law  offioers  and 
state  his  case.  The  unavoidable  result 
was  that  the  law  officers  were  obliged  to 
hear  each  of  the  parties  separately  with 
dosed  doors,  lest,  in  the  event  of  the  in- 
ventions turning  out  to  be  dissimilar,  the 
principle  of  each  man's  invention  might 
be  discovered  to  the  other,  or  to  the 
world.  Nothing  could  exceed  the  aox- 
tety  shown  by  the  rival  applicants  on 
those  occasions  lest  the  tribunal  should 
disclose,  by  the  questions  whk-Ii  they 
put,  their  respective  inventions.  As  they 
were  about  to  abolish  five  out  of  the  seven 
stages  through  which  applicants  must  now 
pass,  there  would  be  compcn.sation  to  bo 


given 


to  certain  parties;  and  this  obliged 


them  to  take  a  lai-gc  margin  at  starting, 
To  remedy  that  stato  of  things,  thu  Bill 
proposed  to  enable  a  man,  at  the  same 
time  that  be  applied  for  a  patmt,  to  lodge 
in  the  office  of  tlie  Commissioners  to  be 
appointed  under  its  provisions  a  provisional 
specification;  that  was  to  say,  a  state- 
meat  corresponding  with  that  which  was 
now  required  by  the  law  officers — which 
provisional  specification  was  to  stato  the 
precise  nature  and  the  general  features  of 
the  invention.  As  soon  as  he  had  depo- 
sited that  provisional  specification,  it  was 
proposed  to  give  him  protection  for  six 
months,  or  in  certain  cases  for  nine  months, 
lie  would  then  be  at  liberty  to  use  his  in- 
vention before  the  public  during  that  time. 
Whether  that  would  be  a  desirable  thing, 
he  (the  Attorney  General)  would  tlien  not 
stop  to  inquire.  It  was  also  proposed  to 
require  a  man  objecting  to  a  patent  to 
lodge  his  objection  with  the  Commission- 
ers beforehand.  There  would  likewise  be 
an  open  tribunal,  and  the  parties  would 
be  heard  before  one  another,  by  whicii  ar- 
rangement all  secrecy  would  be  done  away 
with.  There  was  another  objection  to  the 
existing  tribunal,  namely,  the  incompe- 
tency, the  almost  utiavuidablo  incompe- 
tency, of  the  law  officers  to  decide  ques- 
tions involving  intricate  and  nice  points  in 
mechanics,  chemistry*  and  general  sc  ic;u  c. 
It  appeared  to  the  Government  that  the 
best  mode  of  i)r()eeeiHng  would  bo  to  con- 
stitute a  board  of  examiner.-},  con.sisting  of 
persons  having  a  reputation  for  scientific 
knowledge,  to  whom,  in  the  first  place, 
the  provisional  specificatifm  phonld  bo  re- 
ferred, and  who  would  lie  required  to  report 
as  to  its  propriety,  and  on  the  question  of 
conflicting  rights,  in  cases  where  such 

3  D 


Digitized  by  Google 


1539  Patent  Law  {COMMONS  J         Amendment  BiU,  1540 


slioulfl  arho,  to  tlio  law  offieers  of  flic 
Crown,    llo  was  liappv  to  say  tliat  on  that 
point  tbo  expenses  wuuld  not  be  increased. 
Tbe  law  officers  of  the  Grotrn  were  per- 
fectly willing  to  make  a  personal  sacrifice 
in  tliat  fpspcct.  in  order  that  the  public 
miizlit  obtain  tlio  full  benefit  of  the  pro- 
posed arrangeniont.    With  regard  to  tbe 
provisional  ipeeillcation,  the  six  or  nine 
montbs'  protootioa  which  would  bo  afforded 
to  tlic  pilteiitf'c  would  enable  liiin  to  take 
his  invention  into  the  market  with  a  view 
to  obtain  the  assistance  of  capitalSsIs  in 
earrying  it  into  practical  operation — a  be- 
nefit which  under  thr-  pro<;ciit  ^\  .*tom  was 
wholly  impossible.    'I'lio  Hill  al=(ii  provided 
for  the  proper  classification  of  all  patents, 
for  the  transcription  and  pnblieatton  of 
all  specifications,  and  for  a  register  of 
patrnts  and  of  propriotor?,  which  might  be 
insju>ctod  by  the  public  from  time  to  time. 
At  present  it  often  happened  that  when  a 
man  had  devoted  his  time»  bis  patience, ' 
and  his  raonoy  to  an  iuTention,  and  ima- 
gined that  he  was  on  tbe  eve  of  reaping 
the  fruits  of  bis  labours,  he  found  that 
some  one  else  had  anticipated  bini,  that  a 
patent  was  already  in  force  for  the  parti- 
cular invention  he  had  made,  and  that 
therefore  all  his  labour  and  expense  went 
for  nought.    Now,  in  order  to  avoid  this, 
two  proTi«otis  were  introduced  into  the 
BiU;  and  it  was  also  provided  that  when 
recourse  va-  liad  to  a  court  of  law,  the 
court  cntcrtuiuing  tho  question  should  be 
invested  with  an  equitable  jurisdiction,  so 
that  a  court  once  seized  of  the  matter 
would  bo  entitled  to  decide  it  on  equitable 
principles,  without  [tutting  tho  parties  to 
the  expense  of  further  litigation.  There 
was  another  clause,  with  respect  to  which 
he  had  some  doubt,  namely,  one  which 
provided,  where  an  invention  had  been 
practised  in  a  foreign  country,  tliat  that 
circumstance  should  be  fatal  to  any  patent 
right  with  regard  to  it  in  this  conntrj.  As 
the  law  now  stood,  it  did  seem  inconsistent 
that  a  man  who  discovtu-ed  that  in  some 
foreign  country  a  particular  invention  had 
been  brought  into  use,  by  bringing  that 
invention  to  England  shonld  acquire  the 
same  rights  as  if  he  had  ])eon  tho  original 
inventor:  and  that,  if  tlie  latter  ?hould 
come  to  this  country  to  obtain  a  patent, 
bis  right  should  bo  defeated  by  the  fact 
that  some  person  had  come  here  before 
him,  and  taken  out  a  patent  in  respect  to 
it.    Tho  provision  to  which  be  had  refer- 
red would  remedy  that  injustice.    I'lir  bis 
part,  he  should  have  preferred  that  a  man 


who  hrnu£jht  to  this  country  an  invention 
whieli  had  been  praotiscd  abroad.  ?hould 
acquire  some  right,  but  not  a  right  equal 
to  that  which  ought  to  be  given  to  the  ori* 
ginal  inventor.  Tbo  object  of  any  patent 
law  ought  to  be  to  introduce  for  the  benefit 
of  this  country  all  inventions  which  could 
possibly  be  had,  whether  they  had  origi- 
nated in  this  or  any  other  country.  He 
had  now  stated  tbe  general  principles  of 
the  Bill;  and  although  it  might  he  snid 
there  was  still  more  to  be  done  for  the  pa- 
tentee, and  that  the  CNyvonmenC  was  now 
only  dealing  with  the  mode  in  which  tbe 
law  regarding  patents  was  adniiulstcrotl, 
he  could  not  help  thinking  tho  House 
would  agree  with  hira  that  they  were 
mahing  progress  in  the  risfat  direction— 
that  the  law  would  he  greaUy  improved— 
and  that  the  rxprnso  now  attendant  upon 
obtaining  patents  would  be  materially 
diminished. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  he  noir  read  a  SeeoBd 
Time." 

Mb.  J.  L.  RICARDO  said,  tbe  Hooso 
bad  some  reason  to  complain  of  the  man* 
ner  in  which  this  subject  had  been  treated 

by  tho  Government.  lie  submitted  that 
there  ought  to  have  been  no  legislation 
ou  tho  subject  of  the  Patent  Law  until 
they  had  thoroughly  investigated  the 
question  in  all  its  complicated  heelings. 
Hon.  ^Temhers  wero  called  upon  to  af- 
firm its  principle  before  they  had  time 
to  digest  the  evidence  on  which  it  pro- 
fessed to  he  ibunded.  In  another  pieee 
two  Bills  had  heen  introduced  on  the  sub- 
ject, one  by  an  independent  Member  of 
the  Legislature,  and  another  by  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  Those 
Bills  were  referred  to  a  Select  Commit* 
tee,  and  tho  resuU  was,  that  another 
Bill,  quite  distinct  from  tho«ie  two,  bad 
been  submitted  to  the  Uouse.  The  boo. 
and  Icorncd  Gentleman  (the  Attomcj 
General)  said  that  the  fundamental  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill  was  to  encourage  that 
which  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  stated  to  bo  a  principle  to 
which  he  was  opposed,  namely,  the  aSbrd- 
ing  facilities  for  obtaining  patents.  The 
hon.  and  learned  (Jentleman  ?ni(l,  'ho  fan- 
tlamental  principle  of  the  Bill  w.-vs  to  gi»e 
a  stimulus  to  inventions;  and  tho  w^  ia 
which  he  gave  a  stimulus  to  inventions  «ss 
by  granting  a  monopoly  for  a  certain  mini- 
her  of  years,  to  the  prejudice  of  thcpuMio. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gontleman  pretend- 
ed to  rcivard  tbe  inventor  by  means  of  a 
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monopoly ;  but  he  (Mr.  Ricardo)  con- 
tended that  no  monopoly  was  granted 
to  the  inventor  at  all,  for  not  only  was 
he  to  emountar  m  great  a  eompetition 
as  before,  bat  he  was  liablo  to  be  at- 
tacked on  every  side  by  his  competitors, 
and  subjected  to  immense  expense  in  do- 
fending  his  patent.  H«  (Mr.  Rie«do)  did 
not  mean  to  defend  the  preaent  ayatem  at 
nil.  From  tlie  Altnrn-v  Oeiieral  rlowii  to 
the  official  denominated  "  Chatf-wax."  the 
whole  system  was  an  abomination  which 
ought  to  be  done  ft  way  with.  He  was 
sopported  in  those  opiniona  by  Ur*  Lloyd, 
Mr.  Cubitt,  Mi-.  I'rnnol.  nnd  the  pre"<ont 
ri^hthon.  ftnd  leftrned  Atftsterof  the  Rolls, 
wiio  all  agreed  with  hitu  in  thinkiug  that 
the  whole  principle  of  the  pateal  aystem 
wae  bad,  and  ought  to  he  abolished.  All 
the  great  inventions  and  discoveries  l»y 
atich  men  as  Liebig,  Brunei,  and  Stephoii- 
Bon,  were  made  without  any  encouragement 
from  patenta;  and  it  vraa  only  small  iuren- 
tions  in  tho  making  of  sealing-wax,  great 
coats,  or  paletots,  that  seemed  to  require 
the  protection  of  a  patent.  Such  invcn- 
tioDi  as  these  of  paper,  of  glass,  of  print- 
ingf  were  all  made  without  the  stimulus  of 
patents.  A  n^rcatdeal  had  boon  said  in  that 
iiouse  about  the  monopoly  of  lundrnvjiera; 
but  he  thought  they  should  cany  uut  the 
principle  a  great  deal  further*  and  npply  it 
to  the  question  now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MACOREijOR  would  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  tho  Bill,  roBcrviiig  his 
objections  to  the  details  for  the  Committee. 
It  waa  disgraeefol  to  this  aa  e  commercial 
ooimtry  that  its  natent  laws  were  so  cum- 
brous, and  that  tlio  expenses  of  prncurinG: 
patenta  were  so  enormous.  la  this  respect 
we  eontrasted  trafbvonrablj  with  the  legis- 
lation of  France  and  of  tho  United  States. 
He  differed  altogctiior  v.ith  tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stoke-upou-Treut  (Mr.  Pkicardo)  ns 
to  the  principle  of  patents,  lie  denied  al- 
together that  a  patentee  was  a  monopolist. 
A  man  had  as  perfect  a  right  to  ownership 
in  the  production  f  fhis  own  intollect  as  to 
any  other  property  which  he  might  be  pos- 
acaaed  of.  He  further  believed  that  so- 
eiety  wonld  he  a  great  loser  hy  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  whole  principle  of  patents. 

Ma.  LABOUCIIEnE  would  not  have 
interfered  in  this  discu^ibion,  after  the  full 
and  Ineid  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General,  but  for  the  observations 
made  by  his  hon.  Friend  tlie  Member  for 
Sioke-iipnn  Trent.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
eompiainod  of  the  delay  in  the  introduction 
•fthiiBUL  He  was  dhdd,  looking  back  to 


the  manner  in  which  the  Session  had  been 
passed,  that  it  would  liave  received  but  a 
scanty  consideration  at  any  earlier  period. 
But  in  his  opinion  the  dday  had  been  advan- 
tageous; for  there  never  was  a  measure 
which  luul  been  marked  by  more  care  in  its 
preparation  and  arrangement.  A  most  un- 
objectionable Committee  of  the  other  House 
had  gone  into  a  most  complete  inquiry  in  re- 
f^anl  ti)  it ,  and  had  examined  those  witnesses 
who  were  the  most  capable  of  nffordincj 
extensive  and  accurate  information  on  tho 
subject.  It  waa  true  that  mao  memhera 
of  that  Committee,  among  others  his  noble 
Friend  and  Colleague  (Lord  Granville),  had 
come  to  the  same  conclusion  us  tliat  at 
which  tho  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ricardo) 
had  arrired,  namely,  thati  as  an  ahetraet 
question,  the  wholo  principle  of  the  Pa- 
tent Laws  was  false  and  erroneous;  hut» 
after  a  full  investigation,  tho  decision 
of  the  Committee  was,  that  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  opinion  in  Parliament  on  the 
mutter,  and  in  tho  present  condition  of 
the  patent  laws,  inflictin^^  serious  practical 
eviis  upon  tho  community,  it  waa  expo* 
dient  to  have  this  Billpassed  into  law  with 
the  utmost  speed.  He  (Mr.  Laboudhere) 
would  express  no  opinion  upon  the  ab.'stract 
question.  Ho  entertained  a  liigh  respect 
for  the  views  of  his  hoo.  Friend,  backed 
as  those  views  were  hy  such  eminent  an- 
thorities  ns  Mr.  Bmnel,  Mr.  Cubitt,  and 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  tho 
Master  of  the  Rolls.  But,  our  present 
Patent  Laws  being  a  reproach  to  the  lcgis> 
lature,  it  would  be  the  grossest  injnstioe  to 
the  public  not  to  attempt  an  alteration, 
and  to  wait  until  pe.blic  opinion  was  ripo 
for  such  a  sweeping  alteration  aa  that 
which  his  hon.  Friend  proposed.  There 
were  particular  reasons  to  he  found  in  the 
events  of  tho  present  year  in  favonr  of  this 
measin-e.  It  was  well  known  that  there 
was  a  large  number  of  valuable  inventions 
display!  d  in  the  Great  Eihihition — that 
these  inventions  had  been  provisiooaUy 
registered  by  their  ])roprietor8  for  one  year 
— and  that,  in  order  that  they  might  bo 
fully  protected,  they  would  have  to  ho 
again  registered  next  year,  as  the  law 
stood,  at  a  very  great  expense.  He 
thought  that  every  Member  of  the  House 
would  agroe  with  him  that  it  waa  but  fair  to 
provide  economical  facilities  for  the  protec- 
tion of  these  parties.  There  waa  another 
merit  in  the  IVill,  which  ought  greatly  to 
recommend  it.  It  took  tho  Colonies  al- 
together out  of  tho  scope  of  our  patent 
laws.  At  pnseiit  eolooial  legislatwea 
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oould  grnnt  patents,  and  the  couse<^ucHcc  faiilj  for  fourteea  ycura  for  an  InTentioa 
was.  that  i  atcAta  were  proeured  in  Eng-  whidi  tbej  could  never  have  got  bat  kg 


hmd  and  the  colonics  for  the  same  thing,  ,  the  inducement  of  the  patent,  the  whole 
jpndtii;]^  to  ;i  ilotihio  syptcm,  and  to  extreme  j  of  the  public  at  the  cml  of  the  fourteen 
litigation  and  confa:«ion.    A  remedy  for  ,  jears  being  eoablod  to  compete  on  equal 


ihii  eril  bad  long  been  wanted,  and  was 
now  sapplicd.  He  hoped  that  the  IIousc 
would  renieinher  tht'  outcry  which  was 
raised  for  such  a  Bill  as  this  at  the  hcgiu- 
ning  of  the  Session.  This  Bill  might  be 
defective,  but  at  any  rate  it  was  a  practical 
Btep  in  the  right  direction,  and  would  he 
attended  with  immonso  beneHte.  It  had 
received  the  approliation  of  many  hundreds 
of  persons  interested  in  patents,  and  such 
of  the  details  as  were  objectionable  could 
easily  be  remedied  in  Committee.  The  in- 
troduction of  this  liill  came  with  peculiar 
grace  from  his  bon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General*  wbo  wonid  be  deprived 
of  a  considerable  portion  of  bis  emolu- 
menta  by  it. 

SiH  De  lacy  EVANS  iravo  his  sanc- 
tion to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  would 
tberefore  vote  for  tbe  second  reading.  He 
did  not  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Stolvc-upon-Trent  ns  to  tho 
evil  arising  from  patents;  and  as  bis  hon. 
Friend  was  the  proprietor  of  about  fhirty* 
seven  patents,  he  ought,  in  consistency  with 
tho  argument  he  had  addressed  to  the 
House,  to  throw  them  all  np  and  present 
them  to  the  public. 

Kb.  ROUNDELL  FALMEB  tbought 
ihat  the  House  would  bave  approached  the 
considerntion  of  this  measure  under  more 
favourable  circumstances  if  it  had  been 


terms  with  tbe  inventor.   The  daas  wbo 

contributed  by  tlieir  ingenuity  and  tbeir 
inventive  genius  to  the  happines^s  of  man- 
kind were  a  special  class,  and  they  wrnl  l 
never  apply  their  minds  to  the  arts  auii 
sciences,  but  for  the  assnrance  wbich  they 
saw  in  the  patent  law  of  an  evcntoal  re* 
muneratin'T.  Tlic  Imu.  Member  for  Stote- 
upon-Trcui  bad  mentioned  eminent  per- 
sons who  had  been  distinguished  for  great 
inventtensr  but  who  bad  not  sought  tbe 
protection  of  patents.  Tho  hon.  Member 
said  that  the  inventors  of  small  things 
required  patents,  bat  that  the  inventors  of 
great  ana  nsefbl  things  never 
tents.  The  hon.  Member  went  very  fiv 
back,  Instancing;  old  inventions,  such  as 
those  of  pap*  1  and  glass.  But  let  the 
House  look  practically  at  modern  cxam> 
pies.  Was  ArkwT^fht  a  nseful  and  great 
inventor,  and  did  not  he  post^ss  a  patent  ? 
Did  not  Wheatstone  claim  to  be  placed 
among  the  great  inventors  ?  The  steam- 
engine  and  the  electric  telegraph  were 
patented  inventions,  and  the  stoeai  engine 
patents  had  been  productive  of  great  pro- 
iits  to  the  patentees,  while  no  oue  would 
combat  tbe  advantages  derived  by  the 
public.  Th^  might  ledk  to  matten  of  a 
much  smaller  character.  Macintosh,  wbi 
applied  India  rubber  to  the  arts  and  con- 
veniences of  life,  was  a  patentee.  The 


more  accurately  informed  as  to  the  exact  '  invention  of  gutta  pcrcha  was  patented, 
▼iews  of  tbe  parties  by  whom  it  was  in- 1  The  steam  screw  propeller  was  a  patented 

troduced,  upon  the  principle  of  the  patent !  invention.     He  might,  indeed,  say  that 


laws.  The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  had  intimated  an  opinion  that  the 

Erinciple  was  a  good  one;  but  the  right  „  „ 

on.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  who  had  devoted  their  whole  lives  to  tlMi 

of  Trade,  in  more  cautious  language  than  i  discoveries,  and  who  were  entitled  to  tbe 


nearlv  all  the  useful  inventions  of  later 
times  had  been  patented  inventions,  moat 
of  them  having  owedi  their  origin  to 


that  xiscd  by  a  noble  Lord  (Earl  Granville) 
in  another  place,  had  suggested  a  disbelief 
in  the  value  of  tbe  principle.  It  was, 
tberefore,  impossible  to  say  upon  what 
grouii  1  il  e  Governnjcnt  went  in  this  mea- 
sure, iiu  (Mr.  Palmer)  dissented  from 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke- 
upon-Trent  (Mr.  Ricardo),  and  assented  to 
the  view  taken  by  his  hon.  and  leanied 
Friend  the  Attorney  General.  It  was  as 
complete  a  fallacy  as  ever  was  uttered  to 
say,  that  the  grant  of  a  patent  was  the 
concession  of  a  monopoly  for  a  certain 
number  of  years,  to  tl-.c  jirejudice  of  the 
public.  The  public  was  only  asked  to  pay 
Mr,  Lahoucliere 


nio^t  ample  remuneration  through  their 
patents.  The  exceptions  confinued  the 
rule.  One  instance  of  an  unpatented  m* 
vention,  whereby  umlue  loos  had  se* 
crued  to  the  inventor,  he  coold  men- 
tion. The  liirhtning  rods  for  tibips,  from 
which  the  public  had  derived  enormous 
benefit,  were  invented  by  a  certab  coasti- 
tuent  of  his  (Mr.  Palmer's)  Sir  William 
Snow  Harris.  He  was  happy  to  far  thai 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  bad  recognised  tbe 
merits  of  William  Snow  Harris,  even  be. 
fore  the  invention  to  which  he  alluded. 
But  lie  did  trust  that  hi?  merits  would  be 
taken  into  cousideratioDa  and  xeceife  * 
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joit  reward;  but  as  yet  ho  had  obtained 
oo  remuneration  coromensurntc  with  the 
adranta^  he  had  conferred  upon  the  coiu- 
mmiitj  by  the  application  of  lightniDg  con- 
ductors to  ships.  Such  men  as  these  re- 
quired the  security  of  the  patent  laws  as  a 
stimulus,  and  without  that  stimulus  the 
arts  and  sciences  would  be  witiiout  the  im- 
pokm  wbieb  now  attended  ihem.  These 
being  his  opinions  in  favour  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  patents,  he  thought  that  the  Bill 
before  the  House  did  not  go  half  far 
enough.  If  the  principle  was  good,  why 
not  grapple  with  it  in  tlie  most  straight- 
forward way,  and  carry  it  out  legitimately  ? 
He  felt  no  alarm  at  a  prohahlo  imihiplicity 
of  patents.  He  did  not  seo  why  they  were 
not  to  deal  with  patents  as  vith  copyrights. 
The  author  of  a  literary  work  got  in  a 
simple  way  all  the  advantages  of  his  book, 
holding  exclusive  copyright  of  it.  The 
inventor  of  a  design  for  mauuiacturiDg 
purposes  registered  hia  design  for  6s,;  and 
if  the  design  was  now,  he  had  aU  the  h«ie- 
fit  of  t1io  novelty  for  a  cprtain  period. 
This  some  persons  called  monopoly;  but  it 
was  nothing  more  than  a  simple  equivalent 
for  the  exercise  of  ingenuity.  Copyright 
of  the  same  kind  was  extended  to  music, 
and  to  works  of  art  of  every  description. 
Why  not  deal  in  the  same  way  with  speci- 
flctttions  of  inrentions  for  which  patents" 
were  required  ?  Why  could  not  specifica- 
tirns  he  registered  for  5s.  as  well  as  de- 
b'vj^uc.  i  Nothing  was  gained  by  the  pro- 
cess which  this  Bill,  after  all,  would  only 
modify;  and  he  was  indeed  ashamed  that 
the  proposal  was  still  to  compel  an  expense 
of  1  /  to  an  inventor,  for  a  protection  for 
fourteen  years.  The  principle  was  that 
the  inventor  had  a  right  to  his  patent^it 
was  not  a  bargain;  and  why  was  he  not 
permitted  to  claim  this  right  in  the  short- 
est and  simplest  way  ?  A  patent  was  so 
much  waste  paper  if  the  thing  patented  was 
not  an  absolute  noTcltf.  iOl  the  expense 
might  be  incurred;  and  if  the  inrcntion 
was  not  new,  the  law  could  be  resorted  to 
by  previous  patentees.  An  invention,  at 
last,  must  Btand  upon  it»uwu  merits;  and 
be  wanted  to  know  why  it  might  not  stand 
on  its  own  merits  at  first,  to  the  avoidance 
of  nil  this  cost  i  There  might  be  frivolous 
patents  if  the  cost  were  done  away  with. 
But  the  principle  of  the  law  was  not  to 
inquire  whether  the  patent  was  frivolous, 
but  whether  it  was  new  and  useful  in  its  I 
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stances  he  would  not  offer  anj  opposition 

to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  wished  to  know 
from  what  source  the  Gommisaioners  who 
were  to  award  compensation  nnder  this 
Bill  were  to  he  paid  ?  As  to  the  necessity 
of  tlie  present  measure,  no  doubt  could  he 
entertained  about  it.  Ue  understood  there 
were  not  less  than  700  persons  waiting  to 
take  out  patents  under  the  cheaper  plan  to 
be  established  by  this  'Bil!. 

Mk.  MUNTZ  said,  he  had  been  for  some 
twenty  years  engaged  In  litigation  on  the 
subject  of  inventions;  he  felt  therefore 
competent  to  give  an  opinion  upon  this 
subject.  He  did  not  consider  fho  Patent 
Law  to  have  any  connnexton  wliatever  with 
a  monopoly.  It  was  a  sort  of  recompense 
to  a  man  for  his  ingenuity.  No  greater 
blow  could  be  strncl-  n gainst  the  inventive 
genius  of  this  country  than  by  the  abolition 
uf  the  law  of  patentii. 

Mb.  Alderman  SIDNEY  said,  that  one 

would  have  thought  from  the  speech  of  the 

hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  that 
they  were  giving  up  a  largo  proportion  of 
their  fees.  Now,  ho  did  not  think  that  in 
the  year  1852  there  would  be  fewer  patents 
taken  out  than  there  were  in  1847.  And 
in  the  latter  year  he  found  that  the  number 
of  patents  taken  out  in  England  was  498, 
in  Scotland  168,  and  in  Ireland  76,  which 
gave  a  gross  sum  of  S7,r)  IO{.  In  the  im- 
proved  state  of  the  \\\w  he  expected  that 
at  least  the  sanu  na:jibor  of  patents  would 
be  taken  out  xie\t  year,  aud  assuming 
that  they  were  to  be  had  at  the  redne«3 
cost  proposed  by  this  measure,  the  amoont 
would  be  not  87,640/.,  but,  when  complete, 
129,8502.  In  Conuuittce  he  would  be  pro- 
pared  to  move  amendments  which  would 
greatly  modify  the  fees.  He  thought  it  a 
great  hardship  that  an  inventor  should  havo 
to  pay  175^  for  a  patent  for  the  three 
kingdoms  for  fourteen  years,  when  on  the 
C<nitinent  it  could  he  had  at  a  veiy  dimin- 
ished rate  of  cost;  and  when  the  patent 
was  given  on  the  Continent,  the  patentee 
was  thoroughly  protected,  and  was  not,  as 
here,  obliged  in  many  cases  to  defend  his 
patent,  generally  at  a  ruinous  expense,  in 
a  Court  of  Law.  Ue  objected  also  to  the 
clause  which  prohibited  patents  for  inven- 
tions brought  from  abroad,  and  thought 
that  that  clause  would  require,  at  least,  to 
be  modified  in  Coinmlttcc 

The  SOLICITOR  GK.VKUAL  said,  the 


degree.  He  cumc,  therefore,  to  the  con-  *  hon.  Aldcnnau  luul  luisunderstood  the 
elusion  that  this  Bill  might  have  safely  1  operation  of  the  proposed  Bill,  and  ha^l  not 
gone  mudi  fbrtber;  bat  nnder  the  oiionm-  adTerted  to  the  not  that  the  new  loale  of 
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patents  was  to  be  a  grndnatcd  one.  The 
present  law  required  an  expense  of  up- 
wards of  300^  for  a  patent  for  t]ie  United 
Eingdom  for  fonrteen  years;  but  the  preaent 

Bill  proposed  that  a  patent  for  three  years 
for  the  three  kinjrdoms  should  be  grant- 
ed for  251.    He  believed  there  would  be  u 
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He  hoped  the  TTo\i?o  would  pass  this  Bill 
with  as  little  delay  &&  jpussible,  ai  he  had 
received  duly  eonnniiTneaUoiis  from  patent 
agents,  stating  that  tlielr  business  was  ea>. 

tirely  at  a  standstill  till  tlicy  saw  how  the 
TTouso  disposed  of  this  measure.  He  migbt 
tato  that  500  persons  bad  taken  advan- 


greatly  inereased  nnmber  of  patents  taken  tage  of  the  Aet  pused  last  ^enr  for  the 

out  at  that  sum;  and  tko  advantage  of  fix-  protection  of  inventions  placed  intlie  Qmt 

ing  such  a  period  for  a  patent  was,  that  in  Exhibition.  Of  course  all  these  persons 
the  cour.so  of  three  years  tho  inventor  would  nnt  apply  for  patents.  They  would 
would  be  enabled  to  ascertain  whether  his  have  karut-d  irom  the  ExhiLiiiuu  itself, 
patent  was  worth  keeping,  or  whether  by  |  that,  In  many  casoi*  what  they  supposed 
that  time  it  had  not  been  superseded  by  :  wore  their  owninventaone  had  already  been 


some  <it!i.-r  invention.  He  holiovcd  that  a 
groat  number  of  these  patents,  however 
useful  they  might  be  at  first,  would  be 
praottoally  useless  at  the  end  of  three 
years;  and  that  a  eonsiderably  diminished 
number  of  patent.^  would  he  renewed  for 
another  period  of  years,  which  tho  Bill  aU 
lowed  at  a  cost  of  501. ,  thus  making  a  cost 
of  752,  for  a  patent  for  seven  yi  ai  s.  As 
they  thus  proceeded  siftingthe  chaif,  as  he 
might  say,  from  the  wheat,  it  Avould  bo 
found  that  at  tltu  end  of  seven  years  a 
Tory  small  nu|nher  of  patents,  and  those 
only  die  really  important  ones,  wonld  he 
renewed  for  another  period  of  seven  yeora; 
and  it  was  on  these  t!iat  tho  heavy  ex- 
penses fell.  Somcthiiig  had  been  said 
about  tho  emoluments  reaped  by  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  from  the  conferring 
of  patents;  and  the  lion.  Member  for  Staf- 
ford (Mr.  Alderman  iSidiiey)  bad  talked  as 
if  the  whole  of  the  80,0001.  or  90.000/. 
that  was  received  from  patentees  went  to 


anticipated  by  others;  and  tliat,  he  thought, 
was  au  important  advantage,  not  only  of 
the  Exhibition,  but  of  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  which  protected  inventions  for  nx 
months  after  tho  specifications  were  pub* 
lished  before  the  patent  was  secured. 

Ma.  WAKLEY  was  not  quite  satisfied 
that  the  law  here  proposed  would  he  the 
best  that  could  be  adopted.  He  agreed 
with  the  lion,  and  learned  At'r  iney  Gene- 
ral that  it  was  most  important  to  protect 
inventions,  as  it  would  tend  to  give  a 
stimulus  to  inventors.  He  thonght  the 
law  of  oopyright  and  of  patent  ought  to 
be  the  same.  He  could  not  understand 
tho  difference  between  the  two  cases.  Ho 
saw  no  reason  why  a  man  who  invented  a 
piece  of  machinery  should  not  he  proteoted 
for  the  sanio  term  as  a  man  who  bad  writ* 
ten  a  work.  This  Bill  was  by  no  moans 
simple.  Ho  trembled  at  tho  words  *'  a 
Board  of  Bxaminers."  They  carried  sn 
their  proceedings  in  secret,  and  he  thonght 


the  law  officers;  but  he  must  state  that  a  j  it  wouhl  be  better  to  refer  the  thing  to  one 


large  proportion  of  the  e.\[ien8e8  went  for 


niaji,  who  .«liouUl  give  hi.s  d'^ei-sjon  nn«l  bis 


on  a 


stamps,  and  a  large  portion  to  the  Con-  reasons  for  it  in  public.  The  lioard  might 
aolidated  Fund;  and  out  of  the  109/.  that  he  divided  bto  departments,  and  the  hesd 
was  now  exacted  as  the  price  of  an  Bnglish  of  each  department  give  his  decision  and 
patent,  not  more  than  9i.  orlO?.  went  to  his  reasons  for  that  decision  in  public* 
tho  law  officers,  Tho  hon.  and  learned  Unless  this  were  done,  the  greatest  injus- 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  R.  Palmer)  i  tice  would  ensue.  In  this  matter  there 
stated,  that  patents  might  be  granted  like  |  was  no  staunoher  protectionist  in  the  Honae 
oopynghts  or  the  registration  of  designs, :  than  himself.  What  did  the  public  do  for 
f'_'e  of  five  shillings,  or  ten  shillings;  ]  invcntor.s  ?  They  often  treated  them  with 

scandalous  neglect.  What  was  done  far 
Harvey  or  for  Jenncr,  in  his  own  profwh 
sionf  Jenner*s  fomily  were  ahsoluwyui 
want;  there  wero  no  monuments  to  his 
memory,  and  his  name  was  almost  unkno'^n 
in  this  country.  The  inventor  waseotuicil 
to  a  vested  right  in  hit  invention. 
BiUread2^ 

EMIGRATION  ADVAN'CES,  DISTRESSED 
DISTRICTS  (SCOTLAND)  BIU. 
Order  for  Committee  nnd. 


but  he  must  slate,  as  the  result  of  his  in 
quiriea,  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  make 
patents  cheap,  or  to  pass  them  without  ex* 
amination;  and  ho  might  mention,  as  an 
instance  of  the  evil  effects  of  (hmg  po,  the 
case  of  a  person  who  took  out  a  patent  re- 
specting hack  cahs,  not  hecanse  he  had 
really  made  any  positive  invention,  but  that 
he  might  afterwards  goahont  annoying  the 
Tmfortunate  cab-drivers,  telling  them  that 
they  had  pirated  his  invention,  and  so  extort- 
ing from  diom  tea  to  twenty  sbUlings  a  head. 
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brought  forward  the  prcscut  measure,  and 
also  for  the  gemrine  sympnthj  which  thej 


Hou&e  in  Oomiuittee. 
CUust  1. 

Hb.  SHARMAN  CRAWFORD  wished 
to  call  tlic  attention  of  the  House  tn  tho 
^reat  distress  existing  in  the  Highlauds  of 
Scotland,  and  would  suggest  that  some 
niMiaro  shouU  bo  iotr^nood  •imilar  to 
that  which  luA  boen  poBied  with  mpaot 
to  Ireland. 

Mb.  J.  STUART  said,  that  a  system  of 
Iflgialation  bad  been  introduoocl  with  ra- 
gard  to  Irdand  alone,  whicli  ought  to  be 
luoro  gonerally  applied.  Ho  lii;;hly  ap- 
proved of  the  principle  of  this  Bill.  With 
reference  to  the  distress  to  whicli  it  was 
itttonded  to  apply,  a  great  portion  of  that 
durtress  wns  in  the  Western  Isles,  in  which 
some  of  the  estates  were  in  the  hands 
either  of  infants  or  of  other  parties  not 
prcciael?  of  the  denomination  of  owners. 
He  would  snggeit  tbat>  on  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  BiTl,  an  Interpretation  Clause 
should  bo  added  to  it,  showing  how  its 
provisions  would  apply  to  such  cases.  He 
wished  to  oaU  to  the  recollection  of  the 
Committee  a  petition  he  had  preaented, 
during  the  present  Session,  from  a  gentle- 
man of  the  name  of  Martin,  a  most  intelli- 
gent proprietor  in  Skye,  in  which,  with 
reference  to  the  mode  of  repayment  of  the 
advances  for  emigration  from  we  distressed 
districts  in  Scotland,  it  was  rcfotnTncnded 
that  some  pecurity  for  such  repayment 
should  bo  taken  ou  tho  lauds  aasigued  to 


had  at  all  times  manifeated  in  the  sufFcr- 

insfs  of  the  destitute  poor  in  the  Highlands 
and  Islands  of  Scotland.  He  approved  of 
the  Bill,  and  would  give  it  his  unhesitating 
support;  but  he  hoped  that  the  Govern* 
ment  would  next  Session  take  into  consid- 
eration the  practicability  of  introducing 
some  alterations  in  the  law  of  entail,  and 
some  modifications  of  the  rdations  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant,  which  would 
supersede  the  necessity  of  emigration — a 
step  to  \vl)ip!\  the  Highlander  was  known 
to  entertam  liie  strongest  objection. 

Ma.  MAGGRE60R  said,  that  it  was 
not  easy  to  got  the  inhabitants  to  leare 
their  native  place;  but  when  at  the  close 
of  the  American  war  some  of  them  cmi- 
grated  to  the  banks  of  the  St.  Lawrence, 
they  and  theur  deeeendants  beeame  a 
thriving,  and  even  a  wealthy  population, 
and  a  great  benefit  to  the  colony.  If  they 
now  got  land  at  a  cheap  rate  in  the  west 
of  Newfoundland,  where  a  good  deal  of  fish 
was  to  be  had,  he  thought  they  would 
greatly  benefit  that  colony  as  well  aa  imi 
prove  their  own  condition. 

Ma.  WAKLKY  should  liko  to  know 
how  the  emigration  ttf  the  bone  and  musda 
of  these  districts  could  at  tho  same  time 
improve  the  colony  to  which  these  poor 
l)e(>plo  were  sent,  and  the  owners  uf  pro- 
perty in  the  IlighlanUs  and  Islands  of 


the  emigrants  in  the  oolonies  to  wbioh  they  Scotland,  from  whieh  they  were  sent.  He 
might  transfer  themselves.    He  thanked  '  thought  this  mc.isuro  would  afford  only  a 

the  Government  for  having  taken  up  this  [  partial  and  insufiicicnt  remedy  for  the  dis- 


subject,  and  hoped  the  poiuta  to  which  he 
had  referred  would  engage  their  attention. 

The  CHANOSLLOR  op  thi  EXCHE- 
QUER could  assure  tho  hen.  and  learned 

Gentleman  that  ho  had  listened  with  in- 
terest to  tho  suggestions  ho  had  thrown 


tress  which  existed,  and  that  it  would  lay 
the  foundation  for  still  greater  misery. 
When  there  M-ere  hundreds  of  thousands 

of  acres  required  for  grouse  and  deer,  the 

poor  people  must  have  .short  commons.  He 
thought  that  an  efficient  Poor  Law  would 


•nt.   Ko  doubt  the  dtstresa  in  many  parts  j  be  the  best  mode  of  making  the  owners  of 

ef  the  Highlands  was  deplorable;  but  ho  '  land  find  employment  for  the  poor. 


vras  of  opinion  that  it  was  not  at  all  B(j 
d:<  l  it  i!  as  it  hsid  hrca  represented  by 
some  intuic.>it.U  puruu^i.  It  was,  however, 
Sttffioiently  aggravated  to  warrant  the  in- 
troductiou  of  such  a  Bill  as  tho  present; 
and  ho  was  happy  to  find  that  the  measure 


Mk.  J.  STUAUT  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  acquainted  with  tho 
oouditiou  of  s«>ciety  in  ihaao  lucahtius;  if 
he  were,  he  would  not  speak  as  he  did. 

Mr.  HENLET  was  apprehensive  that 
the  position  of  the  incumbrancers  might  be 


had  met  tho  approbation  of  the  hon.  and  prejudiced  by  the  contemplated  advances, 

learned  Member  for  Newark,  whoso  sug.  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 

geattons  for  its  improvement  in  matters  of  QU£R  considered  that  the  seeuritv  of  tho 

minor  detail  should  be  attentively  consid-  incumbrancers  would  be  improved  in  pro« 


ered.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the  works 
eontomplated  by  the  Bill  would  ho  attend- 
ed wiA  advantogeoos  reaolta. 

Mr.  cowan  begged  to  offer  his  cor- 
'  thanka  to  the  QoTenmient  for  having 


portion  to  the  improvement  of  the  estate. 

Clause  agreed  to : — as  woro  the  remain- 
ing dauaoB. 
House  resumed. 

Bill  ngpoHsii  without  Amendment. 


Digitized  by  Google 


1551      Aleiropolitan  Interment      { COMMONS f 

METEOPOLITAN  LMEimENT  (AD. 
VAxXCES)  lilLL. 

Order  of  Committee  read. 

House  in  CotmaHtoe. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tbb  EXCHE- 
QUER )if^  could  not  expect  the  samo 
concurrcDce  as  on  the  last  measure  which 
]iail  been  undur  cousidetation  ;  but  the 
Bnbject  ires  one  of  great  difficulty,  in 
whatever  a^jpoct  it  was  viewed.  The  pro- 
posal bo  bad  to  make  was,  lie  thonijbt, 
the  least  obiectionablo  that  could  be  sug- 
gested, and  would  leave  Parliament  in 
another  Session  to  deal  more  satisfactorily 
with  the  subject  than  it  could  be  dealt 
with  in  the  present.  He  wished  to  state 
the  whole  difficulty.  The  House  would  re- 
member that  in  eonsequeneeof  reporto  which 
made  known  the  disgraceful  state  of  many 
burial  grounds  in  this  metropolis,  nn  Act 
of  Parliament  passed,  vcstini^  in  the  Board 
of  Health  the  charge  of  providing  inter- 
ment for  persons  dying  within  a  certain 
distance.  The  Honse  was  also  in  posses- 
sion of  a  report  from  the  Board  of  Health 
stating  their  views;  and  it  might  be  re- 
membered that  what  they  thought  indis- 
pensable wa8»  that  they  should  be  con- 
stituted a  permanent  body,  and  should 
have,  practically,  a  monopoly  of  burials, 
receiving  a  fee  for  every  person  dying 
in  the  metropditan  ^s^ct.  The  Act  pro< 
vided  only  for  the  temporary  duration  of 
the  Board,  and  did  not  give  them  the  com- 
plete ]io\ver  which  was  considerod  neces- 
sary to  insure  adequate  provision  being 
made  for  effecting  the  object  in  view.  Till 
recently  there  seemed  no  reason  to  doubt 
that  the  Board  of  Ifoalth  would  be  able 
to  carry  out  the  inteutioiis  of  the  Act. 
They  thought  it  necessary  that  they  should 
he  in  possession  of  all  the  bnrtal  grounds 
in  the  metropolitan  district,  and  they  ap* 
plied  to  the  Treasury,  without  whose  sanc- 
tion they  could  uot  proceed,  for  powers  to 
purchase  all  these  cemeteries.  The  Trea- 
sury thought  that  was  going  faster  than 
was  expedient,  and  ho  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  refused  his  permission. 
But  it  seemed  that  the  possession  of  one 
or  two  cemeteries  would  enable  them  to 
close  the  graveyards  in  the  metropolis, 
and  enable  tlioso  whose  graveyards  were 
closed  to  obtain  burying  ground^.  There 
appeared  to  be  not  tho  least  doubt  that 
the  Board  of  Health  would  be  enabled  to 
obtl^tt  from  some  of  the  <rreat  insurance 
eompanics  tb^  loan  of  tlic  pum  thcv  might 
require.  Most  positive  assurances  were 
given  by  those  companies,  who  expressed 
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their  readiness  to  lend  money  to  tho  ex- 
tent of  100,000/.    The  Board  were  au- 
thorised to  ongago  in  negotiations  for  the 
purehaie  of  one  or  two  oemtteriea;  and, 
nnding  they  could  not  come  to  a  Tolnntary 
agreement  with  the  partie«i  concerned  in 
these,  the  necessary  notices  were  given 
with  reference  to  the  Brompton  and  Nun- 
head  cemeteries,  and  the  matter  aobmitted 
to  arbitratioii.   Tho  question  as  to  the  sum 
to  bo  paid  wns  pending  before  the  arbiter, 
and  on  his  award  the  transaction  would  be 
complete.    On  the  closing  of  graveyards, 
in  consequence,  compensation  to  chordi- 
wardens  and  others  would  become  due.  as 
well  as  the  interest  of  the  money  borrowed 
for  the  purchase  of  the  cemeteriea.    It  ap- 
peared, however,  eventually,  lliat  unless 
the  Board  of  Health  eould  obtain  the  cha- 
racter of  permanence  and  the  monnpniv  of 
the  burials,  they  could  uot  give  sucii  se- 
curity as  would  induce  the  insurance  com- 
panies, or  other  great  bodies,  to  lend  die 
money  necessary  to  eariy  out  tbo  Act  of 
last  Session.    He  very  much  doubted  whe- 
ther the  House  of  Commons  would  be  in- 
clined to  confer  those  powers ;  and  the 
question  was  one  of  so  great  importance 
that  it  would  be  neither  proper  nor  fair  to 
malce  a  proposition  to  that  effect  at  this 
period  of  the  Session.    Under  these  dr- 
emastanees,  then,  what  wis  it  poesible  Iq 
do  ?    For  in  execution  of  tiie  Act  of  Per- 
liaraent  the  Board  proceeded  to  negotiate 
for  tho  purchase  of  these  two  cemeteries; 
and  unless  they  had  the  means  at  their 
disposal  for  paying  the  snm  which  m^jiil 
be  awarded,  great  injustice  would  be  done 
to  the  cemetery  companies  with  whom  ne- 
gotiations had  been  hold,  and  the  whole 
Act  would  be  reduced  to  &  dead  Ictt^. 
There  might  be  reasons  in  another  S^ession 
for  de|iriTiiig  the  Board  of  Health  of  its 
executive  powers,  and  reducing  its  powers 
to  those  of  a  Board  of  Control,  throwing 
either  on  the  parishes  or  on  districts,  or 
on  parties,  the  charge  of  providing  die 
means  of  burial  elsewhere.    It  was  utterly 
impossible,  however,  to  pass  an  Act  of 
that  kind  during  the  present  Session. 
What  was  the  conrse,  then,  which  met  the 
existing  difficulty  in  the  readiest  mode? 
To  meet  that  difficulty,  the  difficulty  of 
finding  the  Tn^^nns  for  paying  f'ir  these  two 
cemeteries  witii  which   uc;;uuuuona  hsi 
been  commenced  (and  no  ratnre  Kabilitf, 
no  liability  of  any  kind  would  he  incurred 
besides  that  to  which  tho  Government  were 
pledged  by  tho  proceedings  before  the 
arbiter),  he  must  take  an  outline  esttiialie* 
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TIm  proposal,  diOT^bfe.  vbieh  ho  believed 
beet,  was,  that  the  Treasury  kIiouIJ  be 
allowed  to  advance  to  the  Board  of  Ilealth 
the  means  of  paying  what  sum  might  be 
awarded  for  the  purchase  of  the  two  ccmo- 
torie*  he  had  mentioned,  that  no  fnriher 
expense  of  any  kind  should  be  incurred, 
and  that  tho  whole  question  beyond  the 
purchase  ol  those  two  cemeteries  should  be 
left  open  to  Parliament  for  decision  in  an- 
otiber  Seidoa.  If  tiiet  ootine  were  not 
followed,  there  would  bo  no  means  what- 
ever of  excluding  burial  grounds  from  the 
metropolis.  He  would  take  a  vote  for 
137,UU0/.,  whjoh  he  belioted  would  be 
coDsiderably  more  than  would  be  required; 
but  he  must,  of  course,  have  tbo  means  of 
paying  the  award  of  the  arbitrator,  what- 
ever that  might  be. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put — 

•*  That  proviaion  bo  made,  out  of  tho  Consoli- 
datod  Fuiui  of  the  United  Kirigdoivi  of  Groat  Bri- 
tain and  In  lrxnd,  ioe  tl>o  Advance,  by  way  of 
Loan,  of  such  sum,  not  exceeding  in  the  whole  tho 
Bom  of  137,000/.,  asmay  benecMsary  for  the  pur- 
poses of  ihe  Geneml  Boaril  of  Health,  pursuant  to 
the  Act  of  the  thirteenth  and  fourteenth  years  of 
liar  prewnt  Majo«ty.  chapter  62,  Xb»  Metropoli- 
tan Interments  Act,  I860.** 

Sir  benjamin  HALL  thought  the 
inhabitants  of  the  metropolis  had  reason 

to  complain  that  Ics^islation  affecting  their 
interests  was  proposed  so  late  in  the  Ses- 
sion. The  Board  of  Health  ought  long 
b^ire  to  have  known  that  thej  were  not 
in  a  condition,  under  tho  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  to  obtain  the  sums  of 
money  they  required.  There  would  not  be 
objection  to  tho  expenditure  of  14,8o0^.  dur- 
ing laet  year  had  the  pubfie  been  benefited, 
but  they  had  no  knowledge  of  any  good 
•which  had  resulted  from  tho  proccedinj'^ 
of  that  irresponsible  body.  There  was  so 
much  distrust  of  the  Board  of  Health  in 
tbe  metropolis,  that  they  would  not  feel 
disposed  to  cnahlc  the  right  hoii.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  advance  this 
money  to  be  expended  under  the  manage* 
ment  of  *  body  which  was  irresponsible, 
and  ftwn  whieh  no  good  bad  been  seen  to 
arise.  If  it  was  necessary  to  raise  this 
sum,  they  had  the  power  to  low  a  rate  of  a 
penny  in  the  pound  upon  the  paiibhes;  but 
they  did  not  do  this  beoause  they  knew 
there  would  be  a  general  outcry  against  it. 
Ho  had  rather  sacrifice  a  sum  of  money  to 
the  cemetery  companies  as  forfeit,  than 
advance  this  money  to  the  Board  of 
Health.  But  tbey  lind  no  evidence  to 
show  that  these  negotiations  had  gone  so 
£ur  that  it  would  be  necessary  either  to 


complete  them  or  pay  forfeit  He  did  not 
impute  blame  to  the  right  hon.  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer,  who,  he  believed,  had 
110  knowledge  of  the  proceedings.  He 
thought  the  vote  ought  to  be  postponed. 
There  was  a  Committee  sitting  npetairSf 
on  a  most  important  subject  a^cting  the 
metropolis;  but,  judging  from  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee,  as  ■well  as 
from  statements  in  the  public  journals,  it 
seemed  not  improbable  taat  thoy  might  re« 
commend  an  amalgamadon  of  such  a  kind 
as  would  place  under  some  control  various 
subjects  relating  to  the  metropolis;  tor  in< 
stance,  interments,  water,  and  sewers. 

Mil.  WAKLST  said,  that  notwithstand- 
ing the  energy  with  which  the  Metropoli* 
tan  Cemeteries  Act  had  been  pressed 
through  tho  House,  yet  the  old  practices 
prevailed;  and  it  was  not  known  what  the 
Board  hod  done.  The  Brompton  Cenie^ 
tery  was  almost  in  the  metropolis,  hv'ivi; 
only  about  two  miles  from  Hyde  Taik 
Corner,  yet  the  object  of  the  Act  was  to 
provide  that  interments  should  take  place 
at  a  distance  from  the  nietropolis.  Tbd 
whole  plan  of  the  Board  of  Health  ap- 
peared crudo  and  irregular;  nothing  was 
oorreetly  defined,  nothing  duly  arranged. 
Something  effectual  might  surely  be  done 
this  Session.  A  Bill  might  bo  passed  to 
prevent  intramural  interments  after  ojio 
year.  That  might  bo  done  next  week. 
The  parishes  would  immedmtely  make  tiie 
requisite  arrangements  for  interments.  No 
explanation  had  been  given  as  to  the  in- 
comes of  the  cemeteries  on  account  of  ' 
which  the  advances  were  sought. 

Colonel  CHATTBRTON  :  Sir,  I  beg 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
2,000  acres  of  land  at  Woking-comni(»n, 
which  Lave  been  obtaiaed  by  the  abovo 
company,  whose  f«titton  I  presented.  I 
am  convinced  that  if  they  avail  tbemsdvet 
of  the  facilities  presented  by  tho  company, 
whose  site  pu.ssessed  all  the  requirements 
of  tho  Board  of  Health,  and  the  purchase 
money  for  which  was  only  57,(hX)2.,  1^ 
arrangements  for  extramural  interments 
would  be  so  cheap  as  to  render  the  lavish 
expenditure  contemplated  by  the  grant 
wholly  ujmccessary. 

Mb.  JACOB  BEIili  understood  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  the  owners  to 
soil  tlie  field  referred  to  in  the  meantime. 
He  should  be  exceedingly  sorry  to  see  tho 
system  eommemsed  of  uio  Board  of  Health 
taking  possession  of  graveyards,  and  he 
trusted  no  nionoy  woiild  bo  giren  by  the 
House  for  such  a  purpo&c 
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LoBD  JOHN  RUSSELL  wisliea  to  hear 
•ome  hot).  Gentleman  point  out  a  practical 
mode  of  getting  rid  of  tin;  difficulty.  The 
Committee  should  boar  in  mind  the  possi- 
bility uf  liomo  serious  euiilemic  coining 
upon  them*  when  it  would  oe  neoeasary,  as 
a  matter  of  safety,  to  elose  many  of  the 
grflvcvnrds.  In  that  case,  tmless  other 
and  convenient  burying  places  were  within 
ordinary  reach,  tlie  consequences  to  the 
poor  wottld  be  very  serious.  It  might  be 
no  inconvenience  for  the  rich,  who  eould 
afford  to  go  to  a  £rrcat  distance,  or  in  the 
esAO  of  paupers  buried  at  the  expense  of 
the  parish;  hut  what  would  become  of  the 
pwrer  portions  of  the  community,  belong- 
ing to  neither  of  these  classe.s  ?  The  ^fe 
tropoHtnn  Interment  Act  provided,  fh** 
when  any  graveyard  was  closed  by  an 
Order  in  Council,  there  should  be  some 
other  cemetery  put  in  possession  of  the 
Board.  It  was  clear,  therefore,  that  they 
could  not  shut  up  the  present  graveyards, 
whatever  might  dc  the  evils  arising  fruui 
them,  unless  that  part  of  the  Act  was  fol 
lowed  out.  With  regard  to  the  Board  of 
Health,  the  original  proposal  was  that 
there  should  be  a  new  Board  constituted 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  the  Act  into 
effect,  oat  the  Government  did  not  think 
it  right  to  make  such  new  board,  with  new 
machinery,  and  therefore  they  proposed 
that  the  iioard  of  Health  should  bo  iii- 
imsted  with  the  execution  of  the  Act. 
This  was  agreed  to;  but  previously  the 
HotiBO  was  of  opinion  that  n  separate 
board  ought  to  bavo  been  established  for 
that  purpose. 

Mr.  bright  said,  tlie  noble  Lord 
■poke  of  the  possibility  of  an  epidemic 
coming  npon  (hem,  and  tlien  nsked  what 
the  poor  would  do  when  interments  had  to 
take  place  at  a  great  distance  from  towns  ? 
But  the  noble  Lord  forgot  that  the  Board 
of  Health's  graveyards  would  be  more  dis- 
tant than  any  now  in  existence.  The  Bill 
before  the  House  gave  power  to  buy 
all  the  cemeteries  in  and  about  London, 
and  to  leave  the  uianairetuent  in  the  hands 
of  the  Board  of  Health;  but  ho  hoped 
I'arlianient  would  hesitate  before  it  grant- 
ed any  such  powers.  It.  would  bo  much 
better  to  pay  the  forfeit  incurred  by  not 
ooncluding  the  negotiations,  than  to  vote 
away  this  large  sum  of  137,000/.  It  was 
quite  ridiculous  to  leave  tho  working  out 
of  a  great  scheme  like  this  in  the  hands  of 
the  Board  of  Health,  which  was  composed 
of  tho  Earl  of  Shaftesbury,  Mr.  Chadwick, 
ftad  Dr.  Southwood  Smith.    Men  like 


these  might  make  very  valuable  siiggei- 

tioim  on  sanitary  subjects,  but  it  didlMit 
f(jllow  that  they  had  thr  qualiBcations  re- 
(juisite  for  carrying  tlieni  out.  Enthusiasts 
ou  tho  subject  uf  bauitary  reform  wore  not 
exactly  the  men  best  iltted  to  work  est 
their  own  suggestions.  The  noUe  Lord, 
therefore,  ^lifiild  adopt  some  mode  hr 
which  these  sanitary  schemes  would  be 
placed  under  representative  control.  There 
was  no  end  to  the  expense  of  bowrds  like 
the  present,  and  they  uniformly  led  to  all 
kinds  of  jobbing.  lie  suggested  that  they 
should  leave  matters  as  they  now  were, 
and  that  next  year  the  Government  should 
come  forward  with  some  fitting  and  com- 
prehensive seheme  of  management. 

Mk.  FOKSTKII  said,  he^had  lived  fortj 
years  in  London,  and  nothing  had  given 
him  more  pain  or  disgust  than  tho  stats  cf 
the  graveyards. 

^Ir.  TIENLEY  wished  to  know  what 
advantage  they  had  got  from  the  Bill  so 
hooiily  passed  labt  Sesaiuu,  when  the  right 
hott.  Oliancdlor  of  the  Sxehequor  was  ob- 
liged to  oomedo^vn  and  ask  for  137,000Lt 
It  was  qnite  evident  that  nobody  hod  any 
cuntidencu  in  the  maua&cment  now  gtNiig 
on;  then,  what  was  the  nnrry  for  so  nra^ 
money  ?  What  was  to  prevent  the  Boanl 
of  Health  renting  sufficient  ground  for  in- 
terment pnrpcBos,  shonld  we,  unfortunately, 
bo  afiiictcd  with  cholera,  or  some  other  epi- 
domic  ?  He  saw  no  neecssity*  ther^ire, 
for  the  present  advance. 

Loud  .Sl'.YMOrU  f-aid.  If  tho  Aet  of 
last  year  was  to  lu!  earried  out,  it  was 
nccesisary  that  burying  grounds  should  bo 
mvvided.  If,  however,  the  OommittM 
did  not  wish  to  carry  out  the  Act  of  lait 
Session,  then,  of  course,  they  would  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  additional  places  of 
interment  were  not  necessary. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  then  UM 
so  great  a  desire  in  the  metropolis  to  close 
the  graveyards,  that  there  wonld  be  no 
objection  to  voting  an^  sum  of  money  to 
purchase  ground,  provided  a  proper  tyi* 
tcm  was  eidopted.  No  necessity  IumI  bem 
.-hown  for  purchasing  the  (wo  ccmetenM 
mentioned  by  tho  right  hon.  C'iiancellor  of 
tho  Exchequer,  aud  he  must  characterise 
it  as  a  job.  What  they  wanted  wss  a 
ooraprohenslvo  seheme  ibr  dosing  all  the 
graveyards. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHB- 
QLEil  said,  tho  hon.  (jentlomsn  wss 
ready  to  vote  any  sum  of  money  to  ckne 
the  graveyards.  Ho  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  £2«he^uer)  prcpoted  to  buy  two  esuie- 
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tertes  in  order  to  carry  out  that  object, 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  refiwed  the  money. 
If  he  was  enabled  to  bnj  a  eeinetery,  he 
C<mld  close  all  the  graveyards  ;  if  he  did 
not  get  a  oemetery»  he  eould  not  close 


Mb.  D'ETNOOURT  had  bad  eomnrani- 
cations  from  his  constiturata  within  the 


Member  moved  that  nothing  should  be 
done  for  another  year. 
Mr.  REYNOLDS  sa!d»  it#as  bardljfldr 

for  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  tnunt  him  in  the  early  part  of 
the  evening  witli  impeding  the  publie  busi- 
ness, conttdering  that  at  that  hour  (half-post 
twelve)  the  House  had  only  got  into  Corn- 


last  few  days,  in  which  tliey  expressed  tlie  i  mitiot!  on  tlie  ^rctrojxdltau  Tiitermcnt  Bill, 
greatest  nnxiety  lost  tbc  meny^uro  of  last  j  The  Coimaittce  divided  :'—A.je9  50  J 
^  year  should  be  altogether  abandoned  ;  and  Noes  2G  :  Majority  24. 


Be  feared,  if  the  Committee  nejifatived  the 
Motion  of  tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
it  wotild  nppear  to  the  people  of  tlic  metro- 
polis that  the  measure  was  entirely  aban- 
doned. He  should,  therefore,  support  the 
proposition  of  the  Goremment. 

Mr.  LOCKE  understood  the  only  object 
for  which  the  money  was  required  was  to 
get  rid  of  the  ditficulty  into  which  the 
Bend  of  Health  had  been  led. 

LoHD  JOHN  KUSSELL  said,  the 
great  difficulty  was,  how  tlicy  could  shut 
npany  of  the  crravoyards  without  a  vote  of 
this  kind.  They  did  not  agree  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which  tbe  Board  of  Health  had 
carried  their  plan,  namely,  that  the  whole 
of  the  i^ftveyards  of  the  metropolis  should 
be  shut  up  ;  but,  so  far  as  their  plan  pro- 
posed that  the  graveyards  in  the  crowded 
parte  of  the  metropolis  shonld  be  shut  up, 
they  agreed  with  the  Board  of  Health. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  would  a?k  if  they  could 
not  mako  arrangements  with  a  cemetery 
•ompauy,  and  then  direct  the  parties  in  a 
pariah  to  apply  to  that  cemetery  company  ? 
If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  got 
tbe  Vote,  he  shoidd  bring  in  a  Bill  to  ap- 
ply it,  and  he  might  introduco  a  Clause 
empowering  the  Bmrd  of  Health,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  to  close  nny  church 


Mb.  REYNOLDS  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  Vote  as  most  profligate.  This 

was  a  Vote  from  the  Consolidated  Fund 
to  provide  cemeteries  for  the  richest  me- 
tropolis in  the  world,  whilst  every  other 
city  was  left  to  provide  for  itself.  There 
wad  a  talk  of  a  Id.  rate  ;  but  nobody  be- 
lieved that  that  would  ever  he  available. 
The  House  of  Commons  had  refused 
money  this  Session  for  charitable  institu- 
tions in  Ireland  ;  and  he  hoped  that  this 
improper  application  of  public  fundi  WOtlld 
not  pass  unobserved. 

The  House  resumed. 

The  Hoaae  adjourned  at  half  after  Ojie* 
o'clock. 
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Ileportt  d BatieneA  Park  Amendment  and 

Extrnsion. 

3"  Connoliiiateii  Fund  (Appropriation) ;  Repre- 
■antstive  P«en  Ibr  SeotUuid. 


IMPROVEMENT  OF  TOWNS  (IKELA-Ni)) 
BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Sir  ROBERT  FERGUSOK  laid,  he 

wished  to  nsk  whether  the  OovernmoTif  had 
yard  where  it  seemed  absolutely  necessnrv  i  any  intention  of  passing  this  Bill  iu  the  pre- 
todo  HO.  lie  buliovcd  this  to  be  an  ruiaut  |  sent  Sos&ion?  If  they  had  not  that  intcn- 
isb,  and  he  should  be  fmling  in  his  duty  if  tion.  he  hoped  that  the  time  of  tlie  Honso 
he  t"  ■ 


le  did  not  protest  against  it. 

Thr  CH  AiNCELLOR  of  the  EXCIIE- 
Qtiiii  said,  they  could  not  pass  a  Bill  for 
closing  tlie  graveyards  without  providing 
compensation. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  said,  a  year  ago  full 
powpi-  wan  given  to  raise  money  to  provide 
exLramurai  interments,  and  notwithstand- 
ing that,  nothing  had  been  done.  He 
thought  the  best  way  of  getting  out  of  the 
difficulty  woi:1l  be  to  mOTO  that  the 
Chairman  report  progress. 

Lord  JOUN  KUSSELL  said,  the  hon. 
Hcmber  (Mr.  Wakley)  had  stated  that 
nothing  had  been  done  for  a  year,  and 
th«n£pi«  to  i^litSj  tho  peopto  tho  hon. 


would  not  be  uselessly  taken  up  by  disens- 
sing  the  330  clauses  which  were  in  the  Hill. 

The  CUANCELLOR  of  tub  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  raaa^  Gentkmoi  con- 
nected with  Ireland  wished  tbe  BiU  to 
proceed,  and  he  must  deprecate  any  pre- 
liminary discussion,  whicli  ^vo^^!  only  have 
tlie  eil'ect  of  puittpouing  it  iur  the  present 
Session. 

House  in  Committee. 
Clauses  1  to  85,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 
Clause  86  being  read,  which  provided 
that  any  person  keeping  any  house  of  en- 
tertainment,  who  knowingly  permitted  any 
prostitute  or  thief  to  remain  tmrehli  iboidd 
bo  lUble  to  «  fino  of  6h, 
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Hr.  REYNOLDS  Mid,  he  mast  pro- 
test agninst  so  nrl)!tr;Arv  a  clause,  which 
coulii  never  bo  enforced.  If  it  were  at- 
tempteU  to  be  carried  out  in  Loudon,  it 
would  ha?e  the  effeet  of  shutting  up  three- 
fourthft  of  the  houses  of  entertainment  and 
taverns  of  tlie  metropolis,  aa  it  would  pkce 
them  at  the  mercy  of  any  commou  in- 
former. Uo  moved,  therefore,  that  the 
Ohtuse  be  expunged. 

Ma.  HATCHELL  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Oiause  was 
too  stringent.  He  should  be  content  to 
leftv#  the  m»tter  in  the  hands  of  the  jus* 
tioee,  who  had  the  power,  in  cases  of  mis- 
conduct, of  withdrrtwlii£f  the  licence. 

CoLONKi,  CIIATTERTON  said,  itwonld 
be  utt4>.riy  impossible  by  such  muuus  tu  put 
down  the  evil. 

M&.  G.  A.  HAMILTON  said,  the  elanse 
was  evidently  a  Scotch  one. 

Mr.  SEKJEikNT  MURPUY  said,  the 
question  bad  been  well  considered  in  the 
HetropoHtan  Police  Act,  and  no  intetfe- 
'renoe  was  permitted  where  these  parties 
behaved  themselves  propedy. 

Clause  struck  out. 

Clause  87  to  119  inclusive,  agreed  to* 
On  Clause  120,  regulating  the  hours  at 
which  bathing  should  be  allowed, 

Mii.  REVXOLDS  said,  he  saw  some 
Scotch  morality  in  this  Clause,  or  rather 
an  attempt  to  establish  morality  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  Clause  proTidea  a  pen- 
alty upon  parties  indecently  exposing  them- 
selves when  bathing;  but  he  should  bo  glad 
to  know  how  persons  bathing  were  to  avoid 
this.  He  could  not  understand  it»  and 
thought  the  clause  might  be  omitted  with 
safety. 

Sia  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE  said, 
he  must  support  tiie  01aa8e»  whldi  he  con- 
sidered very  essential. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  lie  muKt  com[daIn 
of  the  nuisance  of  bathing,  which  prevented 
persons  taking  exercise  in  the  curly  part 
of  the  day.  There  were  hundreds  of  per> 
sons  to  bo  seen  daily  bathing  in  the  Son 
pontine  in  broad  daylight. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  would  remind  the 
hon.  and  leai'ned  Gentleman  that  tlie 
moral  hours  in  tho  Serpentine  were  after 
eight  in  the  morning,  and  up  to  eight  at 
•  night,  within  which  time  no  persons  were 
permitted  to  bathe.  The  present  Clause 
waa  an  iuunnation  against  the  morality  of 
tha,  people  of  Ireland,  and  they  were  at- 
tempting to  bind  her  up  by  Act  of  Par- 
.  liament.    It  was  a  libel  on  tho  country. 

Du.  POWER  said,  that  the  steamers 
going  down  the  rir^  at  Cork  were  greatly 


inconventeaeed  hj  tlie  number  of  men  and 

boys  bathing,  who  approached  so  near  tho 
vessels  that  it  was  impossible  for  females 
to  look  over  tbc  sides. 

Sm  DBNHAM  NORBETS  sud,  he 
should  support  the  Clause.  Penalties  wem 
necessary  to  protect  the  public. 

Mr.  GOOLD  said»  if  the  ladies  on  board 
these  steamers  were  annoyed,  it  was  thdr 
own  fault.  Why  could  they  not  look  ia 
another  direction  ? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  *•  That 
tbc  Clause  stand  part  of  the  BilL" 

The  Committee  dhidtd:  —  Ayes  38; 
Noes  8:  Majority  30. 

Clause  agreed  (o ;  as  were  Clauses  121 
to  171,  inclusive. 

Clause  172. 

Mr.  G.  A.  HAMILTON  roofed,  that 

the  Clauses  from  172  to  181  inclusiTa»  be 
struck  out  of  the  Bill.  The  Clauses  re- 
lated to  markets,  and  he  contended  that 
the  question  of  markets  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  treated  on  a  much  irider 
basis,  and  not  to  be  legMated  upon  pises- 
meal. 

Sir  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE  wu 
willing  to  consent  to  iJie  omisMon  of  the 

Clauses  172  and  173,  becanae  he  believed 

they  were  imperfect,  and  he  thought  it 
might  be  better  to  introduce  a  sepsnle 
measure  on  the  subject  next  year. 

Ma.  ROCHB  considered  that  the  ulnib 
subject  of  maAets  should  be  taken  Op  bf 
the  Ooremnient,  and  dealt  with  in  a  com- 
prehensive measure  to  be  introduced  earij 
next  Session,  so  as  to  afford  an  opports* 
nity  for  fully  discussing  the  question. 

Mr.  SCULLY  supported  the  Clauses  aa 
an  instalment  of  jostioe  to  the  agricnlta* 
rists  of  Ireland. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tbb  EXCHS. 
QUER  study  the  simple  question  was*  whs 
the  Clauses  to  be  left  out,  and  a  separate 
measure  introduced  for  the  regulation  of 
tho  niarkets,  or  were  they  to  remain,  and 
to  be  amended  or  modified  next  Sesnon ! 
It  did  not  much  matter  which  rewilt  was 
obtained;  but  he  wished  to  suggest  that  if 
a  division  was  to  take  place  on  the  Mo- 
tion, it  would  be  as  well  to  divide  at  0006. 

Motion  made  and  Qnestbn  put,  *' 
the  Clause  as  amaided  stand  psrt  of  tbs 
Bill." 

The  Committee  dictded  .•— Ayes  20; 
Noes  10:  Majority  19, 

Clause  agreed  to;  as  wore  else  ClsS«fl» 
173  to  180,  inclusive. 

On  Clause  181,  which  provided  forllic 
r^ulation  of  the  sale  of  butter, 

Mb.  SsiUBAUT  MUEPHI  moiei  ilii^ 
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tbo  citj  of  Cork  be  excepted  from  the  upe- 
nttoD  of  this  clause.  At  the  Cork  butter 
market  a  system  of  weigliing  had  long  been 
established  which  had  raised  that  marlict 
to  a  state  of  great  prosperity  and  of  well- 
desmed  celebrity  throughout  Ireland;  and 
that  sjstoiD  had  never  once  been  made  the 
aal^eet  of  complaint.  Now»  this  clause 
would  have  the  eft'ect  of  compelliniy  parties 
livinj;  withinfj  four  miles  of  anv  town  in- 
eluded  iu  the  Bill,  to  have  their  butter 
weighed  by  a  totally  new  system.  The 
clause  voiud,  thefeferOf  be  an  officious  in- 
terference with  an  existing  system  which 
worked  admirably  and  gave  general  satis* 
iKiion;  and  as  he  believed  it  eould  only  be 
attended  with  mischievous  consequences, 
he  proposed  ihut  the  city  of  Cork  slioidd  he 
Sieaiptcd  from  the  opei  itifm  nf  this  clause. 

Sm  WILLIAM  SOMLiiVlLLL  eon- 
sented  to  the  Motion,  and  the  city  of  OvA. 
was  cxeiuptod  accordingly. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER then  moved  thut  the  Chairman  rc< 
port  progress.  The  Committoo  had  been 
going  on  with  the  elauses  relating  to  mar- 
kets irregularly,  because  it  was  necessary 
that  an  instruction  should  have  been  given 
to  tbeCommiitea  to  introduce  these  clauses, 
and  that  jnciliminary  step  had  never  beon 
taken.  IF  progress  was  reported,  how- 
ever, that  omission  could  ho  repaired. 

House  resumed ;  Committee  report  pro- 
gress. 

The  House  adjonmed  at  Font  o'elook. 

HO0SS  OF  LORDS, 
Mwday,  July  28,  1851. 

UmsTZB.]     PuBuc  Bills. — 1*  Battene*  Park 

Amenthiiont  nnd  Extension;  Consolidated  Fund 
(AppropriaLiuu)  ;  CustODis  ;  Poor  Relief  Act 
Continuance  ;  Sbecp,  ^c.  Contagious  Disorders 
Prevention ;  Emigration  Advances  (Distressed 
Districts  Scotland)  ;  Comniissionera  of  Rail- 
ways Act  Ropo.ll. 

2*  General  Board  of  Ilealth  (No.  2)  i  Militia 
Pay;  Sosp  DntiM ;  Mercantile  Marine  Act 
A  111' riildn  iit  i  ^!L Tpli.Ttit  Scnmon's  Fund  ;  Tjcasc- 
hold  I'euure  of  Land  ( Ireland)  Act  Ajoeadmeut ; 
Farmers*  Estate  Soeletj  (Ireland). 

J^port'd.  —  Local  Acts  ( iVcliniinaiy  Inquiries); 
Episcopal  and  Capitukii-  Estates  M.inageinetit 
(No.  2)  :  Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and  Titho  Com- 
mission h  ;  Cdivimons  IiKldsiiro  (No.  2);  Civil 
Bills,  d;c.  ( Ireland)  ;  Chantablu  Institutions 
Notices. 

Tithe  Rentcbarge  Assessroont :  Public  Works 
(Ireland) :  Victoria  Park ;  Unlawful  Oaths 
(Ireland) ;  Turnpike  Roads  (Irslaad)  ;  PriTate 
Limatie  Asjrhims  (Ireland). 

APPELLATE  JURISDICTION. 

The  Earl  of  AB£ED££N  aaid,  he  had 
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a  question  to  put  to  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Mnrquess  of  iiADsdowne), 
connected  with  the  appellate  joriadietfon 
of  that  House;  and  he  did  so  at  the  request 
of  a  noble  and  learned  Friend,  who  was 
unfortunately  now  unavoidably  absent,  and 
wboBO  opinion  on  this  subject  appeared  to 
luiTo  been  lui.sundorstood.  Ho  (the  Eurl 
of  Abcrdeeii)  understood  that  tlicro  hud 
been  commiiuicntions  j»oinn;on  bi'tween  Iler 
Majesty  B  Guveranient  and  the  Faculty  of 
Advoeates  in  Seotland,  with  respect  to  the 
propriety  ni  obtaining  the  assistanee  of  a 
Scotch  osscssor  in  the  hearing;"  of  appeal 
cai»es  from  that  country,  ^'ow,  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  been  represented 
as  expressing  his  approbation  of  that  pro- 
posal, whereas  all  those  who  had  heard  tho 
R])ceeh  of  his  noble  ami  Ipnriicd  Friend  were 
aware  that  his  opinions  were  directly  the 
rererse  of  that.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  said,  that  this  question  had 
oftcTi  }ief'n  considered  by  Lord  Eldon  and 
his  successors,  and  that  they  had  invari- 
ably eonie  to  tho  concltision  that  the  pro- 
pooal  waa  impraetieable.  Hia  noble  and 
learned  Friend  was  anxious  to  have  this 
mistake  corrected;  and  he  (the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen)  wished  to  know  from  tho  noble 
Marquess  whether  anoh  comnranteationsaa 
he  had  referred  to  had  taki  n  place,  and 
whether  tho  Government  had  aniTed  at  an  J 
decision  on  the  subject  ? 

The  M  vHQUEss  of  LANSDOWNE  (who 
was  very  indistinetlj  heard)  waa  under- 
stood to  reply  that  some  correspondence  of 
the  nature  stated  by  the  noble  Earl  had 
taken  plaee;  but  the  Government  had  come 
to  no  determination  on  the  matter. 

SMITIIFIELD  MARKET  REMOVAL  BILL. 

Ameudmenta  rtported   (according  to 

Order.) 

Baml  QBANVILLB  then  rose  to  move 
certain  Amendments  on  the  Report  of  the 

Select  t^oniniittce.  His  object  was  to  ob- 
tain the  omission  of  rcrtnin  clauses  which 
had  been  inserted  n  tl  o  iiill  by  the  Se- 
lect Committee  (namely,  of  Clauses  b,  o,  d, 
E,  and  f),  and  the  restoration  of  certain 
Sections  (namely,  xxxvii  ,  xxwtii.,  and 
xxxix.),  which  tho  Committee  hud  struck 
out.  The  clauses  to  which  he  objected 
were  those  which  directed  compensation  to 
be  given  to  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
London.  Ho  thought  that  those  clauses 
must  have  beon  introduced  inadvertently 
by  the  Committee;  and  were,  as  he  had 
already  stated*  only  carried  by  a  majority 
of  one.   The  Committee  then  Uiou|{ht  that 
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there  was  no  reason  for  retaining  the  op- 
tional clauses  of  the  Bill  introduced  by  the 
Commons,  inasmuch  a«  the  Corporatiuu  of 
London  had  declared  tbat  it  hiia  no  inter- 
Mt  in  Sinithfield  market,  and  had  doclined 
tihe  option  of  managing  the  new  market, 
ns  tendered  to  them.  Now,  he  thou<;;ht 
that  it  would  be  fair  to  the  Corporation, 
while  moving  that  the  compensation  clauaea 
should  he  omitted,  to  move  also  that  the 
optional  elaiises  Siiuuld  be  rein5et  ti*d.  lie 
hoped  that  no  Momher  of  the  Coiiunittoo 
would  feel  that  ho  was  aviiug  unfairly  by 
them  when  he  endeavoured  to  revwse  wieir 
deeiaion;  fori  if  titeh-  Lordships*  on  refer* 
rlniT  a  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  were  to 
be  bound  not  to  deviate  from  its  report, 
there  was  no  occasion  for  having  further 
stages  in  the  Bill.  They  would,  indeed, 
he  stultifying  themselves  by  such  a  deci- 
sion, c^i^r-eially  in  such  cases  as  the  pre- 
sent, where  the  report  was  only  carried  by 
ft  narrow  majority  of  one*  The  other  plea 
offered  against  his  Motion  was,  that  tbe 
Corporation  bad  a  clmrter,  and  tbat  their 
Lordships  oiiu;bt  not  to  meddle  with  the 
vested  interests  wliich  they  ei^oyed  under 
it.  Now,  the  Corporation  had  stated  that 
they  had  no  intei  est  in  Smithiicld  markett 
and  that  tliey  bad  not  claimed  compensa- 
tion iu  the  House  of  Commons  on  that  ac- 
count. When  ho  reminded  their  Lordships 
that  tiie  Bill  had  been  passed  by  a  large 
majority  in  the  House  of  Commonst  and 
that  it  was  the  nniversal  opinion  in  both 
Houses  that  Smithticld  market,  as  now 
eondueted,  was  n  pnblio  nttisaDee,  he 
thought  thnt  they  ought  not  to  pass  the  Bill 
ill  its  present  state — which  would  insure 
its  rejection  in  tho  Houf«e  of  Coiumoiis  dur- 
ing the  present  Session — but  that  they 
should  adopt  his  Amendment,  and  restore, 
the  Bill  to  the  condition  in  which  it  Wnl 
when  it  first  reached  their  Lordsbips. 

Moved,  to  omit  CUiutse  B. 

Kaul  rOWIS  said,  that  the  clauses  in 
question  bad  be«i  considerably  discussed 
in  Committ^ — tho  Judges  had  been  called 
in  and  con«5uUod  on  the  subject,  and  in 
consequence  of  their  opinion  the  Committee 
had  inserted  the  compensation  clauses.  If 
their  Lordships  now  reversed  the  decision 
of  the  Committoe,  of  what  value  would 
Committees  of  their  Lordships'  House  be  ? 
If  the  reports  of  Committees  were  thus  set 
aside,  it  would  be  a  mockery  to  sit  on  Oom» 
mittees  hereafter.  It  had  been  shown 
that  in  1845  t'lc  City  of  Loiulou  iiad  re- 
ceived an  iticonio  of  .'*),000/.  from  Smitii- 
held  uiarkei;  tuid  it  wuii  but  fair  that  they 
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should  be  compensated  for  the  lew  of  sock 

a  revenne.  The  optional  clauses,  ns  thcj 
were  called,  gave  the  Corporation  power 
to  form  a  new  market,  but  they  did  not 
give  them  any  power  to  purchase  lands. 
Without  very  much  higher  tolls  than  tha 
I?i!l  !xave,  tho  Corporation  could  not  aford 
to  purchase  the  necessary  site.  Therefore, 
the  offer  of  the  management  of  the  market 
was  a  mere  pretence  to  cheat  them  out  of 
compensation.  As  to  the  alteration  in  the 
liiU  being  an  invasion  of  the  privileges 
of  the  other  House,  he  considered  tbat  if 
the  House  of  Commons  would  nciwaiva 
the  objection,  there  was  sufficient  time  for 
another  Bill  to  be  brought  in  nnd  passed. 
If  they  took  away  the  rights  of  the  Cor- 
poration in  this  manner  without  compeQsa> 
tion,  it  would  go  far  to  shake  theaeott> 
ritv  of  all  i>ro[»ertv  in  tho  kingdom. 

The  Bisiioi-  of  OSSORY  said,  that 
having  been,  he  need  hardly  say,  »ery  un- 
willingly, a  .  Member  of  the  CommHtee 
\vhose  report  wis  under  consideration,  he 
felt  it  to  bo  necessary  to  state  tbe  grounds 
on  which  ho  liad  voted  for  the  Clauses  in- 
truduceil  iu  Committee,  which  it  was  now 
proposed  to  omtt.    He  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was,  on  the  whde,  ler 
the  public  benefit,  tliat  the  site  of  the  mar- 
ket should  bo  changed.    For  thouirli.  iie 
felt  obliged  to  acknowledge,  much  more 
had  been  said  and  proved  wan  he  bad  be- 
forehand thought  possible,  both  as  to  tbe 
advantagei?  of  tlie  central  situation  of  tho 
existing  market,  and  as  to  the  extent  to 
which  the  acknowledged  dBsadTSntagcs  and 
evils  of  its  limited  area  would  be  remedied, 
by  the  enlarii;enient   nnd  improvements 
which  the  Corpf  rntirtn  were  prepared  to 
clfect ;  yet,  lookmt^  to  the  prospective  in- 
crease of  the  supply  of  tbe  metrDpolitsn 
cattle  market,  he  thought  it  better  for 
the  ]>ubUc  that  the  site  should  be  changed 
to  one  in  which  it  would  be  comparatirelv 
easy  to  mako  the  further  enlargements 
which  were  likely  to  be  required  from  tins 
to  time;  and  also  to  provide  lairs  and  pob- 
lic   slaughter-houses,  in  connection  with 
the  market,  by  which  the  evils  of  dririog 
through  the  City  from  the  nMU'ket,  wooM 
be  so  nua-li  lessened.    On  these  grounds 
he  had  felt  it  to  be  right  to  vote  for  tbe 
removal.    But  he,  at  the  same  time,  had 
felt  bound  to  vote  for  componsation  to  the 
Corporation  of  London,  from  whom  tbe 
removal  would  take  away  the  tolls  and 
other  emoluments  arisln<j;  from  Sinithfield 
Market.     He  hehl  thnt  tlie  rip^bt'^  of  pro- 
perty, wkctiier  of  corporate  bodies  or  <if 
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iniliridunlg,  "were  not  to  stand  in  thn  wnx 
of  a  measure  -which  the  interests  or  the 
coovcnienco  of  the  public  required.  But 
on  tbe  other  hand,  be  believvd  it  wag  an 
lelcnowlcdgcd  principle,  as  be  was  sure 
It  ouf^ht  to  be,  that,  when  to  serve  the 
public  interests  or  convenience,  the  pro- 
perty, whether  of  individuals  or  of  corpo- 
nt!onB»  Is  injured  or  token  away,  the  pnb> 
lie  are  bound  to  make  compensation  for 
ptifh  injury  nr  loss.  And,  nccordinj^lv, 
finding  the  Corporation  in  possession  of 
a  clear  income  of  5,0001.  per  annnm  from 
tlie  market,  wbioh  they  bold  by  a  charter 
of  Edwiird  TIT.,  confirmed  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, ho  had  felt  no  doubt  that  if,  for 
the  pubhc  benefit,  they  ought  to  be  de- 
prived of  this  income,  tbey  ought,  at  the 
aa&ie  time,  to  be  compensated  for  the  loss. 
It  bad  been  said  that  the  Corporation  had 
no  claim  to  compensation,  because  they 
had  no  rights  of  property  in  the  case.  He 
supposed  that  it  was  meant  that  they  had 
no  right  to  divide  those  funds,  or  to  ex- 
pend them,  for  the  benefit  of  the  individual 
members  of  the  Corporation,  Ho  did  not 
Idlow  whether  anch  was  the  fiact ;  but  in 
his  jndgment  it  made  no  diffcrenco  whether 
it  was  so  or  not.  For  if  the  members  of 
the  Cnrjinration  had  no  such  direct  personal 
interest  in  this  fund,  yet  tho  Corporation 
Was  the  tmstee  of  the  fund,  and  the 
guardian  of  the  corporate  interests  for 
wliir^  it  was  to  bo  expended.  And  he 
believed  that  tho  rii:;bts  of  corporations  to 
the  incomes  which  tliey  enjoy,  without 
eOttsidering  the  personal  interest  of  their 
members  in  those  incomes,  had  been  always 
as  distinctly  recognised  and  respected  by 
the  House,  as  the  rights  of  individuals.  In 
the  ease  of  the  very  right  in  question,  the 
principle  that  it  was  not  to  be  impair- 
ed without  compensation,  was  distinctly 
affirmed  by  Parliament  in  the  Islington 
Market  Bill,  in  which  compensation  to  the 
amoant  to  whieh  the  establishment  of  that 
market  might  diminish  the  nnenue  from 
Smithfield  was  secured  to  tlio  Coiporatioii. 
It  had  been  said  too,  that  tho  cl.'iim  of  the 
Corporation  was  shown  to  be  unfounded 
by  the  fact  that  it  had  not  been  pnt  for- 
ward before  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  ;  that  it  was  first  thoujrht 
of  when  the  Bill  came  before  tho  Com- 
mittee of  their  Lordships'  House;  and  that 
the  Committee  liad  been  imposed  upon  by 
the  statement  of  the  counsel  for  the  Cor- 
poration, to  the  effect  that  it  was  n«:nal  to 
reserve  such  a  claim  for  a  Committee  in 
&e  Iiords,  when  the  objeet  wai  to  tiirow 


out  the  W\]\  altogether.    And  it  had  been 
said  that  this  statement  was  contrarv  to 
the  fact,    lie,  of  course,  did  not  pretend 
to  know  what  the  practiee  in  snch  eaaet 
was  ;  but  the  statement  referred  to  waa 
distinctly  made  by  the  counsel  for  thn  Cnr- 
poration,  and  he  did  not  recollect  that  it 
was   contradicted    by    tho    counsel  for 
the  Bill.   This  he  did  reoolleot,  how* 
ever,  that  in  confirmatbn  of  th^r  state- 
ment of  tho  practice  in  snch  cacp^,  the 
counsel  for  the  Corporation  had  distinctly 
stated,  and  that  the  statement  had  not 
been  contradicted,  that  in  tho  Islington 
Market  Bill  tho  course  which  they  stated 
to  be  the  usual  one  had  been  actuallv  pur- 
sued :  that  neither  before  tlie  Comuiu- 
tee  of  the  Commons,  nor  at  any  ether 
stage  of  the  Bill  in  the  Lower  House,  hid 
any  claim  for  compensation  been  put  for- 
ward on  the  part  of  the  Corporation  :  that 
the  claim  was,  for  tbo  first  time,  put  for- 
ward before  the  Select  Committee  of  die 
House  of  Lords;  that  it  was  there  adnutled» 
and  that  the  compensation  clause,  as  it 
now  stands  in  the  Act,  was  then  and  there 
introduced  into  it.    This  was  distinctly 
stated,  and  was  not  contradicted;  and  he 
thought  that  it  was  of  moro  weight  than 
any  bare  assertion  of  the  ])racticc  on  either 
side  could  be.    But.  to  his  mind,  this  was 
a  matter  of  minor  impertanee.    The  ques- 
tion with  him  was  not  whether  the  Corp<^ 
ration  claim  had  or  had  not  been  put  for- 
ward in  the  usual  mode,  or  whether  tho 
mode  in  which  it  was  ])ut  forward  was  or 
was  not  op^n  to  objection,  but  whether  it 
was  or  was  not  founded  in  justice.  What 
his  opinion  on  that  question  was,  was  suffi- 
ciently apparent  from  what  he  had  said. 
In  iuct,  no  had  felt  so  thoroughly  the  jus- 
tice of  tho  claim,  that,  in  voting  in  Com- 
jnittpp  for  the  Preamble  of  the  Hill,  he 
stated  that  ho  was  doing  so  on  tlie  pre- 
sumption that  tiic  Corporation  would  bo 
eompensated  for  the  loss  which  they  were 
to  suffer  by  the  removal;  and  that  if  fair 
compensation  were  not  granted  to  them, 
he  would  feel  constrained  to  vote  against 
the  Bill.    He  felt  in  the  same  way  still. 
He  believed  that  if  Psriiament  were  to 
pass  an  Act,  by  which,  for  the  benefit  or 
convenience  of  the  public,  the  property  of 
the  Corporation  was  to  be  taken  away 
without  jkmipeneation,  it  would  be  dcdng 
what  was  absolntely  without  preosdent» 
and  what  was  itself  a  most  dangerous  pre- 
cedent, and  lie,  therefore,  felt  obligea  to 
vote  against  the  proposed  AmeUdmeuts. 
The  Eau  of  LON8DAI1B  laid,  that 
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over  siiico  ho  hftd  been  in  Parliament 
he  had  entertained  but  one  impression  as 
to  the  nuisance  of  Smithfield  market.  He 
thought  that  the  Corporation  of  London 
ought  to  suifer  the  penalty  which  it  dc- 
eenred  for  not  harin^  claimed  comprasa* 
tion,  if  it  bad  any  claim  to  it,  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  This  iiiai  ket  li;ul  boon  voted 
a  nuisance  by  both  ilousc?;  of  Parliament, 
and,  instead  of  giving  the  Corporation  any 
eompensation  for  its  remoTid,  he  would 
rather  fine  them  5,0002.  a  numth  until 
they  should  remove  it. 

the  Eahl  of  ELLENBOROUGII  ob- 
Berved,  that  when  ho  first  came  into  Par- 
liament be  had  taken  the  part  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  London  on  this  matter.  Ho 
recollected  well  that  as  he  was  leaving  the 
House  on  that  occasion  the  late  Earl  of 
Liverpool  took  him  by  the  arm  and  said, 
"  Let  me»  as  an  old  Member,  give  you, 
who  arc  a  young  one,  a  little  jtiecc  of  ad- 


LoBO  BEAUMONT  said,  the  question 
ought  to  be  deoided  on  its  own  merits* 

without  reference  to  precedent.  The  mo- 
ment the  Preamble  of  tlic  Ril!  was  de- 
clared to  bo  proved,  away  went  the  charter 
and  all  belonging  to  it :  it  was  a  virtoal 
repeal  of  the  charter.  ["  Xo,  no  !"]  At  all 
events,  iho  pieaniblt'  m  i  Irolnred  proved. 
The  grant  of  tlio  charter  iiad  been  origi- 
naily  made  for  the  public  good,  and  not  for 
the  sake  of  potting  money  into  the  poekels 
of  the  Corporation;  the  latter  was  an  aooi* 
dental  cucumstance.  By  the  Bill,  as  pro- 
])OPe(l  in  tlie  Commons,  compensation  was 
given  them  by  their  being  allowed  to  ma- 
nage the  new  markets;  thej  were  placed 
in  as  good  a  position  as  that  they  now  oc- 
cupied. Looking  at  the  small  majority  of 
one  in  the  Committee  for  the  compensa- 
tion, and  believing  that  the  City  would  be 
perfectly  compensated  by  the  reinsertion 
of  the  original  clauses,  he  should  vote  for 


vice.    Never  have  anything  to  do  with  the  ;  tlie  Bill  being  restore<l  to  that  form 


Corporatiou  of  the  City  of  London.  Its 
members  are  the  greatest  jobbers  I  hare 

ever  known  in  the  whole  cour.se  of  my  po- 
litical life."  Not  having  studied  tlio  subject 
anew,  the  recollection  of  that  anecdote 
would  prevent  him  from  voting  on  either 
one  side  or  the  other  on  this  oecasion. 

Viscount  SIDNEY  stated,  that  as  a 
Member  of  the  Conuiiittee,  he  had  been  of 
opinion  that  no  case  for  compensation  had 
been  made  out  by  the  Corporation.  He 
shonld  therefore  give  his  vote  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  nolde  Earl. 

The  MAnQFEss  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  should  support  the  clauses  introduced 
by  the  Committee,  believing  that  they  had 
gone  through  the  case  most  carefully,  and 
had  satisfied  themselves  of  the  claim  of  the 
City  to  compensation.  The  terms  of  tlie 
Charter  of  Edward  III.  expressly  provided 
that  no  other  market  should  be  established 
within  seven  miles.  Nothing  could  he 
more  destructive  of  the  contideoce  of  tlie 
country  than  to  take  away  those  chartered 
rights  without  giving  compensation. 

The  Bakl  of  HARROWBY  did  not 
mean  to  contend  that  these  chartered 
rights  ought  to  stand  in  the  way  of  im- 
provement, but  he  thought  that  compensa- 
tion ought  to  be  given.  He  would  sup- 
pose the  case  of  the  Mansion  House  itself 
being  moved  for  the  sake  of  widening  the 
street,  and  asked  if  compensation  was  not 


Lord  COLCHESTER  referred  to  tiio 
establishment  of  the  Islington  market,  and 
said  that  the  small  numbm*  of  buyers  and 

sellers  resorting  thither  was  a  proof  that 
the  buyers  and  sellers  of  cattle  had  no  dis- 
like to  Smithfield  uiarket.  Ue  thought 
the  compensation  would  not  injure  the 
buyers  and  sellers  of  eatlle,  and  ought  to 
be  consented  to  on  the  ground  of  the  grest 
principle  involved. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  he  could 
never  sanction  property  being  taken  away 
without  compensation.  If  ever  Lynch  law 
had  been  practised  in  this  country,  it  had 
been  brought  to  bear  agaiust  the  Corpora* 
tion  of  London  in  ihh  ease.  If  they  were 
to  bo  treated  in  this  way,  their  propertf 
being  taken  away,  no  man's  property  would 
be  safe.  The  C()rj)oiatiun  was  not  to 
blame  for  the  market  having  continueil  on 
that  spot ;  they  had  sought  its  reroorsi, 
but  could  not  obtain  the  sanction  of  Par- 
linmciit.  The  compensation  propttsed  was 
on  a  mu^t  fair  principle  ;  and  unless  it  were 
granted,  great  injustice  would  be  inflicted. 

Lord  CRANWOBTH  did  not  think  tbe 
Bill  interfered  in  any  way  with  the  rights 
of  property.  In  point  of  fact,  and  of  hw, 
the  Corporatiou  of  Loudou  had  no  riglit 
to  compensation.  Tbe  shor^  facts  wers 
these : — The  charter,  as  it  was  called, 
under  which  the  Coi  poration  claimed,  was, 
in  point  of  fact,  an  Act        Pai '■nTi.ciit 

and 


as  justly  due  in  this  case  as  it  would  be  ^  passed  in  the  reigu  of  Edward  ilL,  ; 
for  the  Mansion  House  ?  It  would  be  e.t- 1  by  which  Smithfield  market  was  estab> 
ceedingly  dtflicult  to  draw  a  line  hetwi.\t !  lished.  But,  even  suppose  a  Royil 
this  and  other  kinds  of  property.  I  Charter  had  been  graated  conferring  exr 


TAe  £arl  of  LontdaU 


I 
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elusive  privileges,  the  terms  of  the  charter 
mast  in  that  ease  be  strietlj  observed. 
The  Corporation,  in  such  case,  would  bo 
bound  to  keep  the  market  in  such  a  state 
that  there  would  bo  adequate  and  com- 
plete fiunlities  giTen  to  all  the  parties  who 
lesorted  to  it.  Now,  it  was  a  matter  of 
notoriety  that  Sniitlifit  ld  market  did  not 

answer  the  purpose  for  which  they  could  be  read  3*  ^b-morroio. 
assume  that  a  charter  had  been  granted. 
Now,  that  being  so,  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  woolsack  would  tell  their 
Lordships  that,  by  scire  facias,  the  letters 
pateut  might  bo  repealed.  There  would 
be  no  compensation  then.  But  Smithfield 
market,  as  be  had  already  said,  was  estab- 


would  dismiss  from  their  minds  any  fear 
of  dealing  injuriously  with  Tested  interests. 

On  Question.  ThattiiesaidOlause  stand 
part  of  the  Bil!," 

Their  Lordships  divided  : — Contend  15: 
Not  Content  59  ;  Majority  44. 
Resolved  in  tbe  JVegaftw. 
Further  Amendments  made;  and  Bill  to 


MERCHANT  SEAMEK'S  FUND  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Dajfor  Second  Beading 

read. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  moved  that  tbe 
Bill  be  now  read  2«. 
The  EABLofELLENBOROUGHsaid. 


lishcd  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  they  j  he  some  time  ago  addressed  a  few  obscr- 
would  be  in  no  better  position  under  nn  Act  j  vations  to  their  Lordships,  in  the  hope  that 
of  Parliament  than  uudcr  Uoyal  Charters,  tbe  Government  would  be  induced  to  re- 


He,  however,  entirely  approved  of  tbe  con- 
oeesion  which  had  been  made  to  tbe  Cor- 


consider  the  plan  then  before  the  House  of 

Commons,  and  one  clause  to  which  he  then 


poratiuii  by  the  Commons — rrrantin^  them  '  alliuk'd  had  since  buen  amended.  If  it 
their  privileges  at  another  market,  the  had  been  possible  to  induce  their  Lordships 
right  of  levying  tolls,  iic;  but  this  was  the  ,  at  this  period  of  the  Session,  fur  the  sake 
utmost  the  Corporation  of  London  could  1  of  tbe  great  finanoial  interests  involved  iu 
expect.  Let  him  remind  their  Lordships  '  the  measure,  to  delfty  its  pasnng  uutil  the 
that  Smithfield  market,  as  original!}*  House  of  Commons  could  reconsider  the 
founded  by  the  Act,  was  outside  the  walls  subject,  he  would  have  endeavoured  to 
of  the  town :  it  was  then  convenient  that  produce  that  impression.  Tbe  Govem- 
i(  should  occupy  its  present  site,  but  cir-  mcnt,  be  thought,  could  not  be  aware  of 
cumstanees  had  since  occurred  which  ren-  [  the  extent  to  which  the  revenue  would  he 
dered  it  an  intolerable  nuisance.    When  it  aireetod  by  the  inconsiderate  mnuuer  in 


was  said  by  the  noble  Lord  that  this  mea- 
sure was  brought  forward  because  of  popu- 
lar feeling,  he  would  only  remark  that  99 


which  the  clause  had  been  framed.  It 
would  cause  a  loss  of  between  4OO,0O0{. 

and  500,0001.  before  the  clause  could  be 


out  of  100  who  knew  any  thing  upon  the  finally  wound  up.  Under  the  existing  law- 
subject  were  in  favour  of  its  removal.  In-  tlierc  were  1  tjO.OOO  seamen  upou  this  fund, 
tcrcstcd  parties  wished  to  hold  that  which  i  three-fourths  of  whom  had  already  acquired 
they  were  not  entitled  to  hold.  It  was  in-  j  a  right  to  pensions.  The  parties  engaged 
tended  by  the  Legislature  that  a  conve-  in  the  foreign  trade,  who  were  employed 
nient  market  .'should  be  maintained;  hut  it  on  the  average  for  nine  months  in  one  year, 
never  could  be  intended  that  a  disgraceful  paid  \)s.  Tiiose  engaged  in  the  coasting 
nuisance  should  be  pcr{}etuated.  The  Cor- 1  trade  averaged  about  six  months,  and  paid 
poration  had  no  absolute  or  legal  right  to  Gs.  The  first  class  would  therefore  pay 
compensation;  but  they  had  an  equitable  27.<.  during  three  years,  and  the  latter  18#. 
claim  to  be  put  as  nearly  as  pussible  in  the   Uiuler  tlii.s  clause,  if  a  seanmn  paid  2s. 


same  position  with  respect  to  their  rights 
and  privileges,  after  as  before  tbe  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill ;  and  this  had  been  amply 
provided  for  by  the  clauses  introduced  by 
the  Commons,  and  now  propose^l  to 
be  restored.  Their  Lordships  would  be 
acting  with  a  slavish  deference  to  what 
was  improperly  termed  vested  interests,  if 
they  acted  upon  any  other  prineiple.  He 
suppuricd  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl. 
After  a  few  words  from  Earl  Bathubst, 
Earl  GRANVILLE  replied:  After  the 


observations  of   thf    noble    Lord  (Lord 

Cranworth),  he  iioped    their   Lordships  |  the  mode  of  taking  the  average. 
VOL.  CXVXII.   [tuiud  sEttiEs.]        '       3  E 


iu  the  hrst  quarter  of  three  years,  he  would 
save  himself  from  forfeiting  bis  right  during 
that  period,  and  the  loss  to  the  revenue 
would  amount  to  12U,000i.  The  fund  was 
treated  in  the  Bill  as  one  fund,  but  there 
was  a  fund  to  every  port,  and  the  tnisteea 
of  those  funds,  which  had  been  well  man- 
aged, complained  that  an  average  was  to 
be  struck  between  them  and  those  which 
had  been  ill  managed.  It  appeared,  also, 
that  pensioners  were  to  be  paid  on  the  ave- 
raffe  of  the  last  five  year.-.,  and  it  was  to 
be  left  to  tlie  B  »ard  of  Trade  to  determine 

He 
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thought  it.  would  have  been  much  better  if 
the  Aet  had  de6iied  the  rights  of  the  par- 
ties, and  ho  did  not  approve  of  their  being 
left  at  the  discretion  of  a  board.  IIo  also 
objected  to  tiie  ambiguity  of  the  clause, 
which  was  so  worded  that  in  all  probabilHj 
inanj  of  the  seamen  would  lose  their  pen 
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MEDICAL  CHARITIES  (IRELAND)  BILL 

Order  for  Cominittee  reed. 

House  in  Committee. 
Sir  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE  said, 
that,  having  regard  to  tbe  opposition  which 
thia  Bill  bad  excited,  and  to  die  impoasi* 
bility  of  carrying  it  in  the  original  form 


Bions.  Thougb  by  this  Bill  these  pensions  through  the  Committee  at  tliis  late  period 
would  be  very  burdensome  to  the  State,  yet  of  the  Session,  he  had  tlinugbt  it  desirable 
from  the  reading  of  tbe  clause  as  to  the  ,  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  his  noble  Friei^ 
pajments  by  the  seamen,  be  thought  it  { the  Member  for  KiMare  (Lord  Naaa),  and 
wovid  work  great  hanlrthip  in  individual  to  eonfine  the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  die* 
onsc!».    Allliont;]!  ho  diil  not  expect  that !  pensaries  alone.    Having  to  that  ettont 


tliesc  ohscrvatiiuis  would  |)rotliK'e  ntiv  ef- 
fect, ho  tiubled  that  the  measure  wuuld 
operate  as  a  caution  to  the  Government 
never  to  permit  any  Bill  to  be  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Commons  wh'ch  in  the 
smallest  degree  touched  on  financial  mat- 
ters  without  strict  inquirv. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE' believed  it  to  be 
utterly  impracticaMe  to  have  introduced  a 
Bill,  previous  to  the  difficulties  of  working 
it  being  ascertained,  which  would  not  have 
required  renewed  legislation.  It  was  troe 
that  Mr.  Finlatson  had  shown  it  would  have 
been  cheaper  to  have  continued  tl  n  jko- 
sent  system  than  to  wind  it  up;  but  tiiat 
continuance  was  impossible,  because  it  im- 
plied not  only  an  aJvance  frcn  tbe  Trea- 
•nry,  but  increased  oontRbotions  by  the 
seamen  themselves,  and  that  inereapo  they 
rejected.  The  object  of  the  Government, 
when  they  found  that  the  old  system  mutt 
be  wtMind  np,  was,  that  tbe  seamen  should 
be  put  as  much  as  ]>o88iblc  in  the  same 
situation  as  they  would  have  been  in  had 
they  continued  under  the  old  system,  either 
as  receivers  of  pensions  or  contributors,  or 
rather  m  a  better  situation. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of 
Ellendorouoh  in  reply, 

On  Question,  Resolved  in  the  Ajjjirma- 
f{9C  ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

Hoaae  adjoiuned  till  To-nuntow. 


HOnSB   OF  COMMONS, 

Monday,  July  28,  1851. 

MixuTEs.]  PuBuc  Bills. — 2°  Metropolitan  Tn- 
t<>rinent :  New  Zealand  Settlements  ;  Lunatics 
(India) ;  Attomies  and  Solieiton  RagvIatkMi 
Act  Amendment. 
3°  Land  Clause«  Consolidation  (Ireland) ;  Sheep, 
Ac.  Conia|;iuu8  Diseases  Prcvontion ;  Poor 
Relief  Aot  ContiDuance ;  Dattersca  Park 
Amradmont  and  Extension  ;  Emigratioo  Ad- 
vances, Di'^trrsscd  Districts  (ScotlMkd);  Coxn- 
misBionc  rs  of  Railways  Act  Repeal. 

The  Earl  of  £llenborough 


given  up  Ins  own  opiniuii,  he  liopod  tliat 
the  Couimitlee  would,  in  coiisideratiuu  of 
the  desperate  state  at  tbe  dispensarisa  of 
Ireland,  not  now  perust  in  ita  opposition  to 

the  Bill. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  was  very  gkd 
tbe  GoTemment  bad  adopted  this  ooerae, 

and  he  hoped  thatbon.  Oentlsmen  on  both 

sides  of  tilt!  House  would  agree  to  mske 
the  Tiieasurc  as  perfect  as  possible  as  isr 
as  dispensaries  were  concern^. 

Ma.  SCULLY  expressed  the  deep  re* 
gret  he  felt  at  the  announcement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  he  had  hoped 
that  a  general  Bill  would  have  been  intro- 
duced this  Session  to  remedy  the  evils  of 
Uie  existing  system.  At  the  same  time 
he  agreed  in  thinldng  it  would  be  better  to 
i  pass  the  measure  in  its  restricted  form, 
rather  than  not  pass  any  at  all ;  he  hoped, 
however,  that  neit  Session  GoTemmeit 
would  see  the  necessity  of  grappling  with 
the  whole  question,  and  of  introducing'  a 
more  perfect  and  comprehcnaive  mesMre 
on  tbe  subject. 

Colonel  DUNNB  ihoagbt  it  would  hare 
been  imposoiUe  to  pasa  the  Bill  this  Ses> 
sion,  except  as  a  Dispensary  Bill.  It  wsu 
not  correct  to  say  that  the  Irish  .Members, 
as  a  body,  were  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  They  were  enly  opposed  to  ill 
details. 

Clause  9  (power  to  afibrd  Bispewary 

Relief). 

Mb.  0.  A.  HAMILTON  proposed- 

*'In  page  4,  lino  8S,  after  Uie  word  *OoBUMit- 
tPf.'  to  iiiKort  tlif  Words,  'and  the  offioiatiof 
Clergjman  of  each  Denomination  ha?iog  obar^g* 
of  and  being  midsat  la  aaj  pariah  vitbia  raw 
Dispenaary  distrlet."* 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  en* 
able  clersrymen  to  be  ew-officio  members  of 
the  committees,  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
tickets  for  medical  relief  to  the  pour  of 
their  districts. 

Sir  WILLIAM  SOMEBTILLB  op- 
posed the  Amendment. 
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(}uoM\on  put,  '*That  those  woi^  be 
there  inserted." 

Tke  CimmUiM  dfvided Ajes  21; 
Koes22:  Majoritjl. 

ClauM*     freed  to.    CiMSee  10  to  19 

inehisivc  struck  out. 
Clause  20. 

Mb.  ROCHE  wkhed  to  know  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  GoTomment  to 

hrini^  in  a  Bill  to  rofnrm  the  nhtises  con- 
not*  ted  wiUi  hospitolii  and  intirmahea  in 
Ireland  ? 

Snt  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLS  said, 
no  one  eould  be  more  convinced  than  he 

wf»«  of  th<»  neeeps-'it  v  df  •^oinc  chnnc;p  in  the 
law-  relating  to  Intiriuurics,  and  he  intended 
to  lake  up  tho  question  early  next  Ses- 
■ien. 

Clause  agreed  to.  Clause  21  tiruek 
0«/.    Reronining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Sir  ROBERT  FERGUSON  proposed 
an  additional  clauM.  providing  that  the 
treasurer  of  each  Union  should  dednet 
from  the  salary  of  each  medical  officer  ap- 
pointed under  this  Aot  the  sntn  of  3^  jior 
cent  per  annum,  and  so  rateably  from  any 
ench  salary*  of  whatever  amonnt;  the  enms 
eodedticted  to  be  paid  to  the  Commission- 
ers, and  by  them  applied  froni  time  to  time 
as  oecasion  might  require  tur  the  payment 
of  snch  superannuation  or  retiring  allow- 
aoee,  or  gratuity,  as  might  be  ordered  or 
appointed  by  the  said  Commissioners,  with 
the  sanction  of  the  Lords'  Commissioners 
of  the  Treasury. 

Sir  WILLIAM  SOMBRVILLE  said, 
he  must  oppose  the  Clause,  on  the  ground 
that  medicftl  officers  ought  to  be  loft  to 
ofTpf't  thfnr  own  arrangements  for  securing 
annuities,  or  making  any  otiier  provision 
for  themselres  or  their  families. 

Claase  toUMroton. 

The  House  reaomed.  Bill  reported,  as 
amended. 

BAYID  SALOMONS.  ESQ.— ACTIOliS  FOR 

PENALTIES. 

Mr.  speaker  stated,  that  he  had 
received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Alderman  Salo- 
mons, relative  to  eettain  actions  brought 
n'»ainst  him  for  having  sat  and  "voted  in 
the  House  ns  Member  for  Greenwich, 
which  be  read,  as  follows • 

"  Great  CombcrUnd  Place, 
Friday,  July  2Mb. 
"Sir — I  n-n  n  ! vised  that  it  is  nir  duty  r«"ipect- 
foU/  to  iatorm  }uu  and  tho  Uousc,  that  two  ac- 
Uoiis  at  law  under  tho  Statute  have  been  oom- 
nipnccd  ni^ainst  nie,  for  pcnaltlos  alleged  to  be 
incurn>d  hy  me  fur  having  ex«.'rcis«d,  ou  Muuday 
last,  mj  right  ef  sitting  and  voting  In  the  House 


of  CommoQS  as  Mambar  for  tirsenwieh,  and  that 
at  the  trial  of  thoM  aetioos  any  nsolution  or  pro- 
ceeding which  t!)c  ITouse  may  adopt  can  be  given 
ia  evidence  in  those  actions. — With  the  greatest 
respeot,  I  IwTe  the  honimr  to  bs,  Sir,  jrour  most 
obedient  senrant,  "Davm  SalonoKS. 

"  To  the  Right  Boa.  The  Spesksr.** 

DAVID  SALOMONS,  ES(2._TIIE  G&££N. 
WICII  PETlTiuNS. 

Order  for  Consideration  of  Petitions  from 
Greenwich  [presented  25th  July]  read. 

S»  BENJAMIN  HALL  said,  that  be- 
fore submitting  to  the  House  the  Motion 
of  which  lie  had  given  notice,  he  mtist,  in 
the  tir&t  instance,  otfer  his  own  and  the 
thanks  of  those  whose  interests  he  was 
about  to  advocate,  to  the  noUe  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  for  having 
permitted  him  to  bring  this  subject  before 
the  House  at  that  early  period  of  the 
evening,  and  also  as  a  substantivo  Motion 
instead  of  as  an  Amendment  upon  the 
Resolutions  of  -which  he  (Lord  John  Rus- 
sell) had  himself  given  nutice.    It  mirjht, 
perhaps,  be  convenient  to  the  House  that 
he  should  state  that  in  ease  any  objection 
were  offered  to  the  Resolution  which  he 
should  propose,  he  should  divide  the  House 
upon  it.    The  proposition  which  he  had  to 
submit  to  them  was  simple  in  its  character, 
and  was  based  upon  justiee  .and  equity, 
and  he  hoped,  tliereforo,  that  the  House 
would  assent  to  hearing  the  electors  of 
Greenwich  at  the  bar,  rather  than  that 
they  should  be  deprived  of  what  they  eoa« 
sidered  their  jost  right  and  privilege.  The 
facts  of  the  case  were  simply  these  : — In 
1832  the  House  determined  that  the  bo- 
rough of  Greenwich  was  of  so  great  and 
material  importanoe  that  it  ought  to  be 
inserted  in  the  schedule  amongst  the  places 
which  were  to  return  two  Members  to  Par- 
liameut;  and  from  that  time  to  the  present 
it  had,  of  coarse,  exercised  its  fttaetions 
with  which  It  was  inrested  by  the  Reform 
Act;  and  it  was  a  remarkable  feature  with 
reference  to  this  borough,  that  although 
there  had  been  contested  elections  when- 
ever an  opportunity  was  offered  for  the 
electors  to  reoord  their  votes,  there  was 
hardly  an  instance  in  which  a  gentleman 
entertaining  other  than  what  were  called 
liberal  opinions  had  been  elected  to  the 
representation  of  the  borough  of  Green- 
wich.   Its  population  was  about  80,000. 
At  the  last  gvnernl  election,  in  1847,  the 
seat  was  contested  by  tliree  gentlemen,  all 
entertaining  the  same,  or  nearly  the  same» 
political  opinions.   Admifal  Dundas,  who 
3  E  2 
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was  at  the  head  uf  the  poll,  had  2,409 
Totes;  Mr.  Barnard,  1,511;  and  Mr.  AU 
derman  Salomons  1,230;  so  that  at  this 

election,  ^vhen  he  oamo  very  late  into  the 
field,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomans  was  de- 


tleman  was  ordered  to  withdraw,  he  came 
into  the  Honae  and  voted  three  times;  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  cbmr  had 

that  evening  rend  to  them  a  letter,  in 
which  he  stated  that  in  consequence  of  his 


feated  by  only  27a  votes.  When,  there- 1  exercising  that  privilege,  he  was  uoir 
fore,  a  few  weeks  ago  a  Tseancy  in  the  j  threatened  with  aetions.  The  House  must 

representation  of  tliis  ])iinuii;li  arose,  Mr.  also  reeollcct  that  he  addressed  them;  and 

Aldermnu  Salomons  felt  that  lio  liail  a  fair  everyone  wlio  liearJ  lilni  must  at  all  oventa 
ri^ht  aLjain  to  test  the  opinions  of  the  olec-   have  adnurod  the  deterniination  which  he 

had  evinced  to  take  his  seat  in  that  iiuuse» 
and  the  temperate  and  deferential  manner 
in  which  he  had  addressed  the  House.  A 
resolution  was  then  submitted  to  the  Iloase 


toral  body,  and  ho  accordingly  again  pre- 
sented himself  to  them*  The  eirenm- 
stances  of  the  election  which  ensued  were 
rather  singular.     Both  candidates  enter- 


tained the  same  political  opinions,  and  by  the  boo.  and  learned  Gentleman  near 
both  were  well  known  in  the  City  of  Lon- !  him  (Mr.  Anstey),  who,  together  with  the 
don,  of  wbieh  each  wa«i  an  alderman  and  '  Solicitor  General,  said  that  Mr.  Alderman 
a  deputy  lieutenant;  but  there  was  tliis  Salomons  had  taken  the  oath,  and  there- 
difference  between  them,  that  the  one  was  fore  should  sit;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
a  Jew  and  the  other  was  a  Christian;  and  the  Attorney  General  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  inhabitants  of  Greenwich,  actuated  by  !  negatived  the  resolution;  and  a  Motion 
the  same  feelings  as  those  which  had  influ-  now  stood  on  the  paper  which  would  be 
onced  the  electors  of  tlie  City  of  London,  lironfjht  on  if  he  should  not  succeed  in  bis 
determined  to  test  the  question,  and  to  Motion,  declaring  that,  becatisc  the  hon. 
advocate  the  rights  of  civil  and  religious  ^  Geutlemau  had  not  tui&eu  the  oaths  accor- 
lilct  ty  by  returning  a  Jew  to  Parliament .  ding  to  a  law  which  was  perfeetij  unde> 
in  preference  to  a  Christian.    Alderman  finable  if  thej  consulted  die  law  officers 
Salomons  was  accordingly  returned  by  a  of  the  Crown,  he  must  bo  evchi'l'Ml  thnt 
majority  of  887  votes,  having  polled  2,165  assembly.    One  party  on  this  question 
votes,  while  his  opponent  bad  only  1,278.  ^  contended  that,  though  the  law  as  it  now 
The  hon.  Member  subsequently  presented  .  stood  was  never  intended  to  apply  to  the 
himself  at  the  table  of  that  House,  and  present  cose,  yet,  inasmuch  as  it  was  not 
took  the  first  two  oaths.     Previous  to  repealed,  it  must  apflv;  on  the  other  side 
doing  so,  however,  he  demanded  to  be  it  was  said,  that  the  law  was  never  intend* 
Bworn  upon  the  Old  Testament;  and  the '  ed  to  apply,  and  that  so  far  was  it  from 
Speaker,  noting  under  the  Ordern  of  the  applying,  that  the  Act  of  1838  orerrnied 
Hou'^e,  ns  conveyed  in  ;i  Kesolution  of  the  its  aj^jilieability.    The  one  party  said  to 
House  of  last  ise^sion,  declared  without  a  the  hon.  Menihcr,  "  You  were  never  in- 
dissentient  voice  that  he  should  bo  so  tended  to  be  a  i'uuish  recusant  eouvict; 
sworn,  and  therdbre  admitted  him  as  a  but  yon  are  one,  and  shall  be  so,  although 
Jew  to  the  tabic  of  the  House.   But  when  we  admit  you  to  be  a  Jew;"  the  other 
bo  came  to  the  last  words  of  the  oath,  the  party  said,  *'  You  are  a  Jew,  and  we  do 
House  determined  he  should  be  a  Cbri.s-  not  want  you  to  declare  yourself  a  Papist." 
tian,  and  heeause  he  would  not  swear  **  on  ^  And,  according  to  the  Attorney  Genend, 
the  true  faith  of  a  Christian"  (the  House ;  although  the  hon.  Member  for  GreenwiiAi 
having  previously   detcrniinod    that  he  could  not  take  his  seat  as  a  Member  of 
should  bo  sworn  as  a  .lew),  he  was  or-  that  House,  he  had  nevertheless  taken  the 
dered  to  withdraw.    That  was  the  absurd  oaths  at  the  table  in  su  substantive  a  form, 
position  in  which  they  were  placed  ;  and  *  that  if  be  fiweswore  himself,  he  would  he 
they  might  rest  assured   that  in  these  amenable  to  a  prosecution  in  a  court  of 
times  of  political  inquiry,  when  the  people  law.    The  noMe  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
were  informed  of  everythinf^  that  tran-  (jovernnient,  as  far  as  he  could  imder- 
spired  in  that  assembly,  that  their  pro-  stand,  intended  to  oppose  the  Uesolution 
eeedings  were  anxiously  watched;  and  al-  j  which  he  was  about  to  move,  taking  for 
though  many  might  differ  with  them,  and  his  precedent  the  Resolution  of  last  year, 
censure  their  proceedini^s,  let  them  not  Now  he  thought  that  that  Resolution  was 
allow   those   proceedings   to  appear  lu- 1  most  hastily  concocted,  and  most  unad- 
dtcrous^  in  the  eyes  of  the  people,  be- 1  visedly  passed,  and  at  whatever  decision 
4;ause,  if  they  did,  that  assembly  would  be- 1  the  noble  Lord  might  arrive,  be  trusted 
4somo  contemptible.  After  the  hon*  Gen-  that  he  voold  not  again  put  a  ttmilar ; 
Sw  B.  Hall  1 
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lution  on  record,  because  he  might  depend  him  away  because  ho  would  not  swear  he 

was  a  Christian.  But  he  had  found  a  pre- 
cedent for  the  ooane  which  the  noble  Lord 
now  proposed  to  pursue  in  the  only  unre- 
formed  and  irresponsible  corporation  in 
England — that  of  the  city  of  London,  la 
1835,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons  was  elect- 
ed alderman  of  the  ward  of  Aldgate; 


upon  it  that  the  time  would  come  when 
they  would  he  obliged  to  rescind  it»  as 
they  had  the  resolution  which  was  passed 
in  the  case  of  Wilkes.  Wilkes  having 
published  what  was  called  an  outrageous 
Kbel  upon  the  King,  and  a  most  flag- 
rantly iintnoral  Essay  on  Woman,  he  was, 


on  the  17tli  February,  1769,  expelled  tho  }n\t  the  election  was  annullrc!  ^y  the  Court 
House.  He  was  initned'Tatcly  re-elected  of  Aldermen,  who  ordered  a  new  election, 
by  the  electors,  but  the  llou&e  neverthe- ;  when  Mr.  liuniphery  was  returned.  He 
lesa  seated  Colonel  Lnttrel  bj  reeolotion,  |  (Sir  B.  Halt)  did  not  obiect  to  Mr. 
entering  into  »  eontest  with  the  electors  .  II umphery  holding  that  office;  on  the 
of  Middlesex,  similar  to  that  on  which  '  contrary,  his  hon.  Friend  was  the  beau 
tbey  were  about  to  embark  with  the  olec-  j  ideal  of  aldermanic  representation.  In 
tors  of  Greenwich.  The  result  was,  that  1844,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomona  was  elect- 
in  1781  they  had  to  pass  a  Resolution,  de- 1  ed  for  Portsoken  Wnrd;  but  the  election 
daring  that  tlio  Resolution  of  tlio  *'  17th  was  again  annulled,  and  a  gentleman 
of  Febrnnry,  1769,  declaring'  that  John  named  Moon  was  nppnintetl.    In  1817  he 


Wiikea  having  been  expelled  the  House, 
was  and  ii  incapable  of  being  elected  to 
■er?e  in  the  present  Parliament,  be  ex- 


was  again  elected  aldcimau  fur  Cord- 
wainers'  Ward;  and  the  Section  then  re- 
ceived the  assent  of  the  Court  of  Alder- 


pungcd  from  the  Journals  of  this  House,  !  men.  He  would  say,  let  them  rather  fol- 
as  being  subversive  of  the  rights  of  the  low  the  course  taken  by  the  hon.  and 
whole  body  of  the  electors  of  this  United  learned  Member  for  Abingdon  (Sir  F. 
Kingdom."  Now  be  contended  that  if  i  Theaiger),  than  adopt  the  course  that  was 
they  passed  the  Resolution  proposed  by  the  proposed  by  the  Government.  Let  them 
noble  Lord,  they  would  pass  one  which  order  a  new  writ  to  issue,  but  let  them  not 
would  be  subversive  of  the  rights  of  the  [  pass  a  resolution  that  a  man  must  take  a 
whole  body  of  the  electors  of  the  United  certain  oath  according  to  law,  when  the 
Kingdom;  and  he  hoped  that  the  nohle  law  is  undefined.  Let  them  take  a  manly 
Lord  would  not  press  it,  because  he  did  course,  as  sn^g;csted  hv  tli  hon.  and  learn- 
*  not  wish  they  slionld  stultifv  themselves  cd  Gentleman,  and  put  themselves  at  once 
by  passing  a  resolution  one  day,  and  re-  in  collibiuu  with  the  clectorul  body,  and  let 
-  scindin^  it  the  next.  The  electors  of  \  them  give  the  dectors  an  o)»portunity  of 
Greenwich,  knowing  that  such  a  resolu- 1  fighting  the  bai^e  and  asserting  their 
tion  was  about  to  be  proposed  by  the  rights  in  the  same  way  that  the  House 
noble  Lord,  had  petitioned  that  they  might ,  asserted  thetjra.  The  petition  presented 
be  heard  at  the  bar  in  support  of  what  from  the  electors  statea,  that  David  Sa- 
ihey  believed  to  be  their  rights;  and  they  lomons  had  been  duly  returned,  and  had 
set  forth  in  that  petition  that  they  believed  (jualiiied  him.self  to  ho  a  Member  of  the 
that  their  Men)ber  was  tuKler  no  legal  dis-  House.  Tliey  believed  thnt  tl?eir  ^fembpf 
ability,  but  was  well  quaiilicd  to  serve :  laboured  under  no  legal  dithcuity  that 
them  in  Parliament.  When  he  {Sir  B.|  would  disqualify  him  to  sit  and  Tote,  and 
Hall)  suggested  the  possibility  of  a  peti-  they  humbly  prayed  the  House  to  permit 
tion  ho^nrr  presented  from  the  electors  of,  them  to  he  heard  by  counsel  at  the  bar  in 
Greenwich,  praying  to  be  heard  by  coun-  defence  of  their  right  to  elect  their  own 
eel,  the  noble  Lord  said  that  he  would  representatives.  He  hoped,  as  there  could 
give  no  opinion  at  that  time,  but  that  he  |  be  no  precedent  for  we  proceeding,  the 
would  search  for  precedents  if  any  existed.  '  noble  Lord  would  not  put  that  forward  as 
He  {Sir  B.  Hall)  was  at  that  time  aware,  '  an  obstacle  for  resisting  the  Motion  which 
and  he  was  still  further  fortified  in  that  be  (Sir  Benjamin  Hail)  now  brought  for- 


opinion  by  searching  the  Journals,  that 
there  was  no  precedent  for  such  a  pro- 


ward.  The  dectors  of  Greenwich  bad 
chosen  Mr.  Salomons  for  their  represen- 

eeeding  as  this,  because  he  was  happy  tativo  for  the  purpose  of  trying  this  great 
to  say  there  had  never  before  been  a ;  and  constitutional  c]uej*iion.  Let  tliem  bo 
ground  for  it;  the  House  had  never  be- 1  heard  in  support  uf  their  rights  at  the 
fore  allowed  a  man  to  come  to  the  table '  bar  of  the  House,  and  let  them  employ 
to  be  sworn  on  the  Old  Testament;  and  '  the  best  advocacy  they  can  to  support 
alter  thus  admitting  him  to  be  a  Jew,  sent  their  claims.    That  privilege  they  were 
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fairly  entitled  to  in  the  present  undefined 
fttnte  of  th«  l«w«~>a  ]»▼  which  was  never 
meant  to  apply  to  a  case  of  this  kind,  and 
which  one  of  tlio  law  officers  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  said  did  not  apply.  Let  the 
Honte  not  refuse  the  deoton  of  Green- 
wich the  privilege  to  which  tbcf  were  enti- 
tled— hear  wliat  they  had  to  say,  and  then 
conio  to  a  calm  decision  on  the  subject. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  propui^ed — 

**  TImI  the  in«oton  of  the  Btimugh  ef  Oreen- 

•wicli  1m.' li.  nnl  by  (''oiiuscl  at  i!if  llaroftliis  House, 
iapursuaure  of  thf  jimycr     rlt<'ir  >aiti  rrtitioii"*." 

Mr.  CHISHOLM  AJS'STEY  seeonded 
the  Motion. 

The  ATTORNEY  6ENBRAL  consid- 
ered that  the  Motion  which  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  by  his  hon.  Friend 
was  one  that  ought  not  to  be  agreed  to. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  be  of  opinion 
that  the  subject  was  one  on  which  no 
further  light  could,  by  possibility,  be 
thrown.  It  had  been  discussed  on  two 
separate  occasions  in  this  Session  of  Par- 
liament as  well  as  in  the  last.  In  the  last 
Session  the  House  had  come  to  a  solemn 
resolution  on  the  subject,  and  the  m  itter 
had  been  most  fully  and  most  eial)orate)j 
discussed,  not  only  by  the  Members  gene- 
rally of  the  House,  but  by  the  Members  of 
the  lognl  profession  who  have  seats  in  the 
House.  He  coidd  not  think  that  eounsel 
out  of  the  House  could  throw  any  addi- 
tional light  upon  it,  nor  persuade  himself 
that  any  additional  information  or  proce- 
dents  could  be  brone;]it  before  the  House, 
or  any  additional  Acts  of  Parliament,  and 
therefore  it  would  be  a  wasting  of  the  time 
of  the  House  to  go  further  into  the  sub- 
ject. The  hon.  Member  who  brought  for- 
ward the  question  <<'ir)Mlil  have  i;iven  the 
House  some  reason  lor  believing'  that  ad- 
ditional light  would  be  thrown  on  the  sub- 
jeot  if  oeunsd  were  heard  at  the  bar;  but 
ho  would  put  it  to  the  House  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  conid  persuade  them  that 
any  new  light  would  bet  hrown  on  the  ques- 
tion? He  (the  Attorney  General)  would 
ask  whether  any  person  conld  suppose  that 
this  Motion  was  made  for  any  other  pur- 
pose than  delay,  and  for  keeping  up  ex- 
citement on  the  Buhject  ? 

Mb.  CHISHOLM  ANSTBY  said,  that 
if«  as  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  the  electors  of  Greenwich  had 
told  tbora  in  their  petition  they  Inui  fur- 
tiicr  arguments  to  urge,  and  new  topici^  to 
touch  upon,  which  could  not  have  been 
brought  forward  before,  the  House  would 
net  receive  the  petition,  for  it  would  be 

Sir  B,  mi 


said  that,  in  referringto debates  wbiob  had 
taken  plaee  in  that  House,  they  had  oom- 

mitted  a  breach  of  privilege.    The  leader 
of  the  English  Bar,  however,  must  know 
that  Uie  House  could  collect  uHM-e  from  a 
well'Oonmdered  speech  delifered  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  bar  acting  in  Us  professional 
caj>  H  itv.  than  from  the  speeches  of  thirty 
or  forty  Gentlemen,  each  anxious  to  fore- 
stall bis  colleagues,  and  avoid  trespassing 
on  his  neighbour's  »rgumenta»  yet  not  aUe 
to  command  the  attention  of  the  Houae. 
When  the  hon.   and  learned  Gentleman 
said  the  subject  had  been  well  considered, 
would  he  also  say  it  hod  been  always  weU 
considered,  or  that  an  attentive  hearing 
was  given  to  the  question  on  Monday  last, 
until  the  lu>n.  Member  for  Greenwich  him- 
self addresbcd  the  House  ?  Were  not  hou. 
Members  up  to  that  period  in  »  frame 
'  of  mind  which  rendered  it  impossible  to 
'  make  an  Impression  upon  them  by  any  ar- 
gument ?     If  thcY  would  not  hear  the 
arguments  of  counsel  on  the  qucstioa,  let 
them  not  proceed  on  it  at  all,  but  leave  it  to 
be  decided  by  the  courts  of  law.  Inatoad 
1  of  takinni;  that  course,  tliey  were  deter- 
'  mined  to  do  the  ch^q  as  much  damage  as 
I  they  could  before  it  reached  a  court  of  law. 
I  That  was  the  consistent,  honouraUe,  manly 
courso  that  the  Gentlemen  who  had  cheer* 
ed  the  Attorney  General  wished  to  pursue. 
I  However,  if  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are 
friends  of  the  cause  were  true  to  them* 
i  selves,  it  was  their  duty  to  prevent  tho 
House  from  coming  to  a  hasty  decisiion, 
wiiicli  \voidd  prevent  a  Britisli  jury  from 
doing  justice,  and  a  Britibh  Judge  from 
I  correctly  expounding  the  law.    He  (Ifr. 
^  Anstey)  was  astonished  that  the  Attorney 
General  did  not  hear  the  letter  that  had 
been  read  from  tho  Chair  before  this  de- 
i  bate.    In  that  letter  the  hon.  Member  for 
'  Greenwich  told  the  House  that  actions  for 
penalties  had  been  commenced,  and  were 
now  actually  pending,  against  liiu).  Tie 
^  further  apprised  the  House  that  he  had 
\  been  advised  by  his  counsel  thai  it  was  his 
,  duty  to  inform  the  House  of  that:  and  be 
also  told  the  House,  that  he  ^yHs  further 
advised  that  any  re  ;f>lnti(»n  whatever,  which 
I  the  House  might  adopt  on  Uic  Motion  of 
I  the  noble  Lord,  could  be  given  in  evi* 
dence;  thus  any  resolution  of  the  House 
would  be  applied  to  influence  the  decision 
I  of  those  two  actions.    And  why  ?  Be- 
'  cause  the  whole  question  was  one  of  con- 
I  struocion,  and  it  was  a  question  on  which 
two  jurisdictions  were  competent  to  pro- 
I  nouncQ^namely,  the  Parliamentary  tcibu- 
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sal — ivoitld  not  call  it  a  jodieial  liibu- 
nal — wbicb  he  had  the  honour  to  Address, 

and  a  court  of  law  to  which  the  case  was 


wheD  it  adopted  a  retolniion  not  having 

the  effect  of  lair  which  prerented  a  Mem< 
ber  whoso  eligibility  was  confessed,  whose 


about  to  he  siihmitted.    He  spoke  in  the  i  legal  possession  of  the  seat  was  undenied. 


prc&once  of  lawyers,  and  he  asked  anj  of 
thcfli  to  oontradiet  hia  if  ho  ooold,  when 
Iw  Moerted  that  there  waa  a  apeciea  of 

cnniity  (not  to  say  nblii^ation)  that  bound 
one  c  ourt  of  competent  jurisdiction  to  re- 
spect the  decii>iou  of  another  court  of 
competent  juritdietioii,  pronooneed  upon 
the  flame,  or  upon  an  analogous  ease.  It 
would  he  the  duty  of  a  Judge  heforo 


from  voting  and  attending  to  his  Fai'Ua- 
mentary  duties.   It  was  for  the  lake  of 

the  House  more  than  for  the  sake  of  the 

prejudged  constitiionry  of  Greenwich,  that 
he  asked  thcni  to  hear  counsel  at  the  bar. 
In  the  catio  of  Aylesbury,  when  a  similar 
point  had  been  laiMd,  the  House  eane  to 
a  resolution  that,  according  to  the  known 
laws  and  usages  of  Parliament,  it  was  the 


whom  tho  rei»olutioa  of  that  House  might  sole  right  of  the  Commons  of  England  in 
be  prodaoed,  if  germane  to  the  matter —  Parliament  assembled,  to  examine  and  dfr> 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  that  Judge  to  in-  termine  all  matters  relating  to  ihe  deetion 
form  the  jury  that,  whatever  might  bo  of  tlieir  own  Memborg,  except  in  cases 
their  own  private  opinions,  it  was  their  spccinlly  provided  for  by  Act  of  I'arliament. 
duty,  as  it  was  his,  to  pay  great  respect  j  But  ihc  privilege  thus  asserted  was  esa- 
and  attach  gnat  weight  to  what  was  a  de*  |  mined  in  a  court  of  htw,  and  was  found  to 
dsiott  of  tiiat  House.    The  question  they  !  be  excessive,  and  the  House  of  Commons 


were  going  to  try  was  the  right  of  the 
electors  of  Greenwich  to  elect  »  Jew  to 
represent  them  in  Parliameut.  The  House 
did  not  deny  their  right  to  elect,  or  bis 
eligibility  to  be  elected,  but  they  obitruct- 
•d  and  prevented  him  when  he  came  to 
take  his  tq^t.  The  electors  abked  to  be 
heard  by  counsel  agtinst  that  decision — 
they  said  the  priTiteges  of  the  House  did 
not  reach  so  far — that  the  TTrni-o  cfnild 
not  set  itself  above  the  law  of  ilie  laud  — 
and  that  the  law  was  on   their  sidu. 


had  to  recede  from  it,  aud  they  had  no 
right  to  interfere  with  the  electorsi  of  the 
country,  exuept  in  cases  specially  provided 
for  by  Act  of  Ferliament.  He  (Mr.  An- 
stey)  asked  them  to  show  him  an  Act  of 
Parliament  that  gave  to  the  House  the 
right  to  set  aside  the  election  of  the  hou. 
Member  for  Greenwioh,  by  an  «r  post  facio 
resolution.  Was  there  evw  so  moderate, 
reasonable,  and  ju.st  a  request  as  that  of 
the  eleetdrs  of  liruenwicii  ?  A  general 
election  was  approaching,  aud  the  great 


Speaking  from  bis  reediection  9t  former  i  liberal  constituencies  would  act  so  that  the 

precedents,  the  House  should  not  be  per- 1  House  of  Commons  would  have  to  deal* 


raittcd  to  do  this  injustice  without  going 
through  the  decent  form  of  hearing  tlie 
partic^s  aggrieved.  In  1759  aud  in  i7GU 
were*  be  iwlieTed,  the  two  last  ocewuons 
OB  which  the  House  had  attempted  to  use 
its  pnviloL'es  in  obstruction  of  proceedings 
in  courts  oi  justice;  but  on  those  occasions 
they  benrd  the  parties,  or  made  an  order 
to  hoar  them  by  counsel.    He  did  not 


not  witli  tbe  two  seats  for  London  and 
Greenwich  only,  but  the  House  seemed 
labouring  blindly  to  bring  itself  at  once 
into  a  position  of  hostility  with  the  people 
of  England,  and  the  courts  of  justice  :  if 
they  did,  they  would  have  (as  had  been 
done  in  Stoclcdale  v.  Barnard)  to  retrace 
their  proeeedings.  It  was  to  save  the 
House  from  a  dilemma  that  the  Motion 


think  that  hearing  counsel  would  change  '  was  pressed  on  Its  adnpiion.    It  was  with 


thfir  purpose; 
would  ob^rve 


but  by  lirarini:^'  bun  tliey 
the  forms  ol  justice,  and 


difHculty  the  hou.  and  learned  Member 
fur  Aylesbury  had  been  enabled  to  obtain 


iwesent  their  resoltttion  in  a  decent  shape  j  a  hearing  for  the  few  pregnant  words  he 
to  the  country  that  was  going  to  examine,  I  addressed  to  the  House  on  the  subject;  an 


and  he  thought  to  reverse,  their  acts.  The 
Members  of  that  House  had  no  power  at 
all  over  constituencies  except  indirectly, 
end  for  the  purpose  of  determining  the 
eligibility  of  its  own  Members.  The  point 
which  belonged  to  that  House  wa"*  (be 
eligibility  of  Members;  the  point  which 
mm  nd  theirs  was  the  right  of  the  dec- 
tore,  of  which  they  could  not  be  divested 
except  by  Act  of  Parliament.    But  that 


attempt  was  made  to  put  him  down,  and 
to  put  down  almost  every  Member  who 
took  the  same  side.  Their  statements 
were  received  with  inattention  or  disre> 
gard.  But  the  House  would  be  hound  to 
listen  to  counsel  at  the  bar.  The  Govorn- 
ment  might  desire  to  proceed  to  whet  they 
called  more  important  business;  but  he 
denied  that  any  bndacss  couhl  be  mote 
i  important  than  what  was  now  before  them. 


House  took  away  the  right  of  the  electors  |  Instead  of  the  QoTornment  gaining  time 
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bjf  the  course  they  adopted,  they  would 
lose  time,  beeanse  they  had  rendered  it 

incumbent  on  the  friends  of  civil  and  reli- 
gious freedom  in  that  Hnn<>e  to  use  against 
them  all  tijose  constitutional  forms  of  de- 
lay which  Members  of  the  House  were 
empowered  to  use. 

Sir  FREDERIC  TIIESIGER  hoped 


urge  upon  them  to  be  heard  by  counsel. 
The  prayer  of  the*  petttiota  vat,  **  We 
humbly  and  earnestly  pray  that  your  hom 
House  will  permit  ua  to  be  heard  by  coun- 
sel at  the  bar  in  defence  of  our  undoubted 
right  to  return  ottr  representativea."  Who 
had  ever  disputed  the  right  of  the  ele^ 
tors  of  Greenwich  to  elect  their  represen- 


that,  in  discussing  this  question,  hon.  Gen-  j  tativcs  if  IJow  would  the  principle  in- 
tlcraeu  would  foUovr  the  advice  which  had  [  volved  in  the  question  they  had  decided, 
been  given  by  an  honoured  and  lamented  |  and  were  eidled  upon  to  decide,  affect  the 

friend  of  his— a  Chief  Justice,  who,  at  j  Hght  of  the  electors  to  choose  their  owa 

the  close  of  a  long  circuit,  reeommonded  1  representatives  ?    The  electors  of  Green- 


the  Bar  to  put  themselves  on  a  short  al- 
lowance of  speech  for  the  rest  of  the 
assisee:  and  the  best  way  of  acting  on 
that  advice  would  be  to  adhere  closely  to 
the  snhjoct.  In  his  opinion  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Youghal  had  entirely 
mistaken  the  argument  of  the  Attorney 
General.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
never  sf\iJ  it  was  necessary  that  persons 
who  petitioned  the  lliju^e  to  he  heard  by 
countiel  al  the  bar,  should  point  out  some 
new  matter  which  they  intended  to  bring 
before  the  House  for  consideration;  but 
what  he  said  was  this,  that  they  knew  to 
what  extent  the  discussion  had  gone;  they 
Itne'ir  that  every  point  that  could  be  urged 
had  been  raised  and  considered;  and  they 
could  not  believe  thnt  anvthinff  new  would 
be  brought  before  tlioiii  to  induce  thcni  to 
come  to  a  different  dcterniination  from  that 
to  which  they  had  come  in  the  last  Ses- 
sion, when  there  was  a  solemn  resolution 
on  the  very  point  now  submitted  to  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  had  complain- 
ed, and  perhaps  justly  complained,  that 
lawyers  had  diifcred  on  the  subject  before 
them;  but  lie  should  lilio  to  know  if  there 
was  any  difficulty  or  embarrassment  in 
consequence  of  that  did'ercnco  amongst 
the  lawyers,  how  would  they  be  assisted, 
not  by  hearing  the  question  solemnly  dis* 
cussed  on  both  sides,  but  by  having  coun- 


wicli  might,  if  they  pleased,  elect  an  alien, 
or  they  might  dect  a  clergyman;  but  that 
House  was  not  bound  to  admit  a  dei^> 

man  or  an  alien  to  take  his  seat.  The 
question  wns  not  one  as  to  the  election  of 
representatives,  but  whether  the  represen- 
tative chosen  had  qualified  himself  to  talM 
his  seat  in  the  House.  It  appeared  to 
him  that,  independently  of  the  absurdity 
uf  hearing  a  one-sided  argument  on  a 
question  discussed  so  fully  several  times 
before,  the  petition  did  not  eoutain  any 
prayer  on  which  they  could  p<^ibly  act, 
because  they  had  never  endeavoured  to 
interfere,  or  claimed  the  righw  to  iDterfvre, 
with  the  electors  of  Greenwich  in  tbdr 
choice  of  representatives. 

Mit.  C.  r.  VILLIERS  said,  that  the 
lion,  and  learned  Me?Til>er  who  had  jiiit 
spoken  was  the  last  man  who  ought  to 
object  to  the  prayer  of  the  electors  of 
Greenwich,  on  the  ground  that  the  Houae 
did  not  wish  to  interfere  with  their  rijrht 
te  elect  whom  they  pleased;  for  the  learn- 
ed Member  was  precisely  the  Member  who 
had  wished  to  interfere  with  that  right, 
for  he  it  was  who  proposed  to  issue  a  new 
writ  fur  Greenwich,  because  they  had 
chosen  Mr.  Salomons;  he  made  the  sasoe 
Motion  last  year,  in  the  case  of  Bwea 
Rothschild;  and,  had  he  aucceeded,  be 
might,  by  continually  disputing  the  ri^it 


scl  specially  employed  to  take  one  particu-  j  of  the  electors,  compel  them  to  yield,  and 
lar  view  of  it,  aud  one  view  only  ?  That  ]  abandon  the  Members  of  their  choice.  It 
was  what  he  apprehended  the  Attorney  j  was  probable  that  if  that  new  writ  iasned, 

General  meant  to  convey,  and  did  convcv,  the  electors  would  again  return  Alderrass 
in  the  observations  ho  had  made.  It  ^Salomons;  but  the  linn  and  learned  Metn- 
appeared  to  him  that  it  really  would  be  i  her  mi^ht  again  move  for  the  issue  of  a 
idle — that  it  would  be  trifling— if  they  |  new  wnt;  and  though  AMennaa  StleoMus 
were  now,  after  all  that  had  taken  place  was  returned  a  third  time,  the  hon.  and 
on  the  subject,  to  allow  the  prayer  of  tlie  learned  (Jentloman  miixht  go  on  making 
petitioners  to  he  heard  nt  the  bar,  even  )  Motions  for  new  writs  until  the  ek;^tors  of 
though  it  was  not  objectionable  in  other  Greenwieli  became  tired  of  electing  Alder* 


respects.  There  was  another  question 
that  arose  upon  the  petition  itself,  which 


man  Salomons,  and  they  might  be  foreed 

to  ndnjit  themselves  beaten  bv*  the  hon. 


appeared  to  him  entirely  "to  remove  the '  and  learned  Member  fur  Abin^ilon.  The 
pctitiouei's  from  any  ground  they  might  so  j  other  objection  of  the  hon.  and  iearued 
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UemW  wu  equallj  invalid— namely,  that 
it  was  not  ri^t  to  hear  eoonsel  for  the 

{wtltioncrs,  hecniise  they  conM  not  1i<^nr 
couDscl  on  the  other  side;  but  the  learned 
Member  forgot  while,  ou  the  one  hand, 
lie  admitted  the  itnportance  of  counsel 
being  heard — for  the  argument  adtuitted 
the  possibility  that  the  rpason*?  alleged  by 
counsel  might  influence  the  decision  of  the 
majority  of  that  House — ^he  was  one  of  a 
ciajority  who  had  decided  the  point  to 
their  own  satisfaction,  nnd  who  pretend 
that  no  more  infortnation  was  required. 
He  should  rcniembor  that  the  electors  of 
Greenwich  were  the  Tictims  of  that  deci- 
sion, and  before  final  judgment  was  passed 
by  the  House,  they  asked  to  be  heard. 
He  thought  the  electors  of  Greenwich  had 
great  reason  in  their  request,  and  he  agreed 
with  theoi  in  its  propriety.  He  thought 
the  electors  and  the  Alderman  had  both 
been  very  unjustly  reproached  for  the 
attempt  that  they  had  made  lately  to  pro- 
cure emancipation  for  persons  of  the  Jew- 
ish persuasion,  after  the  resolution  to  which 
the  House  had  eome  last  year;  but  there 
was  a  very  great  distinction  between  the 
two  cases.  U*)  begged  the  House  to  re- 
member, that  when  they  were  discussing 
this  measure  last  year,  they  did  it  in  a 
very  slovenly  and  careless  manner,  owing 
to  the  assurance  that  was  then  given  that 
a  Bill  wonid  be  introduced  this  Session  at 
once  to  remove  all  doubts  with  respect  to 
the  law;  and  that  when  the  scat  was 
vacated  the  other  day,  the  Hill  had  not 
been  discussed  in  the  other  House,  and 
the  electors  might  well  have  supposed  that 
such  an  act  of  relief  at  this  day  at  least 
would  have  passed.  Mr.  vSalomons,  far 
from  showing  any  disrespect  to  that  House, 
was  careful  in  not  presenting  himself  to 
take  bis  seat  till  the  fate  of  that  measure 
was  known.  He  (Mr.  Villiers)  considered, 
lookinn^  at  the  majority  by  which  that 
measure  was  rejected,  looking  to  the  argu- 
ments then  used,  which  were  entirely  reli- 
gions in  their  character,  and  with  the  view 
to  exclude  the  Jews  as  Jews,  that  this 
Hou.se  and  the  eonstitueiic-y  were  in  a  very 
different  position  in  cousecjuence,  and  they 
were  bound  to  consider,  looking  at  the 
ntier  hopelessness  now  of  ever  getting  a 
Bill  throui^h  the  other  House  to  emanci- 
pate the  Jews,  whether  they  were  not 
themselves  straining  the  law  for  the  pur- 
pose of  exclusion,  and  wore  not  availing 
themselves  of  the  spirit  and  intention  of  a 
recent  statute  passed  purposely  to  relieve 
the  scruples  of  persons  of  different  reli- 


gious for  ihe  object  of  excluding  the  Jews. 
This  was  a  novel  pontion  in  which  they 

were  placed  this  year,  and  quite  recently, 
and  it  became  them  to  consider  the  thinir 
afresh,  and  gravely  to  ascertain  what  was 
within  tbetr  own  power  and  privilege  in 
accomplishing  this  object.  He  said  it  was 
hopeless  for  the  Jews  to  expect  a  better 
fate  in  the  other  House,  because  he  ob- 
serred  that  those  who  Toted  against  the 
Jews  were  not  only  those  who  generally 
ojqiosed  concessions  of  this  sort,  but  per- 
sons who  considered  themselves  peculiar 
champions  of  religious  liberty,  and  who 
had  put  tbemsdves  prominently  forward  to 
defend  that  prineiple  this  year — a  most 
extraordinary  view  certainly  of  religious 
liberty  which  should  sanction  in  its  name 
the  persecution  of  the  Jews;  for,  in  truth, 
this  was  literally  the  only  matter  in  this 
country  in  which  religious  libertyt  properly 
understood,  wos  in  question — 

SiA  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  said,  if  the 
hon.  Oentleman  had  not  actually  trans- 
gressed the  rule  of  the  House  ia  the  allu> 
sion  he  had  made,  he  bad  so  nearly  done 
so  as  to  justify  him  (Sir  ii.  II.  Iiiglis)  in 
calling  attention  to  the  circumstance. 

Mr.  C.  p.  villiers  admitted  that, 
if  he  had  referred  to  the  other  branch  of 
the  Legislature  he  was  out  of  order.  Ho 
thought  he  had  used  the  other  conventional 
phrase  to  express  the  same  idea,  but  he 
would  say  "  another  place "  in  future, 
though  he  would  not  add,  to  please  the 
hon.  Member,  a  "  better  place."  He  was 
contending  that  the  arguments  used,  and  the 
particular  persons  voting  against  the  Jews 
in  "another  place.*'  made  it  impossible 
for  them  ever  to  expect  n  nieasurc  to  pass 
that  House,  and  he  thcretorc  was  anxious 
that  they  should  more  deliberately  apply 
themselves  to  the  law  as  it  now  stood,  to 
gee  if  the  Jews  were  now  really  excluded 
hy  it.  For  this  reason  he  should  wish  to 
hear  a  short,  calm,  careful  statement  made 
at  the  bar  by  some  responsible  and  learned 
person,  retained  and  prepared  for  the  por- 
])o<c,  SO  that  they  should  he  left  in  no 
duuht  as  to  the  statutes  in  existence,  and 
the  legal  operation,  at*  near  a-s  they  could 
apprehend  them,  of  their  provisions.  Ho 
thought  the  House  would,  by  that  means, 
have  clearer  information  than  they  now 
possessed;  for  what  was  still  left  undeter- 
mined was  what  the  law  did  really  require 
on  the  part  of  persons  taking  the  oath  in 
question.  He  objected  to  the  resolutions 
that  had  been  proposed,  beecause  they  only 
stated  the  thing  in  question,  aud  did  no- 
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ikmg  to  deeide  it,   Tbe  Howe  was  tomi- 

mous  about  the  law  b^ng  observed,  but 
"ttliat  it  wanted  to  know  was,  what  the  law 
was  that  they  were  lo  obsenre  i  Expecting, 
therefore,  ioformation  woald  be  obtained 
and  impreeeed  more  upon  tbe  House  by 
li  l  ing  eounaeU  he  ebould  Tote  for  the 
Motion. 

Ma.  NEWDEGATK  said,  that  the  real 
point  before  the  Hooie  leened  to  be  loot 
eight  of.    The  electors  of  Greeftwich  bad 

ohnngcd  their  minds.  They  elected  AU 
deroian  Salomons  in  order  that  he  might 
appeal  to  the  courts  of  law,  after  he 
ba<l  dietinctlT  pledged  binndf  to  do  lo. 
Atdermen  Salomons  appealed  to  the 
electors  to  elect  him,  ir>  order  that  he 
might  incur  tho  penalties,  that  he  might 
go  before  a  jury  and  try  the  tese  at 
law.  The  eleeton  returned  him  for  that 
purpose  ;  but  now  they  asked  to  be  al- 
lowed to  cli.infje  the  issue,  and  brinc^  to 
tbe  bar  the  one-sided  statement  of  their 
eonmeU  ia  order  to  induce  tho  House  to 
settle  tlie  question  in  their  favour  without 
nppcaling  to  the  law.  There  was  an- 
other important  poitit.  A  creat  deal  had 
been  made  of  the  election  tor  Greenwich} 
but  he  (Ifr.  Newd(><^ate)  had  stated  before* 
and  he  now  repeated  the  statement,  that  a 
very  large  number  of  the  electors,  from 
1,500  to  2,000  abstained  from  voting,  be- 
cause they  did  not  think  that  the  contest 
between  Alderman  Salomons  and  Alder- 
man Wire  was  a  bond  fide  contest.  Al-  ! 
derman  Wire  was  taunted  on  the  hustings 
with  liaving  received  2,0002.  from  a  Jewish 
fond  for  adVocating  the  cause  of  the  Jews 
abroad;  and  although  Aldurtnan  Sakmions 
al)S(ilved  him  from  having  taken  that 
8um,  he  Raid  that  he  who  was  then  his 
opponent  as  a  candidate  for  the  vacant 
seat  for  Qreenwich,  had  been  well  re- 
nnnerated.  Tho  question  of  princijile 
wns  never  raised  nt  tlmt  election  at  all. 
The  fact  was,  the  question  having  already 
been  decided  by  tho  House,  the  electors 
who  %*oted  for  Mr.  Salomons  only  did  so 
that  the  question  might  be  taken  into  tbe 
courts  of  law.  Why  should  the  Alderman 
have  any  preference  over  Baron  Koth- 
'  sehiM  f  The  one  represented  London,  and 
the  other  Green wioh;  and  was  the  latter 
of  so  much  more  consequence  than  the 
former,  that  the  House  «hnnlf|  tkut  dopart 
from  the  precedent  it  had  estabii.shed  ? 
Oreenwicht  in  his  opinion,  had  nothing  to 
TCeommend  itself  to  that  House.  The 
pxponditure  at  the  last  election  had  been 
enormous  —  tbe  treating  notorious ;  tbe 


porter  pot  seemed  to  b«  the  symbot  of  the 

election;  and  apon  the  rery  hustings  Al< 

dennan  Salomons  entertained  tho  electors, 
by  drinking  portor  himself,  and  by  thrust- 
ing it  upon  his  opponent.  He  couhi  not 
believe  that  tho  House  would  atnltify  its 
decision  in  favour  of  such  a  constituency, 
and  reverse  the  opinion  SO  soloomlj 
corded  last  Session  ? 

Sib  JOHN  HANUBE  said,  nfennee 
had  been  made  to  what  took  p^aoe  on  the 
election  of  Mr.  Salomons  to  an  aldermanic 
chair  in  tho  Citv  of  London;  but,  if  tho 
facts  were  fully  stated,  they  would  be 
foond  to  operate  against  the  proposal  aev 
before  tbe  House.  Mr.  Salomons  was 
twice  elected  Alderman ;  but  it  was  on 
both  occasions  declared  by  tho  Court  of 
Aldermen  that  ho  was  unable  to  take  bis 
seat.  Afker  the  seeond  electieo  Loid 
Lyndhurst  brought  a  Bill  into  Parliamcot; 
le^^islation  took  place  on  the  subject,  and, 
when  Mr.  Salomons  was  elected  a  third 
time,  be  was  enabled  to  take  bui  sest. 
Alderman  Salomons  took  bis  Seat  among 
the  aldermanic  body,  however,  not  bv  dim 
of  any  forced  exposition  of  law,  but  by  aa 
Act  of  I'arliament.  That  wad  precineiy 
tbe  course  now  reeommended  by  the  noUe 
Lord;  and  in  bis  opinion  it  was  a  just  and 
eon.stitntlonal  course.  He  had  always 
given  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  aduiii^siun 
of  the  Jews,  and  should  rejoice  to  see 
Baron  Rothschild  and  Alderman  SalosisBS 
!  taking  their  seats  in  that  House;  but  he 
should  always  resist  any  attempt  to  remove 
the  disabilities  under  which  they  laboured, 
except  bv  an  Act  of  Parliament. 

Shi  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  wished  to 

explain  that  he  interrupted  the  hun.  ai;J 
leurneil  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  bo 
cause  he  thought  that  in  the  remarks  he 
had  made,  the  independent  action  of  tbe 
other  branch  of  the  Legislature  was  ialer* 
fered  with,  and  that  it  did  not  arise  from 
any  captious  feeling  on  his  part.  There 
was  a  great  deal  of  verbiage  in  the  petition 
of  the  eleotors  of  Greenwich  about  limit* 
ing  electors  in  tbe  choice  of  their  repi^ 
.<5cntative8.  Pid  that  House  limit  them  b 
that  choice  t  Un  the  contrary,  was  it  not 
the  law  of  tbe  land  that  did  so  f  Suppose 
the  electors  of  Greenwich  had  elected  one 
of  the  distinguished  foreigners  now  in  tlii^ 
country.  l)id  the  lion,  and  lonrned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Vuughal  ^^r.  Au- 
stey )  mean  to  say  ^t  sodi  a  person  wouki 
I  have  been  oUgiUe  to  take  bis  seat  ia  tbst 
]  House  as  the  representative  of  Greenwich? 
["  JKo,  uo  r'j    Why,  surely  a  CbriMisn 
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Frencbman  had  as  ^uod  a  right  to  sit  In 
1ih*t  House  M  an  Eogtiah  Jetr.    The  law 

nnMeribed  aliens,  and  the  law  proscribed 
Jews.     The  law  of  the  land  proscribed  an 
alien  as  well  as  a  woman  or  a  lunatic  from 
nttinjr  in  that  II«HiBe.    The  Hooee  of 
Conunons  was  the  exponent  of  the  law; 
anil  Mr,  Speaker,  no  duiibt,  was  the  eipo- 
iicnt  of  the  House  of  Coiuniona  wiien  lie 
directed  Alderman  Salomons  to  withdraw. 
That  Jaw  hud  it  down^  that  hefore  a  per* 
•on  could  take  his  seat  in  that  House  he 
must  be  of  full  age — that  ho  must  not  be 
an  alien — and,  next,  that  bo  was  to  be 
poeaessod  of  a  eertain  amonnt  of  anouai 
ineoBte.     In  all  those  partteularB,  the 
choice  of  the  electors  of  Greenwich  must 
he  limited.     In  every  instnuco  the  ehotec 
of  representatives  to  i'ariiument  by  the 
.people  of  England  must  he  limited  by 
those  considerations.    They  never  bad  the 
right  to  elect  a  ifember  to  Parliament, 
unless  ho  fulfilled  those  conditions  uf  the 
cunsiituliun.    The  law  had  declared  that 
Alderman  Salomoiu  was  ineligible  to  sit  in 
that  House.    The  whole  point  of  the  issue 
was,  whether  a  man  who  was  in  such  a 
condition  of  mind  that  be  could  not  take 
the  oaths  required  bj  law,  was  eligible  to 
tahe  his  seat  in  that  House  i    The  elee> 
tors  of  Greenwich  would  do  well  to  con- 
si(I«'r  that  tlicj  might  us  well  have  chosen 
u  wumuu,  a  minor,  or  a  lunatic  for  their 
represmitatif e,  as  one  who  would  not  fnlfil 
th(>  <  iiiilitions  on  whi  li.    nd  on  whieh 
only,  the  law  of  England  allowed  a  nan 
to  take  his  seat  in  that  House. 

Ma.  AGLIONBY  rose  amid  cries  of 
**  Divide  I "  He  thought  it  was  not  respect- 
111]  to  the  petitioners  to  be  so  impatient  for 
a  division;  and  he  hoped  before  the  debate 
concluded,  that  scHue  Member  of  the  Go- 
Temroent  heside  the  Attorney  General 
would  address  them  npon  the  question. 
The  hoo.  Member  for  North  Wurwickshirc 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  olijccted  to  the  electors  of 
Greenwich  being  hoard  at  the  bar,  on  the 
ground  that  they  sought  to  change  the 
ilMM  :  hut  what  they  sold  was,  that  AMer- 
roan  Salomons  had  fully  fulfilled  the  pledge 
he  bad  given,  and  what  they  complained 
of  was,  that  that  House  was  prejudging 
the  qoestion  before  it  could  M  brought 
into  a  court  of  law,  and  they  prayed  to  l»e 
heard  in  defence  of  their  rights.  It  had 
been  said  that  it  would  be  anomalous  to 
bear  one  pnrty  at  the  bar,  and  not  another; 
h«t  there  was  nothing  in  the  constitution 
or  the  practice  of  Parliament  opposed  to 
hearing  both  sides  by  Qouoecl  at  the  bar. 


He  apprebened  there  was  nothing  in  the 
practice  of  Parliament  to  prevent  the 

Speaker  appointing  counsel  to  be  heard 
at  the  bar  in  defence  of  the  liberties  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  bou.  and 
loamed  Hemb^  In*  Abingdon  based  his 
opposition  on  a  mere  (|ttibhle  of  words,  for 
he  said  the  electors  did  not  pray  that 
Alderman  Salomons  should  he  allowed  to 
take  lua  seat,  but  tiiat  tliey  should  be  heard 
in  defence  of  their  right  to  elect  tlieir  re- 
presentatives. Now,  where  would  be  the 
use  of  electing  a  representative  if  he  was 
not  permitted  to  take  his  i&cat?  On  the 
other  hand,  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  IL 
Inglis)  said  thej  might  as  well  haye  elected 
a  woman  or  an  alien.  The  difference, 
however,  was,  that  an  alien  an  1  a  woman 
were  excluded  by  law,  whereas  a  Jew  was 
not.  The  Attorney  General  met  the  state> 
ment  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  who  preaented 
the  petition,  hy  saying  that  the  object  was 
delay,  and  that  no  new  light  was  likely  to 
be  thrown  upuu  the  queistion  by  hearing 
counsel  at  the  bar.  The  last  ebierration 
of  the  Attorney  General  mi^t  he  very 
true,  and  their  continued  advocacv  of  the 
matter  might  only  make  it  more  intricate. 
They  had  all  heara'the  Iines->- 

"  Cotmsellor  Parker, 
Made  that  darker 
Whieh  wsa  dark  saoagh  b«fim  f 

and,  so  fiir  as  legal  doubts  went,  it  was 
possible  they  might  be  made  darker  than 
ever;  but  at  any  rate  he  would  heg  the  House 
to  remember  that  it  was  the  declared  opin- 
ion of  many  hon.  Hcmhers  that  the  legal 
question  was  dearlr  and  without  doubt  in 
favour  of  the  seat  being  taken.  "With  re- 
ference to  tho  remark  of  the  Attorney 
General,  that  the  object  was  delay,  he  must 
say  that  he  thought  the  rery  host  thing 
the  GoTemment  and  the  House  could  do 
was  to  grant  delay.  Did  the  letter  wliieh 
had  been  that  day  addressed  to  the  Speaker, 
and  read  by  him,  not  suggciit  a  ground  for 
delay  ?  Two  writs  had  been  served  upoa 
Alderman  Salomons;  the  question  must  be 
disposed  of  in  a  court  of  law,  and  probaldj 
woidd  be  decided  before  the  IIousu  met 
next  Session;  and  the  House  should  re- 
member that  they  might  he  called  upon  to 
produce  their  decision  as  evidence  before 
that  court  of  law.  They  were  often  told 
in  that  House  not  to  procoed  with  certain 
matters  becanse  they  were  hefore  the  le^al 
tribunals;  and  now,  when  they  were  in- 
formed that  this  case  was  before  the  com- 
petent tribunals,  he  called  upon  them  not 
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to  prejudice  the  queBttoa  by  ooming  to  a 

premature  vote. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL,  iu  obetlience 
to  the  wish  ftxpressed  by  the  hon.  mnd 
learned  Gentleman,  that  Bome  Member  of 
the  Government,  Lesiiles  the  Attorney 
General,  should  address  the  Hou^,  was 
quite  ready  to  state  his  opinions.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  un- 
doubtedly tlie  electors  of  Green svich  had  a 
loetis  standi  upon  this  question;  hut  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  they  had  not,  because 
he  Mw  that  in  their  petition  they  stated 
that  the  ITonsc  contemplated  some  mea- 
sure by  which  their  undoubted  right  of 
electinf^  representatives  to  the  House  of 
Commons  might  be  interfered  with.  Now, 
there  was  no  Motion  before  the  Honse  by 
which  the  rights  of  the  electors  were  inter- 
fered with.  The  House  was  pursuing  a 
sacred  duty,  which  it  was  necessary  for 
them  to  diseharee  when  a  Member  came 
to  their  table  to  be  sworn,  namely,  to  see 
that  he  was  sworn  according;  to  wliat  the^- 
believed  to  he  the  law.  Whether  they 
were  right  in  their  interpretation  of  the 
law,  was  another  question;  bntnndonbtedly 
it  was  their  duty  to  see  that  a  Member, 
before  he  took  his  seat,  tool;  the  oatlis  ap- 
pointed by  law.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  this  case  was 
not  similar  to  that  which  was  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
— that  it  was  not  like  the  case  of  the  elec- 
tion of  a  woman,  a  lunatic,  or  an  alien,  as 
those  parties  had  a  legal  disqnalrfication ; 
but  it  was  similar  to  that  of  a  person  com- 
to  the  tabic  and  refusing  to  take  the 
oath  of  allegiance.  It  was  quite  obvious 
that  if  a  person  came  to  the  table  of  the 
House  and  refused  to  taiie  that  oath,  he 
could  not  say  that  the  privileges  of  the 
elector*  j^ve  him  a  title  to  take  his  seat, 
notwithstanding  his  refusal  to  accept  the 
oath;  yet  the  argument  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  went  that  length.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  asked  what  was 
the  use  of  having  the  power  of  electing  a 
Member  unless  they  had  also  the  power  of 
securing  thai  he  should  take  his  seat 
That  was  no  doubt  true;  but  in  order  to 
take  his  seat  in  the  TTouse  he  must  comj)ly 
with  the  rules  and  conditions  which  the 
constitution  and  the  law  require.  This 
was  not  a  question  for  the  electors  of  Green- 
wich alone;  it  was  a  matter  in  which  the 
whole  kingdom  was  concerned,  and  in  re- 
gard to  which  that  House  had  a  duty  to 
perform  in  insisting  opon  the  laws  being 
respected  and  enforced.   They  might  be 


mistaken  a.s  to  the  law,  or  the  law  might 
require  to  he  altered.  That  was  another 
point;  but  it  was  not  a  question  ou  wbiek 
they  eonld  bear  the  deelors  of  Greenwich 
at  the  bar.  As  to  the  qoestion  of  law.  all 
they  could  do  was  to  interpret  it  according 
to  the  best  of  their  ability,  and  accord- 
ingly he  had,  for  that  purpose,  submitted 
a  Resolution  to  the  eonsideratioD  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  said,  it  was  be- 
cause the  electors  of  Greenwich  considered 
that  their  Member  bad  taken  the  ouiIm 
according  to  law,  that  they  petitioned  to  bo 
heard  by  counsel  at  the  bar.    He  conM 
not  pretend  to  argue  the  question  of  law 
with  the  ability  of  the  hon.  and  leamt.'d 
Members  who  had  addressed  the  Howe; 
but  he  did  undertake  tn  ^.ay  that,  scccwtI- 
ing  to  his  feelings  and  judgment  in  con- 
struing the  law,  the  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich had  really  taken  the  oaths  aoeording 
to  law.    He  rose  principally  to  diaabvso 
the  minds  of  hon.  Members  with  regard  lo 
an  imputation  which  had  been  thrown  oat 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Newdegate),  who  had  stated 
that  the  last  eleetion  for  Greenwich  was 
characterised  by  intemperance  beyond  a!l 
former  precedent.    The  hon.  Member  in- 
stanced the  scene  which  had  taken  place 
during  the  nomination  of  the  candidates. 
Now,  on  that  particular  day  the  son  shone 
remarkably  hri^rHt,  and  his  hon.  Frio.'id 
Mr.  Alderman  Salomons  unqoe^tiooabiy 
felt  its  power,  and  baring  partaken  of  aoao 
refreshment,  handed  the  porter  to  his  of> 
ponent.    It  was  from  that  circum?tanre 
alone  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  assumed   that  the  whole 
electors  of  Greenwich  on  that  oeeasioM  had 
been  contaminated  by  the  use  of  intoxicat- 
ing liquors.     On  behalf  of  the  electors  of 
Greenwich,  he  (Alderman  .  Sidnev;  alto- 
gether denied  it.    He  denied  ano  tibal 
the  last  election  was  not  a  noiantfestaties  of 
the  public  opinion  of  the  electors  of  Green- 
wich.   He  could  tell  the  hon.  Member  i  Mr, 
Newdegate)  that  at  the  geneml  electioa 
of  1847  not  more  than  3,000  persons 
voted  in  the  borough  of  Greenwich,  whilst 
at  the  last  election  not  less  than  ^>Ai'^ 
electors  registered  their  votes.    They  de- 
cided by  an  immense  majority  that  Mr. 
Alderman  Salomons  shonld  be  their  re> 
prcsentative;  and  whatever  might  he  t'le 
legal  qtiihhles  introduced  into  the  discus- 
sion of  this  question,  the  commoo-seasa 
view  of  it  ont  of  door*  was  that  AUemft 
Salomons  had  taken  the  oath  reqmred  If 
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the  Legislature  in  a  way  which  was  bind- 
ing on  his  conscience,  and  had  qualified 
UmMlf  in  every  respect  to  sit  m  the  re- 

fresentative  of  the  borouf^h  of  Greenwich. 
h  (Mr.  Alderman    Sidney)  aslccd  the 
House  whether  they  were  now  prepared 
to  dedare  aa  null  and  void  tbe  MMemn  ect 
of  die  elaetora  of  Oreenwieh?    If  Mr. 
Alderman  Salomons  was  again  sent  back 
to  his  constitncnt-^,  they  would  again  re- 
turn him  triumphantly  as  their  Member. 
This  Btruggle  might  be  prolonged,  but  lie 
could  not  donbt  for  a  moment  thet  tbe 
common-sense  understanding  of  the  people 
of  England  would   settle  this  question, 
whether  or  not  the  Legislature  felt  dis- 
poMd  to  settle  it.    He  iMlieved  the  Jew?, 
as  Jews,  were  not  popular  in  this  country; 
but  if  it  was  intended  that  the  Legislature 
was  to  be  permitted  to  construe  an  Act  of 
Parliament  in  a  manner  to  mock  the  nn- 
donteiidiDgs  of  the  people  of  England,  he 
believed  the  Jews  would  become  the  most 
popular    candidates    at    every  election 
throughout  tbe  country.    Uo  believed  in 
bit  eonaeienee  that  Baron  Rothschild  and 
Hr.  Alderman  Salomons  had  taken  the 
oath  of  abjurati  n  in  a  le^^al  and  constitu- 
tional manner;  and  it  was  on  that  ground 
that  he  should  vote  in  favour  of  the  elec- 
tors of  Ofoenwicb  being  heard  at  tbe  bar. 

Mr.  MACGREGOR  rose  amid  loud  cries 
of  "  Divide!"  The  question  at  issue  was 
one  which  came  fairly  wuhin  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  that  House.  It  was  of  mneh  more 
importance  than  hon.  Members  seemed  to 
be  aware  of;  it  did  not  concern  merely 
the  electors  of  Greenwich  and  of  the  City 
of  London,  fur  it  was  a  question  bearing 
upon  tbe  rights  of  eonstitnenelesi  and  on 
the  cause  of  civil  and  religious  liberty  in 
£!;eneral.  The  intolerants  who  opposed  the 
admission  of  the  Jews,  had  not  made  them- 
selves acquainted  either  with  ecclesiastical 
or  polttieal  bistoxy.  That  House  bad  no 
light  to  step  in  between  those  electors  and 
the  exercise  of  their  undoubted  constitu- 
tional privilege  to  select  whom  they  pleased 
to  represent  them  in  the  Commont  House 
of  Parliament.  A  general  election  was 
not  far  distant,  and  that  House  might 
take  his  word  for  it,  that  those  Members 
who  were  now  endeavouring  to  prevent  the 
electors  of  Greenwich  and  Lcmdon  from 
exercising  their  constitutional  privilege, 
would  find  to  their  cost  that  they  had  com- 
mitted a  most  fatal  blunder.  Tiiey  might 
call  themselves  Christians;  but  iu  acting 
with  so  little  charity  to  their  Jewish 
btethren,  diej  were  acting  more  like 


Pagans  than  Christians,  and  were  pursuing 
a  course  at  Tarisnce  with  tbe  precepts  of 
onr  Saviour,  as  proranlgated  in  the  sermon 

on  the  mount . 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  75;  Noes 
135 ;  Majority  60. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 
Adair.  H.  E.  Manslcs.  E.  D. 


Aglionbjr,  H.  A. 
AU-.H-k,  T. 
Audersoo,  A. 
Anatey,  T.  0. 
Armftrofisr,  R.  B. 
Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Bt'll.  J. 
Bcthell,  R. 
Bright,  J. 
Brock leburst,  J, 
BrothertOD,  J. 
Brown,  W» 
Clay,  J. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colebrooke,  SirT.  E. 
Dawos,  £. 

Dawion,  hon,  T.  T. 

D'Kyn(>ourt,rt.bn.O.T. 

Duncan,  (Jr. 
Ellis,  J. 

Kvnns,  Sir  Do  L. 
Hvauii,  J. 
Ewart,  \V. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Geach,  C. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Ilfywood,  J. 
Uiodlejr,  C. 
Hobhonse,  T.  B. 
Keating,  R. 
Lacy,  U.  C. 
Looke,  J. 
Lushington,  C. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Bfahoo,  Tbe  O'Gonmui 


Harun,  J. 

Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moffatt,  G. 
Morris,  D. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
Norreya,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Og\o,  S.  C.  II. 
PcHjhcll,  Sir  G.  B. 
Pinney,  W. 
Power,  Dr. 
Robartcs,  T.  J.  A. 
Salwcy,  Col. 
Soobeil,  Capt. 
Seally,  P. 
Soyiuour,  n.  D* 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R»  Y. 
.Smith.  J.  B. 
Spcariuao,  11.  J. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Sutton,  J.  n.  M. 
Tcnneut,  R.  J. 
Thoinpaoo,  CoL 
Thompson,  G, 
Thornoly.  T. 
ToUetnachc,  hon.  F.  J« 
Villiers*  bon.  0. 
Wakley,  T. 
W;clniHley,  Sir  J, 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Westbaad,  J.  P.  B. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
WiUyams,  U. 
Wilson,  M. 

HaU,  Sir  B. 
Smith,  J.  A.' 


Arcbdall,  Capt.  M. 
Baines,  rt.  bon.  M.  T. 
Baldock,  £.  11. 
Bankcs,  G. 

IJHrinn:,  rt,  hn.  Sir  F.T. 
Barrow,  W,  H, 
B«llew,  R.  K. 
Berkeley,  Adm. 
Berkeley,  bou.  H.  F. 
Bir«h,SirT.  B. 
I'.lackstone,  W.  S. 
lU.indford,  Marq.  of 

bol.i.TO,  U.  G. 

Booth.  Sir  R.  Q. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Bramston,  T.lf, 
Brisco,  M. 
Broadlcy,  H. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Bullet,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Barrett,  Sir  CM. 
CabbsU,B.B. 


List  oj  iho  Noes. 

Car«w,  W.  H.  P. 
Carter,  J.  U. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Child,  S. 

Clenionts,  hon.  C.  S. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Coeltbom,  Sir  A.  J,  B. 
Cocks,  T.  S. 
Coles,  U.  B. 
Collins,  T. 
ConoUy,  T. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  Sir  W.  0. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Currie,  II. 
Denison,  E. 
DeoiMD,  J.  £. 
DisTselit  B. 
Uivett.  E. 
Dod.  G. 

Daeliworthp  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
DuadAs,  Adm. 
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DaiHbt.  rt.  hoH.  Sir  D. 

East,  Sir  J .  B. 
Edwards,  il. 
Bferton.  W.  T. 
E&tcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A, 
Furester,  Imii.  G,  W,  0. 
Fox.  S.  W.  L. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gladstone,  rt.hon.W.E. 
Goolbura,  rt.  boa.  11. 
GrsbaD),  rt.  hon.  Sir  J, 
Greene,  T. 
GrenfelUC.  F. 
GmifeU,  C.  W. 
Grusvonor,  EMfl 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Hall,  Col. 
ilaliewell,  E.  G. 
Hmnmer,  SirJ. 
Ilawcs,  B. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Ileald,  J. 
UeQlej,  J.  W. 
"Rifrver,  Lord  A.  • 

Hodgsoa,  W.  N. 
Hof  g,  Sir  J.  W. 

Ilothnm,  Lord 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  U. 
Jennyn,  Earl 
John8tono,  J. 
Kflightloy,  Sir  C. 
Knox.  Col. 
Ktio\,  liini.  W.  S. 
Lubuucherc,  rt.  boa.  U. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Legli,  G.  C. 
I^mon,  Sir  C. 
Lindsay,  hon.  CoL 
Lookhart,  A.  £. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
LjfOD,  hon.  Uon. 


lihttkianen,  W.  A. 

Maun»oU.  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  boa.  J.  ]?« 
Mulliiigffl,  J.  R. 
Nn.ns,  Lord 
Newdejfate,  C.  N. 
Packe.  0.  W, 
J'alim«f.  11. 
rulmcr,  R. 
Palmerston,  Yiiet. 
Parker,  J. 
PeeL  CoL 
Plowden.  W.  H.  C. 
ForUl,  M. 
Pn«©y,  P. 

Ricardo,  0. 
Riobards.  R. 
Ru!<s.Ml,  Lord  J. 
Sandars,  G. 
Seymour,  Sir  O. 
Seymour.  Lonl 
Shelbunic,  Earl  of 
Sibtborp,  Col. 
SomerviUe,  rtJin.SurW. 
Spooner,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
Taylor.  CoL 
Thesigcr,  SIrF. 
TlioniliiU.  G. 
Towoeley,  J. 
Tjnell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Verner,  Sir  W. 
Vvvyan,  Sir  li.  R. 
Vyse,  R.  U.  R.  U. 
Waildington,  II.  S. 
Waipole,  S.  IL 
Watllios.  Col.  L. 
Wijrara,  L,  T. 
Wiiliruns,  T.  P. 
Wilson ,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  bon.  Sir  C. 
Wynn,  II.  W.  W. 
Young,  0.  F. 

T£UL£BS, 

Hayter,  W.  O. 
Bill,  Lord  If. 


CASE  OF  HA  RON  LIONEL  iNATllAN  DE 
ROTILStlULIi— THE  CITY  OF  LONDON 
PETITION. 

Order  fur  Cotuideration  of  Petition  from 
London  [presented  25th  July]  read. 

Mr.  RAiKES  GURRl  K  ".said,  that  hav- 
ing nre«eDte4,  on  Fridaj  la»t,  a  petition 
trbieh  had  been  plaeed  in  bw  hands  m  the 
chairman  of  a  most  important  meeting  in 
tlie  City  of  Lontlon;  he  wn^  at  liberty,  he 
Lohevcd,  to  move  tliat  the  prayer  of  the 
petition  be  granted.  But,  as  the  House 
bad  jufft  eome  to  s  deeisbn  npon  a  petition 
from  the  electors  of  Greenwicvi,  tl  c  prayer 
of  which  was  of  a  precisely  similar  character. 


tbat  oovnie,  because  he  was  willing  to  con- 
fess that  that  part  of  the  petition  which 

prayed  that  the  petitioners  mii^ht  be  heard 
by  counsel  at  the  bar  of  tliat  House,  was 
one  in  tiie  expediency  of  which  he  was  not 
able  to  eoineule.    But,  haTing  presidod  ai 
that  important  meeting,  he  should  scnrceiT 
do  justice  to  the  strong  but  rM^pcctfui  feel- 
ing which  was  there  exhibited,  if  he  sat 
down  without  venturing  to  make  a  respect- 
Ivl  but  most  eanieat  appeal  to  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  b^d  of  the  Oovernment,  and 
who  was  one  of  the  representatives  of  the 
City  of  London,  and  urging  upon  the  coO' 
sideration  of  tbat  noble  Lord  tiie  laet  of 
the  deep  feeling  of  disappointment  with 
which  the  electors  of  the  City  of  London 
ro'^^anlfMl  the  course  wliich  he  had  felt  it 
his  duly  to  pursuo.    The  noble  Lord,  at 
the  elose  of  the  Seation  of  last  year,  feh 
it  hia  duty  to  pass  a  declaratoi^  resolution 
relating  to  the  rlj^ht  of  Baron  Rothschihl 
to  take  his  seat  as  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons;  and  the  noble  Lord  accom- 
panied that  resolotion  with  a  farther  de> 
claration,  that  the  House  would  take  the 
whole  sul>ject  into  iheir  early  consideration, 
with  a  view  to  legislate  thereupon.  Sow, 
be  (ICr.  B.  Ctirrie}  thought  that  if.  coming 
from  the  mouth  of  tfae  Friose  Minister, 
those  wordh  hail  any  meaning  at  all,  thej 
meant  that  the  whole  power  of  the  ijrovem- 
ment  should  be  thrown  into  stush  l^isia* 
tioo — and  so  they  were  interpneted  1^  ths 
electors  of  London.    If  the  words  raesat 
not  that,  then  they  meant  absolutely  no- 
thing, and  were  a  mere  delusion  and  s 
snare.    They  had  heard  of  former  Ad- 
mtnietrations  which  had  pretended  to  ihoir 
fight,  and  had  brought  measures  forvani 
only  to  be  rejected;  but  purelv  the  City  of 
Loudon  had  a  right  to  consider  tbat  the 
noble  Lord  would  act  in  a  verj  diftreet 
spirit,  and  tbat  when  he  spoke  of  legii^tisB 
he  was  in  earnpRt.  and  was  ready  to  stnke 
the  existence  of  the  Government  upn  Uie 
point.    He  (Mr.  R.  Currie)  would  not, 
howoTer,  look  back  to  tiie  past,  bet  mM 
look  forward  to  the  future;  and  the  light 
in  which  he  viewed  this  Jewish  question, 
he  confessed,  was  wholly  subordinate  to 
that  great  con:»titutioual  axiom  which  bs 
bad  uways  UMntMned,  aamely,  tbs  in- 
herent  and  indefeasible  right  of  the  elec- 
tors of  this  country  to  return  to  Parlis- 


he  thought  it  would  be  more  conduci^  to !  ment  those  men  whom  in  their  consciences 


the  nitimate  object  of  the  petitioners  them 
eelves  if  he  declined  entering  upon  a  re 

ncwal  of  the  discussion  on  the  present  oc- 


tbey  deemed  best  fitted  to  reprssent  tbeir 
interests.  Now,  the  noble  Lord  had  pro- 
mised a  measure  of  reform.    He  i  Mr.  R- 


casion. 


He  yielded  the  more  readily  to  Carrie)»  for  one,  moat  earnestly  desired  to 
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see  such  a  measure  brought  forward.    He-  sel,  he  (Lord  John  KuBsell)  should  have 
iWinif  with  gratitodo  what  the  iioble  !  every  diBposition  to  hear  him.    Well,  B«- 

Rothsehild  did  wish  to  be  heard* 

he  bad  autlioriscJ  this  petition  to 


ron 

and 


Ifordhad  already  done  in  the  cause  of  re 
form,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  promised 
measure  of  next  year  would  be  worthy  of  Ik;  presented  to  the  House.  He  hud  dono 
the  noble  Lord's  ancient  reputation.  But !  what  Aldemian  Salomons  could  not  do. 
the  noble  Lord  had  hinted  to  iheni  that  the  |  Alderman  Salomons  had  sat  in  his  plaee; 
reniisaion  of  tho  property  iiaalification  |  he  could  not,  therefore,  truest  to  bo  heard 
would  ho  one  portion  of  that  measure,  at  the  bar  of  the  House,  either  in  ppr«on 
Now,  ho  (Mr.  R.  Currie)  enrnestly  hoped  or  by  connsel,  or  in  any  other  place  except 
that  a  much  larger  change  than  that  woald  '  where  he  ought  to  be  heard,  namely,  in 
be  effettedp  and  that  the  aboUtioD  of  all  i  hia  own  ])ropcr  seat  in  the  Hooee.  But 
eatbt  to  be  taken  aa  religious  teats  would  j  Baron  Rothsehild  had  not  yet  asserted 


form  an  integral  part  of 


thnt 


measure,  his  right  to  a  cent  and   vote  in  Par- 


or  failure,  the  Govermnent  wore 

determined  to  stand  or  fall. 

Ma.  CHiSilOLM  ANSTEY  felt  bound 
to  discbarge  the  duty  with  which  the  hoo. 
Geotleoian  had  been  entnisted,  and  whieh 
he  had  failed  to  perfiNm.  As  the  notice 
did  not  gtnnd  in  any  particular  name,  it 
was  competent  for  him  to  do  so.  He 
would,  therefore,  move  that  the  prayer  of 
the  petition  of  l3ie  eleetora  of  London  be 
then  takeo  into  consideration.  He  had  a 
right  as  an  elector  of  the  City  of  London, 


He  meant,  by  integral  part,  such  a  part  as  ,  liaoieut;  he  was,  therefore,  io  a  positioo  to 
wonU  mako  it  a  <iue«tion  on  which,  by  its  ,  be  heard  at  the  bar,  and  he  now  reqnestod 

to  be  beard;  in  coajnnetion  with  his  fellow. 

constituents,  lie  requested  the  House  to  do 
that  which  the  nohio  Lord,  last  Session, 
s^d  he  was  ready  to  do.  lie  (Mr.  Anstey) 
tnulod  tho  Hoose  would  see  thai  they  were 
not  precluded  from  complying  with  that 
request  by  reason  of  the  unf  trtimntc  de- 
cision to  which  they  had  just  come  m  the 
case  of  Aldennau  Salomons.  Before  he 
sat  down  he  b^ged  to  say  that  H  was  his 
intention  to  press  this  Motion  to  a  division : 
he  therefore  would  tell  his  doubtins:  or 


to  oomphiin  of  the  oondoct  of  tho  hon.  j  timid  Friend  (Mr.  R.  Currie)  not  to  waste 
Gentlewaa  (Mr.  R.  Onrrie),  to  whom  the  |  time  by  endeavonring  to  porsnade  hkn  not 


petition  had  been  entrusted.    Ho  oonld 

speak  as  one  of  tlic  electors  who  was  pre- 
sent at  the  meeting  where  the  petition  was 
adopted,  that  if  that  meeting  could  have 
known  that  the  hon.  Gentlwaan  would,  in 
]>is  place*  have  expressed  his  dissent  fipom 
the  prayer  of  the  petition,  it  would  not 
have  been  entrusted  to  him  for  presenta- 


to  take  that  conrse.  He  would  advise  the 
citizens  of  London  to  leave  nothijig  untried 
to  obtain  their  rifflits.  He  wished  to  im- 
pose the  responsibility  on  those  who  re- 
ftned  those  rights.  ['*  Hoar,  hear  !'*]  Ho 
was  giad  to  find  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site accepted  that  responsibility.  Tie  would 
take  this  opportunity  of  explaining,  in  re- 


tion.  He  (Mr.  Anstey)  felt  that  ho  should  ply  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Ba- 
be disdkargtng  his  duty  by  moving,  in  the  |  ronot  (Sir  Robert  Inglis),  whieh  tho  forms 
terms  of  tlie  notice  on  the  paper,  tlmt  this  ,  of  the  House  had  prevented  him  fiiom  doing' 
petition  be  taken  into '  consideration,  and  before,  that  the  point  was  really  this— 
that  tho  House  hear  counsel  on  behalf  that  Baron  Rothschild  was  duly  qaalified, 
of  the  elootors  of  tho  City  of  London,  in  was  duly  <l«eted,  had  taken  tho  oalhs  pre* 
of  the  prayer  m  that  petition,  scribed  and  required  by  law,  and 


hose  electors  hnd  a  right  to  consider  their 
case  as  distinct  from  that  of  the  electors 
of  Greenwich.  The  case  of  Baron  Roth- 
sehild was  essentialty  distinet  from  that  of 
Aldenaan  Salonu  nv.  Alderman  Salomons 
had  yet  to  be  debarred,  by  a  formal  resolu- 
tion, from  taking  his  seat.  Having  just 
decided  that  tliey  would  not  hear  counsel 
at  tho  bar  on  behalf  of  Alderman  Salo- 
meoi,  tliej  were  now  called  upon  to  say 
whether  thcv  would  hear  counsel  on  hclialf 
of  the  City  of  London,  it  was  well  known, 
last  year,  that  the  ooblo  Lord  (Lord  John 
Ruasell)  said,  if  Baron  Rothschild  express- 
ed a  wish  to  he  heerd  by  himself  or  oouo- 


therefore,  entitled  to  take  his  scat.  Tho 
points  of  qiinlifieation  and  election  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  had  ad- 
mitted, bnt  there  he  stopped.  The  hon. 
Baronet  argued  that  Baron  Rothschild  was 
no  more  qualifietl  tbnn  a  lunatic,  a  female, 
a  minor,  or  an  alien;  hut  the  cases  were 
not  at  all  parallel;  for  neither  a  lunatic,  a 
female,  a  mhior,  nor  an  alien,  was  eligible; 
and  if  any  one  such  were  elected,  such 
person  could  not  sit,  the  votes  of  the  elec- 
tors would  be  thrown  away,  and  the  per- 
son next  on  the  poll  oonid  demand  to  be 
returned  by  the  returning  officer.  But 
Baron  Rothsehild  was  eligible,  and  this 
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was  the  distraotton  whieli  tbe  friends  of  I  eonsistentlj,  and  unreastMwUj;  and  that, 
that  Gentleman    tuok.    When  he  (Mr. '  although  tiie  seat  was  ifull,  although  they 

(Anstpv)  said  tliat  the  oath  tendered  at '  could  not  is»snc  a  new  writ,  and  aklioui^h 
the  tiiliU'  tn  the  Jew  was  at  all  events  tlie  oaths  had  heen  taken  and  not  rcfuscJ, 
illegal  60  iui  aa  the  Jew  was  cuncerued,  yet,  nevertheless,  the  IIousc  ought  not  to 
hecaaae  it  was  not  binding  on  his  con- 1  let  Baron  Rothschild  either  ait  or  vote.  That 
science,  he  at  the  same  time  affirmed  that  was  the  resolution  of  which  he  and  the  dec- 
the  ftolomnity  of  the  oathtaktiip;  sliould  be  tors  of  T.  r'itlon  complained;  and  it  was 
altered;  and  he  contended  that  it  was  com- !  u|>un  that  puiut  they  wished  the  liouse  to 
petent  for  Baron  Rothschild  and  Alderman  i  be  instructed  by  counsel.  Tbe  question 
Salomons  to  alter  the  oath  themselves.  |  was,  oould  they,  after  harinff  by  udsiu' 
The  resolution  of  last  Session  distinguished  mous  assent  recognised  the  right  of  a  Jew 
the  case  of  Baron  Rothschild  from  that  of  to  sit  in  Parliament,  and  after  having 
Alderman  Salomons;  and  to  enable  the ,  allowed  a  Jew  to  bo  sworo  twice  at  their 


fonner  to  sit  and  vote,  it  was  neoessarj  that  |  table  in  a  {larticnlar  manner,  could  they 


they  should  rescind  that  resolntion.  To 

remove  all  doubts,  the  citizens  of  London 
asked  them  to  rescind  it,  and  then,  by 
another  resuluttoD,  to  declare  that  the  oath 
as  taken  by  Baron  Rothschild  was  well 
taken,  or  by  some  other  solemnity  to  do 
what  in  justice  they  ought  to  adopt .  Ho 
was  astonished  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
have  given  np  the  case  of  Baron  Rothschild 
in  the  manner  in  which  he  did.  The  noble 
Lord  adrnitieil  that  the  case  of  Barun 
Rothschild  was  not  like  that  of  a  lunatic, 
an  alien,  a  female,  or  a  minor;  but  said 
that  it  was  the  case  of  a  man  who  came  to 
tho  table  and  refused  to  take  the  oath 
tequired  by  law.  Now,  what  was  tlie  wliolo 
contest  about  last  ycnr"^  It  was  whether 
Baron  Uotlischild  had  refu.sed  to  take  the 
oath  or  not  ?  Nobody  doubted  that  if  ho 
had  refused  to  take  the  oath,  the  House  of 
Commons  would  have  had  no  discretion, 
but  must  have  declared  the  seat  void,  and 
have  tssoed  a  new  writ.  The  cases  of 
Fanshawe  and  of  Mr.  0*Connell  were 
quoted  on  that  occasion;  but  in  both  those 
cases  the  parties  absolutely  refused  to 
take  tho  oatlis,  which  uecossarily  imposed 


afterwards  legally  impose  upon  that  Jew  a 
Christian  solemnity  for  the  purpose  of 
^akinu:  third  oath  ?  That  was  the  ques- 
tion wliich  counsel  would  have  to  argue; 
and  no  doubt  the  House  wonld  listen  mors 
patiently  to  argnments  advanced  by  them 
than  to  any  thing  wh;t  !i  hon.  Afombers  of 
that  House  were  capable  of  urging.  This 
advantage  was  at  present  denied  to  tbe 
electors  of  the  C^ty  of  London,  to  wbidi 
they  were  entitled  as  a  right.  The  House 
had  promised  to  recognise  that  right,  and 
it  was  la  their  name  that  he  now,  for  tbe 
reasons  he  had  given,  asked  the  Honse  to 
agree  to  the  following  Resolution 
Motion  made,  and  Question  put — 

"  Tliat  this  House  will  hear  Counsol  for  tbe 
Electors  of  tho  Ciy  of  London,  in  pursuance 
(he  pnyer  of  their  said  petition.". 

Mk.  AG  LI  on  by  said,  that  as  an  elec- 
tor of  the  City  of  London  be  was  prcjcnt 
at  the  meeting  to  which  allusion  had  beea 
made,  and  a  more  respectable  and  iatel* 

ligent  meeting  it  had  never  been  his  lot  to 

witness.  A  liettcr-conducted  a'^smihly  lie 
never  saw,  whieli  was  more  than  could  be 
said  ul  all  assemblies,  fur   even  wbeis 


upon  the  House  the  duty  of  ordering  new  { parties  opposed  to  their  views  addreMsd 

~    "     '  them,  they  accorded  a  most  patient  hes^ 

ing.  Tho  petition,  as  originally  prepared, 
did  not  contain  the  prayer  to  be  beard 
by  counsel  at  the  bar,  but  only  a  prsj[*>^ 
calling  upon  the  Oovemment  to  give 
pledges  of  their  sincerity  in  tho  vindica- 
tion of  tho  great  principles  of  civil  and  re- 
ligious liberty;  the  subsequent  prayer  was 
added  for  the  sake  of  umuiimity.  It  leen- 
ed  to  him  that  theae  two  prayers  were 
quite  consistent.  The  noble  Lord  kad 
T?iisaj>prehended  him  in  supposing  that  ho 
iiad  contended  for  the  right  of  one  broach, 
of  the  Legislature  alone  to  set  aside  the 
law;  while  he  agreed  with  the  petitioners 
in  calling  upon  tbe  noble  Lord  to  abolish 
the  oath  of  abjuration,  he,  at  the  same 


writs  to  issue.  The  Resolution  of  last  Ses- 
sion admitted  that  Baron  Rothschild  bad 
taken  the  oath.s  of  allc:,nance,  that  he  had 
not  refused  the  oath  of  abjuration,  and 
that  the  seat  was  full,  and  that  the  only 
question  was  as  to  tho  form  of  the  oath. 
What  he  (Mr.Anstey)  contended  was.  that 
Baron  Rothschild  bad  not  only  not  refused 
to  take  tbe  oath,  but  that  he  had  taken  it. 
The  House,  on  the  Motion  of  tho  hon.  and 
learned  ^feniber  for  Ahingdon  (Sir  F. 
Thesigcr),  that  a  new  writ  bo  issued,  di- 
cided  reasonably,  justly,  and  as  it  became 
them,  that  a  new  writ  could  not  be  issued 
because  the  seat  was  full,  fiut  the  noble 
Lord  would  seem  now  to  say  that  tho 
House,  last  year,  had  decided  unjustly,  in- 

Mr,  C,  Anttey 
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time,  fully  concurred  with  the  noble  LorJ 
that  that  couid  not  be  done  bjr  the  Iluuse 
of  CoromoM  alone.  The  second  part  was 
4|iiite  const&tent  with  the  first,  and  all  the 
Inw  required  had  been  done.  It  was  hope- 
less to  divide  the  Uouse;  but  as  there  was 
nothing  unconstitutional  in  asking  the 
Home  to  alter  the  deci&ion  of  last  Session, 
lie  would  support  the  Motion. 

Mii.  RAIKKS  CURRIE  said,  he  threw 
himself  on  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for 
&  moment.  Though  be  seldom  troubled 
them,  there  were  occasions  on  which  a  man 
was  obliged  to  speak,  and  he  felt  that  this 
was  one  of  them.  lie  inin;ht  be  jKM  iuilted 
to  state  that  lie  felt  uriHtted,  b^  his  taste, 
bis  hahitt,  and  his  pursuits,  to  take  part  in 
political  agitation;  bnt  having  taken  a 
deep  interest  in  this  question  for  several 
years  past,  he  could  not  refuse  to  take  the 
chair  at  the  public  meeting  when  he  was 
called  upon  to  do  so.  He  quite  agreed 
with  his  lion,  ftnd  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Aglionby)  as  to  the  respectability  of  the 
meeting,  at  which,  as  was  usual  in  such 
cases,  resolotions  were  prepared  before^ 
band,  and  were  proposed  and  seconded, 
not  by  Members  of  Parliament  or  by  pro- 
fessional agitators,  but  by  men  of  great 
eminence  and  high  standing  in  the  com- 
mercial world — by  such  men  as  Mr.  John 
Dillon  and  Mr.  Samuel  Morlcy.  Those 
resolutions,  two  In  ntmibcr,  were  proposed 
and  discussed,  and  were  carried  unani- 
tnooaly.  To  show  the  calmness  of  the 
meeting,  he  might  state  that  one  gentle* 
man  who  proposed  that  Baron  Rothschild 
should  vacate  liia  scat,  and  who  di'i  not 
appear  to  have  a  single  supporter  ui  tiio 
meeting,  was  yet  heard  through  a  long 


ought  to  be  done.  He  expostulated  w'th 
tlie  hou.  aud  Icnrned  Gentienian,  but  the 
hen.  and  learned  Gentleman  declared  ve- 
hemently, rU  carry  it.'*  Why,  the 
bon  nnd  learned  Gentleman,  with  his  ve- 
hemenco  and  perseverance,  could  carry 
anything — no  public  meeting  could  stand 
against  htm.  But  just  at  this  crisis—- at 
this  terrible  nodus  in  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  threatened  to  bind  tbo 
meeting — Deut  intersit  —  Minerva  came 
down  in  the  shape  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  fur  Cockormouth.  That  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  as  the  House  well 
knew,  carried  oratorical  guns  of  large  di- 
mensions, uf  no  mean  report,  and  no  in- 
considerable bore.  He  obserred  at  that 
time  that  the  hon.  aud  learned  Member  for 
Youghnl  was  absohitely  pawing  the  ground, 
eager  for  the  wordy  battle;  doubUeas  he 
lelt~ 

"  That  stem  joy  which  warriors  feel" 
In  focmcD  worthy  of  their  steel." 

He  expected  nothing  less  than  that  a  ren- 
counter would  take  place,  and  that  the  two 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  would  come 
into  actual  collision.  But  at  that  moment 
his  attention  was  called  off  to  the  business 
of  tlie  meeting — for  this,  it  must  be  ob- 
served, was  ail  by-play — behind  the  scenes 
—and  when  he  turned  round  again  he 
found  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Cockermouth  had  used  the  intorvnl  with 
arc&t  diplomatic  ability  in  souiimig  tlie 
hon.  and  learned  M«nber  for  Youghal,  so 
that  he  was  able  to  announce  that  ])olitical 
panacea  they  had  .so  often  heard  of — a  com- 
promise. He  would  put  it  to  any  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  ever  hud  the  misfor- 
tune to  be  chairman  of  a  public  meeting. 


speech  without  any  interruption  whatever.  .  whether,  in  such  circumstances,  he  wouul 
As  he  sat  admiring  this  scene — contrast-   not  have  gladly  accepted  such  a  oompro- 


ing  it  with  the  excitement  that  often  pre- 
vailed In  more  aristocratic  assembUes — as 
he  thought  of  what  had  taken  place  in  the 
House  only  a  few  nights  before,  when  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Yuughal 
desired  at  once  both  to  rouse  and  to  defy 
the  tempest;  he  happened  to  turn  round, 
when.  !o  !  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
hinipclf  tood  by  his  side,  flourishing  in 
one  hand  his  well-known  pocket  handker- 
chief, and  brandishing  in  the  other  a 
formidable  petition.  What  a  sight  was 
this  for  the  chairman  of  a  public  meeting  ! 
He  (Mr.  Currie)  actually  trembled  at  the 
apparition.  The  hon.  aud  learned  Mem- 
ber came  down  to  say  that  they  were  nil 
wrong,  and  that  he  was  the  only  one  right 
— that  he  was  the  only  one  who  knew  what 

VOL.  CXYIII.  [IHIBO  8BRIE8.] 


mise  f  He  certainly  felt  no  desire  to 
quarrel  with  it  at  that  time;  but  he  begged 
the  House  to  observe  that  the  result  was 
the  petition  before  them,  concluded  with 
three  prayers.  The  first  of  them,  which 
prayed  the  Uouse  to  call  upon  iier  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  to  secure  the  great  prin- 
ciples of  civil  and  religions  liberty,  by  pass* 
inga  measure  for  the  total  abolition  of  all 
religious  oaths,  was,  he  might  say,  the  le- 
gitimate child  of  the  two  resolutions  that 
had  been  previously  passed.  But  the  other 
two  prayers  were  at  best  but  the  grand- 
children of  those  resolutions,  begotten 
upon  the  corpus — he  liked  to  use  the  legal 
phrase — of  the  petition  by  the  two  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen.  That  was  the 
plain  matter  of  £ftot;  and  was  he  to  be 
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tatinted  for  hariog,  u  chairniMi  of  »  public 
meeting,  deserted  hU  duty  to  that  meeting 
by  not  supporting  two  extraneous  prtiyers 
H'hich  had  been  foisted  into  their  petition  ? 
He  was  qette  aware  thtA  the  neeting 
unanimously  assented  to  ibe  ]»ayers  ; 
"but  lie  suljmlttoJ  that  thej  were  unable 
at  the  time  to  criticise  anytliing  that 
was  proposed  by  the  hou.  and  learned 
Member  for  Towjfhai 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  thought  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  the  meeting  in  the 
city  of  London  had  bat  a  very  imperfect 
idea  of  what  it  was  about.  Which  was 
the  imendmcnt,  and  which  was  the  re- 
ioUitiou,  nobody  could  say. 

Mr  RAIKES  CURRIE;  There  was 
no  amendment. 

Mr.  CHISHOLM  ANSTBT:  I  beg 
perdon;  there  was  an  amendment. 

Ma.  NEWDEGATE  thought  this  con. 
tradiction  only  confirmed  what  he  had 
said  of  the  cuufusion.  But  the  meeting 
of  the  City  of  London  wne  not  to  decide 
this  question.  Whatever  might  be  the 
opinions  popular  in  the  City  of  London, 
or  in  the.  borough  of  Greenwich,  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  mnst  he  good  enough 


{COMMONS} 

believed  to  bo  svperior  to  verj  many  in 
that  House  in  learning  and  in  mural  cou- 
rage, and  who  had  dnne  good  scrrice  on 
this  questiou  ;  his  hou.  and  learned  Friemi 
must  see  that  be  was  not  ■dvocatinf  tbe 
cause  which  he  as  well  as  the  bon.  and 
lenrned  Gentleman  had  at  heart.  He  (Mr. 
Osborne)  beo^ged  to  tender  his  thanks  to 
ihat  bun.  and  learned  Gentleman  fof  inv 
able,  munly.  nnd  indqieodenl  nCnnd  which 
he  had  taken  in  these  discosuona.  Be 
(Mr.  O«borne)  would,  on  this  occasion, 
venture  to  offer  the  aoble  Lord  at  the  bead 
of  tbe  Government  a  few  words  of  advice. 
He  (Mr.  Osborne)  had  been  present  at  tbe 
I  City  meeting,  and  he  knew  what  the  opin- 
ions of  that  great  constituency  were  m 
this  question  ;  and  however  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Warwiehshire  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate)  might  sneer  at  the  City  of  London, 
it  80  happened  that  the  opinion<>  of  the 
City  of  London  were  generally  carried  out 
iu  tiie  legislation  of  this  country.  He  did 
not  tnppoee  that  thie  diffienltj  eoold  be 
settled  this  See^on  ;  but  unless  the  nolle 
Lord  determined  next  Session  to  take  up 
this  question  in  reoUtji  be  (Mr.  Osboras) 
was  satisfied  that  the  geoenl  feefing  sf 


to  reD&ember  that  this  question  had  not  tiie  people  wodd  he  for  •  reform  of  tbs 

Iet  been  submitted  to  the  people  of  £ng< 
ind  at  a  general  election. 
Mtt.  BEllNAL  OSBOENE  did 


not 


House  of  Lords.  lie  would  franklv  sat 
j  that,  for  one,  he  did  not  wish  that  demauJ 
I  to  be  agiiated  ;  but  ho  warned  the  aoble 
rise  to  enter  into  any  dispute  m  to  who-  Lord  that  if  that  was  agitated,  a  dent 
ther  the  hon.  Gentlenian  who  bad  just  sat  [  would  be  raised  not  easy  to  lay  again.  He 
down  was  a  more  correct  representative  of  hoped  the  noble  1. nril  would  take  this  dau- 


the  people  of  England  tlian  the  hou.  Gen- 
tleman the  MemMr  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
R.  Currie).  He  (Mr.  Osborne)  believed  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Ncwde- 
crate)  did  represent  a  small  certain  party  in 
Warwickshire  ;  but  he  protested  azaiust 
it  going  to  the  eountfj  that  the  hon.Mem' 
her  spoke  tbe  opinions  of  that  small  party 
on  any  question  but  that  of  protection.  On 
the  question  of  civil  and  religious  liberty 
he  believed  the  hon.  Member  was  entirely 
at  bsue  with  his  eonstttnents;  nod  he 
thought  that  the  hon.  Member  wmild  find 
this  out  at  the  forthcoming  general  elec- 
tion. He  (Mr.  Osborne)  simply  rose  now 
to  nrotest  against  tbe  language  need  by 
hie  Aon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton. His  hon.  Friend  might  bo  a  very 
good  chairman  of  a  fneeting,  but  he  took 
leave  to  say  that  his  hou.  Friend  was  a 
▼erj  bad  adToeate  of  a  eanse  fiko  this. 
When  his  hon.  Friend  attempted  to  throw 
odium  upon  an  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who,  however  he  might  excite  the  risible 
liuultifle  of  that  House,  he  (Mr.  Osborne) 


ger  into  consideration.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  bring  in  a  Bill  to  aboHik 
all  religious  tests  whatever  {  and  he  sp- 
prehended  that  hou.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  not  better  Christians  than  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  Uouae, 
or,  if  prnetice  wea  to  go  for  anything  is 
Christianity,  that  they  were  not  one  vUt 
better  Christian"  practically  than  tbe  boa- 
Alderman  the  Member  for  Greenwich.  lie 
hoped  that  when  tbe  noble  Lord  did  hna^ 
In  a  meaaore  dealing  with  thia  diflfenl^*it 
would  at  the  same  time  deal  with  tbe  whole 
question  of  religious  test*.  He  hoped  that 
this  farce  would  not  go  on  Sessioo  aiW 
Session,  and  thai  they  were  not  to  get  &r 
next  year  a  mere  "  promise  to  pay»*'  which 
was  never  to  be  honoured. 

Silt  JOnX  TYRELL.  one  of  tboM 
who  had  voted  for  the  hun.  AUmU^r  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Osborne),  most  express  Us  eii- 
satisfaction  at  the  ooarae  he  bad  parsocd. 
The  hon.  Member  was  one  of  the  stock 
pieces  at  all  oratorical  platform  meetio§»< 
[Mr.  OsQOiurE :  I  never  was  at  one  in 
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life.]  Why,  the  hon.  Member  was  rc- 
poited  to  have  been  at  OQO  the  other  Uajf. 
The  hoD.  HmiiW  teemed  to  say,  no  one 
was  so  liberal  as  himself;  but  he  (Sir  J. 
Tyrcll)  took  the  liberty  of  reminding  him 
that  he  had  been  a«  silent  as  a  mouse  dur- 
iag  the  diaeiiiiUin  of  tbe  Papal  question. 
[Mr.  Osborne:  I  beg  your  pardon;  I  was 
not.]  The  hon.  Member  had  voted  directly 
against  the  fcplini^  of  t!io  bulk  of  his  con- 
stitueiita,  aa  he  would  £ud  next  election. 
[Mr.  OsBORNB :  Tou  don*t  Itnow.]  He 
WM  aorrj  bii  obetrrations  had  been  taken 
BO  mnch  amiss,  as  nt  the  Inst  olooiinn 
he  gave  tlio  hou.  Member  a  plumper. 
As  a  Member  of  the  reformed  House  of 
Commons,  ho  must  say  they  had  been 
drawn  into  every  conceivable  question 
while  discussing  the  present  case;  and, 
though  most  unfavourable  siniilies  had  been 
drawn  between  it  and  tbo  present  Hoose, 
hn  must  say,  as  one  who  haa  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  unrf  formed  House  of  Cdmnions, 
that  tiiey  would  have  got  rid  of  all  those 
pettifogging  questions  with  respect  to  the 
petition,  and  would  at  onee  bare  eomo  to 
the  substance  of  the  case.  Tbe  bon.  Mem- 
ber  (Mr.  r'urrio)  had  certainly  tal<cn  the 
most  geutlemaaly  view  of  \i,  and  he  wish- 
ed those  who  represented  metropolitan  dis< 
triets  would  talto  thdr  lesson  and  th«r  one 
him. 

Mr.  IIOBHOUSE  rose  to  defend  the 
hoo.  Member  for  Middlesex  against  the 
impntatioBS  of  tbo  bmi.  Baronet.  He  said 
be  was  dissatisfied  with  the  course  taken 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  hnt  at 
all  events  he  could  not  have  been  deceived 
by  it»  for  the  course  taken  by  bis  hon. 
^riendy  as  Member  for  Middlesex,  was  tbo 
same  as  that  taken  by  him  when  Meipber 
for  Wycombe.  He  could  nlso  state,  in  op- 
position to  the  insinuation  of  tbe  hon.  Jia- 
lonet,  that  bis  hon.  Friend  was  fully  de- 
tOROined  again  to  present  himself  bef(>rc 
the  electors  of  Middlesex;  and  he  {Mr. 
Hobhouge)  did  not  doubt  that  he  should 
i^ain  hail  him  as  the  representative  of  that 
important  constituency.  While  be  gave 
full  credit  to  the  hon.  Member  North- 
amplon  for  heartiness  in  the  cause  of  Jew- 
ish emaucipation,  he  contended  that  he 
had  acted  on  this  occasion  contrary  to  his 
own  bettor  judgment.  Ho  tbonght  the 
question  before  them  was  a  grave  and  a 
constitutional  one,  affecting  the  liberty  of 
the  subject,  the  constitution  of  the  coun- 
try, and  tbe  rights  of  tbe  electors;  and  bo 
wiriied  to  know  if  they  could  have  a  better 
opportunity  of  having  this  subject  brought 
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before  tliem  in  ail  its  aspects  tlmn  by  al" 
lowing  counsel  to  speak  at  the  bar  ?  Ho 
need  not  say  that  there  were  many  prece- 
dents for  such  a  course.  In  the  first  Pariia> 
nient  in  which  he  had  tlie  honour  of  a  scat  in 
this  House  a  loud  outcry  was  made  against 
what  was  called  the  sacrifice  of  the  consti- 
tution of  Jamaica,  and  eounsel  were  heard 
at  the  bar  on  their  behalf.  This  was  a 
case  whore  a  colony  was  concerned — would 
they  do  less  where  the  city  of  London  and 
tbo  ooostitnency  of  Greenwieh  were  con- 
cerned ?  Were  those  near  at  home  to  be 
treated  with  greater  Indifference  than  those 
abroad?  For  his  part  he  thought  they 
ought  to  admit  the  hon.  Member  at  once. 
They  must  admit  him  soon.  If  they  were 
prevented  much  longer,  he  belteved  the 
House  of  Lords  would  be  in  danger.  He 
considered  that  tho  House  of  Lords  had  a 
right  to  reeonsider  the  decisions  of  the 
II  i:^e  of  Commons— that  it  formed  a  use- 
ful balance  in  the  powers  of  the  con.stitu- 
tion;  but  if  that  llouse  opposed  itself  to 
the  repeatedly  e^cpressed  opinions  of  the 
people,  bo  boliovod  that  wonld  only  lood 
to  the  question  being  settled  in  an  nneon- 
stitutional  way  It  was  for  this  reason 
that  he  should  like  to  hear  the  arguments 
of  counsel  at  the  bar,  as  ho  believed  they 
would  throw  much  light  on  the  case.  He 
congratulated  himself  for  having  the  other 
night  called  up  the  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich, who  did  credit  to  himself,  and,  he 
was  snro,  materially  advanced  the  i^oes* 
tion,  by  the  tasto,  the  propriety,  and  the 
talent  he  then  displayed.  He  believed  the 
same  result  nnght  follow  from  the  argu- 
ments of  counsel.  With  regard  to  tho 
settlement  of  tho  question,  ho  thought  no 
time  was  better  than  the  present,  when  no 
other  question  was  pressing  itself  upon 
their  attention.  Next  year  they  were  to 
have  Parliamenlanr  reform,  and  other 
questioas  were  telhed  of,  which  would 
form  an  impediment  to  t!ie  settlement  of 
this  f^roat  question,  and  which,  in  fact, 
had  always  been  postponed  for  questions 
of  epl^moral  importaaeo.  Ho  would  ad- 
riso  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  not  to  push 
their  opposition  to  this  question  too  far, 
for  the  time  would  come  when  thef  wonld 
yield  to  clamour  what  they  denied  to  jus- 
tice. 

Mn.  OHISHOLM  AXSTEY,  in  reply, 
said  fit-  wotild  not  go  into  the  personal 
questions  tliat  bad  been  raised,  and  which, 
in  his  opinion,  wtaet  more  discreditable  to 
the  Gentlemen  who  promoted  them,  than 
to  the  Member  who  was  the  oooaaioii  of 
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them.  lie  rose  only  to  sa^,  that  the  peti- 
tion as  it  noir  stood  was  not  ineoDsistent 
with  tk9  rttoltttions  that  had  been  passed. 
Th<'  prayer,  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
KorthaiuptoQ  objected,  was  that  the  House 
should  at  once  seat  Baron  Rothschild,  or 
giro  him  a  hearing.  Now  one  of  the  Re- 
solutions was,  tliiit  the  Hons*'  liad,  by  a 
strained  interpretation  of  an  Act  of  Purlia- 
ment,  and  an  unworthy  interposition  of 
their  privileges,  defeated  the  rights  of  the 
electors.  He  put  it  to  the  House  if  there 
was  not  tho  utmost  harmony  betveea  the 
prayer  and  the  resolution  ? 

The  Houae  divided: — Ayes  41;  Noes 
77 :  Majority  36. 


Parker,  J. 
Plowilcn,  W,  H.  O. 

Portal,  M. 
Pusey,  P. 
Roaton,  J.  C. 
RichardR,  R. 
Ruasoll,  Lord  J. 
Sandars,  G. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
S|)oor»er,  R. 
Stafford, 
Stuart,  J. 
Tiylor,  Cd. 


Thwiger.  Sir  P. 
nravohill,  G. 
Vjw.  R.  U.  R.  H. 

Widpole,  S.  H. 

Wat  kins.  Co!.  U 
M  igram,  L.  T. 
WnUainioii.  Sir  H. 

Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C 
WynB,  U.  W.  W. 

TKLLKES. 

Hill.  Lord  M. 
Oraif  .  Sir  W.  G. 


List  of  the  Ayes. 

Agliooby,  II.  A.  Kershaw,  J. 

Bell,  J.  M'Gregor.  J. 

Bethcll,  R.  MaboD.  The  O'QoniMUi 

Bright,  J.  Mitehelt,  T.  A. 

Brown,  W.  MofTitt.  G. 

Clay,  J.  rilkiogtou,  J. 

CoMen.  R.  Poww,  Dr. 

Collins.  W.  Salwcy.  Col. 

Dawes,  E.  Scobell,  Capt. 

Devereox,  J.  T.  Sidney,  Aid. 
D'Eyncourt,rt.l»B.C.T*    SmiJi.  J.  A 

Duko,  Sir  J.  Stuai  t,  Lonl  J. 

Duiuati,  G.  Thoinp8«iii,  Col. 

Ellis,  J.  Thompson,  G. 

Evans,  Sir  De  L.  Vllliers,  hon.  C. 

Forster,  M.  Waklcv,  T. 

Fox,  W.  J.  Walmsley,  Sir  J. 

Ifsll,  Sir  B.  Wmuims,  W. 

TIenry,  A.  WitlyaniH,  H. 

UobboUM,  T.  B.  TKLUM. 

Unit,  W.  AMtey.  T.  C. 

Koatiflf  ,  a,  Osborne*  R.  B. 

LUtofiheVotA, 

Baines,  rt.  hon.  M.  T,  Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 

Baidoek,  E.  H.^  Fresbfteld,  J.  W. 

BankM,  O.  Fuller,  A.  E. 
Bariutr.  rt.  hon.SlrF.T.    Houlburn,  rt.  hoO,  H» 

Barrow,  W.  U.  Gwyu,  11. 

Bercifbrd,  W.  Hallewell,  E.  G. 

Blackdtone,  W.  8.  TlaUey,  T.  P. 

Bowles,  Adm.  Hamilton,  G.  A. 

Bramston,  T.  W*  llastie,  A. 

Bi  iKco.  .M.  Hatchcll,  rt.  boa.  4. 

JUrwokt),  .Sir  .\.  B.  llawes,  B. 

BuUcr,  Sir  J.  Y.  IK-.-idlam,  T.  B. 

Bunburr,  E.  11.  lleald,  J. 

Cabbell,  B.  B.  Henley,  J.  W. 

Campbell,  Sir  A.  L  Hodges,  T.  L. 

CaniweU»  £.  Uodgsou.  W.  N. 

Child,  S.  Ilotham,  Lord 

Ocokl.iim,  Sir  A.  J,  E.     Inglia,  Sir  R.  H. 

Colos,  11.  B.  JtibDstone,  J. 

OoUins,  T.  Koos,  hon.  W.  S. 

ConoUy,  T.  Lockhart,  A.  E. 

Cotton,  hon.  W.  H.  S.     Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 

Cowan,  C.  Maunsell,  T.  P. 

Ilenison,  E.  Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 

Dick,  (I.  Mailings.  J.  R. 

Edwards,  H.  Mewdegate,  0.  N, 

Faifost  J.  PMke,  C.  W. 

Mr.  C»  Anstey 


DAVID  SALOMONS,  ESQ.— THE  OATH  OF 
ABJURATION— ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 
Order  read  for  resainiDg  Adjoomed  Be- 
hntc  on  Amendmeiit  propoied  to  Qaaaiioii 

[22nd  July]- 

"  That  David  Salomons,  E.s<j.,  is  not  entitled  to 
vote  in  this  House,  or  to  sit  iii  this  House  during 
any  l>cbate,  until  he  shall  take  the  Oath  of  Al^«- 
ration  in  tli«>  form  appointed  by  Law." 

Mk.  CIIISITOLM  ANSTEY  Mild,  he 
dissented  from  the  Resolution  as  it  stood, 
and,  cvcQ  when  amended,  it  was  by  no 
mean  such  as  he  coold  wish;  but  he  would 
accept  it,  as  affording  a  fair  chmnee  of 
bringing  to  a  satisfactory  decision  n  ques- 
tion uf  a  most  unpleasant  nature.  He 
could  not  entirely  approve  of  this  Amend- 
ment,  because  it  seemed  to  call  on  the 
lion.  Member  for  Greenwich  to  take  the 
oath  of  abjuration  a  second  time — for  that 
the  lion.  Member  Lad  taken  the  oath  al- 
ready he  firmlj  malotaified;  bat  it  uras 
better  be  sliould  take  it  a  second  time  than 
have  his  scut  in  Piirliamcnt  sequestrated; 
and  without  some  .«ucli  rcsohition  ns  that 
now  proposed,  tlio  lion.  Member  would  be 
ezelttded  from  all  privileges  belonging  to 
the  seat,  though  the  seat — as  in  the  case 
of  tho  hnn.  Member  for  the  City  of  Lon- 
don— Uiight  be  declared  full.    The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  seem- 
ed  to  press  for  a  decision  on  this  queetion. 
The  noble  Lord  could  hardly  object  to  the 
House  payincr  some  regard  to  the  roliorious 
scruples  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich :  indeed,  he  (Mr.  Anstey)  was  glad 
to  see  the  House  adopting  more  liberal 
views,  to  judge  by  the  example  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  O.tford  (Sir 
Iw.  H,  Inglis),  who  last  year  tenaciously 
adhered  to  the  notion  that  until  Baron 
Rothschild  abjured  Judaism  and  professed 
Christianity  ho  was  not  entitled  to  be 
spoken  of,  even  in  courtesy,  a.s  the  lion. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London;  but  who 
hod  now  abandoned  that  notion*  end  spoke 
of  Aldemm  SaU  mons  as  the  hou.  Member 
for  Qreenwich,   The  effect  of  the  oath 
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Adjourned 


{July  28,  1851} 


Debate. 


im 


the  substance  of  the  oath,  and  the  ]  Supposing  the  hon.  Menaber  for  Greenwich 


was 

boo.   Member  for  Greenwich  had  been 
ealled  on  to  subseribe  to  the  effect  of 
th«  oatb.    He  (Mr.  Anstcv)  had  repeat- 
edly   quoted    two    Acts    of  Parliament 
(8  Geo.  1.  and  1  Geo.  III.),  in  which  the 
efiect  and  the  solcmnit/  of  tiie  oath  were 
separated;  and  whilst  lawyer  after  lawyer 
had  been  raising  technical  objectious,  thej 
had  in  no  way  referred  to  his  argument  on 
Uiofte  statutes.    His  argument  was,  that 
when  Parliameet  had  dedared  what  was  of 
Ibree  and  effect  in  the  oath,  common  law 
wouUl  step  in  and  take  the  effect  as  sub- 
stance of  the  oiuh  in  one  hand,  and  with 
tlie  other  change  the  Bulcmiiity,  to  aifurd 
relief  to  persons  willing  to  subscribe  to  the 
substance,  but  not  capable  of  subscribing 
to  it  in  a  particular  form.    In  neitlu  r  of 
those  statutes  to  which  he  had  referred  did 
the  words  *'  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Chris- 
tian" appear,  and,  therefore,  it  was  cvi. 
dent  those  words  were  not  considered  part 
of  the  substance  of  the  oath,  but  merely 
the  form  of  adjuration.    Under  the  Oth 
George  III.,  chap.  53,  there  would  be  no 
adjuration  in  the  oath  at  all,  unless  "  on 
the  true  faith  of  a  Christian"  was  that 
form,  because  the  words  "so  help  me 
God"  were  nut  contained  in  it.   To  trans- 
fer legality  of  title  from  Sovereign  to 
Sovereign,  the  body  of  the  oath  had  been 
altered,  not  by  Act  of  Parliament,  but  by 
Resolution  of  the  House;  "Queen"  had 
been  substituted  for  **  King,"  and  "United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland'* 
for  **  Grc'at  Britain  and  Ireland:  if,  then, 
the  House  had  power  to  alter  the  body  of 
the  oath,  they  had  much  more  to  alter  the 
form  of  adjuration.   In  the  case  of  Mr. 
Peaae,  the  House  not  only  resolved  that 
the  words  **  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian  " 
abouid  be  omitted — although,  if  those 
words  had  not  been  thought  to  form  the 
adjuration,  Mr.  Pease,  as  a  Quaker,  would 
have  had  no  objection  to  repeat  them — but 
even  altered  some  pas.sagc  in  the  body  and 
substance  of  the  oath,  in  which  an  allusion 
was  made  to  '*  force  of  arms."  Either  the 
alterations  made  already  were  illegal,  or 
the  nltfTfitions  ho  proposed  were  legal; 
aiid  the  iiuuse  having  altered  the  oath  by 
resolution  on  former  occasions,  could  do  so 
again  in  the  present  instance.    The  At- 
torney General  had  said  there  was  no 
parity  between  the  alterations  he  proposed 
and  the  alterations  in  former  m^itauces;  if 
it  was  only  the  alteration  of  a  word,  he 
(the  Attorney  General)  would  agree  to  it, 
abore  all,  if.  that  word  waa  a  proi»er  name. 


had  read  on  to  the  word  **  Uhristiau,''  and 
conelttded  the  oath  with  the  words  **on 
the  true  faith  of  a  Jew,  so  help  me  God," 
here  would  have  been  only  one  word  al- 
tored — one  proper  name  substituttd  for 
another  proper  name,  and  the  uU-iiupor- 
tant  words  *'  on  the  trae  faith  **  would  be 
retained.  It  might  be  absurd  to  put  such 
a  case;  but  the  Attorney  General  com- 
pelled the  absurdity,  for  that  was  the  legit- 
imate and  natttval  consequence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  argument  when  poshed 
to  its  extreme.  The  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, and  especially  their  great  leader  in 
another  place,  had  objected  to  the  ad- 
mission of  the  Jews  upon  conscientiona 
grounds.  But  what  did  the  Earl  of  Derby 
say  when  !i<>  was  consulted  on  a  similar 
matter  iu  his  capacity  of  a  i'rivy  Coun- 
cillor and  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  nut 
as  the  leader  of  a  faction  ?  Did  be  say 
then,  as  he  said  now,  that  these  words 
were  a  part  of  the  constitution — that  they 
meant  a  profession  of  Christianity,  and 
that  to  change  them  would  be  to  change 
the  religion  of  the  State?  In  the  year 
1  S20  Sir  James  Kemf"^.  the  Governor  of 
Canada,  consulted  Sir  George  Murray,  the 
then  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  on  an 
opinion  of  the  Canadian  Attorney  General 
as  to  the  effect  of  a  local  Act  to  extend 
certAin  privileges  to  persona  professing  the 
Jewish  faith.  By  a  clause  iu  the  J  1st 
George  III.v  chap.  31,  certain  local  and 
provincial  Acts  were  required  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament  and  the  Sovereign, 
through  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colouies,  before  they  could  u^ss  into  law; 
and  amongst  those  required  to  be  so  snb- 
mitted  wete  all  Aels  containing  any  pro- 
vision relating  to  any  religious  form  or 
mode  of  worship.  The  question  was  whe» 
ther  Acts  removing  the  otvil  disabilities  of 
Jews  in  Canada  mnst  necessarily  be  sul>- 
mitted  to  Parliament,  and  allowed  by  the 
tjiieen.  That  question  wr^^  Tnuch  con- 
sidered by  the  Duke  of  W  uliuigtou  and 
the  law  advisers  of  the  Crown  under  hia 
administration,  and  by  Lord  Grey  and  the 
law  advisers  of  the  Crown  under  his  admin- 
istration, until  four  years  afterwards,  when, 
on  the  28th  of  August,  1833,  Lord  Derby, 
then  Mr.  Stanley,  wrote  thus  to  Lord 
Aylmcr,  the  then  Governor  of  Canada  ;  — 
"  I  am  not  aware  why  this  difficulty  (iho 
Jewish  disabilities)  should  not  be  removed 
by  an  enactment  of  the  provincial  legisla- 
ture. If  it  is  supposed  that  such  a  law 
should  be  laid  before  f  arliament^  I  caanoi 
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think  the  opinion  well  founJed."   lie  (Mr. 
AnBtev)  thought  the  nuhle  Earl  was  right 
in  1833»  md  wrong  in  1851.   The  ques- 
tion reenrred,  "  Wliy  did  they  swear  th< 
hon.  Member  for  Orcenwich  on  the  Old 
Testament  ?    Because  ho  was  a  Jew. 
What  authorised  them  to  do  that?  The 
Common  Law.    The  House  merely  fol- 
lowed the  example  of  courts  of  justice, 
wiio  every  day  decided  that  "  the  Holy 
Gospel"  of  the  Jew  was  contained  in  the 
Pentateuch.   In  the  same  way  he  heM 
that  the  House  would  he  justified  in  al- 
lowing the  nmi'sion  of  the  words    on  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian.**    He  conceived 
that  the  House  of  Lords  had  no  concern  in 
the  matter.   All  that  was  required  to  he 
done  was  a  mere  ministeria]  Act,  and  this 
the   House  of  Commons  were  perfectly 
competent  to  do  of  their  own  accord.  The 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
professed  to  be  anxious  to  see  the  lion. 
Member  for  Grcpnwu'h  admitted.  Why, 
then,  did  ho  throw  nn  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  the  settlement  of  the  question  ?  The 
House  waa  not  asked  to  decide  the  question, 
hut  merely  to  leave  it  for  the  decision  of  a 
court  of  justice.    The  Resolution  proposed 
by  the  uublo  Lord,  however,  might  so  far 
prejudice  the  case  as  to  create  a  doubt  in 
the  minds  of  a  jury  whether,  in  the  fiMe  of 
such  a  Resolution,  they  would  be  justified 
in  deciding  in  favour  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Greenwich.    It  was  quite  true  that 
this  difficulty  might  he  overcome  when  the 
rsat  of  their  proceedings  were  put  in  evi- 
dence, and  when  the  jury  were  informed 
by  what  inconsistent  stoiis  tlie  Resolution 
had  been  aruved  at;  hut  this  would  de- 
pend upon  the  eondltion  that  they  had  a 
bench  of  Judges  and  twelve  men  in  the 
jnry  box,  of  firmness,  acntenes*,  honoptv, 
and  enlightenment  sufficient  to  enable  them 
to  disregard  the  terrors  of  interfering  with 
Failiamentary  privileges,  and  to  do  their 
doty  to  the  subject.    But  it  was  because 
he  did  not  wish  to  reduce  the  question  to 
tins  fearful  contingency,  that  he  wished  the 
House  to  adopt  the  Amendment  proposed. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  said,  lu  l  id  taken  no 
part  in  the  discussion  of  tliis  question, 
either  on  this  or  on  former  occasions;  not 
because  he  had  uadcn  ated  the  importance 
of  the  subject,  but  partly  because  the  matter 
was  amply  discussed  by  others,  and  partly 
because  the  conclusion  at  which  he  had  ar- 
rived was  a  painful  one,  against  which  he 
had  struggled,  and  was  consequently  not 
one  whieh  he  was  desirous  of  pressing  upon 
theae  who  could  eoaseientionsly  eome  to  a 
Jfr.  C.  Amttf 


different  result.   But  the  case  had  now  as- 
sumed a  different  aspect,  and  ho  was  there- 
fore anxious  to  state  the  view  he  took  of 
it     In  the  first  place,  he  begged  to  aay 
that  he  did  not  think  it  po««iT)ie  to  exn^;- 
gerate  the  absurdities  and  incousistcaciea 
that  existed  under  the  present  law.  He 
felt  that  the  oath  of  abjuration  was  utterly 
uuBuitablc  to  the  present  ttmes;  had  be- 
come entirely  obsolftc,  and  that  it  was  not 
desirable  for  any  reason  whatever  that  it 
should  he  retained.   As  had  already  been 
remarked  by  bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Youc;^n1  /Mr.  An?tey), 
"  the  descendants  of  tlie  person  who  pre- 
tended to  be  Prince  of  Wales  during  the 
life  of  the  late  King  James  II.*'  were  all 
extinct;  and  even  had  they  not  been  ex« 
ttnct,  they  would  not  he  of  any  import- 
ance tu  modern  times,  such  as  to  make  it 
desirable  that  they  should  be  made  the  aoV 
ject  of  an  oath.  Under  these  cireumataneea, 
the  oath  was  worse  than  useless — it  was 
most  objectionable  to   compel  Members 
when  they  first  entered  upon  their  duties 
in  that  House,  whether  they  were  Oliria* 
tians  or  Jews,  to  go  through  the  solemnity 
nf  talvinjT  that  unnccessnrv  oath :  it  wn?  a 
practice  calculated  to  impair  the  idea  of 
the  sanctity  of  an  oath,  and  to  weaken 
the  Bense  ^ey  would  otherwise  have  of 
the  engagements  which  upon  such  occasions 
they  might  fairly  be  called  upon  to  enter 
into.    If  the  oath  itself  was  obsolete  and 
unsoited  to  the  times,  the  mode  in  whieh  it 
was  taken  was  still  more  Improper,  and.  m 
his  mind,  appronrhed  even  to  blasphemy. 
In  the  first  place,  they  handed  to  a  Je\vi«h 
Member  coming  to  the  table  of  the  House  an 
Old  Testament,  thereby  recognising  his  de- 
nial of  the  truth  of  Christianity,  and  then, 
after  reeoj^nising  hi"  denial  of  the  truth  of 
Christianity,  they  called  upon  him  to  swear 
upon  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian.    It  waa 
also  most  unfair  and  ungenerous  to  retain 
an  obsolete  formality,  not  for  the  purpose 
for  which  it  had  been  created,  not  for  any 
purpose  which  was  ever  imagined  by  those 
whofiramed  it,  hut  fiiyr  the  purpose  of  making 
it  the  means  of  precluding  a  portion  of  our 
fellow-subjects  from  the  cxcrfi^e  of  their 
just  rights  and  privileges,  which  rights  and 
privileges  could  not  be  now  taken  away  by 
open  and  direct  legislation.   For  his  part, 
however, even  if  theevils  and  inconsisteneiea 
of  the  present  hw  were  ten  times  a.*  crront 
as  they  arc,  he  did  not  think  the  House 
would  bo  justified  in  so  far  violating  the 
constitution  as  to  take  upon  itself  the  power 
of  altering  the  law  and  redreaabg  the 
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evil  iritfioiiC  rtferenee  to  tbe  cfthef  Inranch 
of  the  Legislature.  This  proposition  seem- 
ed (oMm  so  clear  and  sclf-ovident,  tlmt  lie 
felt  be  was  open  to  tho  clinrrro  of  utterincf 
simple  truisms,  when  he  stated  it  to  tho 
Hoom;  bat  at  the  Mine  time  when  Ho- 
tioflt  like  the  present  were  sorioulj  pro* 
posed  for  their  adoption,  it  became  neces- 
sary to  state  such  propositions,  however 
obvious  and  undoubted  thcj  might  be. 
Though,  however,  it  was  quite  clear  that 
the  House  of  Commons  alone  could  not  alter 
the  \>\w  on  account  of  its  evils;  yet  he  ad- 
mitcoJ  it  n-as  a  different  queation  what  the 
existing  law  really  was,  and  whether  a  Jew 
could  be  permitted  to  omit  the  words  "  on 
the  tnie  faith  of  a  Christian."  Although 
on  this  question  he  had  a  strong  opinion, 
yet,  after  the  conflicting  statements  that 
had  beeD  made  by  high  aothoritles  on  the 
•object,  it  would  be  presumptuous  in  him 
to  say  that  the  matter  was  absolutely  free 
from  doubt.    If,  however,  the  subject  was 
accuratelv  considered,  the  apparent  difficul- 
ties wonld  vanish,  and  he  thought  that  the 
House  would  at  once  see  that  they  had  no 
power  to  allow  the  Jew  to  omit  the  words  in 
question  from  the  oath.    Much  misconcep- 
tfon  bad  arisen  from  the  Ikct.  that  they  had 
allowed  the  Jew  to  swear  oti  the  Old  Tes- 
tament. Memhers  imai^ined  that  the  House 
in  so  doing  had  e^rrri^ed  soniewliat  of  a 
dispensing  power,  and  they  thought  that 
if  a  power  existed  to  alter,  for  the  sake  ef 
the  Jew,  the  mode  in  which  the  oath  was 
ndmini^tered,  the  hook  on  which  he  was  to 
be  sworn,  then  that  by  an  exercise  of  a 
ppeci*ely  similar  power,  they  might  emit 
the  words  *'0B  the  true  faith  of  a  Chris- 
tian **  from  the  oath  itself.    This  idea  was 
not  an  unnatural  one,  but  it  arose  from  an 
inaccurate  conception  of  the  priuciple  upon 
which  the  Honse  proceeded,  when  iC  allowed 
the  hon.  Members  for  London  and  Green- 
wich to  swonr  on  the  Old  Testament,  The 
fact  was,  that  this  House  exercised  no  dis- 
pensing or  peculiar  power  upon  that  occa- 
rion :  it  simply  adminirtered  the  oath  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  the  common  law, 
which  is,  with  respect  to  a  Jew,  hj  swear- 
ing upon  the  Old  Testament.    By  the  6th 
of  (Jeo.  III.,  the  Act  prescribing  the  pre- 
sent oath,  two  things  had  been  enacted, 
first,  that  the  oath  should  he  taken,  and 
second,  that  a  certain  form  of  words  should 
bo  used.    When  the  statute  enacted  that 
the  oath  shonM  be  tahen,  it  did  not  pre- 
scribe whether  it  should  be  taken  on  tho 
Old  or  the  New  Tc:^{ninont,  but  Irft  tlmt  to 
be  decided  accorUiug  to  the  common  law. 


When  they  referred  to  the  common  law 
they  found  that  it  was  quite  as  much  a 

portion  of  that  law  that  the  Jew  should  be 
sworn  on  the  Old  Testament,  as  that  the 
Christian  should  be  sworn  on  the  New 
Testament.   This  was  the  view  taken  n4 
acted  on  by  Lord  Hardwicke.  The  House, 
therefore,  in  perniittini::  Jews  to  ho  sworn 
on  the  Old  Tcstatiir'ni,  exercised  no  inher- 
ent power  of  its  own,  but  simply  adopted 
and  acted  upon  the  practice  of  the  cOmoMHi 
law,  as  laid  down  by  Lord  Hardwicke,  and 
recognised  at  various  different  periods;  but 
the  statute  itself  gave  no  power  to  emit 
from  the  oath  any  expressiofis  wbtdi  H 
contained,  and  which  were  in  troth  in- 
tentionally introdnccd  in  consequence  of 
the  distrust  at  that  time  prcvftilinfj  with 
respect  to  the  lioman  Catholic  subjeuts  of 
the  Crown.    A  good  deal  had  been  said 
as  to  >Yh ether  the  words  "  on  the  true 
faith  of  a  Christian  "  were  of  the  sub- 
stance of  the  oath,  or  whether  they  were 
simply  words  of  adjuration.    It  was,  how- 
ever, ^ite  a  separate  uid  distinct  matter 
to  leave  out  words  from  the  body  of  tho 
oath;  and  the  practice  of  Jews  swearing 
by  the  conimou  law  on  the  Old  Testament, 
cmstitoted  no  crgmiMat,  afforded  no  aaa- 
legy,  to  justify  the  House  in  exercising  snch 
a  power.    In  his  view,  tho  question  was 
not  very  material,  because,  whether  they 
were  ot  the  substance  of  the  oath,  or 
words  of  adjoration,  in  either  case  thej 
were  something  prescribed  by  the  statute 
in  addition  to  the  ordinary  taking  of  an 
oath.    There  was  no  doubt  but  the  words 
"  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian,*'  as  well 
OS  other  expressions  in  the  oath,  were  di^ 
tinctly  prescribed  hy  the  Legislature  as 
guarantees  to  be  enforced  by  the  noii«o; 
and  therefore,  howeii'er  absurd  the  law 
might  be,  there  wee  no  tnthority  enabling 
the  House  to  omit  those  wtords,  and  the 
oath  must  be  taken  according  to  the  form 
prescribed.    An  argument  had  been  raised 
on  the  lOlh  George  L,  which  be  confessed 
had  surprise  bim.  That  statuCe  was  qooted 
as  an  anthoritj  to  justify  the  House  in 
leaving  out  the  wot^s  in  question.  The 
legitimate  argument  from  the  statute  was 
directly  the  reverse.    Per  a  pardeokr 
period,  and  a  particular  occasion,  tins  Act 
authorised  tho  cinii^^jon  of  thn-e  Tv-ords. 
The  inference  was,  that  excrj  t  on  that  oc- 
casion the  omission  was  not  authorised,  and 
that  it  rsqoifsd  an  Act  of  Pariimnent  to^ 
justify  such  an  omission.    His  hon.  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General  felt  that  this  statute 
was  opposed  to  bis  riew,  and  laboured  te 
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reduce  its  effect.    And  the  other,  the  Go- 1  law,  he  did  not  agree  in  the  conclusions  of 


vemment  argued  strongly  from  these  sta 
tatefl  in  favour  of  their  Tiew;  but  neither 
party  last  jwt  thought  that  it  could  be 


his  hoti.  and  learned  Friend  who  last  spoke. 
In  order  to  ascertain  what  the  lair  reallj 

was,  it  was  neccssar}'  to  look  into  the  black- 


seriously  argued,  that  this  statute  afforded  letter  Acts  on  the  question.    The  first  of 
an  argument  in  favour  of  the  omission  of  all  these  Acts  was  that  of  tlie  13th  of  Wil- 
liam and  Mary,  which  provided  that  tbe 


oath  of  abjuration  should  be  taktti  ^ 


these  words  from  the  oath.    What  then 

was  the  Hous(>  to  do  ?     It  would  not, 

in  his  mind,  be  cluing  its  duty  if  it  tamely  any  Motnber  could  take  his  beat.  The 
submitted  in    the  decisions  come  to  in  j  Act  of  the  1st  of  (leorge  I.,  eh.  13,  int: 
another  place  on  a  t^uestiou  iuvolving  the  duced  a  new  oatii,  but  it  had  reference 


principles  of  religious  liberty,  and  in  fa- 
vour of  which  tbe  majority  of  that  House 

had  a^ain  and  again  declared.  The  elec- 
tors of  the  city  of  London  had  exhibited 
a  steady  perseverance  in  this  question ;  and 
they  would  not  be  doing  their  duty  towards 
them  or  towards  themselves  if  they  allowed 
the  question  to  rest  in  its  present  state. 
How  then  must  it  be  carried  ?  Not  by  vio- 
lating the  constitution  or  the  law;  hut  it 
must  be  carried  in  the  same  manner  as 
other  great  quc^t-ons  which  were  oppopcd 
by  a  minority,  namely,  by  throwing  upon 
those  who  resisted  the  change,  the  r^poa- 
stbility  of  carrying  on  the  Qoremmcnt 
upon  the  principle  involved  in  that  re- 
sistance. FTe  believed  that  if  the  Go- 
Terument  took  up  the  question  next  year 
in  an  earnest  and  sincere  spirit,  suc- 
cess would  attend  their  efforts.  He  re- 
gretted the  delay  that  had  already  taken 
place;  but  there  was  tlii'*  c^nsnhalion,  that 
when  this  meaBure  was  carried,  as  carried 
it  would  be«  it  would  be  more  valuable  than 
if  carried  in  the  first  instance,  and  would 
effect  a  triumph  by  promoting  the  cause  of 
civil  and  religious  liberty,  not  only  in  this 
country,  bnt  throughout  the  world. 

Ur.  JOHN  EVANS  did  not  conceive 
that  noble  Lords  w!io  had  thrown  out  the 
Jews  Bill  in  another  place,  had  exercised 
more  than  their  constitutional  privileges; 
neither  did  he  participate  in  tbe  opinions 
of  some  individuals  who  charged  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  bend  of  the  Government  wlili 
lukewarmness  and  inditfcrcnce  on  this 
question.  lie  believed  the  noble  Lord  to 
be  sincerely  anxious  for  the  success  of  the 
measure  which  he  sent  up  to  the  Lords, 
and  that  no  man  whr  more  desirous  to  ad- 
mit tho  Jews  to  seats  in  the  Commons' 
House.  With  regard  to  moral  iofloeDce, 
he  did  not  see  how  the  discussions  of  the 
last  few  days  could  have  the  effect  of  ex- 
ercising any  moral  influence  over  those 
who  rejected  the  Jews  Bill  in  another  place, 
as  those  discussions  had  had  no  relation  to 
the  propriety  of  tho  measure,  but  only  to 
the  law  of  the  question.  As  regarded  the 
ifr.  Meadhm 


only  to  persons  in  the  pay  of  the  GoTem- 
ment.  Another  Act,  tlie  9th  of  George 
1.,  passed,  which  extended  the  abjuratioa 
oath  beyond  the  parties  referred  to  in  the 
Act  of  the  1st  of  George  I.  It  extended 
to  every  person  in  England,  Walea,  and 
Berwick- on-T weed,  and  the  oath  was  to 
be  taken  before  the  'J5lh  of  November, 
if  nut  taken  by  that  time,  it  was  to  be 
taken  before  tbe  25th  of  March  in  the  fol- 
lowing year.  In  the  following  year  the 
l(Uh  of  fJeorge  T.  was  pa.ssed,  and  it  er- 
tcnded  tu  all  the  subjects  of  Ilis  Majesty, 
e.tccpt  women,  who  were  expressly  ex- 
empted. In  tike  last  clause  of  that  Act  H 
was  provided  that  when  the  oath  was  teo- 
dored  to  persons  of  tho  Jewish  pensnnsion, 
tho  words  "  OQ  the  true  faith  of  a  Chri^ 
tian*'  shouUl  be  omitted.  That  showed 
that  the  oath  was  to  be  taken  in  the  form 
which  was  most  binding  on  the  con?cicnc<?. 
His  lion,  and  learned  Friend  said  tiiat  this 
Act  was  of  iucal  application,  and  only  pass- 
ed for  a  particular  time.  No  such  iSbmg, 
for  every  person  in  the  kingdom  was  to 
take  the  oath  in  the  form  prescribed  in  tho 
Act  of  Parliament  except  the  Jew,  in  whose 
favour  the  words  "  on  the  true  faith  of  a 
Christian"  were  omitted.  This  diowed 
the  meaning  of  the  Legislature,  and  proved 
that  tho  term?  in  question  might  be  varied 
according  to  circumstances.  For  if  a  Jew 
took  the  oath,  omitting  the  words  **  upon 
the  true  faith  of  a  Christian,"  and  a  Chris- 
tian took  the  oatli  with  those  word?,  what 
was  the  ditferenee  in  regard  to  what  they 
swore  to  ?  Did  they  swear  to  a  ditferent 
thing?  No.  The  difierence  was  not  m 
what  they  swore  to,  but  in  what  they  swore 
by;  one  swore  by  the  faith  of  a  Christian, 
the  other  swore  on  the  faith  of  a  Jew. 
That  was  no  part  of  the  oath,  bnt  only  cf 
the  adjuration;  and  since  tlio  case  of 
"  Oniichuiid  i\  Barker."  the  rule  had  hcea 
that  the  adjuration  which  wa^i  binding  upoa 
the  conscience  was  to  bo  observed. 
Question  put. 

The  IIouso  divided  r-^Ayes  50;  Neaa 
83 :  Majority  38. 
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DeniaoD,  £. 
Dodd,  G. 
DundAS,  Adm. 
Dundaa,  rt.  hon.  Sir  D. 
Ddsno,  Gol. 
Fast.  Sir  J.  B. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 
Fre-^lifield,  J.  W. 
Fuller.  A.  E. 
Goold,  W. 
Gore.  W.  0. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  1m»»  Sir  J. 


nall«wdl,  E.  Qv 

Ilutiiihuti,  G.  A. 
Ilanmer,  Sir  J. 
Rattio,  A. 
Hat.:'iu.ll.-rt.h«i.J. 
11  awes,  B. 
Ucadlam.  T.E. 
Ileald,  J. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Ilen'ey,  Lord  A. 
Hildynrd.  T.  B.  T. 
Hodges.  T.  L. 
Hogg,  Sir  J.  W, 
Hothnm,  Lord 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jones,  Tapt. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  U. 
Laef,  0.  C. 
Lewi?,  G.  C. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lovvlhcr,  hon.  Col. 
Manners,  LurdC.S. 
Monrb,  D. 
Naas,  Lord 
N'cwdegate,  C.  N. 
Oswald,  A. 
PaokotO.  W. 
PalraentOB,  Yiaot. 
Parker,  J. 
Portal,  M. 
Rm4,  Col. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Richards,  II. 
Rumbold.C.  E. 
Rus»f<'ll,  Lord  J, 
Sandars,  G. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Somerville,rt.hnJ3ir.W. 
Spooncr,  R. 
Sunford,  J.  F. 
Tbatigiu,  Sir  F. 


Wigram,  L.  T.  Wood,  rt.  horn.  Six  0. 

WiUiMDwm,  Sir  H         VrightMii.  W.  B. 

TBLLZBS. 

HaifiM,  W.  G.  HiU,  Lord  M. 

Ma.  BETH  ELL  said,  that  be  begged 
to  represent  to  the  noble  Lord  and  to  the 

House  the  manner  in  which  the  proceed- 
ings of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  nnd  of 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  Iioad  of  it,  would  bo 
regarded  ia  after  times.    Let  them  observe 
the  state  of  the  question  before  the  House. 
A  point  having  arisen  whether  certain 
Gentlemen  elected  Menibcrs  uf  tliat  House 
by  overwhelming  majorities  of  two  of  the 
largest  constituencies  of  the  kingdom  sbould 
be  sworn  at  tbe  table  of  the  House,  and  in 
what  manner  that  bluiuld  be  effected,  it  bad 
been  ailiuitted  on  all  sides  of  the  House 
that  there  was  no  principle  in  law  nor  auj 
statutory  enactment  that  prevented  the 
admission  of  the  Jew  to  be  a  Hember  of 
tliat  House;  but  Gentlemen  on  the  ofber 
side  of  the  House  discovered  that  the  form 
used,  and  particularly  the  language  at  the 
end  of  it,  might  sonre  the  purpose  thai 
they  bad  in  view.    Accordingly,  professing 
to  act  on  Christian  principles,  and  with  a 
view  to  preserve  the  ChristiaDity  of  the 
House,  they  adopted  tbe  principle  of  let- 
ting the  end  sanctify  the  means;  and  al- 
tboui^!i  it  wnn  admitted  on  all  sides  that 
tbe  words  in  question  were  not  intended 
to  have  any  reference  to  Jcwij,  and  al- 
though it  was  plain  by  the  language  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament  that  they  were  intro- 
duced for  a  purpose  altogether  different 
and  diverse,  still  those  Gentlemen  had  not 
scrupled  to  avail  themselves  of  that  tech* 
nical  objection,  and  upon  that  to  rest  the 
whole  of  their  opposition  to  tlie  admission 
of  the  JewB.    Now,  let  them  observe,  that 
upon   this  auestion  the  ^reat  principle 
evolved  itself  for  the  first  time— shall  any 
citizen  of  this  empire,  in  all  other  respects 
qualified  to  be  elected  a  Member  r-f  tlirit 
House,  be  excluded  from  the  Huui»e  on  ac- 
count of  his  religious  faith  ?    He  repeated 
that  this  principle  now  for  the  first  time 
evolved  itself,  for  it  never  arose  with  re- 
spect to  the  Roman  Catholic,  who  was  not 
excluded  on  account  of  his  religious  faith, 
but  because  it  was  believed^  rightly  or 
wrongly,  that,  along  with  bis  religious  faith 
he  held  a  particular  political  tenet — that 
citizcn.s  and  .subjects  n)igbt  be  nbsoUed 
from  their  allegiance;  and  it  was  uu  tiiat 
ground,  and  that  alone,  that  Papists  were 
excluded.   To  have  struggled  for  the  whole 
'  of  his  life  to  estaVdlsb  tbe  great  principle 
of  civil  and  religious  liberty^  had  been  tbe 
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pride  and  glory,  and  would  hereafter  be 
the  greater  part  of  the  reputation,  ot  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government; 
but  he  (Mr.  Bethell)  regretted  his  short- 
comings on  this  occasion,  lite  momeni 
tbat  this  teohoiealitj.  wm  hrooght  forirard 
on  the  other  side,  be  might  have  crashed 
the  petty  attempt,  and  have  upheld  and 
carried  out  a  great  priiifiple,  had  !io  really 
bad  faith  in  it;  and  that  House  and  the 


consulting  the  learned  persons  who  pre- 
sided there,  the  proper  conree  on  a  ques* 
tion  which  certainly  admitted  of  great 

dnuht  vfotild  have  been,  not  in  bring  for- 
ward a  Kesolntion  that  should  conclude 
the  matter,  stifle  diseoMton,  hang  up  this 
question  in  a  most  nnsatisfiaetorf  stale, 

and  he,  so  far  as  that  TTtni':e  was  concemerf, 
a  prohibition  of  fiirtlu  r  :i[ritntion  on  the 
subject,  but  to  have  leit  the  mutter  to  the 


conntry  wouM  have  abided  bj  him  in  that  decision  of  the  proper  tribumila  to  wbooi 

course.  He  might  have  declared  (hat  the  ;  the  constitution  had  committed  the  sols 
Jew,  if  not  rTrimled  by  common  or  statute  1  right  of  interpreting  the  statute  law  when 
law,  should  nut  be  excluded  by  this  wretch-  ;  once  it  wfts  passed  by  the  Legislature, 
ed  attempt  to  pervert  mere  formal  words  ,  But,  although  entreated  to  adopt  that 
into  snbstance,  and  to  convert  them  into  a  j  coarse,  and  to  admit  of  the  light  to  be  dc' 
purpose  altogether  alien  from  that  contem-  rived  from  the  learning  which  would  have 
plated  by  the  Act  of  Parliament.  But,  I  been  brought  forward  by  the  learned  conn- 
playing  the  game  of  his  opponents,  he  gave  scl  at  tho  bar,  the  noble  Lord  had  refused, 
np  that  great  principle,  and  declared  his .  as  far  as  he  was  eoneemed,  to  promsto 
intention  to  hring  in  an  Act  to  make  law  ]  any  farther  diecnesion,  and  was  now  po- 
of that  which  was  already  i!ie  law.  By  so  pared  to  contend  thnt  this  matter  shonid 
doing,  he  brought  the  matter  to  this  pass,  not  be  put  in  courf>e  of  investigation  anil 
that  unless  those  on  that  ^ide  of  the  Plouse  trial  before  the  proper  tribunals  of  tiie 
who  were  in  favour  of  this  great  principle  ]  conntrj,  and  woolo  not  lend  his  aid  to  have 
took  their  stand  there,  and  fought  out  the  this  important  legal  question  Icigallv  deter- 
battle  that  he  should  hove  fought,  this  mined.  Let  them  do  what  they  would,  bow. 
great  question  roust  be  altogether  aban-  ever,  to  prevent  a  trial  in  a  court  of  Isw, 
Honed  until  the  light  of  free  discussion  ,  it  would  be  had,  and  the  opinion  ef  a 
should  break  in  upon  another  place.  He  |  court  would  be  pronounced;  and  what  r»< 
called  on  him  not  to  pursue  so  .suicidal  a  putation  and  character  would  tliey  have 


course  as  to  bring  forward  a  Resolution, 
which  was  a  most  wretched  and  miserablo 
^Jonclnsion  of  these  debates  and  thb  pro- 
tracted investigation  of  the  subject,  inas* 

much  as  it  was  really  no  more  than  the 
question  itself,  in  tho  sliape  of  an  nffinna 


before  tho  country,  if,  having  prevented 
any  further  discussion  in  that  House,  by  a 
resolution  of  the  hind  proposed  (totally  tt 
variance  with  what  they  had  previously 
professed),  they  were  found  to  have  put 
upon  a  statute  an  intcrpretatio?}  totally  st 


tive  pniposition  couched  in  very  bad  Kng-  1  variance  with  the  judiciul  and  rightful  in- 
fish.   That  Resolution  declared  that  A\-  \  terprstation  of  it  by  the  Courts  ef  West- 
derman  Salomons  was  not  entitled  to  sit  minster  Hall  ?    They  must  then  do  that 
and  vote  in  that  Ilouse,  not  having  taken  which  they  had  been  obliged  to  do  before, 
the  oath  in  the  form  appointed  by  law.  whenever  the  House  had  been  brought  by 
Now  what  was  the  form  appointed  by  law,  its  leaders  into  conflict  with  the  ]>eopIe, 
and  whether  Alderman  Salomons  had  taken  instead  of  hemg  the  exponent  of  their 
the  oath  or  not,  were  the  questions  that  desires,  feelings,  and  wishes.    The  House 
had  been  so  much  discussed,  and  they  was  in  a  false  position  whenever  it  put 
were  questions  which  it  belonged  to  that  ^  itself  iu  opposition  to  the  great  constituen- 
House  to  deeido.   If  there  were  a  dilB- 1  cies.   The;  had  placed  themselves  in  that 
cnlty  abotit  tho  matter,  he  trusted  that  false  positieii,  and  thej  might  depend  upon 
House  would  ndo])t  a  course  analogous  to  it  that  on  every  vacancy  which  nrose  Jews 
that  pursued  by  the  other  branch  of  the  would  come  forward,  and  if  there  was  any 
Legislatui-e.     Had  a  question  of  similar  liberty  or  independence  in  the  constituency, 
difficult  J  arisen  there,  recourse  would  have  |  thoj  would  he  returned}  and  if  the  Parliax 
been  had  to  the  advice  of  the  learned  ment  lasted  long  enough,  Jew  after  Jew 
Judrrcs  on  the  construction  of  the  statute.  !  would  be  returned,  until  thevwore  brought 
Now,  tho  duty  of  the  House  of  Commons  ,  to  a  sense  of  their  position  by  the  uiiser- 
as  legislators  was  at  an  end  when  they  had  |  able  ahsurdi^  in  which  thej  found  them* 
made  the  law;  its  interpretation  belonged  selves  involved.    For  what  could  be  more 
to  the  proper  tribunals  of  the  Cduntry.   absurd  than  to  admit  that  Baron  Roth- 
And  as  they  had  not  the  opportuuitjr  of  .soiiild  was  the  legal  Meml>er  for  tbeC^t^ 
Mr,  Bethell  ' 
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im 


of  hondoAt  atid  AUermflti  SftkmoiM  fat 
Greenwleh,  tnd  yet  to  rcfuM  to  admit 

them  to  n  "cat  in  (^at  ITnusc;  thus  over- 
ruling al!  tho  political  ric^hts  of  thnt  large 
bcKlj  of  the  constituuncy  of  the  United 
Kingdom  by  a  rotolntioii  irhieh  nfnwbA  to 
allow  the  matter  to  be  investigated  ?  Ho 
bc2r!r<?d  the  IIou<*o  to  con'?ider  how  dtsftd- 


part  of  tlia  law  of  A«  laod,  and  tliey 
woidd,  tborefoM*  iarolra  themselves  in  no 

inconsistency,  or  nny  pnrmmlcr  of  their 
undoubted  privileges,  in  obtaining  from  a 
court  of  law  tiie  proper  construction  of 
the  law,  for  hi  all  thai  (bey  bad  been  dmng 
they  had  been  professing  to  be  trying  to 
ascertain,  and  then  to  foHotr,  what  was  the 
vantageouaiy  their  course  on  this  occasion  law  according  to  the  tmo  construction  of 
contrasted  with  former  precedents.  The  |  the  statute.  He  begged  the  noble  Lord, 
eaae  of  Wllket  bad  been  alluded  to;  but  |  oat  of  regard  to  bis  own  credit,  to  leC  <bo 
there  was  another,  that  of  Home  Tooke,  ;  matter  rest  undetermined  at  all  events  for 
which  had  not  yet  been  cited  in  the  course  ;  thia  Session,  further  than  it  might  be  con- 


of  the  debate.  Home  Tooke,  being  a 
prieet  In  holy  ordere,  was  permitted  to 
take  ble  Mat,  and  on  Uiat  occasion  a  ques- 
tion was  raised  as  to  trhrther  the  elec- 
tion was  legal,  or  whether  tiie  election 
was  not  a  void  one  altogether.    On  that 


sidcred  to  be  prejudiced  by  the  proceedings 
of  last  Session,  wbieb  went  npon  different 
grounds;  and,  in  tht?  meantime,  let  an 

effort  be  made  to  obtain  an  interpretation, 
tlic  tribunals  to  whom  the  constitution 


had  committed  the  duty,  of  that  statute 


point  there  was  a  great  diiKsrenee  of  opin*  upon  wbieh  Gentlemen  on  the  other  eMo 

w  a  «*  II*    A  ja*i    aI.  a     *  t  I* 


ion,  and  many  couflicting  opinions  were 
given  by  lawyers  who  were  Members  of 
the  House.  The  House  resolved  that,  in 
oooaeonenee  of  those  doobts  and  of  the 
diflienl^  in  the  state  of  the  law,  they 
would  j>rt?-~  a  Bill  to  alter  the  or 
rath<»r,  in  fnct,  to  declare  it  for  tiie  future; 
yet  Horne  Tooke  retained  his  seat,  spoke 
IhroughoQt  tfie  whole  of  that  Session,  and 
eontiuued  to  eit»  act,  and  vote  as  a  Mem* 
her  of  that  House  until  its  termination. 
The  House  in  that  instance  did  not  pro- 
eeed  to  the  disfranchisement  of  the  con> 
atitneney  which  elected  Home  Tooke,  or  to 
the  exclnsion  of  the  elected  Member.  He 
adverted  to  that  matter  to  show  in  what  a 
different  way  that  Parliament  acted  when 
a  qoeetion  was  started  and  dilBenlttes  arose 
with  regard  to  what  was  the  law.  He 
humbly  submitted  that  in  conformity  ^vith 


relied,  and  which  those  on  that  side  of  the 
House  admitted  to  bo  the  only  obstaele  to 
the  admission  of  the  J ews. 

Loan  JOHN  RUSSELL' said,  that  be 
must  observe  that  altbongh  the  hoif.  Q«n* 
tlcman  who  had  jnst  rr?time(!  his  seat  was 
a  very  eminent  lawyer,  wiili  all  tlio  re- 
sources at  hia  disposal  that  his  knowledge 
of  the  law  gave  him,  he  bad  carefully  aV 
stained  from  all  reference  to  the  legal  part 
of  the  question.  He  had  instead  appealed 
to  htm  (Lord  John  Russell),  and  had  snid 
that  if  he  valued  religious  liberty,  and 
wonki  ftkllow  the  broaa  principles  of  the 
constitution,  and  had  a  regard  for  religions 
pence,  he  would  act  as  he  (Mr,  Betheliy 
advised  him.    But  as  this  was  a  legal 

2ue8tlon,  he  theni^t  the  hen.  and  learned 
fentleman  should  have  shown  that  the 
course  which  he  had  recommended  ^v^ts  in 


what  had  previously  taken   place,   tliej  accoi-dance  with  the  law;   fur  whatever 


could  not  exclude  Mr.  Salomons  until  the 
whole  qnestion  bad  been  disenssed  before 

a  tribunal  which  was  the  legal  otpontor  of 

the  law  in  question,  and  to  who^e  decisions 
on  the  point  the  most  bigoted  and  obstinate 
In  that  House  would  have  the  grace  to 
submit.    He  entreated  ^  noble  Lord  to 

withdraw  this  Resolution,  and  to  consider 
what  sort  of  an  account  ho  would  have  to 

five  of  his  conduct  in  this  matter,  when 
e  might  nn^nestionably  have  prevented 
matters  reachmg  their  present  pass,  or  at 
all  events  hnvr»  puspennnd  the  deei^ion  of 
the  House  until  the  question  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  s  legal  tribunal.  He  was  far 
Aom  wishing  that  any  question  whieh  h 
was  one  of  the  privileges  of  that  House  to 
decide,  should  ho  determined  by  another 


might  be  his  (Lord  John  Hussell's)  opinion 
on  the  advantage  of  admitting  a  Jew  lor 
Parliament,  he  cottid  not  act  0|i  those 
principles  if  the  law  were  against  him. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
shown  him  that  H  was  clear  according  to 
law  that  they  might  admit  Mr.  Aldcrmati 
Salomons  to  lake  his  sent  in  that  House, 
and  could  have  shown  him  liow  he  could 
effect,  what  he  wished  to  see,  all  religious 
disquafitcattens  abofishcd,  he  eoald  nndeiv 
stand  that  htihg  Urged  upon  him  as  an 
additional  argument;  but  that  on  a  ques*' 
tion  of  law  this  should  be  the  only  motive 
appealed  to,  only  showed  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  irho  was  so  good 
an  authority,  did  not  msb  into  those  topics' 
that  others  less  acqnaintcd  with  the  law 


court;  bat  this  question  inrcrfved  what  was  |  were  apt  to  do;  bat,  on  the  contrary,  htf 
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carefully  abstained  from  them,  because  he  |  taken  bj  Baron  BctbsdbiUIr  \i  appeared  to 

knew  the  ground,  and  knew  that  it  was  him,  if  tlie  ITouse  came  to  any  resolnt-  n 
ground  upon  which  he  could  nut  obtain  a  ou  the  subject,  that  that  wlilch  it  euuia 
Bouud  footing.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gen-  most  fitly  come  to  was  the  Keaolutiou  &1- 


tloman  bad  i^so  on  this,  as  on  former 


ready  placed  on  its  Journals.   Tlie  boo. 


nights,  avoided  all  reference  to  the  history  and  learned  Gentleman  said,  "  Whj  not 


of  this  case,  and  had  spoken  as  if  he 
(Lord  John  Russell)  had  for  the  first  time 
brottght  forward  a  resolution  wbidi  be  bad 
eoncocted  in  bad  English  (as  he  was  pleas- 


take  tbo  opinion  of  a  conrt  of  law  lie 
(Lord  Joha  Kussell}  had  no  objection  to 
the  opinion  of  a  eonrt  of  lair  being  taken 
on  those  questions  which  properly  belonged 


cd  to  say),  and  had  endeavoured  to  induce  to  sucli  a  tribunal;  and  they  had  been  in 
the  House  to  adopt  it  for  the  tirst  time,  formed  that  day  hy  the  hoiK  Member  for 
But  this  Resolution,  as  thui^o  who  had  been  Greenwich  (Mr.  Alderman  Salomous)  tha( 
longer  in  the  House  than  the  bon.  and  j  the  opinion  of  a  conrt  of  lav  woold  be 
learned  Qentlenian  were  well  aware,  was  taken  as  to  whether  or  not  be  had  incurred 
not  an  original  resolution  of  his  (Lord  the  penalties  contained  in  an  Act  of  P.ir- 
John  Russell's);  and  this  was  not  the  tirst  iiament.  >iuw,  that  was  a  question  whiciL 
time  that  it  had  come  before  the  House,  properly  came  before  such  a  court;  but 
Last  year  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  now  they  could  refer  to  a  eonrt  of  law  the 
Solicitor  General  had  a  Committee  on  this  question  whetlier  a  Member  at  the  table  of 
subject;  and  thoufrli  that  Committee  was  the  House  Iiad  properly  taken  the  oaths 
not  authorised  or  desired  to  report  opin- 1  or  not,  he  really  couid  not  conceive.  For 
ions,  yet  in  the  oourse  of  the  discussions  i  that  House  to  wait  there  till  a  eonrt  of- 
in  that  Comniittee»  it  was  not  difHeult  to  law  had  giren  its  opinion  on  that  point* 
discover  what  was  the  njr-nion  of  Members  '  was  a  course  which  he  thought  the  bon. 
of  that  Committee  ou  that  subject;  and  and  learned  Gentleman  must  see  it  would 
out  of  twenty  Members  who  composed  that ,  be  impossible  for  the  House  to  atlopt. 
GcNnmittee,  hie  bon.  and  leanied  Friend  ^  The  bon.  and  learned  Genttemaa  qaoted 


the  Member  for  Oxford  had  not  more  than  some  cases,  and  others  had  quoted 
one  Member  with  him  upon  the  question  as  if  they  were  precedents  in  this  matter, 
as  to  whether  Baron  Rothschild  could  take  ^  But  he  held  that  these  precedents  were 
his  seat.  It  was  quite  evident  what  was  { totally  inapnlieable.  In  one  instance,  th*t 
the  o(}inion  of  the  legal  members  of  that  |  of  Mr.  Wilkes,  the  House  of  ComiDMie* 
Comnjittee,  and  of  others  who  had  had  proceeding  on  its  own  view  of  its  owu 
long  experience  in  that  House;  tltoy  were  powers,  chose  to  say  tliat  the  author  of  a 
not  prepared  to  defend  the  view  which  the  ,  libel  ou^^ht  to  be  expelled  from  tlie  Hooae* 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  (the  |  and  afterwards  that  a  Member  who  had 
Solicitor  General)  took  upon  the  question. 
Wliat    occurred  when  Raron   Ki  flischild 

came  to  tlie  table  of  the  House  to  take  House  proceeded  entirely  ou  its  vievra  of 
the  oaths  ?    llis  right  bon.  Friend  the  i  its  own  character,  and  on  certain  prece> 


been  expelled  from  that  House  codUl 

sit  in  it  again.    But  in  those  cases  the 


Master  of  the  Rolls  proposed  two  resolo*  |  dents  whioh  were  thought  to  bear  en  the 

tioDs,  one  of  which  was  in  the  terms  of  question.    They  were  not  proceeding  open 
the  Resolution  now  before  the  House;  and  the  construction  of  any  law;  but,  right  or 
after  a  great  deal  of  discussion,  and  after  an  (  wrong  (and  ho  believed  they  were  very 
Amendment  had  been  moved  bj  the  hon.  |  wrong),  they  were  proceeding  on  their 
Member  for  Montruso  (who,  he  regretted  opinion  of  what  the  House  ought  to  do  in 


to  say,  was  now  absent  from  indisposition), 
the  House  decided  by  a  majority  of  166 
to  92  iu  favour  of  the  Resolution  which 
now  stood  on  the  Journals  of  the  House. 
So  that,  so  far  from  tho  House  adopting 
and  placing  on  its  records  for  the  first 
time  this  Resolution,  they  would  only  be 
reaffirming  what  tbey  ba«1  already  adopt- 
ed. That  being  tbe  ease»  it  did  not  ap- 
pear to  hiui  necessary  again  to  argue  tho 
reasons  for  this  TTosoluiion.  Alderman 


a  matter  on  which  the  law  did  not  guide 
them.  So  that  these  precedents  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  present  CAne;  and  h« 
must  again  repeat  that  the  question  bdet* 
then  was  whether  they  were  right  or 
wrong  in  the  interpretation  of  the  Act  of 
L^arliament  which  stood  before  them  i  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  spoke  of  the 
question  as  if  it  were  a  matter  foe  hia 
(Lord  John  Russell's)  discretion,  or  the 
discretion  of  tho  Members  of  that  House 


mons  having  takon  a  course  uut  ex- 1  to  settle.  But,  as  far  as  be  could  le^rn, 
^  the  same  as^  but  similar  to,  that  hitherto,  and  votil  the  last  year  certainly* 
Lord  John  MuiM  » 
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Adjourned 

it  had  been  genernlly  supposed  tlmt  tlic 
interpretattuti  of  tho  law  could  not  be 
«th«r  tliftii  ihftt  wUeh  the  House  had  put 
upon  it.  It  was  alleged  tlint  the  case 
relating  to  tho  ontli  of  abjuration  was  not 
exactly  the  same,  but  very  similar  to  tlmt 
of  a  declaration  contained  in  an  Aet  of 
Parliament  which  he  had  bad  the  hooonr 
of  introducing  in  that  House.  It  was  a 
declaration  which  persons  admitted  to 
offices  were  allowed  to  make,  and  to  that 
deelaratton  was  added  br  the  Eoqmi  of 
Lords  an  AmeDdnient,  to  which  this  Houae 
afterwards  nsjsentod — the  words  *'  on  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian."  Yet,  in  1845, 
and  not  without  former  preceduntsi,  a  Bill 
was  introdueed  bj  Lord  Lyndhurst— a  con- 
siderable authoritj  in  any  matter  of  tliis 
kind — and  in  the  preamble  of  that  Act  it 
was  declared,  ''Whereas,  persons  of  the 
Jewish  persaasion  cannot  conscieatiously 
make  the  declaration  contained  in  the  Act" 
to  which  he  had  referred.  Why,  accor- 
ding to  the  doctrine  now  laid  down,  that 
preamble  should  have  been  that  the  par- 
tiee  were  not  obliged  in  that  declaration  to 
use  the  words  "on  the  true  faith  of  a 
Christian.**  Instead  of  which  here  was 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  solemnly  passed  by 
Parliament,  declaring  with  respect  not  to 
all  offices,  nor  to  every  instance  in  which 
the  declaration  was  required  to  be  taken, 
hut  with  regard  .'Specifically  to  muiiieipal 
offices,  that  the  words  "  on  the  true  faith 
of  »  Christian  "  should  not  be  neooiiary  to 
be  taken,  and  that  those  having  a  consci- 
entious obicction  to  the  words  so  mention- 
ed  might  make  the  effect  ff  tlie  declara- 
tion in  other  words.  This  Act  uf  1845 
was  an  additional  nroof  that  hitherto  the 
law  was  interpreted  in  the  sense  in  which 
!(p  iHuIt  rstnod  it.  He  thought  tlic  House 
of  t  ommoua  could  not  do  otherwise,  there- 
fore, than  to  persist  in  its  previoos  course, 
and  attach  the  same  sense  to  these  words. 
If,  in  the  course  of  tlie  question  coming 
before  a  court  of  law,  any  new  light  should 
be  thrown  on  the  subject,  there  was  no 
reason  wh^  the  House  of  Commons  should 
not  avail  itself  of  that  new  light;  but  he 
thought  al!  the  information  which  tlicy  had 
at  present  before  them,  must  induce  tliem 
to  believe  that  they  would  overstep  the  law 
if  they  peraiitted  Ahlennan  Salomons  to 
take  his  seat  without  taking  the  whole  of 
the  declamtion. 

Mb.  CHIISUOLM  ANSTEY  said,  he 
could  not  allow  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  pass  altogether  unnoticed.  Since 
the  agitation  on  the  Jew  qoestioa  first 
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lio'Tnn,  :Ln  Act  had  been  pns'^od,  and  tho 
jircambie  of  that  Act  the  nuble  Lord  ap- 
plied as  a  kind  of  argument  against  the 
right  of  a  Jew  to  sit  in  Parliament.  Now, 
the  first  legislative  mtasnre  to  relieve  the 
consciences  of  the  Quakers  was  passed  in 
the  time  of  William  III.;  and  ever  since 
that  time  down  to  a  recent  period  there 
had  been  an  accumulation  and  a  super- 
fluity of  enactments  for  the  same  purpose. 
Among  these  Acts  was  an  Act  of  George 
II.,  allowing  Quakers  to  afflrm;  but  tho 
power  previously  eiisted,  and  that  Act 
was  wholly  unnecessary.  So  there  was 
eq»m!1y  no  necessity  for  the  Act  of  1845, 
which  had  been  cited  iu  this  case  by  tho 
noble  Lord.  There  existed  the  1st  &  2nd 
of  Tictorla,  which  allowed  the  omission  of 
the  words  n^jocted  to  by  the  Jew  when 
appointed  to  "  any  office,  or  employment, 
or  on  any  occasion  whatever"— a  declara- 
tion as  general  as  words  could  be;  and  that 
statute  was  in  force  in  1845,  when  the 
statute  which  tho  noble  Lord  quoted  be- 
came  law,  and  therefore  the  Act  of  1845 
was  supererogatory.  Tet  the  noble  Lord 
had  been  totally  silent  with  regard  to  the 
1st  &  2nd  Victoria.  Again,  there  was  no 
dibiinction  between  this  case  and  that  of 
Mr.  Wilkes.  There  were  no  precedents 
for  the  course  recommended  by  the  Oo- 
vernment,  and  they  had  not  the  decision 
of  a  single  court  of  law  in  their  favour; 
it  was,  therefore,  ouly  just  and  reasonable 
to  demand  that  they  should  allow  the  mat- 
ter to  stand  over  until  it  had  been  enter- 
tained by  a  court  of  law,  whose  jurisdic- 
tion was  admitted  to  be  competent  to  de- 
cide upon  it.  Although  an  election  peti- 
tion complaining  of  the  onduo  return  of  a 
Member  of  that  House  did  not  prevent 
them  from  allowing  that  Member  to  sit 
and  vote;  although  the  validity  of  his  right 
to  do  so  remained  undecided  for  months; 
yet,  by  this  Resolution  they  refused  to 
allow  an  hon.  Member,  against  whoso  re- 
turn no  c(Mriploint  had  been  made,  and 
who  had  taken  the  oath  in  some  form  at 
all  events,  to  sit  for  a  few  weeks,  or  even 
days,  pending  the  decision  upon  an  objec- 
tion to  hi?  claim,  raised  upon  nn  absurd, 
ubsolete,  and  condemned  statute.  It  might 
be  worthy  of  those  hun.  Members  who 
were  zealous  for  **  Christianity,'*  as  they 
called  it,  but  which  he  called  intolerance, 
to  furbish  np  such  a  rusty  weapon  as  that 
in  our  day;  but  it  was  unworthy  of  the 
noble  Lord,  who  had  hitherto  distinguished 
himself  as  the  champion  of  civil  and  reli- 
gious  liberly.  And  he  still  ▼ODlnved  to 
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urge  upcn  ihf  noblt  Lord>  for  tTi«  ulte  of 
the  right  of  tbe  tobjcNJt  and  uf  the  free- 
dom of  the  constucncies,  to  withdraw  the 
Resolution  altofrothor,  and  to  submit  it  to 
the  House  in  auuthur  bimpc  at  tiie  begiii- 
sing  of  the  nazt  ^mmou,  wheB  be  would  btve 
the  assistance  and  guidance  of  the  Court!  at 
Westminster,  wliic!)  would  certnily  pivc  a 
4eci6iou  uu  the  subjeot  during  th^  roceaa. 

Mil  J.  A.  SMim  wished  to  protest 
against  the  coDcIiuioii  to  wbieh  the  noble 
Lord  li ad  como,  that  because  tliis  Rcsolu- 
tl<^n  hnd  been  pf\?.sed  last  year  in  the  case 
oi  iiarou  lioth»cLiid»  they  should  there- 
fore ofatti  adopt  tbe  mme  in  tbe  oaie  of 
tbe  boo.  Member  for  Grcenwicb*  He  had 
prote?;ted  at  tbe  time,  and  he  still  pro- 
tosted,  against  the  Resolution  of  Inst  yf^r^ 
nud  he  thought  it  was  drawu  up  auakiliuily 
and  w  haate«  and  that  U  went  far  beyond 
tbe  neeeeaitiea  of  the  case.  Even  con- 
coding;',  09  be  (Hd.  tliat  tbe  noble  Lord, 
fi'oni  his  peculiar  position,  was  bound  to 
lend  his  aid  to  protect  the  rights  of  that 
House,  and  to  pretent  thoie  righte,  end 
the  law  of  the  country  also,  from  being 
infringed;  yet  he  did  foel  fitronnjiy  that 
the  noble  Lord  bad  come  to  a  bar&h  and 
unduly  severe  decbioo  with  reepeei  to  tbe 
rights  uf  tbe  hon.  Members  for  London 
ami  Greenwich,  aod  the  rights  of  their 
respective  eonstituencies.  The  noble  Lord 
Hiight,  with  the  support  he  could  com- 
tnand*  eanj  the  Beeolttttoo  he  had  pro- 
nosed;  but  he  might  be  aasured  that  the 
hon.  nnd  leartied  Mombor  for  Aylesbury 
spoke  the  words  ot  truUti  of  experience, 
uid  of  wisdom,  when  he  said  tb«t  aueb  a 
Resolution  coidd  not  terminate  the  discus- 
sion of  this  most  Important  question.  Thej 
would  come  again  nnd  again  before  tiio 
House  in  every  way  that  ingenuity  aud 
peneverasee  coeld  devite;  aad  if  tbey 
were,  as  he  presumed  tbej  should  be»  de> 
feated  that  night,  they  would  submit  to , 
their  defeat  witb  the  most  certain  and  dc- 
iibcraio  cunvictiun  that  they  would  ulti- 
mately be  triarophant. 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  dhidtd -Ayes  123;  Koes 

6$ :  Majority  55. 

List  of  the  Ates. 

Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 


CardweU,  E. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 

Child,  S. 

Ci«menta,  hoo.  C.  S. 

Cockburn,  Sir  A*  J.  £. 

Cocks,  T.  S. 

Coles,  H.  B. 

Collins,  T. 

ConoUjr,  T. 
'  Cotton,  hon.  W.  M» 
I  Cowao,  C. 
1  Cowpcr.  hoB.  W.  F, 

Craig,  Sir  G. 
I  Currie,  il. 
j  Deniiaa,  B. 

Duckwoi-th,  S!r  J.T.B. 
t  Duiiilns,  Adm. 

'  DundaM.  rt.  hea.  Sir  D. 
I  Dunne,  Col. 

EjUit,  Sir  J.  B. 

Ebringion,  Visct. 

Egerton,  W.  T. 

Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 

Ft-r^iuson,  Sir  R.  A. 
I  FitzFatrick,rt.boaJ.W. 

P«rBvter,  boa.  G.  0.  W. 

Fr^ebtun.  CoU 

Freshaeld,  J,  W. 
.  Fuller,  A.  S. 
:  Goold,  W. 

:  Goulboro,  rt.  lion.  H. 
!  Graham,  rt.  hoo.  8lv  J« 

Gr^nfell,  C.  P. 

GrenfoU,  C.  W. 
[  Grosvenor,  Eaii 

Gwrn,  11. 

Hall.  Col. 

liallewell,  E.  0. 

lialaw,  T.  P. 

Hamilton,  6.  A. 

Ilrunllfn-,  J.  H. 

Uatimer,  Sir  J. 
Kat^Astt,  rt.  iMSk  Mm 

IJaweSk  B. 
llajea.  Sir  E« 
Ileadlam,  T*  fi, 
Iloald,  J. 
Hcnltjy,  J.  W. 
llervcy,  Lord  A» 
llindley,  C. 
Hodges,  T.  h. 
Hogg,  Sir  J.  W, 
Hotham,  Lord 
IngUs,  Sir  a.  H. 


Jones,  Capt. 
Kniglitlpy.  Sir  C 
Knox,  hon.  W.  &, 
Loboticbere,  rt.  Iwa.  B. 
Imsj,  H.  C. 
Ugh,  G.  C, 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lindsay,  boo.  C«L 
LaekltBft,  A.  C 
LowthcT,  hon.  Col. 
Manners,  Lord  C. 
Matbeaon,  CoL 
Meljijund,  Vissct, 
Meux,  Sir  11. 
Morris,  D. 
Naas,  \Atrd 
^'«wdegato,  C.  N. 
Ogle.  S.  C.  H. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer.  U. 
Palmmtoob  Viioi, 
Parker,  J. 
Plowden.  W.H.O. 
PoscT,  p. 
IMACol. 
Ricardo,  O. 
Richards.  R. 
Runibold.  C.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Ham«il,  F.  C.  U. 
Smduu,  G. 
Seymour,  Lord 
i-ibtliorp.Col. 
Somerville,rt.hn.  SirW, 
Sockcroo,  T.  IL  a. 
SpMiter,  R. 
Stafford,  A. 
Staaford,  J.  F. 
Sutton,  J.  Q.  M. 

Taylfir,  Col. 
Tbesiger,  Sir  F. 
Tjwir,  Sir  J.T. 
Waddtngtoa,  U,  & 
Wigram,  L.  T. 
Williamson,  ISr  B. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
WatOey.  rt.  boo.  J.  8. 
Wynn,  11.  W.  W. 

Young,  G.  F. 

TKULIKS, 

Eajter.  W.  Q, 
HiU,r 


Adderlqr,  0.  B. 
Bahiet,  rt.  koe.  M.  T. 

Baldock.  E.  11. 
Baldwin.  C.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.T. 
Barrow,  W.  IJ. 
Beckett,  W. 
Beltew,  R.  M. 


Boldero,  fl.  O. 

V^norh,  Sir  R.  G. 
JBowlca,  Adni. 
Bramston,  T.  W, 
Tjrt  niriii'je,  R. 
iiroadloy,  il, 
Buller,  Sir  J.  T. 
(Mb«K.]|.B. 


Adair,  H.  E. 
Aglionbj,  H.  A» 
Alcock,  T. 
Andenon.  A. 
Anstcy,  T.  C, 
Aausirong,  R*  3 
Bell.  J. 
Bright,  J. 
Brookleburst,  J. 
BrotlMtton, 
Clay.  J. 

Crawford,  W.  S. 
Currie,  R. 
Dawes,  E. 
Dawson,  hun.  T 
De?ereux.  J.  T. 


LUt  of  the  Noes. 

Douglaa.  Sir  C.  £• 
Duke,  Sir  J, 
Duncan,  G. 
Brans,  Sir  BtL, 
Evans,  J. 
Kwart.  W. 
FlUroy,liMi.H. 
Fortter,  M. 
Fm,  W.  J, 
Geaah,  a 
Greene.  J. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Heatbeoat.  J. 
Ileywood,  J. 
Ilobhouse,  T.  B. 
HoUond,  R. 
M«»at4,SirB. 


V. 


Digitized  by  Google 


1629 


Conv^anc*  of  Mails     {Jolt  38, 1851  f       hf  Bailways  BiU. 


1630 


Ilutt,  W. 
LangstOD,  J,  D. 
Locke,  J. 
M'CuUagh.  W.  T. 
MaboD/ibe  O'Gonma 
Mitchell.  T.  A. 
Murphy,  P.  S. 
Korreys,  I,ord 
Norrejt,  Sir  D.  J. 
Mcenlk  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  J. 
0'Ck>nnelI,  M.  J. 
Ojihorno,  R. 
IVchell.  Sir  Q.  B. 
PUkiogton,  J. 
Power,  Dr. 
Salwey,  Ck>l. 
Scobell,  Capt. 
Senllj.F. 


Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Spearman,  11.  J. 

Stunrt,  Lord  D, 
Stuart,  Lord  J, 
Tancix-rJ.  II.  W. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thorii-ly.  T. 
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CONVEIANCE  OF  MAILS  BY  RAILWAYS 
BILL. 

Order  for  Committoe  read. 
Houae  in  Committee. 

Clause  1. 

Mh.  BECKETT  DENISOX  said,  he 
objected  to  this  clause,  which  repealed  the 
1 1th  aeotton  of  the  7th  &  8th  of  Vietoria, 
e.  85.  The  effect  of  the  Bill  waa  to  allow 
any  post-office  officer  to  stop  at  any  place 
upon  a  railway,  aud  drop  or  take  up  baes, 
CD  cousideratioD  that  he  should  pay  the 
aame  som  that  any  other  paMonffer  did  ; 
but  there  was  this  difference  in  the  cases, 
that  DO  passenger  was  allowed  to  put  down 
or  take  up  luggage  a^  any  station  except 
the  one  he  himself  stopped  at  vitliout  ad- 
ditional payment.  The  Bailway  Com- 
panies complained  that  new  charges  were 
put  down  in  the  Bill,  that,  in  short,  greater 
8er?icea  were  reauired  than  before.  lie 
oonaidered  that  tne  Foot  Offiee  ought  not 
to  he  allowed  to  fix  its  own  terms,  but  that 
the  rate  of  remnnerntion  shall  he  left  to 
arbitration,  lie  objected,  therefore,  to  this 

Mb.*  COKNEWALL  LEWIS  said,  he 
could  not  admit  that  the  demand  of  the 
Government  was  nt  nil  mircasonable.  The 
Bill,  in  truth,  would  not  make  any  sub- 
atantid  dilbretiee  to  the  dtflTerefit  Bailway 
Com^ianies.  Its  only  object  was  to  define 
more  clcnilv  a  Clause  in  the  7th  and  8th 
Victoria,  which  this  Bill  proposed  to  re- 
peal. The  sole  point  at  issue  was,  whether 
the  messenger  of  the  Post  Offiee  should 
have  A  right  to  eome  on  the  platform  to 
deliver  and  take  oway  his  mail  bags.  No 
dispute  in  that  point  had  occurred  in  Eng- 
land, and,  therefore,  to  the  English  Rau- 
vray  Companies  the  Bill  would  not  make 
the  smallest  difference;  but  in  Ireland  and 
Sootland  the  ^uestioa  had  arises.   In  Ire- 


land, Lord  Chief  Justice  Blackburne  had 
deeided,  with  very  great  hesitation,  in 
vour  of  the  Railway  Companiei;  but  ho 
had  recommended,  in  tlie  present  doubtful 
state  of  the  law,  that  it  .should  be  amended. 
In  Scotland,  ou  the  other  hand,  it  had 
been  deeided  in  favour  ni  the  Post  Offiee. 
The  ohjeek  of  the  Bill,  then,  warn  straplj 
to  remove  the  existing  doubts,  and  tO  re- 
concile these  varying  decisions. 

Ub.  BECKETT  DENISON  thought 
the  law  should  remam  as  it  was  till  the  dis- 
pute was  fairly  settled.  No  question  had 
arisen  uy<m  tlie  point  in  England. 

Ala.  COWAN  said,  tlie  Railway  Com- 
paniea  ohjeeted  te  the  Bill,  lieeaase  it  was 
unjust  for  the  Ooromment  to  exaet  the 
DKixinuim  of  service  for  the  minimum  of 
remuneration.  There  was  a  very  general 
complaint  in  the  north  of  Scotland  ro> 
specting  the  delay  of  the  mails. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  that  it 
was  clear  that  this  Bill  imposed  an  obliga- 
tion on  Railways  to  which  they  were  not 
Jiable  at  present;  and  as  the  Bill  had  heen 
brought  in  at  a  very  late  period  of  the 
Ses.sion,  he  thought  it  ougnt  not  to  he 
persevered  with. 

The  CUANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER aaid,  that  all  that  the  Oovemment 
proposed  to  do  was,  when  they  found  a 
train  going,  to  send  a  servant  of  the  Post 
Office  with  a  bi^  of  letters,  and  that  waa 
all.  They  did  not  propose  to  alter  the 
times  of  starting,  or  the  places  for  stop- 
ping, and  they  would  put  the  rallwa}'8  to 
no  expense  whatever.  They  would  pay  for 
the  wan  who  went  with  the  bags,  and  this 
arrangement  would  enahle  theToat  Offiee 
to  afford  aecommodation  to  many  small 
towns  in  England,  which  must  be  'vitliheld 
if  it  could  not  be  given  at  this  ciieap  late. 
Ho  was  well  aware  that  there  had  been 
conflicting  deoiaions  <m  the  subject  in  Ire- 
land and  Scotland;  and  he  thought  that 
instead  of  censure,  the  Government  de- 
served praise  for  an  attempt  to  place  the 
law  on  an  iotelliffible  and  uniform  footing. 

Mr.  BECKETT  DENISON  admitted 
that  letters  were  sent  by  the  ordinary 
trains  of  the  Great  Northern  llailway 
from  Leeds  to  Peterborough  ;  but  they 
were  sent  as  a  pareel,  and  without  n 
guard.  The  eiiM^t  of  the  proposal  made 
by  the  Government  was,  thnt  the  guard 
should  get  out  at  every  station  where  the 
train  halted,  delivering  one  bag  of  letters, 
and  taking  in  another.  This  would  oc- 
casion great  inoonveobnee  to  the  pas* 
songera. 
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Mr.  MANiiLES  opposed  the  Clause. 
The  RatlwajTi  throughout  the  kingdom 
onljr  paid,  ou  tho  average,  2  per  cent  to 
the  proprietary,  nnti  tlie  public  had  no 
right  to  a  cheaper  rate  of  conTcyance  fur 
letters  than  a  fair  arbitration  would  give 
them. 

Mn.  LOCKE  said,  he  should  certainly 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem 


ilar  power.  The  instance  which  £rst  oe* 
curred  to  him,  was  that  of  quartering  traopa 

upon  the  keepers  of  houses  of  eatertem- 

ment.  II rlr^uld  not  have  been  so  onr- 
nest  on  this  subject,  if  it  had  not  been 
within  his  knowledge,  that  in  the  part  of 
the  eouiitry  with  whieh  he  was  eooneetad« 

the  interests  of  the  public  in  the  convey- 
ance of  their  letters  were  set  at  defiance 


her  for  the  We:>t  Hiding  (Mr.  B.  Denison).  by  tho  unreasonable  UAe  made  of  their 
The  Railway  Companies  haaed  their  posi-  present  powers  bjthe  Railway  Coropaniee. 


tiou  on  the  Bill  uf  1S44,  and  all  they 

asked  for  was  a  fair  reniunemtion  under 
that  Act,  and  to  that  they  were  justly  and 
reasonably  entitled. 

Ma,  LABOUCHERE  said,  they  had 
the  Irish  and  the  Scotch  Courts  of  Law 
coming  to  conclusions  on  this  point  pre- 
cisely at  variance.  It  was,  therefore, 
highly  neeessarj  that  the  law  should  be 
made  more  intelligible.  He  denied  that 
the  Bill  had  anything  like  confiscation  for 
its  object.  The  Govcrnnieut  were  oblif^cd 
tocomo  to  that  llouse  and  ask  for  an  inter- 
pretation of  the  law,  which  would  be  equally 
just  towards  the  public  and  tlic  Railway 
Companies.  Finding  that  the  law  was 
obscure,  the  Government  could  not  do  \cm 
than  ask  that  House  to  confirm  the  decision 
which  had  been  given  by  the  Courts  of 
Law  in  Scotland,  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Government,  and  of  the  Law  OflScers 
of  the  Crown,  had  put  the  right  construc- 
tion upon  the  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mu.  CLAY  said,  if  it  appeared,  on  in- 
vestigation, tl  at  the  intention  of  the  law 
was  conceived  in  a  s|tint  of  unfairness, 
either  towards  the  Uuihvay  Companies  or 
the  public,  he  did  not  see  whj  that  House 
should  not  sot  the  matter  right.  Under 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  considerable  de- 
lay would  take  place  by  tho  trains  stop- 
ping at  all  the  small  stations  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Post  Office.  That  would  be  a 
great  incoii  vciience  to  the  Railway  Com- 
panies, for  which,  in  fairne^'^,  they  wore 
entitled  to  compensation  ;  and  he  thouglit 
the  person  to  determine  that  compensation 
was  an  arbitrator,  and  Dot  the  authorities 
at  the  Post  Office. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  was  under  the 
necessity  of  maintaining  the  right  of  the 
Legislature,  within  reasonable  bounds,  to 
control  the  procecdini^^s  of  the  Railway 
Companies  where  the  interest  of  the  public 
was  conceriietl.     The  railways  were  the 


Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (ilr.  Labouchere)  had  stat.  d 
that  his  object  was  to  give  a  clear  con- 
struction to  the  Act  of  ISa.  If  the  (jo- 
vemment  bad  been  charged  with  an  at* 
tempt  to  aggresa  on  the  Railways  mi  this 
occasion,  it  was  partly  owing  to  the  form 
of  the  Bill  which  they  had  introduced. 
There  eould  be  no  doubt  as  the  right  of  the 
Legislature  to  interfere  with  railways,  bat 
in  the  exercise  of  that  right  Parliament 
was  generally  governed  by  the  wishes  of 
the  Railway  Proprietors  themselves.  If 
tliis  Bill  were  intended  as  a  new  miaetmciit, 
he  should  say  it  was  founded  on  a  principle 
which  was  not  tenable,  tho  only  ground  on 
which  it  would  be  justified  was  its  being 
only  a  construction  of  the  existing  law. 
He  did  not  think  the  Bill  eenld  be  atistaia> 
as  a  Declaratory  Act,  because  the  Bill  of 
1844  (which  he  himself  introduced)  siniplj 
authorised  the  carrying  of  mail-bags  as 
luggage,  and  enacted  that  th«  servanta  of 
the  Post  Office  should  be  charged  for  as 
passengers.  The  question  of  the  conveni- 
ence or  the  inconvenience  of  the  Railway 
Cuiupauies  at  stations,  never  entered  into 
the  views  of  the  Government  in  thmr  emn- 
munieations  with  the  Companies  on  this 
subject.  The  Government  had  not  in  their 
view  the  question  of  transactions  at  sta- 
tions. It  was  dear  that  no  passenger  bad 
a  right  to  deal  witib  bis  luggage  as  hefiked 
on  a  journey,  or  to  get  in  and  out  at  the 
iiitcrtiipflirjte  stntiona.  lie  was  rcadv  %q 
admit  iliat  a  guard  with  his  letter  bags 
was  a  very  troublesome  kind  ef  paaaenger, 
80  much  so  that  few  people  would  be  fawai 
that  would  like  to  trnvf  l  in  the  same  car- 
riage with  him;  and  he  thouglit  thij>  was 
a  case  in  which  the  Railway  Companies 
had  a  fair  claim  to  compensation. 

Mr.  G.  SANDARS  said,  he  must  pro- 
test against  the  case  alluded  to  by  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chaocelior  of  the 


creatures  of  the  L^slature,  to  an  extent  I  Exchequer  being  drawn  into  a  preeedewl; 
.which  authorised  this  claim;  and  there  !  he  was  himself  chiefly  instrumental  in  that 

was  no  want  of  parallel  cases,  where  the  '  arrangement  being  rnrri  -d  out,  and  it  wa? 
LegisUiture  assumed  and  exercised  a  aim- '  simply  this,  the  couveyauce  by  the  tireat 
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Northern  Railway  of  a  bag  daily  fioui 
Leeds  and  Wakefield  to  Peterborough,  and 

for  this  service  a  certain  remuneratioii  was 
to  he  given;  but  bad  it  been  requirc^l,  as 
in  this  Bill,  that  a  guard  with  tho  letter 
bags  should  aecoupany  each  train,  with 
Hb^y  to  left?e  and  talce  up  bags  at  every 
station  vbere  the  tnin  stopped,  tben,  of 
course,  a  larger  remtmeration  would  have 
been  reauired;  and  he  (Mr.  Sandars)  could 
see  no  better  way  of  deciding  what  that 
sbould  be  iban  as  at  present  existed, 
namely,  leaving  it  to  bo  settled  by  arbitra- 
tion. He  considered  the  object  of  the 
proposed  clause  unjust  toward  iiailway 
Companies,  and  it  sbotild  bare  bis  decided 
opposition* 

ViscorxT  PALMEIISTON  sai.l,  the 
Coraniittec  seemed  to  have  lost  bight  of 
tlie  priuciple  on  which  these  railways 
-were  founded.  Tbey  were  all  founded  on 
Acts  of  Parliament,  which  were  based 
on  the  principle  that  private  rights  were 
to  be  over-ridden  in  consideration  of  the 
railways  being  for  public  purposes.  He 
thought,  then,  that  in  principle  railways 
should  be  required  to  perform  this  service. 
It  was  admitted  that  as  the  law  now  stood, 
ibey  were  liable  to  perform  thii$  duty,  and 
It  was  said  tbey  were  willbg  to  perform  it; 
bat  tben  it  was  said,  *'  give  us  a  faur  re- 
muneration.'' It  was  said  tho  amount  of 
compensation  required  would  be  but  small, 
but  on  that  subject  he  must  confess  he  had 
bis  donbts.  The  main  qnestion  seemed  to 
be,  not  iriietber  the  guard  was  to  go  as  a 
passenger,  not  whether  ho  might  not  get 
out  and  amuse  himself  on  the  platform,  but 
-whether  tbe  guard  was  to  pay  for  every 
bag  that  be  took  up  as  a  fresh  parcel. 
Now  he  thought  it  was  very  arbitrary  that 
every  passenger  should  be  made  to  ])ay  for 
every  j^arcel  he  took  in  without  exceeding 
tbe  wet^^t  that  was  allowed  bim.  Really 
be  did  not  see  why  the  public  should  be 
cnmpellcd  to  conform  to  that  regulation, 
pnividcil,  as  was  provided  by  tliis  Bill,  that 
the  railway  should  not  be  put  to  additional 
expense  by  carrying  additional  weight. 
This  Bill  did  not  impose  any  obligation 
with  regard  to  stoppages  or  delay,  or  with 
i^gard  to  additional  weight.  It  simply 
provided  that  they  should  perform  a  public 
fcervicG  for  a  certain  remuneration. 

}An.  GEACII  thoun;lit  the  arc;;ument 
that  the  Railway  Companies  were  put  to 
no  more  expense  unsound  and  dangerous. 
Tbe  great  outlay  of  capitid  for  a  railway 
was  required  in  the  first  instance,  and  then 
the  remuneration  for  that  outlay  was  ob- 

VOL.  CXyill.    [third  8EBISB.] 


taiued  from  the  traffic,  in  which  was  ag- 
gregated a  vast  number  of  minute  aoeounts. 
Wiien  the  express  train  was  -nrj  loll,  the 

actual  cost  of  talcing  a  passenger  from 
Jjondon  to  Birmingham  nn;:^ht  not  he  more 
tiiau  is.;  but  did  tho  noble  Lord  suppose 
that  all  tbe  rest  of  the  fare  was  profit  ?  Wby 
were  they  to  take  a  guard  in  any  other  way 
than  as  a  passenger  ?  and  no  passenger  was 
allowed  to  get  out  and  take  in  new  parcels, 
arbitrary  as  tbe  restriction  appeared  to  be 
in  the  eyes  of  the  noble  Lord.  It  was  ab- 
surd to  suppose  it  was  intended  that  pas- 
scni^cra  having  100  lbs.  of  luggage  were  to 
be  permitted  to  get  out  at  each  station  and 
change  their  100  lbs.  of  luggage  for  another 
100  lbs.  of  luggai^e.  Had  these  conditions 
been  attctn])tcd  to  be  imposed  by  Govern- 
mcut  before  railways  were  made,  no  one 
would  have  ventured  their  capital  iu  them, 
and  tbo  publio  would  have  been  without  tbe 
benefit  of  railways.  The  fact  was,  Qo- 
vernment  were  determined  to  get  the  max- 
imum of  advantages  and  facilities  from 
railways,  for  tbe  minimum  of  remunera- 
tion. This  clause,  if  carried,  would  be 
most  injurious  to  the  Flail  way  Companies. 

Tho  CITANCKLLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER would  aak  what  had  been  the  object 
of  introducing  into  tbe  Bill  of  1844  the 
clause  referred  to  ?  Clearly,  to  give  some 
advantage  or  other  to  the  Post  Office 
guards.  But  if  it  was  only  to  enable  those 
officers  to  take  parcels  not  exceeding  a  cer- 
tain weight  from  London  to  Edinburgh, 
they  had  that  right  already  in  connnmi 
with  other  passengers,  and  the  clause  was 
wholly  superfluous. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  tho  impres- 
sion at  the  time  the  Clause  was  introduced 
was,  tliat  a  guard  had  not  the  power  of 
carrvinir  the  Post  Office  bans  as  common 
luggage.  The  concession  was  made  bj 
Railway  Companies,  but  it  never  was  an- 
ticipated that  letters  were  to  be  carried  as 
luggage  in  tho  way  contemplattd  by  tho 
clause.  As  for  the  decision  of  the  Scotch 
law  courts,  he  was  surprised  how  a  J  udgo 
could  eome  to  such  a  decision. 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  if  this  Clause  were 
carried,  it  would  have  a  very  serious  effect 
ou  railway  property.  There  was  no  know- 
ing wlicre  Post  Office  exactions  would  stop 
if  this  Clause  were  carried, 

Mr.  B.  DENISONsaid,  Hallway  Com- 
panies did  not  object  to  do  wliat  was  asked 
of  them,  but  thoy  required  to  bu  paid  for 
the  senriee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Clause  stand  part  of  tbe  Bill." 
3  G 
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The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  53  ; 
Noes  56:  Majoritj3* 
House  mumed, 

NEW  ZEALAND  SETTLEMENTS  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading,  read. 
Mr.  HAWES,  in  moving  the  Second 
Heading  of  the  Bill,  said  that  the  settlers 

liad  intrusted  their  representatives  here 
with  the  mode  of  distributing^  the  Xolson 
fand,  so  that  no  objection  could  be  made 
as  to  this  |>art  of  the  measure.  The  Bill 
■was  rendered  necessary  in  consequence  of 
doubts  having  arisen  whether  tlio  New 
Zealand  Company  had  not  exceeded  tlieir 
powers.  It  might  be  said,  indeed,  that  all 
the  settlers  ought  to  be  eonsultod  as  to  the 
transfer  of  the  land,  hut  this  was  scarcely 
practicable  ;  any  other  objections  to  ho 
urged  against  the  Bill  would  be  best 
brought  forward  in  Committee.  He  trust- 
ed they  would  allor  the  BiH  to  pass  the 
Bccnnd  reading  now. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

Mr.  BROTflBRTON  mored  the  House 
shonhl  adjourn.  Tlio  Motion  would  lead 
to  discussion,  and  it  was  understood  no 
opposed  Motions  should  be  taken  after 
twelre  o'eloek. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said*  that  he  must 
confess  that  the  Bill  was  not  on  a  sufHci- 

ently  broad  basis  to  sntisfy  him.  If  it 
was  doubted  whether  the  New  Zealand 
Company  had  not  exceeded  their  powers, 
the  proper  thing  to  do  would  be  to  orin^  in 
a  Bill  to  ratify  what  the  Company  had 
done.  It  was  plain  the  question  was  one 
on  which  the  settlers  ought  to  be  con- 
sulted;  but  they  had  not  had  the  smallest 
opportunity  of  stating  their  views,  and 
were  not  aware  that  the  House  was  going 
to  alter  the  terms  of  purchase.  He  ob- 
jected pHriieularly  to  the  first  two  Clauses 
of  the  Bni.  He  also  protested  agMnst  the 
attempt  to  press  a  measure  to  destroy  the 
minimum  price  of  land  in  the  colony,  within 
nine  days  of  the  prorogation  of  railiament, 
and  without  the  knowledge  of  ihc  colonists. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  no  rea- 
son  had  been  given  why  this  Bill  should  be 
passed  during  the  present  Session.  Ho 
objected  to  thi«?  bit-by-bit  lc£^slation  for 
l^ew  Zealand,  when  it  was  notorious  that 
it  would  be  necessary  to  bring  forward 
other  measures  next  Session. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEBr  said,  the  obJeetUm  of  ib»  r%fat  koo. 


Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was 
direeted  against  the  &st  two  Clavsei  of 
the  Bill,  which  might  he  considered  here- 
after. The  rest  of  the  Bill  applied  to  the 
Nelson  settlement,  and  it  was  desirable  for 
the  sake  of  those  eohmiftta  the*  the  BIH 
should  be  passed.  He  therefofe  trusted 
the  House  ironid  eoBMnt  lo  ths  wicoui 
reading. 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  wished  to  know  wiie- 
ther  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended' 

that  the  two  Clauses  should  be  omitted,  or 

whether  ho  wished  the  second  f^ading  to 
be  taken  on  tho  supposition  that  they 
bhould  bo  discussed  in  Committee.  If  the 
right  hen.  Gentleman  intended  lit»  prinoi- 
pie  of  the  Bill  to  be  discussed  in  Gofntuit- 
tee,  he  (Mr.  Adderley)  .should  oppose  the 
seeund  reading.  Tho  hon.  Uentlemaa 
(Mr.  Hawes)  had  intimated  that  bo  iter- 
ation would  take  place  without  the  eeasent 
of  the  colonists.  It  would,  however,  tafeo 
some  time  to  obtain  that  con.sent,  and  he 
greatly  objeoted  to  placing  this  power  in 
the  hands  of  tiie  Goremment  nntil  itsbooM 
bo  obtained.  It  was  unfair  at  ihis  periwl 
of  the  Session  to  press  forward  such  s 
measure — to  smuors^lc  it  throuirh  Parlia- 
ment, and  ho  could  not  consent  to  hand 
sneh  a  power  orer  to  the  Goremment 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  begged  to  assure  the 
House  that  tho  New  Zealand  Company 
had  no  interest  in  this  Bill.  He  thought 
tho  Government  had  been  unfairly  treaUi^, 
and  trusted  that  they  would  not  withdraw 
the  Clauses  referred  to,  which  would 
confer  a  material  benefit  on  the  erie* 
nists. 

Motion  mador  and  Question  put,  "  Tbtt 
this  House  do  now  adjouro." 
Tho  House  divlM Ayes  3  i  Noes 

51  :  Majority  4f^. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  ADDBRLBT  moved  tiiat  the  d^ 
bate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mn.  II AWE 8  hoped  tho  hon.  Member 
would  not  persist  in  his  Motion.  The  Bill 
was  not  objected  to,  except  the  two  Classes 
referfsd  to  by  the  right  hon*  QentleiiiMi 
the  Member  for  the  Univcrsi^  of  Oxford 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  and  the  GovemmeBtweffl 
willing  to  modify  those  Clauses. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  un- 
willing to  stop  tho  progress  of  business  in 
the  House,  and,  therefore,  he  had  voted 
against  the  adjournment.  In  the  hopct 
therefore,  that  Government  wouM  give 
some  fhrther  information  than  thc^  bad 
yet  afforded  witili  regat4  to  the  Bill,  bl 
woQUi  not  «p(OM  thtt  Mtoad  reading* 
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The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCIIE-  | 
QUBR  said,  if  Hon.  Gcutlonicii  would  t 
idloir  the  Bill  to  bo  read  a  second  time,  he 
would  Mmmmiioate  wiiih  liu  noUo  Friend 
ihe  Secretarj  of  State  for  the  Colonics 
early  in  tho  raominpr,  and  state  his  views 
respectiDg  these  Clauses  to-morrow.  It 
would  be  a  pitj  if  that  part  of  tho  Bill  to 
irhieh  there  waji  no  objeotion  were  re- 
tard f^fl, 

Mr.  APDEHLEY  said,  that  the  pro- 
per time  for  the  right  hoii.  (jrentleman  to 
malte  any  aneh  statement  was  on  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  teoond  reading.  He  should 
therefore  persist  in  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjoamed. 

The  House  divide  : — ^Ayea  IT  ;  Noea 
34:  Majority  17. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^. 

ITotiee  taken  that  Forty  Members  were 
not  present ;  Hotiso  counted,  and  Forty 
Members  not  being  present. 

The  House  was  adjourned  ai  half  after 
l^wo  of  the  oloek. 

HOUSE  OF  LOHDS, 
f\te9da^,  Jvity  29, 1801. 

:&IixurK8.1  FvBUC  Bux8. — 1'  Medical  Cluuitiee 
(Ireland);  Laada  CbuuM  CoaMUdatioa  (Ire- 
land). 

2*  Ecclesiastical  Property  ValuatioQ  (Ireland) ; 
I>lN»r  Rdtief  Act  ContimMUMw;  CoawUdftted 
Fond  (Appropriation). 

JUporied, — United  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
Lind  ;  Leasehold  Triuiri.'  nf  T-iml  {Ireland)  Act 
Amendment ;  Militia  Pay  ;  Soap  Duties. 

^  Local  Acts  (Prelimliuiiy  Inqniriet) ;  Chari- 
table Institutions  Notiecfl  ;  Comraona  Inclosure 
(^o.  S) ;  dmyhold,  Inclosure,  and  Titho  Com- 
missioiui ;  Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estaten 
Mana;:cinrrit  (N'd,  2)  ;  Sinifhfiold  Market  Re- 
moval;  Civil  Hil!<,  itr.  (Ireland);  Chinmey 
Swcepcrii  Regulation  Act  Amondiaant;  Ecclo- 
•iMtkai  liUos  AMomptioa  Bill. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  TITLES  .\S8UMPTI0N 
BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Beading 
read. 

Tlie  MAnQTT!«<^  of  LANSDOWNE moved 
that  tlie  Bill  be  now  read  3^. 

The  Eaul  of  ABERDEEN  said :  My 
LordSt  having  already  occupied  a  consid- 
erabio  portion  of  your  Lordships'  time  on 
a  former  starve  of  this  measure,  I  certainly 
have  no  desire  to  claim  your  attention  ou 
the  preaent  oocaaioa  for  more  than  ft  few 


minutes.  But  I  cannot  refrain  from  arail- 
inr^  myself  of  this  the  lapt  opportunity 
att'urded  mo  by  the  forins  uf  thu  iioubO 
to  protOBt  against  the  passing  of  tins  ill* 
omened  measure.  And,  my  Lords,  the 
discussion  which  has  already  taken  place, 
has  certainly  not  removed  the  apprehen- 
tiona  which  I  entertain  of  its  mischievous 
eoiiBequenccs,  nor  Bhakon  my  deep  ooDVie* 
tion  of  its  radical  injustice  and  intolerance. 
Afy  Lords,  dtiring  a  long  political  life,  I 
have  never  aifccted  singularity  of  senti- 
ment, nor  am  I  eonfloioua  of  having  ever 
been  deficient  in  deferenoo  and  rcBpcet  for 
the  opinions  of  others.  If,  therefore,  I 
find  myself  no^v  almost  alone  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  sentiments  of  the  llouse,  at 
least  yoor  Lordahipa  mast  belioTe  that  it 
is  In  consequence  of  the  most  deliberate 
and  dispassionate  consideration  of  what  is 
due  to  right  and  to  justice.  My  Lords,  I 
make  no  coraplidat  and  no  aeeiiaati<Hii  bnt 
something  teUs  me  that  many  of  the  noble 
Lords  op]i()site  arc  not  Btrangcrs  to  the 
feelings  which  I  have  expressed  at  a  for- 
mer sitting.  My  Lords,  what  is  the  situa- 
tion of  thia  BUI  at  the  preaent  moment  f 
Nothing  conld  be  more  singular  than  the 
opinions  entertained  of  this  measure. 
Carried  ns  it  has  been  hitherto  by 
overwhelming  majorities,  everr  Amend- 
ment etrennously  and  aueoessfhliy  resbted, 
nevertheless  no  single  individual  hos  pro- 
fessed an  entire  approhation  of  its  provi- 
sions. Neither  in  diia  House,  nor  I  be- 
lieve in  the  other  House  of  Parliameat, 
has  any  one  professed  an  entire  satiflliMS 
tion  with  it.  Even  the  noble  ^farquess 
(tho  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  has  declared 
that  he  wishes  parts  of  it  had  been  otlier- 
wise.  With  tome  it  doea  too  mnoh;  with 
otliers  too  little;  but  none  are  satisfied 
with  it  as  it  stands;  and  the  only  thing  in 
which  the  supporters  of  this  measure  agree, 
is  in  the  opinion  that  something  must  be 
done.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  tidnk  that  this 
is  a  most  unsatisfactory  and  irrational 
proceeding.  The  notion  of  doing  "  a 
something"  is  sure  to  lead  to  legislation 
from  passion  and  prejudice,  and  not  firoa 
a  calm  or  an  intelligent  conviction  of  the 
real  necessity  of  t!ie  case.  My  Lords,  tho 
noble  Baron  on  tlie  cross-bench  (Lord 
Montcagle)  who  the  other  night  moved  for 
the  omission  of  Ireland  from  this  BQl,  I 
thought  made  out  the  strongest  case  for 
t1;r  Mutiou  ho  submitted  -  a  case,  indeed, 
triumphant  iji  argument;  but  1  was  com- 
pelled not  to  accede  to  bis  propotidoB  in 
order  to  aroid  nuBchieft  of  e  atiU  greater 
3  0  2 
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jiingnitude  than  those  which  the  noble  Lord 
wishes  to  avert.  In  fact,  the  noble  Lord's 
argnmcnt,  howercr  strong  it  was  agMiist 
including  Ireland  in  this  Bill,  appeared  t() 
me  to  afford  still  stronger  reasons  against 
any  legislation  whatever  on  this  subject; 
for  It  ia  the  effect*  the  necessary  cifcct, 
which  will  be  produced  in  Ireland  bv  this 
mcasnrp,  that  in  my  ruind  furnishes  the 
most  cogent  argiirncnt  a!:;ainst  all  legisla- 
tion, M'ithout  a  much  stronger  necessity 
then  any  that  has  jet  heen  alleged  for  this 
Bill.  My  Lorde,  when  wo  hold  out  the 
effect  that  may  poBtibly  be  produced  from 
the  sodden  introduction  of  such  a  penal 
statute  as  tlus  into  Irehmd,  U  has  beoi  in* 
sinuated,  if  not  asserted,  that  this  course 
tends  to  cnconrnge  resistance  in  that  coun- 
try to  the  law,  and  to  promote  a  spirit  of 
disobedience,  wliich  it  ought  to  be  the  sin- 
cere desire  of  all  of  us  to  check.  But.  my 
Lords,  what  are  we  to  do  ?  Here  is  a  Bill 
proposed  by  Iler  Majesty's  Goyemment, 
which  some  of  your  Lordships  think  preg- 
nant with  mischief  of  every  description, 
and  calculated  to  lead  to  the  most  disas- 
trous consequences.  Is  it  not  our  right 
— h  it  not  our  duty — our  imperative  duty 
— to  denounce  a  measure  of  this  character, 
and  to  point  out,  in  so  far  as  we  are  able, 
the  evils  which  we  think  arc  likely  to  re- 
sult from  it  ?  If  we  are  only  to  accept  a 
Ministerial  proposition,  nnqnestioned,  as 
law,  then  I  am  quite  sure,  iu  that  case, 
that  we  bad  better  leave  our  seats  in  this 
House,  and  make  way  for  others  who  are 
more  compliant  and  more  docile.  But  I 
must  say,  that  until  this  measure  shall 
have  heen  placed  upon  the  Statute4iook, 
we  are  penectly  free  to  deal  uith  it  ac- 
cording to  our  deliberate  judgment  and 
consciences,  and  to  denounce  what  we 
think  the  evils  of  it  in  any  way  that  may 
seem  fit  to  us.  Now,  I  admit  that  when 
once  it  becomes  law,  and  has  been  inserted 
in  the  Statute-book,  then,  although  unques- 
tionably that  which  I  think  so  bad  will 
never  change  its  character  by  becoming 
law,  yet  still  the  tone  in  .which  I  shail 
speak  of  it  will  necessarily  bo  modified.  I 
do  not  sav  that  I  shall  not  be  ^lad  at  ativ 
time  to  SCO  a  constitutional  mode  adopted 
for  repealing  such  a  law*  but,  undoubtedly, 
while  it  exists,  it  should  bo  received  with 
the  respect  and  obedience  duo  to  all  other 
laws.  My  Lords,  I  remember  many  years 
ago,  a  learned  friend  of  mine,  well  known 
to  the  noble  Marquess  opposite,  brought 
to  me  the  manuscript  of  a  work»  and  he 
said — "  Now,  find  as  many  fiinlts  as  you 

The  £arl  of  Aberdeen 


can  in  it  before  publication,  and  as  few  ta 
you  can  after.'*  That  is  something  of  the 
way  in  which  we  ought  to  treat  proposals 
of  law  hrouirht  forward  fur  our  considcra- 
tiou.  It  is  our  business  to  criticise  and 
expose  such  faults  as  we  think  belong  to 
them;  and  when  we  have  done  so,  if  we 
fail  to  make  any  amendment  in  the  mea- 
sure, when,  not  having  yet  become  law,  it 
is  still  open  to  bo  canvassed  by  your  Lord- 
ships as  freely*  as  on  its  first  iotroductioa, 
then  the  decision  of  jour  Lordships,  ss 
finally  pronounced,  is  entitled  to  obedience 
and  respect.  My  Lords,  having  already 
alluded  to  the  effects  which  may  be  pro- 
duced by  this  Bill,  I  will  not  enter  into  a 
repetition  of  arguments  or  of  statements 
to  show  the  evils  which  must  flow  from  it; 
but  I  shall  only  call  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Marquess  to  a  singlo  other  point. 
The  BoUe  Marquess  very  emphatically  de* 
clared  the  other  night  that  nothing  shsald 
have  induced  him  to  consent  to  the  ?ecoTid 
clause  of  this  Bill  had  it  stood  as  it  was 
originally  proposed,  and  without  the  sccn- 
rity  of  the  consent  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral being  necessary  to  the  filing  of 
information  by  the  common  informer. 
[Lord  Beaumont  here  made  a  remark.] 
The  noble  Lord  reminds  me  that  the 
clause  was  not  originally  proposed  by  the 
Government,  hut  by  those  persons  vrho 
had  undertaken  to  amend  the  Government 
Bill.  The  noble  Marquess  said,  he  wuuid 
not  consent  to  a  danse  which  gave  power 
to  a  common  infomer  to  sue.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  can  only  sar  that,  according  to 
the  best  of  my  judgment,  an  indictoieat 
may  be  filed  under  the  first  clause  cf  thii  • 
Bill  without  the  consent  of  the  Attorney 
General,  and  liable  to  be  enforced  against 
not  only  the  assumption  of  titles,  but 
against  any  exercise  of  "  jurisdiction,  ss* 
thority,  and  pre*eminence,*'  sptritoal  or 
otherwise.  My  Lords,  that  is  my  belief, 
from  the  opinions  1  have  received.  T!ic 
noble  Marquess  must  admit  that  at  loast 
this  is  doubtful,  and  if  doubtful,  what  s 
prospect  does  it  open  up  to  your  Loiddiipi 
of  con.sequcncc,  that  must  enaaaf  If  this 
bo  correct,  is  it  possible  to  exaggerate  the 
mischief  you  incur  by  the  revival  of  thefo 
ancient  statutes — ^for  die  first  see^  of 
this  Bill  is  a  declaration  of  the  law?  Ifty 
the  revival  of  these  aneient  laws  you  per- 
mit the  possibility  of  an  indictment  Wiiiif 
laid  against  any  act  of  '*  jurisdiction,  au- 
thority, and  pre-eminence, struck  st  hy 
those  obsolste  enactments,  I  say  ttioa  ysu 
open  up  a  scene  of  difficalty^  and  dsagH't 
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and  wrong,  which  I  shudder  to  eon  tem- 
plate. Therefore  it  seems  to  mo  that  our 
icgislatiou  is  likely  to  lead  to  dangerous 
resoltB— >for  the  persons  of  ability  and  ex- 
pcrience  to  wliom  1  refer  would  not  have 
cntertninod  and  declared  such  an  opinion, 
if  the  question  at  least  did  not  admit  of 
doabt.  With  all  the  irespect  wbioh  I  owe 
to  the  opinion  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  woolsack,  this,  it  nnist  bo  re- 
membered, is  a  question  whieli  will  go  bo- 
fore  tbe  Courts  of  Comraon  Law,  aud  will 
ham  to  be  derided  by  a  jury.  I  refer  to 
ibis  alono  as  a  reason  for  anticipating,  es- 
pecinlly  in  Tieluncl,  the  evils  to  which.  I 
have  alluded.  I  take  it  for  granted,  how- 
ever, that  as  all  ameiuhueats  have  been  re- 
jected hitherto,  so,  even  to  remove  a  doabt 
on  thta  lubject,  an  amendment  will  be  im- 
possible, I  take  it  for  granted  that,  as  all 
the  amendments  which  have  yet  been  pro- 
posed on  this  Bill  havo  been  negatived  by 
great  majoritiee,  any  amendment  which  I 
might  propose  on  the  first  clause  would  bo 
negatived  likewise.  My  Lords,  I  have  now 
only  to  say  that  I  shall  avail  myself  of 
what  I  eonrider  to  he  one  of  the  most 
valnable  privileges  whieh  your  Lordabipe 
poP!^ess,  that  of  reconling  on  the  Jonniftls 
of  the  House  your  reasons  for  di'^-cnting 
from  any  measure  which  you  may  tiuuk  in- 
expedient. It  will  be  for  tboee  who  come 
afwrwards  to  decide  whether  the  reasons 
for  the  dissent  which  I  intend  to  enter 
upon  the  Journals  arc  consistent  with  good 
policy  and  good  government;  whether  the 
apprehensioDB  which  I  have  ezpresaed  are 
weil-foanded,  or  whether  they  are  only 
▼ain  and  imaginary.  Mj  Lords,  I  shall 
cay,  "  Not  content"  to  the  third  reading. 

The  BiiBOP  of  OXFORD  edd»  there 
were  eirenastanccs — and  those  not  un- 
known to  many  of  tlu  ir  Lordsliips — which 
rendered  it  very  painful  for  him  to  ap- 
proach this  subject;  and  he  therefore  hoped 
that  their  Lordships  would  give  their  kind> 
eat  attention  to  an  individual  so  circum- 
stnnred.  If  ho  had  not  the  fullest  belief 
that  if  he  gave  a  silent  vote  on  this  sub- 
ject, it  would  lead  to  the  miscunstruetion  or 
mieconeeption  of  hie'  motives,  he  would 
have  been  well  content  to  remain  Ellt  nt; 
but  there  were  high  grounds  on  which  it 
was  incumbent  that  he,  as  possessing  a 
prominent  office  in  the  Ohnrch  of  England, 
•hould  come  forward  on  this  occasion,  and 
explain  the  reasons  why  he  gave  his  full, 
hearty,  and  rational  assent  to  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill.  It  had  been  argued 
in  the  conrse  of  the  debate,  with  great 


skill  and  singular  ability,  that  this  Bill  was 
a  civil  and  ]ii'litical  measure,  and  that  it 
did  not  toucii  at  all  upon  matters  of  re- 
ligion.  If  it  were  meant  to  say  that  this 
Bill  only  alluded  to  civil  and  political  con- 
siderations, he  had  no  lu'sltation  in  dcclarins; 
that  on  such  considerations  he  could  not  aud 
woaM  not  give  his  assent  to  it.  But  ho  be- 
lieved that  the  Bill  affected  the  religions 
character  of  the  country,  and  on  that  ground 
he  should  certainly  give  his  vote  iu  its  fa- 
vour, lie  did  not  mean  to  nay  thereby  that 
it  was  the  province  of  their  Lordships  to 
establish  by  legislation  religious  troth, 
lie  thought  that  it  was  not  so.     But  to 
him  it  appeared  tliat  t  lie  re  wcio  two  en- 
tirely ditferent  lines  of  duty  belonging  to 
the  right  rev.  Bench  of  Bishops  and  to 
their  Lordships  and  the  Legislature  of  the 
country  on  such  points.    "  As  we  are," 
said  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  "  the  authori- 
ties of  the  Chui-ch  in  this  land,  to  whom 
has  been  committed  by  the  law  of  the  land 
and  the  people  of  the  land  the  spiritual  su- 
perintendence of  the  education  of  the  poor, 
we  are  bound,  on  two  disitinct  grounds,  to 
protest  against  this  aggression  of  the  Bi- 
shop of  Rome:  first,  because  it  is  an  intro- 
duction of  false  and  fallacious  religious 
doctrine  into  the  laud;  nm!,  ^rrnndly,  be- 
cause it  b  a  systematic  uurusiuu  oi  a  rival 
Ohnrch  into  the  gronnd  already  occupied  ' 
b}'  the  Protestant  Church  of  England  as 
by  law  cstablisbcd.    We  have  a  right  to 
protest,  and  the  clergy  of  one  diocess  of 
the  country  in  synod  assembled  has  already 
protested,  and  1  will  justify  its  proceedings 
in  all  its  details — we  have  a  right  to  pro- 
test against  the  aggression  of  the  Bishop 
of  Rome.    I  do  not  think,  my  Lords,  that 
this  is  so  miKh  yotnr  duty,  for  yon  cannot 
hold  tlu!  scales  in  which  are  to  be  weighed 
the  ditfcrenccs  in  doctrine  between  tho 
Church  of  Knglaiul  and  the  Cliurcb  of 
Rome."    binee  their  Lordships  had  given 
to  the  Roman  Catholics  scats  in  both 
branches  of  the  Legislature,  they  had  placed 
themselves  in  a  position  in  which  they  were 
not  competent  to  interfere  between  the 
Church  of  Jilnglnnd  and  the  Church  of 
Rome.   He  had,  therefore,  never  argued 
against  the  tenets  of  the  Church  of  Rome 
in  that  House,  heennse  it  was  not  titting 
to  introduce  controversial  arguments  into  it 
after  they  had  given  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic I'cers  tLitatus  within  it.   He  therefore 
did  not  vote  for  thi:^  l>ill  on  any  grounds 
of  sect;  .Htill  less  did  be  vote  for  it  on  the 
grounds  that  wo  were  entitled  to  enter  on 
a  oonrse  of  porsecntion  against  our  Roman 
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CtlMh  feUov-aobjceto.  Such  %  oonne 
WM  M  fdtlle  in  practice  as  it  was  improper, 

"Unwise,  and  iiiiclii-istiaii  in  principle,  aiul 
therofuro  Lc  ■would  never  lend  himself  to 
aid  anything  which  favoured  of  persecution 
for  reUgiou*  oprnkuu.  It  wm  only  in  vir- 
tue  of  our  being  a  Christian  people  that  we 
could  protest  against  this  Bcscript  of  the 
See  of  Rome  as  an  aggression.  They  bad 
heard  this  £111  described  as  a  repulsion  of 
IhtA  aggreaaion,  ftnd  of  the  insuH  east 
upon  the  Crown  and  sovereignty  and  na- 
tionality of  England,  the  insult  being  the 
appointment  of  bishops  within  this  realm. 
Now,  how-  eonld  their  Xiordahipsdi6tiii|i(iii9li 
that  act  of  the  Bishop  of  Home  from  cer- 
tain acts  which  hud  heen  done  of  old  time, 
when  all  Christian  autliorif  v  oiuanated  from 
Jerusalem  as  a  commou  ecutre  i  Churches 
were  foanded  at  Aotioeh,  at  Laodieea»  and 
certain  otlier  plaoatt  of  wUoh  we  did  not 
catch  the  namop,  and  to  the  superinten- 
dents oi  those  Chvu-chcs  apostolical  autho- 
rity was  gi?en  from  Jemsaiem.  Now,  if 
this  act  of  the  Bi^op  of  Borne*— fuood 
nationality — was  an  act  of  aggression  upon 
us,  "o  too  wcro  the  acts  to  which  he  had 
just  alluded;  and  it  was  as  much  an  ag- 
gvetaion  againit  the  qationalitj  of  the 
countries  in  which  the  sees  of  Antioch, 
^SC,  were  situated,  to  set  up  bishoprics 
there,  as  it  was  for  the  Bishop  of  Rome  to 
set  up  bishoprics  here.  This»  however, 
was  the  differanee  between  the  two  eases. 
This  country  was  a  Christian  country — a 
point  which  he  hoped  that  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary for  him  to  prove,  and,  as  it  was  a 
Christian  conntiy,  witka  Christian  Church 
Goveniraent,  hence  the  aggression;  for  the 
whole  pith  of  the  Pieserlpt  of  tlir  T-ishop 
of  Rome  was  couched  in  the  di  claration 
that  we  were  not  a  tiiristian  country,  but 
that  we  had  bpaed  into  an  unchristian 
state.  It  was  therefore  legitimate  and 
right  for  all  the  Christian  sects  of  every 
denomination  in  this  laud  to  say  tliat  this 
language  was  an  insult  —  that  it  was  a 
demal  of  our  being  Christians — that  it  was 
an  assertion  that  our  furefathers  and  our- 
Bclves,  in  casting  olT  the  shackles  imposed 
by  the  See  of  iiomo  on  all  who  believed  in 
it,  had  all  Upsed  into  downright  infidelity. 
We  were  therefore  only  claiming  our  own 
indisputable  international  ri^rlits,  as  part 
of  the  great  Christian  community,  in  de- 
nouncing the  conduct  of  the  Bishop  of 
Borne  as  an  unwwtantable  insoH  and  ag- 
gressiou.  Not  to  have  so  repelled  his  con- 
duct would  have  been  nn  net  of  nnprcco- 
dsnted  baseness  on  oui  part.    We  had  a 
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right,  an  unquestioned  right,  to  M  die 
Bishop  of  Rome  to  his  teeth — "  We  and 
our  forefathers  before  us  have  t-hahen  off 
nil  allegiance  to  your  see,  and  we  repel 
With  the  utmost  scorn,  indignation,  and 
disgust  any  attempt  on  your  part  to  naacp 
jurisdiction  over  us — an  usurpation  which 
neither  t!io  laws  of  God  nor  of  nations  en- 
title you  to  assume;  no,  not  for  an  hour." 
As  we  had  a  Churdi  of  a  certain  ebaracter, 
thai  Church  had  a  right  to  aswst  in  repel- 
ling the  aggression.  Wo  were  only  doing 
what  our  fathers  did  at  the  Reformation, 
when  they  separated  from  the  Church  of 
Borne.  We  declared,  at  the  Refomiaticii. 
that  wo  belonged  to  the  Church  of  Christ, 
and  that  that  Church  maintained  certain 
rites  and  tenets  of  the  Church  of  Rome, 
and  rejected  others.  To  this  day  the 
Church  then  founded,  is  part  of  your  na- 
tional Church  and  of  your  constitution. 
Why  else  was  it  that,  on  the  solemn  day  of 
the  Sovereign's  coronation,  the  Sovereiga 
was  surrotmaed  not  only  hj  his  lay  nobihly, 
but  also  hj  their  reverences  the  bi»hops ! 
Why  else  was  it  that  the  diadem  which 
now  graced  the  fair  brow  of  Her  Mf  jesty 
was  placed  (here,  not  by  ihu  moat  aucient 
and  di^fiod  «l  Hsr  noUea,  hut  by  the  hand 
of  the  archbtihop»  Primate  of  all  Enghind  ! 
Why,  hut  because  yon  looked  on  ller  Ma- 
jesty aa  the  head  of  your  Church,  spd 
therefore  surrounded  Her  by  the  chief  dig> 
nitaries  of  the  Church  ?  Why,  hut  because 
it  was  a  national  acknowledgment  that  tha 
Protestant  faith  was  entwined  with  tha 
most  cher^ed  of  our  ceremonies  and  tha 
most  sacred  of  our  institutions.  Agso. 
another  reason  for  tliis  protest  an<l  for 
this  nieasxirc  was,  that  the  Bishop  uf 
Rome  did  not  confine  himself  to  sending 
])ersous  into  this  realm  merely  for  th^ 
purpose  of  attending  to  the  spiritual  waats 
of  persons  belonging  |o  his  communioo. 
If  ho  had,  this  Bill  would  not  have  been 
introdHced,  and  he  (the  Bishop  of  Uj(foni|^ 
would  not  baye  supported  ii.  The  nolils 
Earl  (the  Esrl  of  Aberdeen)  had  said,  that 
nobody  was  satisfied  with  the  Bill.  lie 
(the  Bishop  of  Oxford)  admitted  that  it 
was  not  everything  he  could  have  wished  i( 
to  be;  but  when  he  could  not  |fet  wha| 
was  the  best  measure  in  his  opmion,  he 
must  take  that  which  was  next  to  it.  That 
suggestion  led  him  to  another,  name^t 
that  y^e  must  take  men  on  their  own 
grounds  and  thar  own  professions.  Sovt, 
what  were  the  grounds  and  professions  of 
the  Bishop  of  Rome  ?  His  Rescript  had  not 
only  sent  to  tl|is  pountry  new  bishops,  htil 
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had  alao  abolished  all  tho  ancient  bishops' 
•ees  whieb  it  oontuiM^.  Noir  if,  afUr 
yoa  have  cstablishod  a  tdiODie  of  Churoh 

government,  founded,  as  you  believe,  on 
the  truth,  a  foreigDer  sends  in  his  agents 
to  abolish  it,  and  establishes  a  new  scheoie 
of  Chnreli  government  in  its  steed,  and 
you  do  not  repel  bis  pretensions,  you  nre 
admitting  an  interference  of  a  foreigner 
with  jour  institutions,  which  must  speedily 
terminate  in  thmr  subTenion  and  destrue- 
tioo*  Look  at  irhat  nu|^t  be  tho  oonse* 
qnences  of  such  a  Rescript.  Suppose — 
which  may  God  avert  !• — that  a  Hoinan  Ca- 
tholio  revolution  were  to  take  place  in  Eng- 
land, and  that  the  Roman  CathoUe  hierar' 
cby  were  to  take  possession  of  our  cathe- 
drals and  churches.  What  process  must 
the  Bishop  of  Rome  have  followed  before 
that  Rescript  was  pnblished?  He  must 
]ia?e  leoogniied  onr  sees — he  must,  there  - 
fore, have  recognised  our  bishops,  lie 
would,  therefore,  have  had  to  suinniun 
theo)  for  heresy  into  his  courts,  lie  would 
then  have  had  to  find  them  guilty  of  heresy , 
and  would  have  had  to  put  them  out  of 
tlirir  KCfs  hi  fore  he  oould  appoint  other 
ecclesiastics  to  till  them.  But  what  would 
be  the  process  now  that  this  Rescript  was 
•pnbliehedf  If  to-morrow  a  pro>Roman  Ca- 
tholic revolution  should  take  place,  the 
Bishop  of  Rome  would  find  all  the  nncient 
aees  of  England  swept  away — ho  would 
bare  no  need  to  try  the  existing  bishi^  for 
lieresy— his  new  bishopn  would  be  in  loll 
power,  and  his  work  would  bo  done  to  his 
hands.  Thus  tlio  Bishop  of  Rome  has  in- 
terfered with  our  iuatUutions,  and  particu- 
]arly  with  those  relijpous  instituUons  whtoh 
England  has  established  for  the  instruotion 
of  her  people.  Ho  would  give  his  support 
to  the  Bill,  because  it  resisted  an  invasion 
of  the  rights  of  a  Christian  people — be- 
nause  it  protested  against  the  unjnst  as- 
sumption of  a  foreign  ruler  to  interfere  in 
tho  concerns  of  a  Christian  Church — and 
because,  upon  religious  grounds,  Farlia- 
snent,  as  a  Christian  assembly,  and  as  the 
professors  and  supporters  of  the  Establish- 
ed  Chureh,  was  bound  to  interfere.  Well, 
then,  they  canio  from  tho  discussion  of  the 
priuciple  of  luicrterence  in  itself,  to  the 
particular  form  of  interferenee  wbieh  ought 
io  be  resorted  to.  Without  any  great 
likinr!;  for  this  particular  measure,  he  must 
i»ay  he  did  not  at  all  agree  in  the  reasoning 
and  eonelnsion  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Aberdeen).  He  did  not  think 
the  noble  Earl  was  juHtifit  1  hi  saying  that 
thair  Xiordships  gave  an  irraUonal  and  itn- 


politie  consent  to  this  Bill.  In  all  legisla- 
tion, men  must  be  often  governed  in  their 
ehoioc,  not  by  aimuig  at  the  obtainmcnt  of 
a  perfect  measure,  but  in  selecting  tho 
least  objectionable,  for  the  choice  was  a 
choice  of  difficulties — they  must  adopt  that 
which,  under  all  the  circumstances,  it  was 
wisest  ami  most  expedient  to  adopt.  The 
question  was  not  whether  the  measure  was 
the  best  that  could  be  devised,  but  whether 
it  was  the  best  under  the  eircumstances. 
He  must,  in  the  tirst  instance,  express  hii} 
regret  that  the  Bill  had  been  delayed  so 
long — that  it  was  so  late  a  period  of  the 
Session  before  it  reached  their  Lordships* 
Honves  it  certainly  betokened  feebleaesa 
somewhere.  If  aomethiiig  ought  to  be 
done,  and  that  this  measure  was  the  only 
thing  that  could  be  done,  though  it  was  not 
the  best,  if  it  were  not  in  itself  unlawful, 
he  felt  bound  to  support  it.  He  said  \m- 
lawlul,  for  if  it  could  be  shown  that  tlio 
Dill  would  deprive  the  Roman  Catliolics  of 
the  means  of  practising  their  iaith,  iio 
would  deem  it  nnlawfnl,  and  would  not  give 
to  it  his  support.  But  tho  arguments  used 
on  tliis  point  had,  ho  must  say,  failed  to 
carry  conviction  to  his  mind.  All  expe- 
rience went  against  the  argument;  for  tho 
religious  wants  of  the  Roman  Catholic  po* 
pulation  of  England  had  heretofore  for  a 
very  lon^  period  been  abundantly  satisfied 
by  vicars-apostolic — by  bishops,  in  fact, 
Imlding  nominal  sees  in  distant  eonntries. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  designate  dicm  as 
merely  viears-npostoUc  and  no  more —  they 
were  (^uito  as  imieh  bishops  as  any  other* 
of  their  Church.  It  hud  been  urged  that 
the  reaaoit  why  Roman  CathoUe  Episco- 
pacy had  not  sooner  been  established  in 
England,  was  a  certain  jealousy  on  tho 
part  of  the  regular  clergy,  and  certain  dif- 
ferences amongst  the  Soman  CathoUo 
body.  3nt  he  believed  the  cause  waa 
really  a  very  different  one;  for  the  Tope 
himself  had  hitherto  been  the  person  who 
most  resisted  the  desire  of  having  diocesan 
bishops  in  England;  for  \ip  to  this  mo- 
ment, as  he  was  informed,  and  he  had 
every  reason  to  believe  correctly  informed, 
the  Pope  did  not  \s  i-,h  to  come  to  an  abso- 
lute breach  with  the  people  of  this  country. 
Ho  believed  he  eould  ^w  undoubted  evi- 
dence, th  ii  in  past  times  the  appointment 
of  diocesan  bishops  was  held  to  bo  so  offen- 
sive to  the  people  of  England,  that  Popes 
wore  not  prepared  to  take  this  step.  He 
believed  the  argument  of  the  unlawfulness 
of  tho  Bill,  founded  on  the  supposition  that 
Roman  Catholics  would  <iot  be  able  fuUy 
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to  practveo  iheir  fnith,  to  be  wholly  j^roniid- 
le^s  nud  futile,  and  that  bishops  could  not 
do  iqore  fn  the  adtBiniatratioii  of  the  reqni- 
ette  spirituality  of  the  Church,  than  ?icarB- 
apostolic  had  hocii  able  to  perform.  He 
believed  the  real  desire  for  the  creation  of 
a  Romish  hierarchy  in  this  eountry,  was  not 
for  the  administration  of  spiritual  affairs, 
but  to  increase  and  encourage  conver- 
sions; those  conversions  which  had  sad- 
dened and  made  mournful  the  face  of 
the  Chureh  of  £n(;land.  The  creation 
of  an  liierarchy,  such  ns  tliat  contem- 
plated, would  set  up  bcfnre  the  eves  of 
those  wnvcrincf  mcmhors  of  tlu;  Clmrcli  of 
England  a  visiblo  and  immediate  cunuuu- 
nication  with  the  See  of  Rome;  it  would 
be  an  outward  i  i  'fostation  of  its  power, 
and  it  would  fiunlitiito  mri^Tes^ions  upon 
the  faith  and  doctrines  of  those  who  did  1 
not  bdong  to  the  Bishop  of  Rome— so 
that  there  was  ground  for  the  national 
movement,  ltoihuI  for  the  interference  of 
the  Legislature,  and  ground  for  their  sanc- 
tioniug  a  measure  which,  though  nut  the 
heat  in  the  abstraot  that  could  ho  dcTised, 
was  much  better  than  to  leave  everything 
undone.  He  would  n^ain  say,  that  by 
passing  this  Bill  they  were  not  actinp^  irra- 
tionally, nor  upon  passion,  nor  influenced 
by  My  lower  motive;  hut  they  were  acting 
rightly  and  wisely,  and  as  prudent  men, 
not  mere  optimists,  ought  to  act.  But 
having  said  this  much  la  justification  of 
the  eoorse  which  he,  in  common  with  the 
majority  of  their  Lordships,  would  pursue 
by  supporting  this  Bill,  he  felt  bound  to 
say  that  neither  the  mode  of  proceeding, 
nor  the  Bid  itself,  were  what  they  ought 
to  hare  been«  That  it  was  not  the  best 
mode  of  proceeding,  he  would  attempt  to 
prove.  For  n  lon  j;  ivr  iod  after  the  Refor- 
mation,  attempts  had  been  made  by  penal 
laws  to  enforce  the  truth  and  to  extirpate 
error.  They  trasted  more  or  less  to  per- 
secution. That  was  one  conceivable  mode 
of  dealing  with  the  question.  lie  tliuimht 
it  an  irrational,  unfaithful,  unchristian,  but 
a  distinctly  appreciable  mode.  The  next 
course  was  to  ignore  the  existence  of  the 
Bishop  of  Home.  The  o.nli  of  suprenmey 
■was  constructed  upon  that  idea.  T!it  v  af- 
fected not  to  know  any  Koman  tatiiuiic 
elergymen;  they  aifected  not  to  know,  aa 
a  fact,  that  bulls,  briefs,  and  rescripts, 
wore  received  from  the  Pope.  Thev  ig- 
norcd  the  creed,  they  shut  their  eyes,  they 
winked  and  cottnived  at  the  facts  which 
they  well  know  in  every  capacity  but  as 
legislators.  That,  too,  was  an  intelligible. 
The  Bishop  of  Oxford 


thourrh  he  must  my  he  did  not  think  it 
was  a  good  mode  of  proceeding — ^for  it 
was  not  good  for  natiima  any  mere  Una 
for  individuals  to  lend  their  sanction  to  an 
untruth.  But,  lastly,  the  time  arrived 
when  their  Roman  (Jatholic  feliow-subjeets 
were  allowed  to  take  seats  in  Pariiaasat 
— when  an  acknowledged  statta  was  gim 
to  their  bisliops  and  archbishops,  and,  in 
short,  when  it  was  no  longer  possible  to 
ignore  the  existence  of  a  creed  whose  pri- 
vileges and  pretensions  were  MOttnnaUy 
forced  upon  their  notice.  But  aa  h  wis 
no  lonc:er  possible  to  persecute  nor  proper 
to  iLxnore  the  existence  of  the  ivemish 
Uhuruh,  ho  yet  thought  there  was  another 
line  of  procedure  nrfiidh  might  have  besa 
adopted  by  the  Government,  and  which  he 
req^retted  had  not  been  adopted.  He 
thought  the  (jovernment  might  have  afr> 
tempted  through  Parliament  to  regdale 
interconrse  with  that  Church  whose  exist- 
ence conld  no  longer  be  denied.  He  d-A 
not  mean  to  recrulate  it  bv  anvthing  in  the 
nature  of  a  concordat,  or  by  any  other 
step  which  wonid  uiTolve  aay  partiopatisa 
in,  or  national  recognition  of,  the  doctriass 
of  the  liomish  Chureh,  nor  by  taking  any 
step  which  would  make  the  State  in  any 
way  a  party  in  enforcing  the  dogmas  or 
the  anthortty  of  the  Bi^iop  of  Rome,  er 
conferring  upon  lum  any  special  jurisdic- 
tion; but  he  meant  a  course  hr  which  the 
highest  possible  penalties  would  be  imposed 
upon  any  person  bringing  into  this  eottitiy 
any  brief,  bull,  or  rescript  which  contained 
anything  hostile  to  the  inaiitutions  of  this 
land,  unless  it  had  first  been  subjected  to 
the  supervision  of  the  Government.  Had 
sneh  a  law  been  in  existence  reeendy,  the 
Pope  would  never  have  made  such  aa 
attempt,  and  all  this  agitation  and  strife 
would  have  been  avoided — all  this  per- 
plexity and  delay  and  confusion  have  been 
prevented.  He  thought  we  ought  elsssly 
to  examine  into  the  relations  of  tiiia  coun- 
try with  the  Bishop  of  Rome — we  ought 
to  allow  that  Church  such  privil^es  ss 
were  necessary  to  her  for  the  ezeidae  sad 
practice  of  her  faith;  but  anythiog  whisk 
was  not  so  necessary — which  was  merclv 
meant  to  confer  undue  authority  and  power 
for  its  propagation,  and  to  which  they 
could  shew  no  just  right,  he  would  ills- 
gether  withhold.  That  was  a  line  of  do* 
marcation  upon  which  the  Government 
could  hrmly  stand;  but  upon  the  grouni 
occupied  by  this  Bill,  it  waa  impossible  to 
stand.  There  was  the  foci—*  uiest  la* 
mentaUe  fact,  donbtkia,  bat.  itill  a  foc^ 
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that  among  us  thcro  were  ]icr3ons  who 
belioTed  that,  for  their  sonls'  raft  ty,  they 
must  have  direct  intcrcourso  witii  the 
Bishop  of  Romo.  To  these  persons  it 
might  be  well  to  sny,  "  You  shall,  then, 
have  intcrcourso  with  the  Bishop  of  Tunne 
for  your  souls'  safct}',  hut  for  nothing  else. 
We  will  not  seek,  to  dictate  how  that  spiri- 
tual interoourae  shall  be  regalated;  we 
vrill  make  no  nan-ow  bargain  in  the  mat' 
ter,  but  we  say,  and  the  nation  re-echoes, 
that  the  only  terms  on  which  such  a  com- 
munication can  be  recognised  is,  that  it 
shall  not  in  the  least  militate  against  that 
which,  ns  Its  own  inherent  right  ns  a  mem- 
ber of  the  free  commonwealth  of  Christian 
nations,  this  Protestant  realm  of  England 
Tiadioates  for  itself.'*  I  thhik  the  whole 
pnrrisions  of  this  Bill  arc  doubtfol.  There 
were  two  parties — one  .said  it  went  too  far, 
and  another  that  it  did  not  go  far  oiiotigh. 
Now,  ho  would  say  that  it  went  too  far, 
and  yet  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough. 
If  the  Bill  was  capable  of  effecting  good, 
it  did  not  go  far  enough.  He  owned  that 
had  the  noble  Duke  pressed  his  Amendment, 
he  would  have  given  to  it  his  support,  for 
he  did  not  think  it  was  ever  meant  to  en- 
force those  money  fines.  The  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Duke  woidd  have  made  the 
measure  aelf-eiecuting.  An  Amendment 
had  also  been  proposed  elsewhere,  which 
he  considered  ought  to  have  been  adopted, 
in  order  to  render  the  Bill  a  thoroni;ldy  lion- 
est  and  self-consistent  and  etfcetivo  mea- 
sure :  the  provision,  nomely,  which  declar- 
ed that  the  Sofereign  of  England  being  the 
sola  fonntun  of  honour  witinn  her  domin- 
nions,  any  Minister?  of  the  Crown  wlio 
should,  without  thu  expiciis  sign-muaual, 
assign  rank  and  precedence  to  any  Roman 
Catbdie  prelate  within  the  dominions  of 
die  Crown,  in  respect  of  titles  merely  de- 
rived from  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  Rlinidd  ho 
deemed  guilty  of  a  grave  penal  otfcnce. 
It  implied  a  contradiction  in  terms  of  the 
most  absurd  and  mischievous  kind,  that 
while  there  was  ail  tlii-i  exritonicnt  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  aij.jin.'-l  the  ])re- 
tensions  of  the  prelates  of  the  ('hurch  of 
Rome,  those  prelates  should,  in  our  eo- 
lonial  possessions,  have,  under  the  direct 
sanction  and  authority  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers, all  honour,  rank, and  precedence 
assigned  them.  Let  their  Lordships  sup- 
pose the  instance  of  a  disputed  succes- 
sion to  the  Throne,  a  Pretender,  who 
created  nobility  as  well  as  the  lawfvd  Mon- 
arch— would  not  the  assumption  of  titles 
under  snch  aa  appointment,  be  held  a  mis- 


demeanour— and  those  titles  be  null  and 
void,  and  utterly  worthless.  But.  suppose 
this  Pretender  had  conferred  titles  upon 
other  persons  in  our  colonies— an  integral 
portion  of  our  empire — what  would  he  said 
to  a  Government  which  roeocrniscd  those 
titles  there  i  He  need  no*  f  ll  tlicir  Lord- 
ships. Such  conduct  would  not  be  toler- 
ated. It  would  bo  considered  too  absurd 
and  ridiculous  to  be  for  a  moment  enter- 
tained. But  this  was  the  case  of  the  Bi- 
shop of  Rome;  for  no  sound  reason  conld 
be  shown  why  his  nominees  on  whom  he 
had  conferred  titles  in  our  dependencies, 
should  not  be  treated  exactly  in  the  same 
way  there  as  here.  He  lordccd  upon  the 
Bill  as  unsatisfactory  in  another  respect, 
nam^y,  that  it  left  Roman  Catholic  religi. 
ous  houses  unvisited.  He  did  not  affect  to 
have  any  fears  for  the  result  of  the  division 
to  wliieli  their  Lor<l-!i'ns  were  this  night 
about  to  come.  He  knew  they  were  going 
to  pass  the  Bill;  bnt  he  would  venture  most 
r<»pectfully  to  entreat  of  their  Lordships 
not  to  consider  this  question  as  settled  by 
the  passina;  of  this  measure.  Let  not^our 
Lordships  (continued  the  right  rev.  Pro- 
late) be  satisfied  with  the  transfer  of  this 
Act  to  the  Statute-book,  nor  suppose  that 
the  Protestant  feeling  of  this  country  will 
be  satisfied  by  this  step.  1  have  heard 
many  sentiments  drop  in  this  debate  which 
have  given  me  pain.  It  was  here  stated 
that  it  is  not  the  Intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  enforce  this  law,  and  that  it  is 
meant  simply  as  a  declaration  of  Parlia- 
ment. With  old  and  obsolete  statutes, 
passed  in  times  very  different  from  the 
present,  and  with  nn  entirely  altered  state 
of  circumstances,  I  grant  it  may  not  be 
wise  to  carry  out  the  penal  provisions  of 
those  old  statutes.  Everything  changes 
but  the  eternal  principle  of  truth.  But  I 
would  ?:ay  that  it  is  useless  and  mischiev- 
ous to  pass  a  measure  which  you  do  not  in- 
tend to  enforce.  I  know  there  must  be  much 
difficulty  in  putting  into  operation  the  pro- 
visions of  an  Act  such  as  this,  and  I  know 
you  will  have  nuich  to  contc-iid  witli.  But 
do  not,  i  conjure  you,  lay  the  unction  to 
your  souls  that  the  mere  passing  of  this 
Bill,  as  a  sort  of  protest,  will  be  sufficient. 
To  pass  it  and  not  to  enforce  it,  would  he  an 
insolt  to  those  by  whose  strength  it  was 
carried,  and  a  direct  encourgement  to  re- 
newed acts  of  aggression.  The  Bishop  of 
Rome  said,  You  talk,  but  I  act;  you  go  on 
pas«»in<^  Resolutions,  but  I  go  on  founding 
sees;  you  go  on  getting  a  law  passed,  I 
proceed  with  the  ordination  of  my  bishops." 
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What  cau  be  more  weak,  more  unworthy  of 
a  great  Qatton,  than  to  cany  a  Bill,  ond 

?ret,  when  carried,  to  shrink  from  its  en- 
orccment.  What  can  so  effectually  throw 
ridtculp  upon  your  proeeeduigs  ?  You  ob- 
tain machiucry  to  work  out  the  wi&h  of  tho 
Iiegislature,  and  tho  will  of  the  nation,  but 
jott  decline  putting  that  machinery  into 
operation.  Take  caro.  niy  Lords,  of  such 
a  course.  Tlu.'  rtwrc  pas^ing^  of  tliis  Bill 
may  produce  caini  aud  t^uiet;  but  it  may 
be  a  oeoettful  calm,  and  «e  may  repose  in 
fancied  security  till  all  is  lost.  I  cannot 
look  xipon  this  as  a  li'^ht  or  trivial  matter. 
1  believe  that,  with  the  raaintenaucooi  our 
faith,  tho  interests  of  humanity  are  at 
stake.  I  believe  the  dearest  rights  of  the 
human  race  arc  involved  in  tho  reformed 
faith  of  thn  Church  of  F.nf^lntul,  I  believe 
that  Uhurch  is  the  battie-ticld  upon  which 
the  confliet  has  been  and  must  be  fought. 
Do  not  pride  yourselres  too  much  on  your 
Btrenj^th.  I  warn  you  of  your  dangor. 
You  have  a  subtle  enemy  and  powerful  foe 
^u  contend  against — a  Church  which  has 
existed  for  1,300  years,  through  forty  gen- 
erations, of  men — a  Church  which  is  wary 
and  incessantly  watchful  —  most  able  in 
carrying  on  thi.s  stru^^gle — a  Church  full  uf 
tho  tradition  of  her  victories,  and  of  tho 
aoccessea  of  her  councils — which  has  had 
in  her  communion  many  of  the  noblest  and 
ablest  men — a  Church  wlilch  spares  no 
paius  in  the  training  of  her  priests  to  tit 
theip  not  only  for  her  minbtry,  hut  for  the 
making  of  concerts.  I  know  that  we  have 
little  human  strength,  little  hnniaii  ability, 
to  compete  with  thU  great  ilepusitary  of 
accumulated  uxpcricnco  and  ti'aditional 
learning;  and  lEnowing  these  things,  I 
tremble  lest  you  might  he  betrayed  into 
inactivity.  Your  foo  is  slecploiis  at  this 
moment.  Tho  Church  of  Uomo  under- 
stands the  value  of  our  Church,  and  tho 
resistance  of  our  people  to  her  pretensions* 
She  fears  our  Church,  because  she  knows  it 
is  the  true  and  apostolic  Church;  and  it  is 
because  she  entertains  those  ideas  tliat  she 
is  incessant  In  her  endeavours  to  supplant 
or  oycrthrow  the  Church  of  England — that 
some  of  the  dearest  tics  of  domestic  life 
have  been  most  mercilessly  sarritieed. 
Knowing  as  X  do  it  is  for  this  she  has  sent 
oat  a  new  order  of  iViars  to  preach  a  Holy 
crusade  against  the  Church  of  England— 
thnt  she  has  newly  instituted  and  sent 
ont  Orntorians  to  harangue,  and  Jesuits  to 
intrigue;  and,  being  aware  of  all  this,  X  say 
that  if  you  pass  a  measure  which  is  to 
leare  us  weaker  in  tho  conflict,  beoaqie  it 

ne  BithopofOtefard 


is  to  be  a  measure  promising  much  and 
performing  little,  you  will  have  done  evil 
service  to  the  reformed  fmth  of  this  land. 
On  these  grounds  I  venture  to  say  thai, 
without  being  able  whollj"  to  approve  of 
that  which  is  proposed  to  you,  I  act  ra- 
tionally and  wisely  in  supporting  tht  thirl 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Loui.  STUAUT  DE  DKCIES  said,  the 
measure  before  thrir  T^ordships  appeared 
to  him  so  utterly  at  variance  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  civil  and  religious  liberty  that  hs 
felt  constrained  to  express  hi*  dissent  from 
it.    In  tlie  opinion  of  tho  most  able  pro- 
feiiistonal  men  in  both  England  and  irekud, 
that  Bill  involved  no  less  than  a  prohibi- 
tion of  any  legal  form  of  episcopal  Chordi 
government  in  tho  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
When  the  Roman  Catholics  sought  for  tVs 
superiDtondcQce  of  a  spiritual  hierarcbj, 
they  were  met  by  imputations  of  de^gos 
1 1 J  n  ( 1 1   [  »roperty  of  tho  Chureh  of  Eng- 
land.   lie  woulil  ask  where  was  the  policv, 
the  consistency,  or  honesty  in  refiisiiiL,' ta 
the  Roman  Catholics  those  iuatitutioRS 
which  they  deemed  so  great  a  bbsnof 
when  enjoyed  by  themselves  f   That  was 
his  answer  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate  whfl 
had  just  sat  down.    lie  said,  that  as  uieui- 
bors  of  a  Christian  Church  tboy  were  bound 
by  that  great  rule,  "  Do  unto  othersisyiw 
would  bo  done  by  them."    By  that  rule 
they  could  not  8Upp':'rt  that  Bill.    But  h<3 
^yould  ask  them  ^ow  were  they  to  dul 
with  the  Church  in  Ireland?   The  right 
rev.  Prelate,  in  the  course  of  hn  speech, 
had  niado  no  allusion  to  that  country.  ^V3^ 
Ireland,  however,  t  >  j^ntFer  for  the  aggres- 
sion alleged  to  have  been  committed  ia 
England  upon  the  Boyal  supremacy,  bj 
subslitutitig'a Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  in 
place  of  vicars-apostolic  ?    But  who  could 
seriously  believe  that  that  Rescript  couU 
possibly  affect  tho  episcopacy  of  England, 
or  indeed,  any  Phuroh  whatever,  bat  Ae 
Roman  Catholic  body?        was  evident 
that  there  must  bo  some  temporal  head  of 
every  Church;  aud  what  more  natural  or 
proper  than  that  when  thhi  country  beeaas 
Protostant,  that  headship  should  bo  vested 
by  Roman  CathoHcn  In  the  Pope  ?  In  f^'^f. 
for  more  than  300  years  the  Roman  CutiKf 
lic  Church  in  Ireland  had  been  governed 
by  archbiihcps  and  bishops,  appointed 
under  the  authority  of  Papal  Bulls  and 
Rescripts;  yet  they  were  now  called  upon 
to  cut  oti"  all  communication  betwtJ*"  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  aud  its  splritml 
head.   Thmr  Lordships  could  not  well  iW' 
derataod  what  the  efibd  of  thai  mma» 
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•ftuuld  be  in  Irolami.  Tlio  Roman  Cntlio- 
litis  wuuld  have  the  akeruativo  of  ubcjring 
their  Chareh  or  ihe  law»  i^nd  it  mw  «t«y- 
to  toe  that  the  Chureh  woiUd  luooeed  in 
ebtainin;^  the  olM^liiMif"^  of  thcppnplc;  nnd 
timt  recourse  won  111  be  liud  to  every  spocios 
of  political  a^^itation,  to  procure  ibo  repeal 
of  that  obnozioui  Bill,  whieh  subjeetcd 
them  to  sucli  cruel  opprewion.  They  vould 
havo  Catholic  associixtions,  as  they  already 
had,  on  the  one  hand;  and  Orange  lodges, 
PmtevUnl  looietieg,  and  Branswiek  cluhs 
OB  the  other,  unUl  the  entire  of  Irolaud 
was  rc'dticcd  to  that  state  of  anarchy  and 
confusion  from  which  it  had  been  rescued 
by  the  passing  of  the  enactment  of  1820. 
There  were  tome  who  doubted  whether  this 
country  had  derived  any  advantage  from 
the  Emancipation  Act.  But  ho  thought 
the  events  of  the  yoar  1P48  would  show 
the  wisdom  of  the  Legialuturo  in  passing 
th«t  Aet.  Their  Lordships  might  think 
that  the  insurroctionary  moTemcnt  of  that 
period  in  Irohvnd  hud  been  put  down  hy  the 
military  and  naval  force  engaged;  but  any 
one  who  had  been  in  that  country  at  the 
time  could  tell  them  that,  excellent  as  had 
been  the  conduct  of  the  forces  employed,  it 
was  less  to  their  exertions  than  to  those  of 
the  Ronutn  Catholic  priesthood  the  empire 
WM  indebted  for  having  ciscaped  the  waste 
•f  ea  unknown  amount  of  blood  and  trea- 
sure Was  it  wise,  then,  to  alienate  from 
them  that  priesthoiul,  or  prevent  them  from 
doiqg  t]\o  same  thing  again  under  siiuilar 
ctreumstan^es  f  They  eonld  only  pneet  the 
iacrcasod  spiritual  action  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic  Cliurch  hy  increased  spiritual  nftion 
ou  the  part  of  theii*  own  Church;  but  they 
neter  could  expect  to  put  it  down  by  a  tem- 
poral Bill  of  pains  and  penalties,  like  that 
then  before  their  Lordships.  It  was  chiefly 
because  he  believed  the  Bill  would  be  e.x- 
tfBmely  injurious  in  Ireland  that  he  should 
lay  "  Not  content "  to  the  Motion  for  the 
tliird  reading. 

ThoDuKEof  AFvGYLL  wished  to  ex- 
plain sotuo  remarks  of  liis  wlilch  liad  bci-n 
nusuuJeratoud,  and  cotumentcU  un  hy  thu 
Bishop  of  Oxfiwd.  He  considered  that  the 
Church  of  England,  being  an  establish- 
tncnt  and  a  Tintional  institution,  any  iiisnlt 
to  it  by  a  foreign  i'ower  was  a  legitimate 
ground  for  legislation  by  the  Imperial  Tar- 
iHunent;  and  ^ough  not  a  member  of  that 
Church,  he  would  be  always  willing  to  vin- 
dicate her  claims  against  foreign  aggres- 
sion of  any  kind.  He  did  not  at  all  agree 
with  the  right  rer.  Prelate  that  this  Bill 
would  be  useless  if  its  penalties  were  not 


enforced;  for  the  doelaration  of  Parliament 
by  ^  solemn  Act,  that  those  titles  coiUd  be 
no  longer  assumed  with  impunity  vss  iu 
self  a  most  valueble  national  declaraUon* 
and  it  would  no  longer  by  possible  to  argue 
that  tiiese  sees  had  been  recognised  by  tliq 
gilenceof  thclaw.  The  right  rev, rrolatis had 
dwelt  at  much  length  on  the  ma^y  dangers 
from  which  the  lOOl.  penalty  clause  would 
pave  the  Church  of  England.  On  the  pro- 
bable efficacy  of  that  part  of  the  Bill,  tbo 
right  rcT.  Prelate  had  spoken  piQSt  feel- 
ingly. Well,  if  such  was  his  reol  feeUng» 
the  rlcrht  rev.  Prelate  ought,  as  soon  as 
this  Vni\  .should  receive  the  Royal  assent, 
to  wait  upon  the  Attorney  General,  nud  in- 
struct him  to  commmee  a  nrasecntion 
against  the  new  Boman  Catholic  bishops. 
Some  olijcction  was  taken  the  other  even- 
ing to  the  languaf^o  which  he  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  had  used,  in  referring  to  the  pro- 
test of  the  bishop  apd  clergy  of  the  dioeeso 
of  Oxford,  against  the  creation  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  hierarchy  in  this  comitry. 
Ho  had  undoubtedly  described  ih^t  protest 
to  be  as  oflfensive  to  large  bodies  pf  Chris- 
tians in  this  country,  as  was  the  pastorsl 
of  Cardinal  Wiseman,  inasmuch  as  that 
both  documents  claimed  imdivided  sway 
over  ail  baptised  persons  within  the  ro- 
speotiye  distncts  of  Oxford  itnd  Westmin- 
ster. This  doctrine  he  considered  utterly 
fallacious,  and  he  would  alwav!  prnte«t 
against  it;  hut  In  making  use  oi  the  word 
"  otiensive,"  he  did  not  wish  to  he  under- 
stood as  applying  it  personally.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  described  the  Church  of 
England  as  the  great  bulwark  of  the  Pro- 
testant faith.  It  might  he  so;  that  it  had 
been  so,  he  fully  admitted,  nnd  he  trussed 
in  Cod  that  it  might  long  continue  to  bq 
so;  all  he  could  say  was  this,  that  it  was  %n 
indiputahle  fact  that,  at  this  moment,  the 
Cburob  of  Eugloqd  was  the  oqly  Chqrch* 
as  far  «s  he  knew,  in  the  Protestant  world, 
which  was  sending  forth  day  after  dajr 
perverts  to  the  Ronian  Catholic  faith. 

Tlu«  r.miiop  of  OXFORD  read  extracts 
from  tin-  protest  of  himself  aud  hia  clergy, 
for  the  pm-pose  of  showing  that  they  did 
not,  as  was  alleged  by  the  vuko  of  Argyll, 
claim  jurisdiction  over  all  baptised  Chris- 
tians within  the  diocese  of  Oxford,  as  did 
Cardinal  Wiseman  with  respect  to  his  pre- 
tended arch-diocese  of  Westminster.  Th^ 
protest  simply  claimed  jurisdiction  over 
"  all  Christian  people  committed  to  their 
charge." 

Eabl  FORTESCUE  banng  been  pro- 
Tented  from  taking  part  in  £;^er  dispoi- 
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sions  on  this  Bill,  was  anxious,  especially 
after  which  had  fallen  from  the  noblo  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Aberdeen),  to  express  his 
cordial  approval  of  it.  He  approved  (  f  it 
nitko  for  what  it  did,  and  what  it  loft  un- 
doiio;  for  whilst  it  went  directly  to  repress 
the  aggression  which  had  been  mode  under 
the  authority  of  the  Pope  on  the  prero- 
gative of  tho  Ciown  and  t!i«'  rii,'iits  of 
the  Church  of  Englan  l.  it  Ictt  to  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  the  fullest  enjoyment  of 
their  eivil  rights,  the  most  entire  freedom 
in  their  religious  worship.  One  of  his 
first  votes  in  Parliament  had  been  given 
fnrtv-five  years  ago,  for  a  Motion  made  by 
the  late  Mr.  Fox,  in  favour  of  the  Catho- 
lio  cImois;  and  from  that  time  to  this  ho 
had  constantly  supported  orerj  Mutioti  for 
the  extension  of  religious  liberty.  But  the 
grant  of  that  liberty  to  other  Churches, 
mast  not  allow  them  to  tnsalt  or  inyadeour 
own.  His  noblo  Friend  (Lord  Stuart)  had 
expressed  his  fears,  that'  the  uood  foeliiii^ 
ami  tranquillity  produeed  in  Ireland  by  tbe 
Catholic  K mancipation  Act,  would  be  de- 
stroyed by  this  measure.  Kow»  he  (Earl 
Forteseae)  had  cordially  supported  the 
Emancipation  Act,  as  a  great  act  of  jnstice 
and  policy;  but  he  could  not  altogether 
agree  with  his  noble  Friend  as  to  the  good 
feeling  and  tranquillity  which  had  resulted 
from  it,  though  he  was  glad  to  hear  from 
him,  as  a  contrary  impression  had  gone 
forth,  that  the  Koman  Catholic  clergy  had 
generally  done  their  best  to  discourage  and 
prevent  the  disturbances  of  184S.  in  the 
the  present  instance,  be  did  not  believe  tliat 
the  hostility  of  the  Irish  bishops  and  priests 
would  be  shared  to  any  extent  by  the  great 
body  of  the  people.  He  had  been  told 
more  than  once  in  the  course  of  these  dc» 
hrfles.  that  this  measure  would  heeome  a 
dead  letter  on  the  Statute-book.  He  seri- 
ously hoped  it  might  be  so,  from  the  neces- 
sity that  after  it  became  law,  all  parties 
would  feel  of  obeving  it.  But  if  the  con- 
trary  should  be  the  ca?e,  and  attempts 
should  be  made  to  evade  or  defy  it,  he  was 
sure  that  whatever  party  might  he  in 
power,  the  imlignant  voice  of  the  British 
nation,  woubl  furce  upon  them  tbe  ail()])ti()n 
of  more  strini;iMit  niensurc-!,  nml  tbat  mnie 
would  be  more  earnest  in  calling  fur  such 
measnres  than  the  old  and  tried  friends  of 
religious  liberty. 

The  Eaht,  of  CLENGALL  said,  the 
noble  Lord  (Jjord  Stuart  do  Dccics)  had 
given  the  Romish  priests  credit  for  putting 
down  the  insurrection  of  1848,  but  he  had 
forgotten  to  give  them  credit  for  getting  it 
Sari  fifrtetcue 


up  ;  the  fact  being  this — they,  at  least 
many  of  them,  had  supported  it,  but  when 
they  found  the  fight  at  Ballingarry  a  fail- 
ure, then  they  exerted  themselves  gallantly 
to  prevent  the  populace  turninq'  out.    If  a 
Select  Committee/vas  appointed,  tbe  truth 
would  eome  out.    Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  had 
stated  in  Dublin,  previous  to  his  going  to 
the  south,  that  nnless  b.e  kne\\'  he  liad  the 
support  of  the  jiriesfs,  he  never  wouM  bo 
insauo  enough  to  attempt  an  insurrection. 
The  trials  at  Clonmel  proved  that  the  Go- 
vernment did  all  they  could  to  suppress  the 
part  wbich  the  priests  had  enacted.  Again, 
one  great  proof  was  Lord  Clarendon's  let- 
ter, detailing  their  astounding  conduct,  the 
whole  of  which  was  capable  of  proof  Inrfiacw 
a  Select  Committee.     Resrardinsr  the  ei- 
tension  of  the  Bill  to  Ireland,  after  the 
conduct  of  the  Komish  bishops  at  the  Sy- 
nod of  Thnries,  was  it  surprising  the  Bfll 
was  extended  to  Ireland  ?    II ad  they  not 
ilennnnccd  tbe  foundation  of  tbe  Queen's 
('olleLTcs   In    Ireland,   agreed    to   by  the 
I'ruwn,  the  Government,  and  the  Imperii 
Legislature  ?    Had  this  occurred  in  «  R»> 
manist  State  on  tbe  Continent,  prohaUj  tfte 
Romanist  bishops  would  bare  been  escort- 
ed over  the  frontier  by  gendarmes.  Again, 
the  Synod  had  put  themselves  at  the  bead 
of  the  tenant  league — the  fixiture  of  teouw 
system — the  confiscation  of  the  lands  of 
Ireland — tbe  ruling  of  tbe  transactions  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant.  Regarding  the 
population,  quoad  the  relative  numbers  ef 
Protestants  and  Catholics,  two  noUe  Lords 
had  stated  tbe  Catbolies  were  overwhelm- 
inc:.   Tbe  faet  was  tbe  contrary.  In 
tbe  Trotcstants  numbered  1,900,000,  iu  a 
population  of  8,000.000;  now.  in  1851,  the 
komanists  have  decreased  1.700,000,  con- 
sequently, with  this  reduction,  it  remnins 
that  on  the  basis  of  the  population,  bein  ^now 
6,500,000,  tbe  Protestants  are  in  a  greatly 
diminished  minority.    The  Protestaatt  did 
not  dio  of  famine  and  disease,  and  but  few 
have  emi£:rated.    The  conversions  to  Pro- 
testantism  have  been  numerous  ;  and  tius 
huge  fallacy  of  the  numerical  majority  «f 
the  Romanists  in  Ireland  will  so<«  evapo* 
rate  when  the  real  truth  Ix^oroes  known 
to  tbe  J*inj!^li'«h  public.    RomanisTn  i?  on 
the  decrease  in  Ireland,  althougli  among  a 
particular  class  in  England  it  may  have 
made  some  converts. 

Earl  NKLSON  :  My  Lords,  I  have 
not  yet  had  the  opportunity  of  gi%'ing  my 
reasons  for  a  determined  opposhioci  l» 
this  Bill.  The  insult  and  aggresrioB  is 
twofold — one  unmistakeable*  dcterauBcd, 
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nnJ  intentional  against  the  ChaFchof  Eng-|  Boinc.   If  jon  dnre  to  do  so,  they  eitber 

land  ;  the  other — for  the  sake  of  uiv  avuu-  oppose  or  puccumb.  If  they  oppose,  you 
mcnt,  I  will  allo\r — as  strong  as  you  like,  |  run  the  risk  of  irritation  on  tho  one  hand, 
against  tho  Cronro.  No  one  can  be  more 
enei^tically  opposed  to  the  insalt  to  our 
Church  than  n^yself  ;  it  was  a  determined 
declaration  of  war  against  her,  sweeping 
away,  as  far  as  Kouie  could,  her  bishops — 
taking  a  stronger  step  than  had  ever  yet 
been  taken  for  unchurching  ns  altogether. 
As  far,  too,  a3tlior«>  l^ns  ])'^vn  arty  insiilt  to 
the  Crown,  I  should  bo  tl.i  iii  t  to  desire 
to  resist  it,  and  do  considei-  luut  Uie  course 
taken  by  Rome  is  likely  to  be  fraught  with 
danger,  and  to  be  made  a  means  of  political 
aggrandisement,  which  is  especially  dan- 
gerous at  a  time  when  Ivome  is  at  the 
morcy  of  any  foreign  Power  that  may  vo- 
lunteer to  support  her  temporal  soverdgnty. 
Wo  have  heard  nincli  of  tlic  great  stops 
which  this  Bill  ta1:f"=  ni^ainst  this  ac^jij'rcs- 
sion,  but  we  have  had  but  littlo  proof  of 
it.  The  Chnreh  qnestion  it  absolutely 
ignores — the  real  danger  likely  to  ensue 
to  the  State  from  any  political  acf^^ressions 
of  Rome  it  passes  by — and  while  it  leaves 
untouched  and  unguarded  the  great  dan- 
ger tO  be  feared,  it  deals  by  pains  and  pen- 
alties with  the  question  of  the  assumption 
of  titles,  which  has  never  been  contended 
in  itself  to  have  any  special  danger,  and  is 
only  looked  on  m  the  light  of  an  insult, 
and  eould  have  been  equally  met  by  a  so- 
lemn protest,  expressing  our  doterniinatioii 
to  op[>(i-c  all  attempts  at  tlie  assumption 
of  any  political  power ;  and  though,  my 
Lords,  in  eases  where  the  spirituals  of  re- 
ligious bodies  can  be  shown  to  endanger 
the  temporals  of  the  Crown,  penal  mea- 
sures may  ho  justified,  any  wanton  intcr- 
feronco  in  spirituals  must  bo  looked  on  as 
a  Ipvss  breach  of  tho  principles  of  civil  and 
religious  liberty.    I  say  wanton,  because 


sympathy  for  the  persecuted  on  the  other, 
and  encourage  a  taste  for  persecutions  with 

a  third  party.  If  they  succumb,  you  send 
them  again  in  the  background,  ignore  their 
existence,  and  allow  them  to  work  away 
unheeded,  but  as  offw^fcually  as  before,  thus 
destroying  the  only  advantage  of  the  ag- 
gression— tho  exposure  it  occasions  of  the 
vast  strides  whicdi  Koine  mi>jh\  IIow, 
then,  should  this  aggression  really  bo  met  ? 
The  Church  recttves  her  own  punishmrat 
— bishops  are  appointed  in  places  which 
slio  ought  to  havo  occupied,  and  would 
have  occupied,  if  not  hindered  by  the  State. 
Is  she  therefore  to  go  back  to  penal  mea- 
sures ?  If  she  did,  she  must  on  the  same 
grounds  pray  for  measures  against  the 
Mormonites  and  others  that  oppose  her. 
But  has  Uie  cause  of  religiou  prospered  by 
penal  laws  ?  No,  my  Lords.  If  you  fear 
an  increase  of  Rome's  epi><cupate,  increase 
your  own.  If  you  fear  Kome's  synodical 
action,  allow  your  own,  and  counteract  it. 
And,  as  regards  the  State  question,  only 
one  statesmanlike  view  has  been  propos^ 
— a  solemn  protest  witnessing  to  our  de- 
termination to  resist  all  attempt  at  politi- 
cal aggression,  which,  without  irritating, 
would  have  given  a  wanabg  to  Rome,  fol- 
lowed  by  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  which 
would,  I  doubt  not,  havo  devised  clTectual 
measures  for  cheeking  political  aggression, 
whilst  it  secured  religious  liberty  more 
fully  than  this  crude,  inefficient,  ex  pott 
fa/do  legislation.  But,  it  has  been  asked, 
why  not  accept  this  Bill  as  a  protest  ?  Be- 
cause I  believe  it  a  disgrace  to  our  Sta- 
tute-book, when  a  protest  gives  all  tho 
security  we  require,  that  we  should  wan- 
tonly irritate  by  persecution,   with  the 


I  am  convinced  that  a  protest  would  have  '  avowed  object  of  satisfying  tho  injured 


been  stronger  than  the  present  Bill,  while 
it  wonhl  have  avoided  all  the  dangers  and 
animosities  which  must  bo  excited.    In  the 

first  place,  my  Loi*ds,  what  does  this  Bill 
do?  It  denies,  under  penalties,  tho  as- 
sumption of  titles,  buCr  it  does  not  thereby 
Stop  synodteal  action,  as  some  have  talked, 
or  prevent  the  introduction  of  the  canon 
law.  The  bishops  have  been  consecrated, 
and  no  temporal  law  can  annul  their  con- 
Bsoration  in  the  eyes  of  those  who  never 
were  bound  to  them  but  in  conscience. 
They  will  he  still  looked  on  as  possessing 
all  tfir  |iov-nr5  of  territorial  Inslutps;  and 
what  risk  do  you  run  ?    If  you  do  not 


fecliugs  of  the  people.  When  I  heard  this 
defence  from  the  Lord  Obancdlor,  I  was, 

my  Lords,  surprised.  I  had  long,  as  a 
matter  of  faitli,  believed  tliat  in  these  lat- 
ter days  we  might  be  actually  subjected  to 
bodily  persecutions  again  for  religion,  with 
such  a  Bill  and  such  a  defence  for  it.  I 
see  it  no  longer  by  faiUi,  but  close  at  hand. 
Ycd,  Homo  may  persecute,  gaining  |utwoi' 
among  the  masses.  My  Lords,  1  Lciicvc 
the  spirit  of  the  meetings  of  December  has 
blinded  your  eyes  with  righteous  indigna* 
tion.  They  protested  against  any  trans- 
gression of  religious  liberty,  but  belied 
their  protest  by  their  language  and  their 


csnj  out  tho  Bill,  it  will  be  a  trinmph  to  burning  bonfireA.   They  shoved  a  spirit 
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of  ib»  wont  IntolenitioD,  wUeh,  tmder  the 
9ry  of  tderation,  tolerates  all  that  does 

tolerate— pcrpocutos  all  fixed  furius  of  faith, 
as  transgrt'ssin;^  tlu-ir  sujtposetl  principles 
of  freedom.  1  fear  sumo  such  Bj>irit  has 
led  you  blindlj  on  to  vote  for  a  Bill  which 
leaves  the  real  danger  unlooched,  and  will 
create  fifty  new  ones,  rendering  effectual 
Ifec^tslation  well  nigh  impossible.  I  have 
a  great  suspicion  about  this  Bill.  It  has 
eomefrom  a  Buspicioue  sonree— from  the 
hands  of  that  great  Protestant  champion, 
in  thanks  to  whom  many  may  have  voted 
for  thi«  Bill — that  maa  who,  if  report  says 
tme,  one  short  week  before  hu  letter, 
reflnad  to  interfere,  then  put  forth  hie 
letter  to  remove  indifjuiUion  from  his  own 
shoulders — sent  a  lirebrund  into  our  Churcli 
to  create  disunion,  wlicn  she  required  aW 
her  strength,  and  in  the  fimt  Bill  legislated 
against  all  episcopacy — shackling  the  Scot- 
tish episcopate,  though  a  bulwark  na;ainst 
Kome,  and  unoffending.  Your  }Vi\\  'm  full 
of  inconsistencies  ;  it  professes  to  meet  the 
special  ease,  hut  goee  beyond  it,  while  it 
leaves  nntonehed  the  real  danger ;  and 
through  all  the  conflicting  arguments  put 
forth  in  its  favour,  none  have  been  so 
strong  as  the  tralstti  that  this  Bill  will  sound 
ihe  death  knell  of  the  present  Ministry. 

The  Marquess  of  SLIGO  (who  was 
totally  inaudible),  entered  his  protest 
against  tho  Bill,  which  was  foundod  on 
popular  damonr,  and  would  like  to  know 
if  the  Government  were  prepared  to  see 
the  whole  of  the  Roman  Catlidlie  jire- 
lates  of  Ireland  included  in  ouo  monster 
indictment  ? 

Lord  REDB8DALB  said,  that  he 
deeply  regretted  the  absence  of  his  noble 
Friend  tho  Earl  of  Derby,  who,  as  the 
representative  of  a  great  body,  would 
have  been  the  most  fitting  exponcut  of 
the  opinions  of  a  great  number  of  their 
Lordships.  At  the  commencement  of  the 
Session,  when  some  measure  was  promised 
in  the  Speech  from  tho  Throne,  his  noble 
Friend  expressed  his  donbts  of  the  policy 
of  proceeding  in  this  manner,  but  said  he 
vould  give  his  fair  ounsideratioii  to  .my 
measure  that  min'lit  be  proposed  Ity  tho 
Government;  and  it  it  was  not  likely  to  be 
B  dead  letter,  and  was  framed  so  as  to 
protect  Her  Majesty's  prerogative  in  evei  y 
part  of  the  kingdom,  such  measure  would 
racct  with  liis  approbation.  The  course 
pursued  by  his  uuble  Friend  ou  a  subsc- 
^enl  oocasion^that  of  reeommending  an 
nqniry  into  the  condition  of  the  Eoinan 
Catholic  clergy  and  the  Eoman  Catholic 
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body,  to  ascertain  If  any  legislathm  was 
necessary— appeared  to  lum  (Lord  Redes- 
dale)  a  most  reasonable  and  prudent  mode 
of  proceeding;  hut  still  he  was  in  a  position 
which  enabled  hiui,  i£  he  saw  uo  particular 
objection  to  the  measure,  to  assent  to  It. 
It  was  said  by  some  of  those  who  thoaght 
a  protest  on  the  part  of  tho  Tieglslature 
sufiicient,  that  this  was  only  a  spiritaai 
oggi'^^ssion;  but,  if  it  were  a  spiritual  &§• 
gression  mwely,  what  was  there  to  piotert 
against  ?    Those  who  were  ready  to  ester 
a  protest  must  admit  that  there  was  some- 
thing more  to  protest  against,  than  a  mere 
spiritual  aggression.  This  aggression  wss 
not  a  movement  on  the  part  of  the  laity  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  faith,  hut  had  been 
directed  solely  and  exclusively  by  the  VI- 
trauiontane  party,  whose  object  had  been 
to  gain  the  sanction  of  the  respectable  Isi^ 
of  that  persuasion  to  their  proceedings; 
but  he  trnsted  tlicy  Avould  not  bo  drawn 
into  tho  trap  tliat  had  been  laid  for  thm. 
There  had  recently  been  established  a 
"Oatholio  Defenoe  Assooiation,*'  irUcB, 
however,  had  nothing  against  which  to 
make  a  defence,  and  was  aji^gressive  rather 
than  defensive.     Ho  believed  that  the 
hierarchy  had  onginated  where  this  asso* 
ciation  had  originated.  In  Ireland— whoe 
an  Italian  monk  had  recently  been  ap- 
pointed rrimato  by  the  Pope,  in  violation 
uf  the  accustomed  order  of  election,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  efforts  of  ihe  Ultrsnoo* 
tane  party.    He  considered  that  the  Go- 
verMU'"nt  had  acted  wisely  in  acfediiiir  tl 
the  advice  given  them  at  the  comiunici- 
ment  of  the  Session,  to  insist  on  incluiliui^ 
Ireland  in  the  measure,  especially  coo- 
sidcring  the  manner  in  which  the  prieitS 
and  prelates  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Charch 
in  that  country  assailed  the  Established 
Church,  and  spoke  against  its  abuses,  sod 
used  ^eir  influence  at  elections.  This 
Bill  would  become  law,  and,  he  hoped, 
would  he  obeyed.    Ho  was  aware  tlmf  the 
organs  of  the  Roman  Catholic  couununiij 
urged  that  there  was  a  spiritual  aOegisDee 
owing  to  the  Pope  superior  and  psrsaUNUit 
to  tliat  which  was  due  to  a  tempera!  fotp- 
rcign;  but  he  did  not  doubt  that  the  ids 
jority  of  the  laity  of  that  Church  kntnf 
how  to  draw  a  just  distinction  hereio,  sad 
would  not  be  led  away  by  such  a  doctrine. 
He  was  persuaded  tliat  Ultramontane  opin- 
ions could  not  be  countenanced  withsafctji 
and  that  those,  too  many  of  whom  bad,  ie 
feared,  during  the  recent  i^tation,  ^Mft 
irritated  into  an  adoption  of  those  princl- 
ples»  would  be  so  lea  away  as  ait^gethtf 
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to  lose  that  distinction.  He  was  conyinced 
diat  UliramoQtaue  opioionB  were  incom- 
patible with  cifil  gofennnent;  and  he 
warned  those  who  were  inclined  to  form 
such  principles  to  beware  hovv^  they  in- 
creased that  irritatiou  which  be  hoped  the 
neaanre  now  under  oonsfderation  was  oal* 
calaied  to  allay  among  their  Protestant 
Mlbw-conntrymen. 

VlsroUKT  GAGE  said,  be  was  sorry  he 
had  been  unable  to  address  their  Lord- 
ships on  the  second  reading,  when  he 
woaM  have  wished  to  explain  his  Tote 
ar^ainst  the  Bill.     Ho  would  then  have 
shown  them,  by  a  review  of  what  had 
passed  with  respect  to  Koman  Catholics  in 
^lis  eonntry  sinee  1829,  that  the  heads  of 
Aat  eommunity  in  England  (with  whom  he 
wa«  pcr^naded  the  creation  f)f  tin-  hierar- 
chy had  really  originated,  as  Dr.  \V  laeraan 
had  himself  admitted,  ai^  d»at  the  Pope 
had  no  more  to  do  wi^  it  than  giving  his 
formal  as?ent  to  what  they  petitionrd  for) 
had  no  crronnd  for  supposing  that  the  hier- 
archy would  be  opposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment;  and,  on  the  contrary,  had  every 
reason  for  Supposing  that  the  boon  which 
had  been  conceded  to  their  Church  in  Ire- 
land and  in  the  Cf)lonic3  wotild  be  ex- 
tended tu  them  in  this  eouutiy,  and  that 
they  might  estabfish  that  regnlar  Church 
government  which  th^  had  long  desired. 
Ue  believed  that  this  was  really  tlie  case, 
and  that  they  had  been  deceived,  and  had 
no  idea  of  their  condoct  being  considered 
i&  *'  aggression  *'  er  an  '*  insult. "  It  was 
most  natural,  seeing  what  had  been  con- 
ceded to  them  nnsolicited  in  Ireland  and 
the  Cok)nies,  that,  giving  credit  to  the 
Orawn,  to  the  Government,  and  to  the 
people  of  tiiis  country  for  charity,  and  for 
eincerity,  and  for   common  sense,  they 
should  suppose  tlio  same  concession  would 
be  made  in  this  country.    Upon  the  cou- 
tniy,  howeter,  an  anti-Popery  agitation 
bed  been  got  np,  and  a  measure  carried 
through  Parliament :  to  prevent  the  spread 
of  Popery  ?    No  such  thing — for  every- 
thing that  could  conduce  to  that  end  had 
been  excluded  from  the  Bill — ^bnt  sunply  to 
prevent  Roman  Catholic  priests  from  sign- 
mg  their  names  in  a  certain  manner.  This 
was  all  It  would  do,  and  all  that  it  was 
calenlated  to  ito.   It  was  cpdie  the  fsrce 
of  Much  Ado  <xbotit  Jfoiking.     He  be- 
lieved, however,  that  there  liad  been  a 
real  Papal  an;o;ression,  and  that  the  object 
of  this  Bill  was  to  merge  tho  substance  in 
the  shadow,  and  dmw  off  the  attention  of 
Iho  people  fhiiit  U.  Tho  noble  aad  leamed 


Lord  on  the  woolsack  had  congratulated 
their  Lordships  upon  the  £sct  that  no  one 
had  proposed  to  make  the  measnre  more 

stringent  ;  but  he  (Viscount  Gage)  be- 
lieved this  the  reverse  of  complimentary  or 
creditable  to  their  Lordships,  and  regretted 
that  no  one  bad  arisen  to  propose  legisla- 
tion ttt  respect  to  the  establishment  of  con- 
vents and  monasteries  in  the  eonntrv.  The 
increase  of  convents  and  monasteries  was 
the  real  Papal  aggression;  aud,  if  their 
Lordships  were  in  earnest,  and  wished  to 
check  tin-  mischievous  advances  of  that 
Church,  why  did  they  ignore  the  real 
insult  and  the  real  danger?  Popery 
laughed  at  their  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill 
while  Parliament  left  its  convents  and 
monasteries  untouched.  The  case  was 
ditlerent  in  the  United  States  of  America. 
The  people  there  cared  not  one  cent  for 
the  appointment  of  an  Archbishop  of  VeW 
York  or  New  Orleans,  although  they  would 
not  present  them  to  the  President  under 
those  titles;  hut  they  were  keenly  alive  to 
tho  danger  of  permitting  monasteries  and 
convents  to  inherit  property,  or  to  sanction 
the  unlimited  absorption  of  Wealth  by  such 
relirrious  bodies.  Tn  France,  too,  this  fljiri- 
?er  was  perceived  and  guarded  against. 
It  was  because  he  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  withdrawing  attention  frdm 
realities  to  fix  it  npon  tri^,  that  his  name 
appeared  in  tho  minority  upon  the  second 
reading.  Tho  present  Bill  would  offend 
many  and  wotild  please  none,  and  he 
should  be  glad  to  see  the  Govommeilt 
abandon  a  Bill,  and  boldly  meet  tho  real 
danger  to  which  he  had  adverted.  He 
was  not  intolerant;  but  things  had  hap- 
pened in  these  esteblishments  which  might 
very  well  happen  i^fain,  and  which,  if  tiid 
Government  permitted  such  cstahlisliments 
to  exist,  they  were  bound  to  guard  against, 
so  far  as  they  could. 

Barl  GRBY  begged  to  make  an  obsef* 
ration  or  two  upon  an  allusion  in  the  Speech 
of  the  right  rev.  Prolate  the  Bishop  of  Ox- 
ford. The  right  rev.  Prelat,  in  })ointing 
out  the  defects  by  which  the  Bill  was  cha- 
racterised, had  stated  the  course  which  he 
would  have  recommended,  and,  amongst 
other  things,  had  said  that  no  rank  or  tiflo 
ought  to  be  given  to  any  Roman  Catholic 
prelates,  witbont  some  distinct  and  formal 
instrument  on  the  subject.  Tho  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  referred  especially  to  in- 
structions which  had  been  transmitted  by 
him  (Earl  Grey),  about  four  years  ago,  to 
the  Governors  of  the  Ookines,  to  the  eflhet 
that  thejr  shoidd  give  titleii  of  boDonr  to 
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fur  instance,  tliat  Archbishop  Halden 
should  be  Jesi^iiated  05  *'  Komau  Catholic 
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tbe  Roman  Oatholie  prelates,  and  the  pre- '  the  adbe»ion  to  vbicb  bj  tbo  Rotnao  Ca» 

eedencc  consequent  tlicreou.  Hero  he  tbotic  bienurcby  would  have  prevented  all 
would  observe  that  in  the  majoritj'  of  the  '  the  commotion  which  had  taken  place.  If 
Colunies  the  lioniau  Catholic  Church  stood  their  Lordships  had  read  the  papers  which, 
upon  a  footing  of  equality  with  the  Pro-  |  had  been  laid  on  the  table,  the?  wovU 
testant  Church.  In  Australia,  where  this  ;  have  found  that  he  (Barl  Grey)  had  dis- 
question  was  first  raised,  the  Church  of  tinctly  refused  to  recognise  territfiri.UiiileN 
Rorao  was  the  sharer  of  the  endowments  j  as  belonging  to  the  Rotiinn  Catholic  pre- 
on  precisely  the  same  principles  as  ourjlates  in  the  Colonies,  lie  had  said  that 
own  Church  there.  In  wme  other  colonies  I  all  the  Goremmeut  could  reeogmae  «u 
the  caso  was  still  stronger  for  the  Roman  ]  their  rank  as  Roman  Catholic  prektcs 
Catholic  Cluirch,  because  these  colonies  ;  wttliin  a  certain  district.  Uc  had  agreed, 
having  been  acquired  by  cession  from  Ro 
man  Cathuiiu  couiitiic::^,  hud  been  oiigi 
nally  Roman  Catholic.  Under  these  cir^  j  Archbishop  in  Sidney*'*  and  not  *'  Areh- 
eu&Mtances  it  had  been  represented  to  the  bishop  of  Sidney,"  and  that  Bishop  Wil- 
Govcmmont,  by  the  Roman  Catholic  pre-  son  should  be  called  '*  Roman  Cat^'  "e 
lates,  that  they  ought  not  to  be  denied  the  Bishop  in  Hobart's  Town,"  and  not  "  hi- 
Bocial  distinctions  accorded  to  oar  own  I  shop  of  Hobart'a  Town.'*  BdSmre  be  nt 
prelates;  and  the  request  had  seemed  so  \  down  he  bad  to  remark,  in  reference  to  an 
reasonoble  that  Government  could  not  deny  observation  made  the  other  night  by  tbe 
it,  and  consequently  instnictions  had  been  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Newcastle),  tbt 
been  given  that  the  Roman  Catholic  pre-  j  ho  (Earl  Grey)  remained  a  detei-miacd 
lates  should  receive  the  samo  social  dis- 1  supporter  of  the  principles  cf  rdigisos 
ttnctions,  such  as  My  Lord,"  and  **  Your  I  equality.  Ho  was  strongly  of  opinion  tilt 
Grace,"  in  the  Colonies  wliicli  were  c^ivcu  '  the  policy  of  tiiis  country  towards  Room 
to  the  Prelates  of  tlic  Protectant  Cluiich.  Catholic  Ireland  hod  not  been  what  it 
The  right  lov.  I'relate  (the  Bidhui)  uf  ought  to  have  been;  but  at  the  same  time 
Oxford)  bad  said  this  ought  to  have  oecn  |  he  thought  that  tbe  law  should  be  mats- 
done,  if  done  at  all,  by  some  formal  instru-  j  tained  against  any  denomination,  and  that 
mcnt.  lie  must,  however,  remind  the  the  authority  of  tlie  Crown  and  Parliament 
right  rev.  Prelate,  that  there  liad  been  no  of  tliis  country  should  be  strictly  and  firml; 
formal  instrument  used  in  conferring  the  ;  supported, 
titles  bestowed  on  the  Rugltsh  colonial 
bisliops — that  they  had  been  conferred  in 
the  case  of  the  Catliolie  bishops  and  in 
that  of  the  Protestant  bishops  in  precisely 
the  same  manner.  He  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  in  some  cases  it  was  a  mis- 
fortune rather  than  otherwise  to  the  pre-; tor  the  Colonies  (Earl  Grey) — a  cUui* 
lates  both  of  the  i'rotcstant  and  the  Ro-  \  which  he  jiruposed  as  a  last  effort  to  re- 
man Catholic  Churches  in  the  Colonics  to  [lieve  their  Lordships,  the  Government,  tbe 
possess  titles  at  all;  and  had  he  (Earl  Grey)  j  Legislature,  and  tbe  country,  from  what  be 

belioved  to  be  an  imminent  danger;  i 
clause  to  permit  tho  use  of  the  verv  ccfle- 
fiiastical  titles  which  the  noblo  Earl  had 
olhided  to  as  being  whoUj  nnobjectiao* 
able— >"  Roman  CathoUe  Archbishop  is 
such  a 
from  :il 


Un  Question,  lic^ohedm 
Bill  read  3*  accordingly. 

Lord  MONTEAGLK  '^aid,  he  rose  to 
propose  a  clause,  a  couciusive  argumebc 
in  favour  of  which  bad  been  afforded  by 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretsiy 


the  power  to  go  back,  he  should  establish 
equality  not  by  giving  titles  to  both,  hut 
by  taking, them  altogether  away.  It  was 
an  anomaly  that  parties  should  possess 
titles  while  their  income  was  scarcely  suffi- 
cient to  maintain  them  di-ceMtly;  and  tliis 
was  the  case  with  respect  to  nianv  of  the 
colonial  bishops  of  both  Churches,  lie 

believed,  however,  that  whatever  social  i  selves,  to  these  titles.   Ho  attached  fs* 


district."    He  proposed  to  free 
civil  ])ena!tie>.  and  all  criminal 
proccediugh,  prelates  who  limited  theuj- 


privileges  or  rank  in  the  Colonies  were 
c^iven  to  the  prelates  of  tlie  one  Church, 
could  not  injustice  or  fainu     be  withheld 


culiar  importance  to  thb  exemption  from 
indictment.  Tt  hatl  been  argued,  and  not 
denied,  that  as  the  Bill  declared  bulls, 


from  the  other.  It  appeared  curiously  t  to  be  unlawful  and  void,  and  then  imposed 
enough  that  in  the  correspondence  on  this  a  penalty  for  the  violation  of  tbe  proviuoitt 

subject,  ho  had — without  being  able  to  of  the  clause,  the  effect  was  to  impose  tbo 
foresee  the  extraordinary  storm  (hat  had  penalty  as  a  cumulative  ]tnni«hment: 
arisen — observed  precisely  that  distiuctiou  j  cause,  as  the  act  prohibited  was  also  dt*- 

Miarl  Grey  ' 
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clnretl  to  be  unlawful  as  well  as  penal,  the 
doing  of  the  unlawful  act  would  subject 
the  perpetrator  to  an  indietment  for  mis- 
demeanour, ns  well  as  to  tbe  penalty  of 
1001.  Over  the  cnrainal  proceedings,  the 
Bill  gave  the  Attorney  General  no  control- 
fiog  eheck.  This  argument  had  not  been 
at  all  answered.  Opinions  had  since  been 
obtained  (of  which  he  had  seen  three)  from 
etniiiont  counsel  at  the  English  common- 
lavr  liar,  which  were  all  in  couforniity 
irith  this  Tiew.  Counsel  had  been  asked, 
first,  what  would  be  tbe  effect  of  Seo- 
tion  1 ;  and,  in  particular,  whether  an  indict- 
ment could  be  framed  upon  it  ?  The  an- 
swer was,  that,  cotiaideriu^  the  section  as 
deehimtoiy  of  tbe  law,  an  indietment  npon 
it  for  a  misdmeanour  would  be  maintnin- 
ablc.  Counsel  were  asked,  secondly,  whe- 
ther a  prosecution  could  be  commenced 
upon  sndi  an  indietment  without  the  assent 
of  tbe  Attorney  General  ?  The  answer  was 
in  the  affirmative.  They  were  allied, 
thirdly,  whether  the  words  of  the  l>ill, 
•*  jurisdiction,  authority,"  4sc.,  would  in- 


The  Bill  would  act  in  a  totally  different 
manner  in  different  districts  of  Ireland. 
It  would  also  act  differently  in  England 
and  in  Ireland.  To  make  tbo  whole  still 
nmro  absurd  and  mijnst,  the  moasuro 
would  operate  more  severely  on  the  un- 
offending bishops  of  Ireland  who  were 
in  possession  of  ancient  sees,  and  no  way 
connected  Avith  the  present  movement, 
than  on  the  new  bishops  of  England  newly 
appointed  under  this  bull  of  Cardinal  Wise- 
man. Snrelj  this  was  not  a  state  of  tbe 
law  which  could  be  defended.  It  should 
be  at  least  made  clear  and  intellif^iblc. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  said  to  be  to 
prevent  the  assumption  of  territorial  titles 
by  Roman  Oath<4ic  bishops  witboat  the 
sanction  of  the  Crown.  In  raanv  in- 
stances,  but  in  nono  more  strikingly  than 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Sec- 
retftty  for  tbe  Colonies,  and  in  the  cor- 
respondence of  the  Committee  on  Edu- 
cation, it  liad  been  admitted  tliat  If 
these  titles  had  been  taken  in  a  mode 
which  did  not  imply  this  territorial  ag' 


elude  spiritual  jurisdiction  or  authority  ? '  grcssion,  as  it  was  called,  tbe  proceeding 

The  answer  was  again  in  the  affirmative —  would  not  have  been  considered  by  the 
that  the  words,  beinr^  general,  would  in- [  Government  ns  olgcctionable,  neither  would 
elude  and  render  void  and  unlawful  every  [  it  have  excited  any  popular  opposition, 
jurisdiction  or  autliority.  They  were  ask- 1  It  was  not  tliu  assumption  of  the  title  of 
ed,  fourthly,  whether  an  indictment  would  bishop  that  was  objected  to— it  was  his  as- 
be  sustainable  for  an  act  of  spiritual  juris- 1  sumption  of  power  as  connected  with  a  dio- 
diction  or  authority,  even  without  the  use  '  ccse  that  constituted  tlie  offence.  The  value 
of  the  prohibited  title  ?  The  answer  was,  j  of  the  words  "in"  and  *•  of  "  were  held  to 
that  this  would  raise  a  question  of  fact  make  all  tbe  difference.  If,  instead  of  call 


for  the  jury,  whether  the  act  were  done 
in  pursuance  of  the  illegal  authority,  and 
if  found  that  it  was  so  done,  tlii.s  would 
sustain  the  indictment.    Such  were  the 


ing  themselves  bishops   of  "  soand  so,  they 

had  styled  themselves  hi^hnps  exercising 
spiritual  functions  *'  in"  such  and  sueh  a 
place,  no  objecUou  would  have  been  taken. 


of>inions  of  three  emwent  counsel  of  the  It  had  been  also  thought  a  matter  of  offence. 


English  Bar;  and  one  of  them  added  that, 
if  three  or  more  persons  were  concerned  or 
connected  together  in  concoction  or  com- 
mitting this  act,  they  might  be  indicted 
for  a  eonspimey,  ami,  if  convicted,  subject 
to  the  punishment  affixed  by  law  to  that 
offence.  Now  surely,  if  there  was  any 
doubt  as  to  whether  the  Act  would  bear 
andi  a  construction,  if  their  Lordships  did 
not  remove  that  doubt  (as  they  easily  could) 
by  oxplaininq-  tlioir  meaning,  they  would  he 
responsible  f  ji'  the  very  sei'ious  evils  tliat 
must  ensue.  Another  and  an  absurd  in- 
cident of  tbe  measure  was,  the  inequality 
of  its  operation.  The  reason  given  for  its 
extension  to  Ireland  was,  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  the  two  countries  should  be 
treated  on  an  equality.  Nothing,  how- 
tTer,  could  be  more  fallacious  ^an  the 
tnpposition  that  this  equality  was  attamed. 

VOL.  CXVIII.    [tHOD  «81tIBB.] 


to  advance  a  claim  to  universal  dominion, 
which,  under  a  construction  tliat  nntrht  bo 
given  to  the  Papal  Rescript,  would  lead 
persons  to  imagine  that  dominion  was  sought 
to  be  exercis^  over  all  tbo  Queen's  sub- 
jects. He  objected  to  such  pretensions; 
and  just  with  the  same  earnestness  that 
the  liomau  Catholic  would  reject  the  supre- 
macy of  tbe  Queen  over  them,  or  tbo 
jurisdiction  of  our  bishops,  did  ho  (Lord 
Montcagle),  ns  a  member  of  the  Protest- 
ant Church,  deny  tliat  tho  Pope  of  Rome, 
or  any  Cardinal  or  Bishop,  had  or  ought  to 
have,  any  claim  over  bis  conscience  or  his 
actions,  lie  did  not  deny  the  right  of  tho 
Rnninn  Catholic  prchitc?  to  1*ear  o]»i?copal 
titles;  but  he  did  deny  the  assumption  of 
superiority  over  all  Christians  asserted  by 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  That  also 
was  the  opinion  of  the  most  enlightened 
3  H 
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and  nitOMl  of  Ronuiii  Oaiholtot.  Thes, 

if  he  (Lord  Monteac^le)  could  aoggMt  to 

their  Lonlsliips  titles  wliicli  would  im|>h' 
all  that  was  titiiiij^  aud  just,  giving  to  tho 
Bomau  Catholic  his  title  of  bishop  or  arch- 
bishop, his  power  of  fixing  that  title  in 
rofurence  to  a  special  district,  and  only  as- 
Berting  that  tho  authority  claimed  was  over 
hid  own  flock  and  people,  thiure  could  be 
no  positive  objection  taken  to  the  use  of 
anch  titles.  In  fact*  all  that  ho  could  urge 
upon  the  suljoct  was  to  adopt  tho  piiiiciplc 
already  laid  down  in  llie  (  iiaritablc  Bo- 
i^uoiiU  Act.  Sir  iiobcrt  reel's  Govern- 
ment liad  drawn  op  that  Act  with  a 
studious  care,  attended  with  entire  success, 
to  give  to  the  Kuman  Catholic  liicrarchy 
everything  that  could  he  required  in  the 
fullest  aud  most  respectful  lecuguitiou  of 
their  position*  without  conceding  any  one 
thing  of  which  the  Protestant  could  com- 
plain. His  STicrcrestio;)  therefore  was,  that 
the  RoQiau  Catholics  should  adopt  tho  titles 
set  forth  in  that  Act,  to  which  ho  never 
heard  an  objection  on  tho  part  of  a  Roman 
Catholic;  that  the  bishops  should  take  the 
desif^nations  ii^ed  in  the  Bequests  Act,  uiul 
he  thereby  protected  from  all  the  penal- 
ties imposed  by  the  present  Bill.  What  he 
proposed  ought  not  to  give  the  least  offence 
to  the  most  sensitive  mind.  Tlseir  Lord- 
ships should  not  forgot  lli  u  they  were 
dealing  with  a  class  which,  of  uil  others, 
had  the  most  wide  dominion'^a  class  of  all 
others  upon  any  portion  of  which  a  slii^ht 


would  bavo  laughed  to  seopi  thf 
Goyernroant  for  presuming  to  recommend 

such  legislation.  Therefore,  he  felt  jm*.]- 
fied  in  stating  that  the  present  BiU  would 
never  hare  been  brought  focward  except 
for  the  existence  of  the  Union.  Would  this 
recommend  the  Uniou  to  the  Irish  people? 
Then,  again,  suppose  there  bad  been  at 
present  in  existence,  any  powerful  hlsk 
leader,  such  as  O'ConneU;  u  Ireland  wera 
now,  aa  it  had  been,  in  a  state  of  agita> 
tion,  woidd  it  be  believed  that  any  states- 
man living  coulil  liavo  been  rash  enouih  to 
propose  a  measure  like  tho  ^re&cui  i  ^'o 
ono  would  have  Tentured^he  had  ahnost 
said,  dared— >to  do  it.  No  one  would  hate 
been  insane  enough  to  do  so.  Then,  was 
it  to  be  said  that  tho  absence  of  polittcnl 
excitement — that  the  tranouillity  which 
now  existed  in  IreHand — ^had  Drought  upon 
the  people  the  visitation  of  the  present 


measure  ?  These  were  most  dangerous 
arguments  to  suggest  to  the  Irish  people 
Tou  force  them  to  deplore  the  Unum  aai 
to  regret  agitation.  Was  this  wise?  There 

liad  latterly  been  most  severe  afflictions 
felt  in  Ireland,  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
the  people  had  been  swept  from  the  face  of 
the  eerth;  whole  dassee  had  been  swept 
away;  but  these  calamities  had  been  at- 
tended with  one  countervailiu£y  blchsiiig — 
(luring  the  la.^t  three  or  four  years  there 
had  fortunately  been  an  ahuotit  total  ccj>- 
sation  of  religioua  animositj  and  politi- 
cal agitation.   The  adoption  of  tbk  BiK 


or  an  attack  would  be  felt  as  an  injury  by  would  at  once  revive  agitation,  religious 
the  whole  body,  lie  otfcred  the  House  and  political,  and  would  reproduce  those 
the  moans  of  avoiding  the  mischief  and  i  evils  from  which  we  wei'e  so  thankful 


danger  ho  anticipated;  he  sugji^ested  a 

mode  of  averting  a  renewal  of  that  reli- 
gious agitation  in  Ireland  which  had  al- 
ways been  tho  curse  of  that  country.  Ho 
could  not  help  again  objecting  to  the  ex- 
tension of  this  BiU  to  Ireland,  as  being 
likely  to  raise  up  the  worst  passions  of  the 
people  of  that  country.  It  was  asserted 
as  a  guueral  principle  that  the  legislation 
for  one  part  of  the  country  should  he  ex- 
tended  to  the  other;  but  he  would  ask  whe- 
ther, if  this  unfortunate  re^eript  had  issued 
for  England  only,  and  before  the  Union, 
any  Government  would  have  recoumiended 
the  Irish  Parliament  to  adopt  such  a  Bill 
as  tho  present,  because  of  the  Popo's  ag- 
gression in  England?  Certainly  not;  or,  if 
it  had  been  so  recommended,  he  asked 
whether  Lord  Comwallis  or  Lord  Costlc- 
reagh  would  have  returned  the  Bill,  as  one 
ineapable  of  being  carried,  or,  if  carried, 
of  being  exeeuted ;  and  the  Irish  Parliainent 
Lord  Monteagle 


that  we  had  been  relieved.  If  they  want- 
ed a  proof  of  what  this  measure  would 
do,  let  tbem  look  to  the  late  Limerick 
electioo.  At  Limerick,  a  noble  Friend 
of  luB  (the  Earl  of  Arundel  and  Surr^). 
whose  nan^e  he  could  never  mention  with- 
out paying  a  tribute  to  his  amiable  and 
pure  character,  was  opposed,  in  an  election 
contest,  by  an  excellent  gentleman,  locally 
oonneoted  and  much  respected.  What  were 
the  characteristics  of  tho  election.?  On  eis 
sido  tho  election  committee  was  ori^nnised 
by  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy,  atid  the  ex- 
cellent and  pious  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of 
Limerick,  who  had  hitherto  abstained  nooi 
mixing  in  political  matters,  had  been  the 
first  to  sign  the  requiMtion.  The  Romas 
Catholic  priests  and  l|oman  Catholic  laity 
bad  viewed  the  contest  aa  one  to  protect  the 
Roman  Catholic  faith;  while  their  oppor 
ncnts  had  been  driven  to  raise  the  irra- 
tional pactj  eiy  of     Itehwd  ^  ^ 


Digitized  by  Google 


1669       EccUtiastkal  Titles 

Irish.**  He  did  not  ask  the  Govemment 
to  adopt  anj  nev  principle  by  his  Aaieod> 


It*    He  only        then  to  do  tiie  eame 

liy  Bo^ud  and  Ireland  as  it  was  admitted 
they  f^\d  by  the  Colonies,  and,  by  adopting 
hia  clause,  enable  the  Eoman  Catholic  bi- 
shops to  extricate  themselves  from  the  pe- 
B«IciM  inpoMd  on  tham  by  th»  Bill;  to 
extricate  the  Legislature  end  the  GoTem- 
ment  from  a  fearful  re?pon?ibilitv;  to  ex- 
tricate Ireland  from  civil  am]  H  ilarious  con- 
teation,  and  the  empire  trom  incalculable 
daogete.  This  could  be  done  by  adopting 
the  propoeed  elease,  and  enabling  the  pre- 
late to  assume  such  titles  as,  while  they 
woulU  satisfy  their  own  claims,  had  been 
adaftiUed  not  to  be  open  to  the  slightest 
ohjeetion.  The  noble  Lord  dmoloded  by 
propoMug  the  foUewing  Olanae : — 

"  And  be  it  further  enacted,  that  neitlior  this 
Act  nor  the  hereinbefore  recited  enactment  of  the 
tenth  year  of  the  reign  of  Ilia  late  Majesty  King 
Georc'  ti  n  Fourth,  shall  npply  or  be  held  to 
apply,  or  in  anj  way  to  affect  any  act  done  by 
aay  arehbishop,  Vbhop,  or  dean,  by  virtue  of  bis 
appointment  by  the  See  of  Rome,  or  to  crrateany 
penalty,  diMbility,  or  off»nee  by  reason  ot  aa  in- 
tfamment  of  avpobitiBrat,  or  the  assanptim  or 
mc  of  an  (»cclesiastical  title  conf»'rn><l,  or  pur- 
porting to  be  conferred,  by  the  authority  of  the 
otm  of  Rome  ;  provided  that  tlw  eeolesiaAtical 
name,  style,  deMgnation,  or  titlo  assumed,  used  by 
any  such  arciibishop,  bishop,  or  dean  in  the  holy 
eraem  of  the  Roman  Oatholic  Charoh,  shall  be 
the  ntyle  or  title  of  Roman  C.-ithoIic  .irchbishop, 
Romau  Catholic  bishop,  or  Roman  Catholic  dean, 
ai  the  case  may  bo,  othcmting  or  having  epi8cop:i> 
fknoiiont  within  the  dioccso  or  district  in  which  ho 
is  antborised  to  officiate,  in  respect  to  all  persons 
and  congrcpatioiis  of  persons  professin','  tho  Ko- 
maa  Catholic  religion  within  the  said  diooeie  or 
distriet.*' 

Tiie  Marquess  of  LANSDOVVNE  :  I 
did  not  expect  to  hate  had  to  troable  your 
Lofdiliips  twice  in  tho  course  of  this  de- 
bate; nor  should  I  have  done  bo  had  it  not 
been  for  the  Amendment,  or  rather  tho 
addition,  to  the  Bill  which  lias  been  pro- 
poeed by  my  BeUe  FiHiend»  aad  which  I 
felt  it  my  oatj  to  oppose.  This  addition 
is,  I  think,  pnorrrA5t<.(|  by  t|^r>  nnlictpation 
of  dangers  ot  tho  same  nature  as  those 
which  were  anticipated  by  the  noble  Earl 
who  eomuenced  this  discasaton  (the  Bail 
of  Aberdeen),  and  who  said  he  saw  rea- 
son to  apprehend  that  indictments  might 
be  institatcd  under  this  Bill,  the  effect  of 
whSeh  might  he  to  debar  Roman  Catholics 
from  the  exercise  of  their  roiigion,  under 
that  protection  from  the  law  to  which  I 
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this  the  argument,  that  flip  best  course  to 
adopt  under  this  aggression  would  have 
been  to  abstain  from  any  legislation  at  all; 
hut  I  differ  in  that  respect  from  the  noble 

Earl;  and  if  he  had  heen  in  a  situation  to 
advise  Her  Majesty  at  the  time  these  acts 
— which  be  himself  condemns  as  most  im- 
proper—had been  committed  by  a  foreign 
rower,  I  think  he  would  not  ha?e  advised 
that  acquiescence  in  them  hy  silence,  which 
ho  now  says  was  the  mfpst  pourse  that 


Uer  Majesty's  Miuisters  could  have  adopt- 
ed. ^  He  would  then  have  Ibnnd  that  Ae 
poblie  feeling  and  indignation  M-hich  hae 
been  excited  by  these  acta,  would  have  been 
still  further  excited  by  the  abstinence  that 
ho  recommends,  and  would  have  assumed 
a  form  which  mnet  have  eommanded  atten- 
tion. If  a  course  had  been  adopted  of 
making*  no  protest  ncrainst  such  a  proceed- 
ing, and  making  uo  provision  against  these 
acts  of  violence,  by  means  of  which  the 
Papal  power,  advaneinff  step  hy  step, 
sometimes  by  nn  act,  ana  sometimes  by  a 
word,  nialxliiLT  the  word  tell  upon  the  act 
—would  not  that  have  had  the  effect  of 
eneooraging  these  acts  f  Before  six  months 
had  passed,  I  am  satisfied,  we  should  have 
seen  other  acts  commifrf  d  of  this  objec- 
tionable character,  calculated  to  produce 
an  impression  upon  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  npon  the  ewer  nations  ef 
Europe,  that  there  was  no  act  and  no  ag- 
<rrossion  which  the  Pope  coubl  mr.kc  wbirh 
must  not  bo  submitted  to  hy  the  people  and 
the  Governments;  and  by  such  abstinence, 
we  should,  in  fitct,  have  rendered  the  Pro- 
testant religion  of  this  country  incapable 
of  opposing  that  resistance  to  these  en- 
croachments which  the  public  voice  has 
demanded,  and  which  Her  Majesty's  Min- 
isters have  flonnd  it  to  be  their  duty  to  re- 
commend. Tbi-^  question  is  undoubtedly 
one  of  great  ditticulty,  involving  nice  dis- 
tinctions between  the  spiritual  and  the  tem- 
poral power.  Charles  X.,  at  one  period, 
Louis  XIT.  at  another,  the  Emperor  Na- 
poleon, and  the  greatest  sovereigns  and 
legislators,  were,  for  years,  unable  satisfac- 
torily to  adjust  this  very  question  of  the 
encroachments  of  sjHritaal  upon  temporal 
power;  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that 
the  way  wo  have  proposed  is  the  only  way 
to  settle  the  difficulty.  But  the  course 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  proposed  is 
plain,  intelligible,  and  capable  of  ezecQ- 
tion;  it  is  more  capable  of  execution  than 


admit  they  are  entitled,  and  of  which  this  that  which  my  right  rev.  Friend  (the  Bi- 


Bill  is  not  intended  to,  nor  does  it,  in  point 
ef  fact,  deprive  them.  He  eonpled  with 


shop  of  Oxford)  has  suggested  with  a  view 
to  nie  same  ehjeot  hy  j^icg  greater  te- 
3  H  2 
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strictions  upon  tlic  introuiluction  of  bulls  ] 
into  this  countrj.    There  would  bo  great 
danger  in  not  sti-iking  home  to  resist  any 
attempt  to  iutroduce  into  this  country  the 
system  which  this  Papal  bull  was  intended 
to  introduco.    I  noed  not  again  Btate  that 
ibtre  is  *  portion  of  this  Bill  which  I  would 
rather  see  omitted—-!  mean  the  clause  rc- 
latinf^  to  the  common  informor.    For  as 
such  persons  are  commonly  actuated  by 
motirea  and  objects  whieh  are  not  likely  to 
Aottiate  GoTemment,  and  as  the  ])ower 
from  it^  very  nature  requirf.'?  to  be  excr- 
ciscHi  with  discretion,  tliat  is  a  sutHcicnt 
reason  wiiy  the  interposition  of  informers 
ahonld  not  hare  been  recognised;  but  as 
in  order  to  check  abuse  we  have  introduced 
the  most  effectual  rerncily  we  can,  by  re- 
quirini^  the  consent  of  the  law  officers  of 
the  Crown  before  any  proceedings  can  be 
taken;  and  if  the  law  officers  exercise  their 
authority  and  do  their  duty,  I  have  no 
great  apprehen?<!on  as  to  tho  result  of  this 
portion  of  the  Bill.    The  arguments  I  use 
are  founded  on  legal  opinions,  and  I  only 
state  my  own  opinion  as  far  as  it  is  corro- 
borated by  the  hii^liest  lefjal  niitlioiitie?, 
Avitli  respect  to  tlic  ojioratiou  of  this  por- 
tion of  the  Bill.    The  iateiUionof  the  Bill 
is  that  it  should  apply  only  to  such  eases 
ns  would  Lave  been  objectionable  as  the 
law  before  stood;  and  a  jury  will  have  to 
determine  the  nature  of  the  jurisdiction 
wlitcli  the  party  prosecuted  under  it  has 
attempted  to  exercise.    If  that  jurisdic- 
tion be  shown  to  be  of  a  spiritual  nature 
only,  I  am  sure  that  no  illegality  will  be 
permitted  to  attach  to  it.    I  listened  with 
satisfaction  to  the  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend  who  introduced  the  Amendment, 
not  only  because  I  was  sure  that  my  noble 
Friend  in  raovinj^  that  Amendment  was 
actuated  by  a  sincere  desire  to  reliero  the 
operation  of  the  Act  from  any  mischief 
with  which  it  might  bo  supposed  to  be  at- 
tended, hut  also  because  I  found  that  the 
nol)le  Lord,  in  detailing  and  c.xphiining 
the  grounds  of  his  Amendment,  clearly 
showed  how  all  the  proceedings  which  were 
complained  of  might  have  been  taken  by 
the  Pope  in  an  nnohjcctiouable  manner,  if 
he  had  cliosen  lo  have  had  recourse  to  it. 
For  I  will  say  at  once  and  without  hesita- 
tion, that  if  the  Pope  had  desired  to  se> 
cure,  as  it  was  a  lawful  object  for  him  to 
secure,  the  benefit  of  episcopal  administra- 
tion to  the  Roman  Catboltc  subjects  of  the 
Queen  ;  if  be  had  informed  the  GoTcm- 
nient  that  such  was  his  intention,  unJ  if 
he  had  confined  himself,  both  in  his  Brief, 
Tke  Motrfuesi  of  Lansdowne 


and  in  the  mandate  announcing  the  Bnef, 
to  the  designations  which  were  contained 
in  my  noble  Friend's  Amendment,  there 
would  not  have  been  tlic  least  objection  to 
his  proceeding.  I  will  go  further  and  say, 
that  even  now,  although  the  Pope  has  not 
taken  tiiat  course,  there  is  not  ono  of  the 
spiritual  functions  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  which,  stripped  of  all  connexion 
with  the  assumption  of  territorial  titles, 
cannot  bo  iuffleiently  exercised  under  the 
fiiU  as  it  now  stands  without  the  addition 
proposed  by  my  noble  Friend.  But  look  to 
what  these  assumptions  are,  as  stated  in 
the  Amendment,  and  see  if  they  clash 
with  the  prohibition  contained  in  the  Bill. 
The  terms  of  mj  noble  Friend*s  Amend- 
ment are — 

"  That  tho  ecclesiastical  name,  stylo,  dedjua- 
tion,  of  title  assumed,  used  by  any  buck  arch- 
bishop, bishop,  or  dean  in  the  holy  orders  of  tiw 
llorunn  Catholic  Church,  shall  be  tho  style  or 
titlo  of  Roman  Catholic  .archbishop,  Roman  Ci- 
thdie  bishop,  or  Rora«in  CathoUo  d«an,  as  the 
case  may  be,  officiating  or  baTiii|(  epiiCO|^  AiM- 
tions  within  the  diocese  or  distnct  in  wbieh  lie  Is 
authorised  to  offlciat<\  in  respect  to  all  i>ersons  and 
ooDgrefstlODS  of  persoos  profosdng  ihe  Komoo  Ca- 
ttioUo  religion  withm  th«  said  diocese  or  dtstriot." 

i  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  as  to  the 
great  importance  of  the  change  of  a  mono- 
syllable.   There  may  be  tho  greatest  dif- 
ference between  "in"  and  ••of."  But 
this  Amendment  includes  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic arebbishops  and  bishops  offielstittg 
within  the  diocese  or  district  in  vliich 
they  are  authorised  to  officiate,  and  with 
respect  to  all  persons  professiiiij  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  religion  within  tho  same 
diocese.     This  neither  assumes  a  ter- 
ritorial power  derived  from '  the  posses- 
sion of  a       diocese,  or  district;  nor  Joes 
it  p'^'^ume  any  power  over  tlie  inhabitants 
v(  that  see,  diocese,  or  district.    It  ad- 
mits a  power  over  certain  Roman  Catbolie 
inhabitants  of  tbe  diocese,  but  confines  it 
to  them  alone,  proclaiminp^  that  it  is  a 
spiritual  jurisdiction  only,  and  not  claiiD^ 
by  virtue  of  any  territorial  power  or  aa* 
thoritj.    I  think  this  BiU  can  be  adapted 
with  the  greatest  security  to  those  persons 
who  are  described  in  the  Amendment, 
which  is  drawn  up  in  terras  to  which  tbe 
Legislature  has  already  given  its  sanction 
in  the  Charitable  Trusts  Bill.    There  is. 
therefore,  no  necessity  for  this  Amend- 
ment.   I  have  stated  my  opinion  in  the 
presence  of  some  of  the  greatest  legal  au- 
thorities; but  I  shall  be  surprised  if  it  it 
disj»uted.    Tho  ancient  law  is  not  altered 
by  thia  BiU.   The  jUwiaii  Catholics  ars  in 


Digitized  by  Google 


1673 


Eccletiastical  Tides       -[Jcly  29,  1851 } 


Assumption  Bill  1674 

no  way  provcntcd  fi-oni  doiiii^  that  which  it  '  v<-hn  hiui  hchl  their  episcopal  functions  in 
ought  to  bo  the  object  of  tho  Lcgti^latut'e  unbroken  tiucce^sion  ?     Their  Lord8hi|>8 


to  eneoarage  them  in  doing ;  and  it  affords 

them  timt  protection  which  it  is  the  object 


had  often  in  Committees  asked  these  bi- 
shops the  question.  4)ow  long  they  had 


of  tho  Legislature  to  afford  to  all  reliji^ions,  been  Ronifin  Catholic  bishops;   and  ia 


c<;pcetally  to  one  tliat  is  professed  by  so 
large  a  portion  of  Her  Mojosty's  subjects. 
On  these  gronnds,  I  think  it  my  dntj^  to 
oppose  the  addition  to  the  Bill  proposed  by 
my  noble  Friend. 

The  Eaul  of  ST.  GERMANS  thought 
the  noble  Marquess  had  made  a  oonctnsiTe 
speech  in  favour  of  the  Amendment  which 
had  been  moved  by  liis  noble  Friend.  It 
had  been  distinctly  stated  the  other  even- 
ing by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Cranirorth),  that  after  the  passing  of  this 
Aet»  tho  assumption  of  the  title  of  even 
Roman  Catholic  bisliop  in  any  district 
would  expose  the  party  assuming  such  title 
to  a  penalty,  and  that  every  act  of  juris- 
diction peifdHrmed  hj  a  Roman  Catholic 
bishop  would  make  him  liable  to  a  penalty. 
So  that,  unless  tho  present  Amendment 
was  adopted,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
any  Roman  Catholie  bishop  in  Ireland  to 
Appoint  priests,  or  ooUate  to  any  benefice, 
or  perform  any  other  act  of  ecclesiastical 
jurisdiction.  He  claimed  the  support  of 
the  noble  Marquess  for  the  Amendment  of 
liis  noble  Friend,  not  only  on  the  ground 
stated  by  the  noble  Marquess  himself,  that 
it  was  unobjcctionnblo,  but  also  on  the 
ground  that  his  noblo  Friend  had  only 
adopted  words  for  the  description  of  Ro- 
man Catholie  bishops  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess  had  used  himself  for  that  purpose. 
In  the  correspondence  between  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privy  Council  on  Education  and 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Langdale,  in  1850,  a  letter 
written  by  the  noble  MarquesH  stated  that, 
with  ref^ard  to  tho  ap[)ointment  nf  the 
committees  of  management  for  Koniaii 
Catholic  schools,  u  cot  tain  mode  of  selec- 
tion should  be  praetitted,  *'  until  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  bishop  of  the  district  or 
other  ecclofiRstical  division  shall  f>it:;ntfy  " 
—not  in  such  district,  he  would  beg  their 
Lordships  to  remark.  This,  ho  appre- 
hended, was  a  stronger  recognition  of  the 
status  of  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops  on 
tlic  port  of  tho  noble  Marquess  himself, 
than  that  contained  in  this  Amendment, 
which  copied  exactly  the  words  of  the 
Charitable  Bequests  Act.  Yet  tho  Ian- 
fritr.frr  nf  that  letter  of  the  noble  Marqncsa 
applied  even  to  tho  viears-npostoHc  in  Kng- 
laud,  who  were  merely  bishops  in  parti- 
huf  and  bow  much  more  did  it  apply  to 
the  bbbopt  of  th*  ancient  aeea  in  ilrelaod. 


1847,  when  the  present  Lord  Lieutenant 
went  to  Dublin  Castle,  he  received  att  ad- 
dress from  the  Roman  Catholic  archbishops 
and  bishops  of  frcland,  who  signed  them- 
selves "John.  Archbishop  of  Tnam," 
"John  Derry,  Bishop  of  Clonfert,"  <kc.; 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  replied  to  that 
address  in  the  most  courteous  terms, 
stylin<^  them  "My  Lords,"  and  stating 
that  ho  should  always  be  glad  to  consult 
them  on  matters  affecting  the  interests  of 
Ireland.  Before  concluding,  he  could  not 
help  noticing  an  at|[ument  which  had  been 
urged  more  than  once  by  the  right  rev. 
Bench,  namely,  that  all  the  spiritual  ad- 
vantages which  the  Roman  Catholics  could 
desupe  had  been  enjoyed  under  the  r6ffime 
of  Ticars-apostolic,  and  that  therefore  there 
was  no  necessity  for  their  having  a  terri- 
torial hierarchy  in  this  country.  Now, 
from  the  earliest  times  the  practice  of  the 
Church  was,  that  a  bishop  was  invariably 
appointed  to  a  particular  portion  of  terri- 
tory, which  was  called  his  see;  and,  strict- 
ly speaking,  these  bishops  in  parlibus  had 
a  territorial  title  assigned  to  tnem,  such  as 
*'  Bishop  of  Chalcedon,"  whose  portion  of 
territory  was  the  Sec  of  Chalcedon,  and 
it  was  altogether  an  accident  that  they 
were  vicars-apostolic.  Again,  it  was  quite 
undeniable  that  such  a  title  as  vicar-apos- 
tolic WAS  never  heard  of  in  the  early  ages 
of  the  Church,  the  first  viear-apostolic  ever 
appointed  having  been  appointed  in  Eng- 
land in  the  seventeenth  century,  by  Gre- 
gory XV.  It  was  said  the  Po])-'  had  onco 
refnsed  to  create  a  hiornrcliy  in  l"i:iu;hi!id; 
but  that  was  because  he  wished  to  main- 
tain a  system  which  would  leave  his  own 
power  in  this  country  unimpaired.  Under 
that  system  the  Pope  was  undoubtedly 
Roman  Catholic  Bishop  of  England,  and 
ho  appointed  his  vicars-apostolic,  who  were 
removable  at  his  will  and  pleasure;  and 
the  Pope,  by  tho  creation  of  the  new  hier- 
archy, had  therefore  clearly  divested  him- 
self of  a  portion  of  his  power.  In  his 
opinion  the  Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend 
would  very  materially  lesson  the  apprehen- 
sions entertained  as  to  the  effect  of  this 
measure  in  Ireland.  As  the  Bill  stoijd  at 
present,  three  eminent  lawyers  believed  an 
indictment  would  lie,  under  the  first  clause, 
against  any  Roman  Catholio  bishop  esoiv 
cisittg  episcopal  jurisdiction;  and  therefcro 
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hptrnsted  tlieir  Lordships  would  nt^ree  to  the 
Auieudiiieu  t,  i  n  order  to  prevent  sucli  a  result. 

LoEv  GRANWORTH  said,  that  the 
noble  Enrl  had  totally  miMoneeivcd  what 
he  had  stated  the  other  evening,  llo  had 
so  doubt  stated  that  if  a  person  was  pro- 
hibited from  calling  himself  Archbishop  of 
Weetminater,  he  would  not  get  out  of  the 
prohibition  bj  calling  himself  Archbishop 
m  Westminster ;  but  ho  entertained  no 
doubt  whatever  tliat  there  was  nothing  in 
Ihia  Act  to  prevent  e  persoh  eallHig  him- 
uAS  "  Roman  Catholic  archbishop,  <  r  Uo- 
mnn  Catholic  bishop,  rr  !\oman  Catholic 
dean,  olKciatinir,  or  havini^  episcopal  func- 
tions wiihiu  the  diocese  or  district  in  which 
he  is  authorised  to  officiate  in  rcspeet  to 
•n  persons  and  congregations  of  persons 
professiny^  the  Roman  Catholic  reli^on 
within  the  said  diocese  or  district." 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  wished  also 
io  explain,  after  what  the  noblo  Barl  (the 
Barl  of  St.  Germans)  had  said  regarding 
his  having  repeated  a  false  arnn'mcnt.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  the  doctrine  of  the 
primitive  Church  iras  that  every  bishop 
must  have  a  diocese;  but  it  was  a  peculiar 
doctrine  of  the  Church  of  Rome  that  the 
Pope,  in  virtne  of  his  universal  bishopric, 
could  aj>|iuiQt  bishops  in  partibui^  who 
could  perfonb  every  fbsction  that  a  local 
bishop  could  do,  although  not  in  the  place 
of  which  he  bore  tb^  title.  The  noble 
Earl  had  himself  fallen  into  an  enor  in 
stating  that  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops  in 
Irehtnd  were  the  lineal  desoendanis  m  the 
ancient  Christian  bishops  of  Ireland.  His 
right  rev.  Brother  (the  Bishop  of  Ossory) 
had  on  a  former  occasion  refuted  that  as- 
sertion with  great  learning,  and  bad  shown 
that  almost  a  century  had  intervened, 
durin^r  which  the  line  of  the  so-called  Ro- 
man Catholic  bishops  of  Ireland  bad  been 
altogether  broken,  and  that  it  was  the 
hishope  of  the  United  ehnreh  of  England 
and  Ireland  who  were  the  ri  al  lineal  de- 
scendants of  the  ancient  bishops  of  Ireland. 

LoriD  MONTEAGLK.  in  reply,  stated, 
that  as  the  principle  of  his  clause  had  been 
admitted  rather  than  controverted,  and  as 
the  objection  rdted  against  Um  was  solely 
that  the  c1fit!se  was  unnecessary,  and  that 
the  acts  wiiich  he  proposed  to  legalise  were 
not  prohibited  under  the  Bill,  he  would  not 
expose  the  public  to  the  erroneous  impres- 
sion that  would  arise,  if  the  clause  he  pro- 
posed were  negatived.  He  would  there- 
fore ask  leave  to  withdraw  it;  reserving  to 
Umadf  tfie  power  of  proposing  it,  in  an- 
other abape»  at  a  mon  oanTonient  tone. 


Amendment,  by 
ioithdratDn;  and 
Bill  pa9i$tL 


AssumpHon  BtH, 
leave  of 
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the  House, 


A^^amst 


PROTESTS 
the  Passing  of  the  EccUtiattkti 

Titles  Assumption  Bill. 

"DunMtwn. — X.  Booause*  while  ready  (o 
lield  sad  to  deifelMi  tli«  riglrtc  and  prerogative  «f 

our  Most  Gracious  Sovereign  and  the  honour  and 
the  iudependenco  of  our  country  agaiost  all  aggres- 
sion, we  do  not  feel  omrsclve*  justified  fii  suppwt* 
inc  a  Bill  whi'^h  trmrhrn  n  1 1  it  reliiflous  freedom 
whicb  Uer  M^jtKsty  ha»  bvou  pleased  to  assure  ut 
'  it  is  Iler  dssm  and  firm  detenniiuUioii,  vadsr 
Cud's  !ilo<<ffing,  to  maintain  unimpaired  ;'  which  it 
has  be^u  the  object  of  the  Legislature,  during  the 
last  60  years,  to  extend  and  to  secure  ;  and  vUsk 
now  happily  f/  rms  a  fnrx^nTTiPTital  piirt  of  our  con- 
stitution, and  IS  iusc*|Mu:abiy  bound  up  ■with  our 
civil  liberties. 

"  2.  Bcciuso  It  is  irreconcileablo  with  the  spi» 
rit  and  with  the  letter  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Re- 
lief Act  to  impose  new  and  to  increase  exiiscinp 
penahiesy  flUUng  exolasiv«l7  <m  tlie  mewben  of 
one  TSligtottt  oonudttDioik ;  and  onr  objeetien  to 
this  fatjil  course  is  augmentrd  when  ir  is  .in- 
ooonced  that  this  Bill  may  lead  to  other  tQea»ures 
of  a  ttmilRT  ebttwjter,  iii  tats  tha  stringemiy  tt 
its  pr->v:v{.~T)s  is  not  found  soflolflnft  to aanNT  As 
purposes  of  its  fratacrs. 

**  8.  Beeanae  we  view  with  alarm  the  dadank' 
tory  enactnionts  of  this  Rill,  undefined,  as  they  are, 
in  their  legal  consequences,  rendering  solemn 
antecedent  acts  and  public  instratnents  onlawfld 
and  void,  and  rendering  unla'Tfnl  -ind  toid  likewiio 
all  the  'juriitdtction,  authority,  pre-eminence,  or 
title,'  derived  from  such  acts  and  instminents. 

"  i.  Because  these  alarms  are  increased  frota 
the  want  of  any  clear  definition  in  this  filll  flxin; 
the  incidence  and  the  limits  of  its  penaltic?,  thin 
creating  all  ths  daoigers  which  must  ever  attoad 
vague  and  utraSfiain  laws,  exposing  the  Ronu 
Catholic  laity  to  wrong  and  privation,  interfering 
with  the  jurisdiction  and  ecclesiastical  iuQCtioos 
of  the  Roman  Catbolie  el«rfy,  and  leaving  il  a 
matter  of  grave  doubt  whether  both  parties  may 
not  be  exposed  to  criminal  prosecution  as  well  as 
to  civil  penalty. 

"5.  Because  it  is  irreconcileable  with  the  wiie 
policy  of  late  years,  shown  in  the  repeal  of  bar- 
barous penalties  contained  in  ancient  and  iatoi»- 
rant  laws,  to  revive  and  give  robustness  and 
energjr-  to  a  severe  penal  statute,  passed  neariy 
500  years  back,  enforced  only  once  since  its  enact- 
ment, and  that  in  the  year  1607,  id  a  casa  vhick 
we  am  informed  is  of  doubtftal  authority. 

"6.  Because  wo  cannot  reconcile  the  Charitabls 
Bequests  Act,  which  rec^igiuaes  the  status  and  ex- 
istence  of  Rmnaa  OathoUe  areUtbhopi  and  M* 
shops  and  their  successctr.'*,  oCRciating  and  cxer- 
oismg  episcopal  functioos  in  Irelaod,  with  this 
Bill,  whieh  faiterfares  dfa^eUy  with  tiw  appolal. 
ment  of  such  archbishops  and  bishops,  and  (de- 
clares the  official  instruments  and  o:^i«l  acL&  re- 
(juired  for  such  appointmsnta,  aa  weU  as 
jurisdiction,  autliority,  pre  ominrnpe,  or  titl^ 
derived  therefrom,  to  be  unUiwtul  and  void. 
is  this  dlflrallgr  MSMved  hf  the  aniai 
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•which  leares  it  doabtful  whether  the  4th  section 
may  not  ^vftfti  OtiMT  portions  of  the  Bill,  or  wlie- 
ther  the  fcnoral  import  of  the  Bill  may  not  de- 
prive that  saving  clause  of  its  efficacy. 

Because  it  sectns  illogical,  inexpedient,  and 
irajxwt,  'When  the  RoMiipt  or  Letlen  Apostolical 
«r  the  I'opc,  of  Hie  99th  «f  Septemller,  1850,  are 
relied  on  as  the  cause  and  justification  uf  this 
£ilL  that  we  should  extend  ic«  restraints  to  a  part 
of  Bar  Majesty's  dominlom  to  whiiAi  tlut  Reioript 
Yum  not  any  possihlf  npplio.itiori. 

Because  it  has  been  admitted  in  debate, 
«B  tiifli  l^t  Kutiwriey,  tiiftt  tbe  peMlties  of  this 
l^ill  arc  limited  to  what  arc  described  as  being 
•  pretended  jstes,'  while  ulhcr  Kces  or  districts  are 
subjected  only  to  the  less  severe  provisions  of  the 
10th  Georee  IV.,  chap.  7.  It  therefore  fnllf.wjs 
that  a  ditferent  state  ot'  law  will  exist  in  England 
and  in  Irelaad,  as  wdl  as  in  different  ports  of  Ire. 
land,  producing  anomalies  and  contradictions  in- 
compatible with  sound  legislation  ;  the  severity  of 
the  law  and  its  penalties  not  varyincj  acordiipj^  to 
the  nature  of  theiin|patedotibDoe,  botaooordiu^  to 
the  geofrraphical  limit*  witWn  wMeh  sa<^  iin- 
puted  offence  may  have  bei  n  committed. 

"  9,  Because,  i(  it  should  be  true,  as  has  boca 
Mated  hi  debate  I17  the  sQpporters  'of  this  Bill, 
th.it  if  II  becomes  a  law  it  eaimot  he  carried  into 
eflfect,  but  must  reniaia  '  a  dead  loUer,'  wo  con- 
lUierifcatH  it  still  raoi:e  inconsistent  with  sound 
legislation  to  pass  a  Bill  wliieh,  without  giving  any 
security  whatever,  tampt^rs  with  all  the  principles 
of  religious  ft^edoro.  creates  diMontent  Mud  alarm, 
and  by  hrintrin?  the  inw  into  conlenpt  loMens  its 
fiiroe  and  righttui  authority. 

"10.  Because  •  dtttennincd  resistance  has  been 
offered  to  all  suggestions  made  during  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  for  the  correction  even  of  obvious  and 
Verbal  errors,  as  well  as  for  the  amenilment  of 
certain  provisions  of  whioh  bo  justification  bos 
been  attempted ;  and  beeanse  th*  roHon  assigned 
for  taking  this  course,  arising  from  the  |M)!>sible 
inoonrenienoe  and  delay  apprehended  if  this  Bill 
wem  retamed  to  thft  Home  of  Commom.  ts  in- 
con  -intent  with  the  fixe  deliberations  of  this  Ilouse. 
and  derogatory  to  its  jnsi  rights  and  authority  as 
ft  ImuMh  of  the  Legislature. 

"  1 1.  Because,  upon  the^e  grounds,  Vo  cannot 
but  consider  the  passing  of  this  Bill  to  be  most 
inexpedient  Mid  most  nnjnst.  Wu  consider  it  ill- 
adapted  to  protect  cither  the  preronrrttive  of  the 
Crown  or  the  independence  of  our  country,  while 
oaloulated  to  revive  civil  strife  and  sectarian  dis- 
sensions ;  wo  protest  against  it  likewise  as  a 
departure  from  those  high  principles  of  religious 
lihierty  to  which  our  greatest  statesmen  have  de- 
voted their  iatelleot,  their  gemus.  «ui  their 
Bobleet  exertions. 

"  MoNTSARLB  of  Brandon. 
"  Vaux  of  Uarroirden. 

LttVAt. 

«  Camots. 

**  MoMT  £aol>  (M.  of  Sligo). 

•*]UsMl(iUMMlld). 

"  Fl.SOALL. 

**  CUABLEU05T. 

**  hnnwau 

*•  PiTRS. 

•*  Stod&ton. 

''DONIKR. 

^  AMJimiL  of  WnrdouK" 


"  Dis&EsmcxT. — 1.  Because  no  such  measure 
as  the  present  is  eonsisteiiteittier  irlth  jiistioe  «r 

cxpodicncy, 

"  2.  Becanse  the  Bill  appears  to  have  been 
mainly  dictated  by  the  excitement  which  has  i-e- 
ccntly  prevailed — an  excttemiont  which  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  «nd  the  lx^{;islatl>re 
ratlK'r  to  nllay  than  to  encoura-re.  Any  attempt 
to  interfere  with  doctrines  by  Act,  ot  rarliament 
is  not  only  likely  to  fail,  but  may  even  promote 
what  it  is  iruerided  to  repress. 

"  3.  Because  it  is  most  unreasonable  and  in- 
condftent  to  profbss  to  fnintfli)l  toleration  to  the 
Roman  Catholie  reli^'iun,  and  at  the  r-nmp  time  to 
prohibit  thnt  species  ot"  coninmnication  with  the 
See  of  Ivoiii  -  which  it  indispensable  for  itt  perfect 
diwipline  and  government. 

**  4.  Because  the  undue  a^snmption  of  power 
involved  in  the  terms  of  the  Papal  Rescript  of  the 
29th  of  September,  1850,  and  of  other  documents 
connected  therewith,  however  justly  open  to  ex- 
ception, can  supply  no  reason  for  depriving  Her 
Migestjr's  iionuui  Catholic  subjects  of  a  regular  and 
ordinart  part  of  tti(»ir  ecclesiastical  organisation. 

"  .'.  Tiecause  the  appointmclit  of  --cch  siastical 
oflkers  is  essentially  a  matter  of  religious  coQ» 
cem ;  and  aMiough  it  mttj  be  expedient  in  parti- 
cular  cases  that  such  appointment  should  be  under 
the  control  or  influence  of  the  civil  power — and 
although  it  fs  the  undoubted  duty  of  the  Legisl»> 
ture  to  provide  that  no  temporal  powers  are  etrr- 
cised  and  no  temporal  right"?  mjpairetl,  under  the 
pretext  of  ecdesiastictlnftthtions,  yet  to  restrain 
a  relic'iotts  community  not  estnhlished  by  law  in 
tiio  management  of  its  religious  concerns,  other- 
wise than  by  confining  them  within  the  sphere  of 
religion,  is  inconsistent  with  the  spirit  of  all  our 
recent  legislation.  Such  restraint  involves  the 
principle,  and  majlctd  to  tile  praetioe^  of  i«llgimit 
persecution. 

Because  the  Act  of  the  10th  George  IV., 
chap.  7,  which  for  the  ru>t  timi-  .sir.c(>  the  Ro 
fonoation  secured  to  the  Human  Catholic  subjects 
of  the  Crown  nn  eqnalitr  of  pditieal  Hfhts,  con- 
stituted a  solemn  e\[)re.ssion  of  the  intention  of 
the  L(^;isUitttrc,  and  a  pledge  to  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic eomnuhit^  that  thcf  should  thenosftnrari 
enjoy  a  full  religious  tolemtion. 

"  7.  Because  the  24th  iMectlon  of  the  10th 
George  IV.,  which  prohibits  all  persons  other 
than  those  thereunto  authorised  by  law,  from  as- 
suming the  titles  of  archbishops,  bishops,  and 
deans  of  the  National  Chui-eh,  affords  tto  precedent 
for  this  Bill,  inasmuch  as  the  former  simply  de- 
fends from  invasion  certaia  known  lepal  titles  al- 
ready appropriated,  and  importing:  liiL'h  dignities 
and  Taluable  rights ;  whereas  the  latter  amounts 
to  the  total  prohibition  of  a  diooesan  episcopate. 

"8.  Because  the  pcoal  jiroN  isiim-*  of  tdi-*  l'<ill 
not  only  differ  in  the  above-named  respect  from 
those  of  the  10th  of  George  IV.,  but  they  dlibr 
fiirtlier  to  the  prejudice  of  our  Hotnan  Catholie 
tellow-subjoots,  inasmuch  as  they  are  preceded  by 
rcoitals  and  declarations  of  law,  concerning  which 
the  10th  rieorgo  IV.  was  silent,  whereby  a  new 
and  extended  construction  may  be  given  both  to 
the  penal  provisions  of  this  measure,  and  likewise 
retroactively  to  those  of  the  KUh  deorirc  IV. 

"9.  Because  the  ancient  statutes  against  the 
exercise  of  a  foreign  jurisdiction,  or  restrictive  of 
the  importation  of  Bulls,  Briefs,  and  Hescrtptt. 
which  are  cited  in  justification  of  the  pratentvill, 
an>  uMTMlaUv  ftr  Mnh  *  wnote.  Tb«tt  ata- 
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tntes  lure  long  been  raffi^red  to  nraafai  in  deme- 

tude.  If  now  rorivc^!,  tli  -y  may  be  found  to  assort 
powers  for  the  Crown  which  would  bo  destructiro 
of  the  relij!:iot]R  liberties  seeured  to  Protntant 
Disscntr-rs  a'!  wvW  as  Roman  r.itliolios.  Tlifv 
have  uo  special  rt* feronce  to  tho  esublt!«hnient  uf 
prOTineos  or  aees,  or  to  tho  lu^sumpiion  of  titles, 
h"it  .iri'  equally  and  indiff  ri^ntly  irncrtcil  niraiiist 
all  txeiTiso  of  jurisdiction,  '.vhothor  by  Uiuocsitn 
bishops  or  by  vicarMpoetoli'-,  nti  1  aro  therefore 
incoinp  itiI»!o  with  our  recognised  priooiplos  of 
toleration  .jind  rcR^ious  freedom. 

•*  10.  Because  there  is  a  peculbrly  harsh  and 
nngracious  obaraoter  in  the  present  prohibition  of 
diocesnn  fovemment  of  the  Roman  Catbolie  com- 
munity :  ns  it  is  not  disputed  tiiat  at  various 
periods,  from  the  llefonnation  down  to  a  recent 
date,  tbeseealar  clergy,  and  tamn  especially  the 
Rotii.iii  ratholie  laity,  have  sought  for  tho  intro- 
duction among  themselves  of  a  diocesan  episoo- 

EBcj,  with  the  approval  and  eBoomagonwatof  tbo 
ritish  Government. 

"  11.  Because  there  arc  prcsumplivc  grounds 
for  believing  that  the  late  measures  of  tho  Pope 
have  ?  i'<nt  .■iilo])tiMi  under  the  persuasion  thnt,  if 
ho  should  do  what  iu  his  judgment  was  requisite 
Ibr  tho  spiritual  wants  and  interests  of  his  own 
communion,  the  advisers  of  tho  Crown  not  only 
irould  hare  no  desire,  but  had,  in  fact,  publicly 
disclaimed  all  intention  and  ail  title  to  interfere. 

"  12.  Because  this  Bill,  while  it  professes  to 
refer  to  Roman  Catbolio  titles,  enacts  a  farther 
and  wholly  ^ratuit'ius  intciTorL'iii''_'  with  ruli^^ious 
freedom,  by  forbidding  the  assumption  of  cpiscopni 
tides  on  the  part  ot  anjr  other  persons  ttian  the 
prelates  of  the  Established  Church  ;iud  tho  pre- 
lates of  the  Scottish  Episcopal  Cuuiiuunlou.  By 
the  exception  from  ito  provisions  of  the  last- 
□nmcd  prcUtes,  who  are  appointed  inJopondontly 
of  tho  Royal  atuhunty,  tliu  l^ill  plaiuly  aduiitsi 
that  the  appointment  of  bishops  is  in  its  essence 
a  spiritual  matter,  and  thereby  oondemns  its  own 
principal  provisions. 

"  lo.  Because  it  is  iiioxpedient  to  protect  tho 
rights  of  the  episcopate  established  by  law,  by 
needleaa  and  unjust  restraints  upon  the  religiouj? 
freedom  ofoth^-rs.  Such  protrntion  is  likely  to 
weaken  ratbt-r  than  to  strengthen  the  National 
Chnreh  in  Its  proper  olftee  «f  OMintaininf  and  en- 
larging itii  inflii<?neooTer  the  people  by  moral  and 
spiritual  means. 

"  1 4.  Because  tbo  Bill,  beaides  bein;  unjust  in 
principle,  i:ie;it1y  endangers  the  peace  and  har- 
mony of  the  various  classes  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects in  tti<>  United  Kingdooi,  and  espeeiamyin 
Ireland.  Should  the  measure  be  carried  into  ac- 
tual operation,  it  may  engender  the  most  serious 
piiliticil  and  social  evils  ;  whil",  if  it  should  not  bo 
put  in  tbrce  against  the  use  of  the  titles  openly  as> 
aumed,  its  introduction  Into  the  Statirt«Mbodt  will 
have  tended  to  disj>,ir;iL:r  (!>•!  <ii?;iiity  of  Parlia* 
meat  and  the  authority  of  tiie  law. 

"  Gordon  (Aberdeen). 
"  NawcsaTLs. 
**  CAwaiiTft. 
"  St.  (jKRUAirs. 

•*  Wbarnci.ii-fk. 
"  Ltxteltox. 

'*  MovTKa«t.s(of  Bnmdon}." 

V.\rx  of  llarrowdon, 
"  rsTRa. 

'*  SnraRT  ni  Dioim. 
«i  n 


For  all  but  tl)0  4th 
and  13tb  raawwi. 


CHARITABLE  TRUSTS  BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (aoeordtagtoeidir). 

Clauses  1  to  19  ineluuTe*  ogretd  lo. 

On  Clause  20, 

The  DcKE  of  CLEVELAND  moved  that 
the  three  Rojftl  London  hospitals  shouU  be 
exempted  from  the  operatioii  of  the  BiH  He 
was,  be  said,  connected  with  only  one  <tf 
those  hospitals — Christ  Church — the  pccn- 
niarj  affairs  of  which  were  maaag^  with 
the  atrietest  propriety,  and  no  abate  had 
ever  been  alleged  against  it.  If  thelui^ 
pilals  should  be  placed  under  the  commis- 
sion estnlOi^hcd  by  this  Bill,  persons  would 
not  be  anxious  to  become  governors,  and 
the  interesta  of  the  eherily  would  iber^ 
suffer.  The  noble  Dalce  eulogised  the 
system  of  education  at  Christ's  Hospital, 
and  instanced  the  recent  case  of  &  boj 
educated  there  who  had  takea  high  ho- 
nours at  Cambridge,  mid  was  now  R^rnn 
Professor  of  Civil  Law  at  that  UniTecsitf, 
Mr.  Sumner  Maync. 

After  a  few  words  from  tho  Eari  of 
Warwick,  whteh  were  iiuMtdible  in  Ae 
gallery, 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  tliat 
the  noble  Duke  had  quite  mistaken  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  There  would  not  he 
tho  slightest  intetfufenee  with  the  detaib 
of  the  maoagement  of  these  histitotions. 
There  were  many  other  eharitles  whick 
had  desired  to  be  exempted  from  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Bill,  and  he  did  not  see  on 
what  gnrands  they  could  exempt  one  with> 
out  granting  a  similar  exemptloa  to  othm. 
There  was  no  interference  proposed  by  the 
Bill  that  any  person  could  reasonably  object 
to. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Sari  «f 
CuicHESiEE  and  the  Marquess  of  Siin- 

Amendment  Negatiiyed. 

House  adjourned  till  To>moR«w* 


HOUSK  OF  COMMONS, 
TuMdct^,  M9  29, 1851. 

MrwuTKS.l    Public  BiiJ-a. — 1"  BaUatk 
S«  Medieal  Cbarittea  (iMland). 

CASE  OF  AKN  HICKS. 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  wished  ts 
ask  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Commlssiotier 
of  Woods  and  Forests,  wliether  Ann  Hicks 
held  a  house  in  Urde  Park  by  the  gift  «»f 
George  II..  or  by  what  teaure  ahe  oeeiqiisd 
the  house  from  which  she  had  been  evielid; 
and  also  whether  the  nohie  Loid  had  fff>» 
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mitted  any  other  liouse  to  be  erected  in 
llM  Parkf 

LoBD  SEYMOUR  snid.  that  in  nnswcr 
to  the  first  question  of  the  bon.  Gentleman, 
he  had  to  state,  that  Ann  TTicks  did  not 
hold  anj  house  by  the  cift  of  George  II., 
or  of  any  other  Royal  nersonage  at  all. 
The  first  time  he  (Lord  Seymour)  erer 
heard  of  hor  chxiin  to  a  house  as  tlio  gift 
of  any  Koyal  personage  was  a  few  weeks 
ago.    In  1843,  Aun  Hicks,  like  several 
other  persons,  had  a  little  stall  where  she 
sold  apples  and  gingerbread  in  the  park. 
Previous  to  that  she  had  occupied  one  of 
the  old  conduits  there.    She  subscqucDtly 
wrote  to  the  Comniissionera  of  Woods  and 
Forests,  and  requested  Icavo  to  build  a 
pinrc  to  ]ac\  up  hor  ginger-beer  bottles  in; 
and,  atier  some  corres[>ontlcuce  with  the 
Commissioners,  they  told  her  she  might 
have  a  wooden  stand,  the  same  as  some 
persons  had  near  where  the  cows  are  kept 
in  St.  James's  Park.    Shortly  nftcrn-nnis 
she  wrote  to  the  Commissioners  again, 
saying  she  was  very  much  ohligcd  by  their 
replj,  hut  that  she  should  like  to  build  her 
stall  ef  hriek  instead  of  wood,  as  a  ^vooden 
one  was  insecure,  and  liable  to  be  bi  oken 
open;  but  in  all  those  applications  she  never 
made  any  allusion  to  any  Royal  gift,  but 
always  rested  her  daim  on  her  having  fif- 
teen children  to  support.   After  some  time 
the  Coromisaioners  allowed  her  to  make 
her  stand  of  hrick  instead  of  wood.  Hav- 
^oi  that  leaye,  she  wrote  to  the  Com- 
tmssioners,  and  said  tliat  her  stand  was 
not  quite  large  enough,  and  she  wished  tu 
make  it  larger,  as  ?ltr>  Ind  so  mr.ny  gin- 
ger-beer bottles  sho  did  not  know,  where 
to  pot  them.    The  Commissioners  gave 
way  to  her,  and  said  she  might  make  her 
stand  five  fort  high,  but  no  higiier.  She 
then  wrote  again  in  tlic  following  year, 
and  said  that  she  was  very  much  obliged 
for  the  little  bat  sho  had  got,  and  that  it 
was  a  great  accommodation  to  her,  and 
that  she  had  not  the  least  wish  to  make  a 
residence  of  it;  but  that  if  the  Commis- 
sioners would  allow  her  to  have  a  little 
fireplaee  in  it,  it  would  be  of  great  nse  to 
her  to  make  a  cup  of  tea.    The  Commis- 
sioners resisted  that,  and  told  her  they 
could  not  allow  her  to  have  a  fireplace; 
thai  her  hnt  was  a  place  merely  flowed 
her  to  pat  by  her  bottles  in,  ud  that  she 
must  not  use  it  as  a  residence.    She  again 
wrote  to  the  Commissioners,  savin*^  that 
the  roof  of  her  shed  wanted  repair,  that 
the  rain  eame  in,  and  might  she  be  allowed 
te  repair  it  and  keep  the  rain  out  ?  The 
Boaro  told  her  she  might  lepair  it  so  as  to 
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keep  the  rain  out,  but  that  she  must  mako 
no  alteration  in  it.  Uowerer,  shortly  af- 
terwards the  Commisioncn  found  that  the 
hut  had  a  roof  and  a  chimney.  When  ho 
(Lord  Seymour)  came  into  othce,  in  lcS50, 
the  hut  not  only  had  got  a  roof  and  chim« 
ney.  but  there  was  a  little  ^den  to  h, 
with  hurdles  round.  Ann  Hieks  said,  the 
hurdles  were  put  up  because  it  was  so  dis- 
agreeable to  have  people  looking  in  at  her 
window.  His  attentiou  was  called  to  the 
matter  from  the  frequent  disputes  between 
the  authorities  of  the  park  and  Ann  Hicks. 
The  Inirdlea  were  continually  advancing 
and  encroaching  on  the  pai*k.  She  was 
told  to  put  them  bock;  hut  she  made  so 
much  noiso  nud  abuse  about  it,  that  none 
of  tlio  park  authorities  cared  to  meddle 
with  her.  They  all  gave  hiui  very  bad 
accounts  of  her.  He  also  asked  a  gentle- 
man who  was  connected  with  the  manace- 
mcnt  of  the  park,  though  not  with  bis 
(Lord  Seymour's)  department,  and  he  gave 
him  nn  account  equally  unfavourable  of 
Auu  Hicks.  Upon  that  he  thought  it 
time  that  some  proceedings  should  be  taken 
against  her,  because  it  was  qdte  onmual 
to  allow  any  residence  in  the  park.  The 
law  was  decidedly  against  it;  and  he  was 
also  told  that  if  they  sanctioned  thia  for  a 
few  years,  there  wouJd  be  great  difficulty, 
eventually,  in  removing  her.  Before  he 
took  any  step,  however,  he  wrote  to  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  as  ranger  of  the 
park;  and  his  Grace,  with  that  considera- 
tion which  he  gave  to  the  minutest  details, 
wrote  him  word  that  he  was  coming  to 
town  ond  would  inquire  into  the  whole  case. 
Accordingly,  when  his  Grace  came  to  town, 
he  wrote  to  him  (Lord  Seymour),  and  said 
ho  ought  to  apply  fur  legal  advice,  and  re- 
move Ann  Hicks  from  the  park  at  once, 
lie  then  referred  nil  the  correspondence  to 
the  solicitors  of  the  office,  and  Ann  Hicks 
was  senred  with  a  notice  to  remove;  but 
he  told  her,  that  if  she  would  go  from  the 
park  and  not  give  them  any  trouble,  ho 
would  take  care  that  some  allowance  should 
bo  made  to  her.  But  she  would  not  go; 
she  said  it  was  her  ground,  and  that  no> 
thing  could  remove  her.  He  then  gave 
directions  that  proceedings  should  be  taken 
to  remove  her,  and  she  would  not  move 
until  those  proceedings  were  aetually  taken. 
She  then  wrote  again  to  the  Commission- 
ers, and  said  that  she  owed  a  small  debt 
of  6/.  or  71.  for  the  repairs  of  her  cot- 
tage, but  she  said  nothing  of  a  Royal  gift. 
He  thereupon  told  her  that  if  she  went,  sho 
should  have  5s.  a  week  for  the  next  year, 
and  that  would  secure  her  a  house  in  Itea  of 


{Jolt  29,  1851} 


uiyiii^cd  by  Google 


1683         Mttt4»p(iiit^         {COMMONS}  SemmBOL  im 

4 

ontto  vhiebalieliad  no  legd  right.  lie  i  Thcj  had  much  better  appoint  one  re^pon- 

also  £r«Te  her  «?ome  money  at  once  to  pay  sible  and  well-pakl  party  as  the  heftd  of  thfe 


pay 

for  the  repairs;  but  a  builder  afterwards 
called  upon  him  and  said  that  sko  oirod 
him  fan  debt  for  the  repairs  of  the  eottege 
still.  In  fact^  instead  of  paying  the  debt 
with  the  money  hr'  (Lord  Scymonr)  had 
given  her,  she  spent  it  iu  getting  some 
placard*  printed  and  placing  them  about 
the  park,  changing  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  anil  Forests  with  liiinUliip  and  op- 
pression towards  her.  As  to  any  otluT 
cottage  being  erected  in  tlio  park,  the  uiily 
<Nie  Im  was  aware  of  was  the  oettage  pro- 
poaed  to  be  bvilt  by  Prince  Albert  as  a 
model  cottage.  When  it  was  built,  he, 
(Lord  Soy  mom)  snid  it  could  not  bo  al- 
lowed tu  rcumiu,  and  his  Royal  Highness 
proinisei  that  it  ahould  be  taken  down  next 
Xoveraber. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STITART  :  Will  the 
noble  Lord  state  how  many  years  this  cot- 
tage of  Anne  Hicks  was  built  ? 

jMLb  SEYMOUR :  In  1843  she  com- 
menced building  her  place  of  briefc  inatead 
of  wood. 

M&.  WAKLEY  :  Would  she  have  been 
^ted  if  the  Crystal  Palace  ha4  not  been 
nreeted  ? 

Loii!!  SEYMOUR  :  Her  ejection  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  erection 
of  the  Crystal  Palace. 

Bttbjeet  dropped. 

METROPOLITAN  SKWERS  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
«That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ohair." 

Mr.  WAKf.EY  said,  he  should  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  this  £iil,  on  that  day  three 
months.  He  ranch  regretted  that  such  a 
Bill  should  have  been  introduced  at  so  late 
ft  peno«I  of  the  Session.  The  object  of 
thiA  iiiii  was  to  continue  the  present  Com- 
miision«  and  to  giro  the  Chainnan  a  salary 
4^  IfOCKM.  a  year.  There  were  several 
other  snhject??,  such  ns  the  sup|)ly  of  water 
and  the  question  of  interments,  which  with 
that  now  before  them  were  branches  of  one 
great  qnnsUon,  and  ehonki  all  be  dealt  with 
together  npon  some  comprehensive  plan; 
but  lie  vrn^  sorry  to  sec  that  Her  Mnjr  -;t  v's 
Government  did  not  at  present  show  any 
intention  to  do  so.  The  business  of  lins 
Coamission  waa  eondneted  in  the  loosest 
manner,  and  he  thought  it  was  not  right 
that  the  ratepayers  of  tlie  metropolis  s!u>u1d 
be  taxi'il  to  the  exicnt  thev  were  bv  an  ir- 


C'ommi?5sion, 


-paifi  party 
and  do  nwav 


with  Biich  a 


mongrel  body  as  the  pre^nt  board.  D urine 
the  last  year  the  Commisrion  had  reesifel 
77,000is  from  mtcs,  and  13.000^.  ftma 

contributions;  the  total  payments,  howerer. 
during  the  year,  were  94,500^.,  and  the 
total  charge  was  125,9002.  The  charge 
for  management  was  23,463^.;  aodobserre 
that  this  enormous  charge  came  out  of  the 
pockets  of  the  metropolitan  ratepayers, 
who  were  complaining  of  this  Commi^on 
as  a  greater  noisaneo  than  even  the  sewsra 
themselves.  Under  these  eireamstaneeSi 
it  wonld  not  be  very  pleasant  to  them  to 
see  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission 
was  to  receive  this  salary.  He  hoped  that 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Goferti* 
ment  would  sco  the  propriety  of  nerdy 
prolfMii:;''!!^,  with  alterntirMi.  the  p(>w(>r^  of 
the  CouimisAioners,  until  some  new  ar- 
rangement could  be  made  with  regard  to 
all  the  branehea  of  this  importint  qne9> 
tfoOi  The  gentleman  (Mr.  Frank  Fei^et^ 
who  conducted  the  general  enfrinecrin? 
business  of  the  Gonimiasion  received  l,500fc 
a  year*  Now,  if  he  was  a  competent  psi^ 
son,  why  not  make  him  the  only  Oom«Ib- 
pioner,  and  they  would  then  obtain  a  eon> 
centration  of  responsiljilitT  ? 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  seconded  the 
Amendment*  He  eottsidnred  ihe  measnni 
which  the  €h>?emient  had  introdoeed  witk 
respect  to  the  metropolis  jrross  jnh^, 
which  had  met  with  the  ^I'liorai  ilis.iripro- 
bation  of  the  luiiubitautH  oi'  tiie  mctro> 
polls. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  fnjii 
the  word  "  That  "  to  the  end  of  tlie  QueSi 
tion,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  tbil 
House  will  upon  this  day  three  tnostkt 
resolve  itself  rato  the  said  Commiltsei*' 
instead  tlieroof. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  tiie  EXCIIK- 
QUER  said,  that  be  did  not  think  tiut 
either  of  the  two  Gentiemeii  trho  had  sd' 
dressed  the  House  had  shown  any  god 
reasons  for  rejecting  the  Mntion  beftirp 
them.  The  Bill  had  not  bc^n  introduced 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session,  on  »c- 
oount  of  the  tnTestigations  which  bai  bw* 
^oiog  on  before  a  Select  Committee  with 
rr-^peet  to  the  Bupply  of  water  to  the  me- 
tropolis, lor  as  it  was  evident  that  this  *»* 
intimately  connected  with  the  sewer  qw^ 
tion»  it  was  thonghi  ineipedlMit  is  bihi| 
in  any  measure  which  might  hare  been 
rendered  unnecessary,  or  have  b(H?n  siip«r- 
??ede(l  hr  tlie  Report  of  that  ComoiiM^ 


respousible  body  like  tiiijti  Couiiumiuu.  1  As,  Lowe vci'>  tiiut  Committee  had  not  bMA 
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«ble  to  make  ftnj  Report  duriog  the  Ses* 
MOD,  it  was  nwesaarj  to  past  tbe  present 
Bin*  which  merely  proposed  to  continue  the 
yroiOllt  Commission,  with  some  nhcrations 
Itttroilueed  to  make  it  a  more  working 
Commission,  and  to  secure  the  regular  at- 
tendmiee  of  oiw  penoa.  It  wm  not  pro- 
poMd  M  A  penuuioat  sneoonre,  bat  as  a 
means  of  bndging  OTer  this  year,  and  of 
waiting  for  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
which  be  had  mentioned,  and  which  might 
lead  to  qnila  a  diffsront  arrangement.  But 
while  it  was  inexpedient  to  hrinj^  on  a  pcr- 
mnnent  measure  without  beincf  i-i  posses- 
sion of  the  information  wiiich  wouid  be  de- 
livod  from  the  Report  of  that  Committee, 
H  woflld  bo  impoMiUe  to  let  this  body  drop 
dtirtnjj  the  present  voj\r,  n-^  there  were 
works  and  arrangements  in  progress  which 
must  be  carried  out. 

Hk.  BBRNAL  OSBORNB  tatd,  that 
the  argument  of  the  right  honi  ChaneeUor 
of  tho  Exchequer  would  have  hvon  a  very 
good  one,  if  applied  to  the  Commission  as 
it  now  oxitted;  bnt  this  wat  a  new  Bill 
idtogether.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  npri  nut  a  Comnnssioner  with 
a  salary  of  l.UUUi.  a  y^nr,  and  to  reduce 
the  quorum  from  six  to  two.  He  consid- 
«rei  aneh  a  proportion  a  perfect  fareo : 
wha  ever  heard  of  such  a  quorum  ? — there 
wns  not  a  single  public  body  doing  busi- 
ness wiiii  such  a  quorum.  As  to  the  pre- 
sent Commissioners,  it  was  utterly  impos- 
siUa  they  eenld  attend  to  the  dntiea  of  the 
Board;  for  all  of  tbem,  except  perhaps  his 
noblo  Friend  the  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Viscount  Ebrington)  had  various  other 
duties  to  perform  {  the  oonteqiienoe  of 
which  wae,  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
Board  were  continually  adjourned.  The  Go- 


as  they  had  with  respect  to  it,  bringing  it 
in  on  tike  25th  Jdj,  and  then  telling  the 
Honse  that  they  mnat  mns  it  because  some 
Bill  was  necessary.  He  believed  that  it 
was  quite  an  after-thought  to  sar  that  there 
was  any  intention  to  deal  with  this  and  the 
water  question,  and  that  of  interments  in 
one  measure.  He  would  not,  howerer, 
even  by  the  inducement  thus  lield  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer, 
be  led  to  pass  this  Bill,  which  would  give 
1,000^.  a  year  to  some  officioal  personage, 
and  give  tlie  Commissioners  the  power  of 
acting  with  such  a  quorum  as  ho  had  never 
before  heard  of.  He  would  support  the 
Amendment,  and  he  trusted  the  House 
would  prevent  the  GoTcmment  from  pass* 
in?  the  Bill. 

Viscoi-NT  EBRINGTON  said:  In  rising 
on  this  late  but  first  and  only  opportunity 
yet  afforded  me  of  answering  the  ealomnies 
»for  by  no  other  name  will  I  describe  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  M»Miibor  for  Lambeth — 
the  calumnies  and  misreprosentations  so 
sednlottsly  eirenlated  both  in  this  House 
and  oat  of  this  House  against  my  Col- 
leagues of  the  Commission  of  Sewers  and 
mvBelf,  I  fool  that  I  am  placed  under  very 
heavy  disiidvantaffes.  My  own  natural  in- 
capacity for  public  speaking,  aggraTated 
by  the  habitual  silence  imposed  on  me  fer 
several  3'ears  by  my  late  ot^iVp;  the  absence 
of  my  distinguished  Colleagues  the  Mem- 
bers for  Whitehaven  and  Norwich,  whose 
high  reputation  and  practical  skill  in  the 
planning  and  exeeotion  of  great  works  are 
known  to  every  one  except  to  the  Members 
for  Mnrjlebone  and  Lewes;  and,  above  all» 
the  peculiar  nature  of  the  subject  viidef 
consideration,  which,  while  it  deals  with 
much  that  is  disagreeable  niul  rrpTi1sivr>, 


YcrnniCTTt  ought  not  to  do  this  themselves;  I  requires  much  study  and  attention  bctoro 
it  was  titcir  duty  to  give  to  this  great  town  it  can  be  comprehended:  these  obvious  dis« 


mmieipallties  of  its  own,  and  let  them  go 
rern  their  own  matters.  He  objected  to 
bridging  over  the  next  venr  ni  an  fTpfn-^n 
of  I.OOOi.  a  year,  for  tho  Commiasiou  had 
already  cost  the  country  sufficient.  Tliey 
had  in  the  last  year  levied  a  rate  oif 
33,000Z..  and  he  believed  that  all  of  it  but 
6,000i.  was  expended.  Rather  than  pro- 
ceed with  this  new  Bill,  ho  would  prefer 
«entintthig  under  the  old  system. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  wished  to 

ask  tbo  nnbln  [jorfl  (Viscount  I'llirin '^'•tnn) 
what  was  tljo  original  estiuiate  of  the  Victo- 
ria sewer,  what  was  the  contract  price,  and 
what  was  the  actual  cost?  He  decidedly 
•hjeeted  to  this  Bill,  nor  did  he  think  that 
tl  WM  orsditable  to  the  Goferament  to  set 


advantages,  together  with  tbe  unfaTonrablo 

period  of  the  Session  we  have  arrived  at, 
"  O  lid  almost  make  roe  despair  of  your  at. 
teution;  but  for  my  confident  reliance,  1  will 
not  say  so  much  on  Uie  indulgence  of  the 
House,  though  I  know  I  mnch  need  that, 
as  on  that  spirit  of  justice  and  Iotc  of  fait 
play,  and  that  readiness  to  give  a  full 
hearing  to  any  one  who  has  boon  attacked, 
when  speaking  in  vbdieatfon  of  himsdf 
and  his  Colleagues,  which  have  alwa3's 
honourably  characterised  this  IIompp.  In 
order  to  place  the  whob?  rn?5e  more  clearly 
before  you,  perhaps  1  may  be  allowed  very 
shortly  to  reeall  to  the  recolleetien  of  the 
House  the  condition  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
QoTenasent  fsmid  the  admittistiatioa  of 
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the  sewers  of  the  Metropolis,  when  they 
issued  the  first  Consolidated  Commissioo 
in  1847,  and  a  short  recapitulation  of  what 
those  two  Consolidated  Commissions  per- 
formed, before  I  come  to  the  acts  of  my 
CoUeagties  on  dw  present  Oommissioii  and 
my  own. 

The  existence  of  Cominlssionors  of 
Sewers  is  of  very  con«<i(leral»lc  antiquity; 
but  with  those  times  wo  have  nothing  now 
to  do,  further  than  to  remember  that  the 
law  under  which  the  former  separate  Com- 
missions note  J.  Kas  tho  general  statute  on 
Sewers  of  Henry  VITI.,  toixcther  with  cer- 
tain separate  local  Acts,  must  ot  them  of  re- 
cent date,  and  alleontatning  different^  if  not 
oonflioting,  prorisions.  The  total  number 
of  Commissioners  having  jurisdiction  over 
tho  seven  districts  into  which  the  natural 
drainage  area  of  the  metropolis  was  arbi- 
trarily divided,  had  long  amounted  to  be- 
tween 500  and  1,000.  Tho  wholo  of 
these  Commissioners  wcro  by  law  nomi- 
nated hj  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  no- 
thing was  less  attended  to  in  tbeir  appoint- 
ment than  their  qualifications  or  fitness  for 
tho  office.  The  members  of  iho  various 
Commissions  consisted  of  a  few  jiersons  of 
tho  highest  eminence,  such  as  the  Duke 
of  Wellington,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
■nd  others  of  that  class,  who,  of  course, 
never  attended  at  all — indeed,  some  of 
them  learnt,  for  tiie  first  time,  tho  office 
they  had  for  years  been  filling,  on  receiv- 
ing their  writ  of  sapersedeas  in  1847;  of 
a  number  of  less  eminent  persons,  who  at- 
tended very  seldom;  and,  lastly,  of  a  small, 
and  in  some  instances  by  no  means  disin- 
terested, body  of  persons,  who,  in  fact, 
transacted  the  business  of  the  Commis- 


each  occasion  of  obtaining  contracts; 
as  to  the  increase  allowed  to  parte 
after  they  had  obtained  oontraets:  wbfis 

as  to  the  cn^^ineering  skill,  itwasprofed 
that  works  in  opposition  to  ihe  known 
principles  of  engineering  and  hydraulics, 
and  sewers  of  a  form  at  once  roost  ex- 
pensive, and  ill  calculated  eitiier  for  dura- 
bility or  et^icicney,  were  ordered,  in  spite 
of  the  rcmonstrauces  of  the  surveyor; 
that  there  were  no  complete  maps,  lereh, 
or  plans  of  the  district,  and  that  what  feir 
existed  were  so  had  a"       mislead  rather 
than  assist  those  who  sought  information. 
I  need  say  no  mure  of  the  other  districts, 
which  seem  generally  to  haTe  been  rather 
worse  than  better  managed  as  sepaisie 
concerns,  than  to  observe  that  ther«  was 
no  uniformity  of  practice  and  little  con- 
cert among   them  for  combined  works, 
though  the  natural  linea  of  onl&ll  cfltt 
led  from  one  to  another;  and  that  m 
the  Surrey  and  Kent  division,  compristnf 
a  rental  of  more  than  one  and  a  balf 
millions,  works  were  on  the  point  i^  be> 
ing  executed  bj  the  Commissioners  at 
the  time   they  were  Ruperseded,  to  tho 
extent  of  more  than  100,000/.,  and  others 
still  larger  were  contemplated,  roost  ex- 
pensive aa  well  as  inefficimt  and  objection' 
able  in  their  character.  In  consequence  of 
the  want  of  combined  action,  and  of  the 
complete  absence  of  trnstwortljy  informa- 
tion, examples  most  ludicrous,  if  they  bad 
not  been  disaatrona  and  ezpenuTe  In  tbsir 
consequences,  occurred  of  sewers  rmni^f 
up  hill,  or  parnllol  to  each  other;  of  their 
missing  each  other  when  intended  to  joio, 
and  crossing  each  other  when  never  SI- 
pected;  but  the  most  serious  instaose  is 


sion,  though  latterly  checked,  to  a  certain  that  given  by  Mr.  Roe,  of  a  qnarter  of  s 


extent,  in  tho  instance  of  the  Westmin- 
ster Commission,  by  tho  public-spirited  op- 

S>sition  and  interference  especially  of  Mr. 
yng  and  Mr.  Leslie.  The  Holborn  and 
Fiiisbiiry  Commissioners  were  wisely  in 
the  habit  of  acting  on  tlio  siii2;i!;estions  of 
their  able  and  vnluublu  otlieor,  Mr.  Ivoc; 
bnt  as  to  the  demoralised  system  of  manage- 
ment of  the  Westminster  Commission-^nd 
that  maj  serve  in  most  particulars  as  a 
sample  of  others — I  need  say  no  more  than 
that,  on  most-  conclusive  evidence,  Mr. 
Leslie's  all^atlons  were  established  (I 
quote  from  the  Report  of  the  Metropolitan 
Sanitary  Commission),  as  to  the  practical 
self-nomination  of  the  Court;  as  to  tho 
surveyors  being  paid  by  a  commission 
npon  the  cost  of  their  works;  aa  to  a 
series  of  anspicious  ciroBnutaneea  on 
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million   wasted   in   the    construction  of 
large  works  on  a  radically  wrong  baais. 
Not  to  speak  of  the  larger  works  of  sew- 
erage, or  rather  elongated  cesspool^  of  thil 
description  upon  whi^h  not  tens  but  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  had  been  wastetl,  I 
may  mention  that  the  ordinary  drains  ftr 
houses  'commnmcating  with  the  strsst 
sewers  cost  more  than  four  times  as  much 
on  an  nvcrai^e  as  our*8  now  do,  and  that 
tho  expense  of  other  operations  on  tiie 
new  system,  whoa  compared  with  those 
under  the  old,  is  in  much  the  same  propo^ 
tion.    And,  lastly,  I  must  add  that  for 
such  corrupt  and  inefficient  and  uncombiaed 
management,  the  general  average  of  cost 
to  the  ratepayers  was,  during  1847» 
rate  of  more  than  7«.  per  cent  per  anoan 
on  the  rateable  annosl  valao  of  the  sstsa 
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(lUlricts,  while,  notwithstanding  the  dis< 
adnuitage  of  having  to  prooure  much  in* 
fonnation  which  ought  to  have  hecn  hc- 
qncathed  to  us  by  our  preilcccssors,  the 
charge  for  management  under  the  new 
CoaaoUdated  Conmniisaion  was,  during 
1849,  actually  helow  Os.  per  cent  on  the 
rateable  annual  value  of  the  district  unJer 
their  active  jurisdiction;  and  has  not  sLace 
at  all  materially  increased. 

When  ia  the  mtmnn  of  1847»  as  is  well 
known,  the  whole  of  these  former  Commis- 
sioners were  superseded,  the  new  Commis- 
&ious  for  the  seven  districts  were  all  nddre.ss- 
ed  to  the  same  body  of  gentlemen,  who  fui  ui- 
ed  precttcally  one  eoDMlidated  Commimion 
for  the  management  of  the  sewers  of  the 
metropolis.  They  continued  thus,  by  an 
evasion,  to  manage  the  business  as  one 
concern,  till  Parliament,  by  the  Metro- 
politan Sewers  Aet  of  1848  plaeed  the 
whole  metropolis,  with  a  certain  extent  of 
suburban  district,  under  the  jurisdictio'i  of 
one  body  of  Commissioners;  and  ti>e  Ciown, 
with  some  few  exeeptions,  reappointed  the 
original  body  as  Commissioners*  to  work 
out  the  provisions  of  the  new  Act.  On 
account  of  its  unnianni^euble  numbers, 
and  for  other  reasons  which  I  need  not 
now  enter  upon,  that  body  wins  snporseded 
in  Oelober,  1849,  of  the  following  year, 
wbien  the  present  Commission  was  appoint- 
ed. As  I,  however,  was  a  member  of 
both  these  Commissions,  and  as  much 
abase  has  been  most  unfoirly  lerelted 
against  them,  I  hope  the  House  will  allow 
1110  to  rocapitnlato  n  few  of  onr  principal 
labours.  And  I  will  do  so,  not  in  the 
words  of  mjr  noble  Friend,  Lord  Carlisle's 
Charge  to  the  Westminster  Jury,  nor  in 
those  of  any  official  or  Government  an- 
thority,  lest  the  account  should  be  tainted 
with  partiality,  but  in  those  of  a  bitter 
assailant  of  iho  GoTernraenC-^  writer  hi 
Ihie  Westminster  Review,  who  concludes  a 
most  hostile  article  on  the  Ministerial  pro- 
ccedini^  of  the  Session  of  IS4'J,  with 
a  bbort  review  of  what  had  been  done 
with  regard  to  the  sewers  of  the  metro- 
polis 

"  The  Metropolitan  Sc^rrs  Act  was  pns-^rd, 
with  the  object  of  consolidating  the  motr<<[)'<li(au 
sreas  under  one  manngcmcnt,  and  for  giuirjr  ox- 
tended  powers  of  draining  ami  sowcring  the  whole. 
The  gigantic  cesspool  systeai,  v  hioh  had  so  lonj; 
nambend  itstbounnds  and  tf  un  nf  thouMands  of 
Tfctim^,  was  to  be  grappltnl  with,  and,  if  possible, 
put  end  to.  The  luaiu  sewerage  was  to  be 
remodelled  evoty  where,  and  introduced  for  tlio 
tint  time  in  many  parts.  The  river  was  to  be 
pnnfteil,  and  some  other  outlet  provided  for  the 
UfM  nfiise  of  9,900,90^  of  hoinaii  beings,  and 


sevend  huodreds  of  thovnnds  of  horses  and 

cattle. 

"  The  universal  abolition  of  cesspools  was  a 
totally  new  proposfd.  Ko  sa«h  nieasare  had  ever 
been  rf.iHsecl  in  the  history  of  the  civilized  world. 
It  required  that  there  should  be  introduced  for  the 
first  time,  iolo  the  wretched  'tenemenls  of  the 
poor,  conveniences  and  luxuries  that  have  always 
been  the  monopoly  of  the  rich,  and  which  are 
asiodtlsd  in  the  pnbUe  nund  with  allltteneo  and 
expense. 

'*  To  effect  this  object,  it  would  not  serve"*ta 
give  the  order  to  the  builders  and  plumben,  whose 
business  it  is  to  supply  first-class  houves  with 
water-closets  and  drain  pipes,  to  enlarge  their  bu- 
siness fifcy-fold,  and  go  forth  to  every  court  and 
alley,  and  erect  their  fittings  in  every  domicile. 
The  conw<)tient  bilta,  in  their  aggregate  ot  mil- 
lions of  nioiioy,  could  ncvci-  Ito  discharged  by  the 
population  that  had  entailed  them.  If  there  were 
no  ether  alternative,  London  nraat  be  a  oHy  of 
cesspools  until  it  became  at  least  a  tUtj  whsrs 
every  man  paid  Tecl's  income  tax. 

'*  To  reduce  the  oost  of  the  water^eloiet  nppa- 
mtn"»  so  low,  that  every  householder  in  London 
could  afford  to  pny  it,  was  therefore,  one  of  the 
duties  of  the  new  Coruniission.  This  tuk  had  to 
1h'  ncpnmplislnjvl  p.irtiy  hy  the  utmost  economy  in 
the  appjirutua  lUeh',  partly  by  distributing  the  cost 
of  it  over  a  scries  of  year*  in  the  fiinn  of  an  im- 
provement rate.  The  preparation  and  collection 
of  this  now  species  of  rate  formed  one  very  heavy 
item  in  the  duties  of  the  Commission.  A  number 
of  other  matters,  many  of  them  full  of  difficulty, 
had  to  bo  undertaken  as  indispensable  conditions 
to  the  grand  desideratum  of  purifying  the  dwel- 
lings of  the  metropolis,  and  tho  water  of  the 
Thames.  Tb»  fToonring  of  a  proper  supply  of 
wntor  is  only  oM  of  tMwl  «f  tho«e  prellnlnaiy 
conditions. 

**  On  the  matter  of  rectifying  the  nmin  sewers 

acn  atid  ol»t.iini;i::T  a  proper  outfill,  It  w.is  obvious, 
tlmt  a  perfect  survey  mast  first  be  obtained.  This 
was  oommeiieed  in  the  heftniiifig  of  last  year; 
and  from  tho  enormous  extent  ^grennd  to  bo 
gone  over  is  not  yet  completed. 

**  In  connexion  with  the  purification  of  the 
Thames,  extensive  inquiries  and  cx]»criment5  had 
to  be  undertaken  as  to  the  means  of  disposing  of 
tho  sewage  in  the  agrieultumllandsef  tteraharbe. 
.\lthough  the  value  of  tliis  sewage  .is  manure  has 
been  proved  beyond  dispute,  it  has  never  yet  been 
applied  on  a  great  scale ;  and  tho  difilculty  of  the 
application  in  the  case  of  the  mctropoLis,  pro- 
bably surfKisses  what  would  have  to  be  eneoun- 
teu'd  in  any  otliT  placo  wli.itsocvcr.  Any  person 
who  h&A  followed  the  actual  proceedings  of  the 
Commission,  instead  of  merely  listening  to  the 
porsnnal  alti'rorittrtns  tli.Tt  ff.'ive  newspaper  valuc  to 
its  debates,  will  find  titat  it  was  fuUy  aware  of  the 
extent  of  the  operations  devolved  upon  it.  The 
murrey  was  prosecuted  with  tho  titnmst  speed  that 
the  Ordnance  could  be  stimulated  to  sustain. 
The  means  of  economical  hoitse  drainage  were 
carefully  considered  and  brought  to  maturity. 
The  question  of  Rubstituting  impermeable  earthen- 
ware pipes  for  r  NjH-ti'sivL'  hrick  tewers WM redoeed 
to  practice.  'I'lic  ^  alucof  tlic  ?fewaire  m.innreand 
tho  practicability  of  disjjositig  of  it  nn  the  suburban 
lands  were  made  tho  subjects  of  direct  experi- 
raent?  with  clear  practical  results  :  and  in  the 
meantime  tho  Commissioa  were  taking  the  most 
activo  steps  that  lay  in  their  power  for  mitigatiiig 
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tbe  evili  of  tht  exiiUng  ateto  of  th«  drainage, 

•while  prepnrinn^  for  its  total  rcnov.ition.  No  pro- 
mi»d  Willi  given  of  an  iwincdiate  rumcdjr  of  all  that 
waa  BiftttAr  of  complaint,  but  works  were  com* 
mcnoed,  and  actively  pressed  forward  |o  loouro 
this  after  a  reasonable  interval  of  time. 

•'The  first  practical  <lifficuUyth.it  clo?i?c(]  its 
<^«r»tioiisuiuow  prettjr  well  kitown  to  have  been 
tM  eiiftenee  of  a  mtall  uiiuirHy  of  two  or  three 
Comtuisssiontii,  who  diffLTi-d  from  thy  great  body 
in  the  point  of  working  hy  committees  ;  it  being 
Mtfoaly  ditfoiwd  tlMt  tlM  osolmkm  of  tlM  dis- 
sentients from  the  Works  CommitttH)  wn^  tho 
-cattso  of  tbo  Bioad  taken  hy  thom  iti  the  pi  tncipk'. 
Tkit  mimritj  aoquirod  moro  .mil  more  of  the 
obaracter  of  a  standing  opposition,  whose  business 
it  became  to  scrutinize  with  tiu^iUiti  fervour  ull 
the  current  proceedings  of  tho  body. 

"  A  nioiuorial  abruptly  produced  .at  one  of  the 
meetings  of  tho  Committee,  by  the  chief  surveyor, 
eontaioing  a  Aerce  onslaught  on  the  policy  of  his 
masters,  and  propounding  a  great  subterranean 
tnnnel  scheme  for  the  renora]  of  tho  entire  drain- 
age of  the  mctropolii,  was  the  occiiition  th:it 
Iwougbt  the  Coaumatioa  under  (he  spooial  lask  of 
tbo  Timet.  This  orma  hod  modo  op  Uo  mind  om 
the  pro|>or  mode  of  draining  tho  metropolis,  aiut 
was  not  to  bo  gainsaid  by  morUl  man.    o    s  • 

"To  tho  aotipothy  of  tho  "Thoodwor"  was 
joined  the  factious  opposition  of  the  parochial 
bodies,  whtch  showed  itself  in  many  ways.  Tho 
internal  opposition  was  lod  by  tho  represcntativeo 
of  vt'stries  ;  witliout,  there  .arose  .n  porpotual  shower 
of  calumny  at  tins  iiieuiings  of  paruohtai  boards. 
Tbo  flommiiabn  was  held  liable  at  all  hands  tor 
every  nuisance  in  the  metropolis;  the  popular  mind 
was  studiously  imbued  with  the  notion  that  it  was 


In  Oetober,  1849,  m  I  hvn  Amiy 
said,  the  present  Commission  was  op. 

pointed:  and  as  it  is  that  Oomniission'i 
acts  which  1  have  this  day  to  dtfeod,  I 
must  again  estreat  the  mdulgenoe  of  tiw 
HooM,  while  I  ehorfly  etat*  tbo  diflUoltiia 
we  have  had  to  contend  with,  rc  ount 
some  of  the  things  we  hare  done  and  are 
doing,  and  reply  to  as  many  as  I  can  re* 
member  of  the  mnlttfiwioas  rad  often  eon* 
tradictory  charges  that  ham  boon  brougbt 
n«;;ainst  us  here,  and  elsewhere  If  I  aid 
asked,  wiiethcr  1  consider  that  the  in- 
habitants of  London  have  had  all  luut 
was  reqnisite  and  feasible  done  for  then; 
if  I  am  askud  whether  the  Commissioa 
have  satisfactorily  di'^charged  all  the  func- 
tions which  arc  theoretically  entrusted  to 
them  by  law,  and  have  done  all  the 
work  whteb  ther  are  presumed  to  ban 
the  power  to  do :  I  answer  at  eaee 
in  the  necfative,  Tlie  Commissioners  are 
most  painfully  conscious  how  far  wiiat 
they  have  done  fislis  short  of  wbat  Is  re- 
quired for  the  health  of  the  mttropelis.  It 
is  impoesible  that  a  body  so  constitatcd, 
under  such  an  Act  of  Parliament,  an  Act 
of  14G  clauses — encumbered  with  such  aa 
absurd  maehmery,  and  fettered  by  smb 
perplexing  tochnicaKties— abonid  dischaifs 


since  this  Commission  came  into  existence  th:it  I  at  its   intermittent  meotinc^s    such  vast 

and  important  functions  with  satisfaction 


the  gullies  began  to  smell,  and  tho  open  ditches 
to  exist.  Boards  of  Guardians,  when  applied  to 
to  take  steps  for  the  temporary  abatement  of  nui- 
sances during  the  height  of  tbo  obolera  opidomio, 
throw  off  their  rsoponsihilitj  and  hud  it  on  tho 
Cnmmission  of  aewors." 

I  have  given  this  passage  thus  at  length, 
beeaose  ii  lays  down  very  clearly  what  I 
bave  always  considered  to  be  the  real  end 
and  business  uf  the  Commission.  There 
may  be  ditferences  of  opinion  as  to  the 
order  in  wbieb  these  several  indispensable 
requisites  for  the  eeonomical  providing  of 
efficient  sanitary  arrangements  for  the  me- 
tropulid  should  he  dealt  with;  and  aa  to 
the  extent  to  wiiiuh  tho  requisite  opcra- 
tiooi  fdur  the  water  aopply,  sewerage,  and 
bonse-dramage,  street  eleansing,  mul  dis- 
posal of  sewage  manure,  may  be  advan- 
tageously undertaken  hy  one  hody;  as  to 
how  Qiuch  of  them  should  be  disciiargcd  by 
publio  bodies,  as  a  pnblie  trust,  and  how 
mueb  of  them  made  over  to  traders  as  a 
commercial  speculation;  but  one  thing  is 
elear,  all  must  be  efficiently  conducted  be- 
Ibre  the  sanitary  condition  of  the  metro- 
polis caa  be  prononnced  to  bave  been 
placed  on  a  satisfaotory  or  economical 
uoiii^. 
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to  themselves  or  the  public.  The  fatdt, 
however,  rests  not  with  tbem,  bot  wiUi 
the  system  under  which  they  are  working. 
When  I  compare  what  we  have  done,  with 
what  onght  to  have  been  done,  1  am  griev- 
ously disappointed.  When  I  compare  what 
we  b*Te  done,  with  what,  eireumatanoedsi 
we  were,  wo  might  have  been  expected  to 
have  done,  I  am  nstonished  at  our  harin? 
etfected  so  much.  When  I  reluctantly 
accepted  the  thankless  office,  at  the  re* 
quest  of  my  truly  zealous  and  excellent 
Friend  Lord  Carli.-le  T  warned  him  that 
the  Commission,  under  such  a  system,  inu«t 
prove  a  failure.  And  I  can  answer  for  it, 
that  nothing  bat  tbo  publie  spirit,  goal 
feelint,',  and  industry  of  the  Commtssioneia 
and  their  officers,  could  have  enabled  mo 
to  lay  before  the  Ilonso  the  results  to 
which  I  will  shortly  call  your  attention. 

When  the  present  Commissioners  «a- 
tcrod  upon  their  duties,  they  (bund  die 
business  of  the  CoiiTnii^Hon  disorgants^ 
l)y  tlie  quiirrels  of  the  othcers,  fomented, 
if  not  ori^'inally  caused,  by  the  conten- 
tions already  described  among  the  former 
Commissioners  their  masters.  We  be- 
gw  bj  teatoriag  tider.    Wa  imd 
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ihB  offiee  above  200  plans  for  tbe  drain- 
age of  the  metropolis,  which  bad  been 
imprudently  invited  by  our  predecessors ; 
every  one  of  these  was  carefully  analy&ed, 
aikd  Mparately  eonsidered.  Not  one  of 
them,  howeve  r  —  though  many  of  them 
d:-playoi;l  much  abiUty — was  founvl  to  be 
pi-actii  al! y  iivailable;  and  for  this  obvious 
reaiiou,  tiiat  the  surface  survey  and  thesub- 
tesfftDeaii  surrey,  whieh  were  iadispeiMable 
preliminaries  to  tbe  pvepwatioB  of  any 
cfiScient  plan  of  drainage,  were  not  suHi- 
ciently  advanced  at  tho  time  when  that 
preujature  invitation  was  issued,  to  enable 
•ny  one  to  ftiune  a  proper  plan  of  opera- 
tioii^  Tbe  preeept  Commissioners^  bow- 
ever,  pro'^'^ed  forward  the  subtprrr\?!('!iii 
Wvey  commenced  by  their  predecessors; 
VmI  it  qiaj  now  be  pronounced  complete, 
with  tbe  exeeption  of  eorrectiag  level«»  and 
finishing  some  small  branch  aewers.  A 
total  extent  of  7G0  miles  of  underg^round 
aewerage  has  been  surv^ed,  besuicii  bome 
4t500  ^eret,  or  two  square  miles,  for  hoese 
drainage^  The  survej  for  the  new  arterial 
drainage,  extending  to  six  miles,  ha.s  been 
accompanied  with  plans  fur  the  sewers 
madti  ou  a  large  scale;  tbe  Ordnance  sur- 
vey oa  the  twelve-ill^  SMle  only  requires 
four  slieets  out;  of  the  44  entiMly  to  com- 
plete the  mapping  of  the  area  embraced 
by  the  Commission;  while  of  the  block  jilaii, 
of  five  feet  to  tbe  square  iviilc,  o60  out  of 
thft  450  sheets  nquired  toeomplete  it  have 
bo—  finished.  These  plans  and  surveys 
will  bo  completed  in  less  than  half  the 
tioie,  and  ono-third  the  cost,  at  which  the 
work  was  calculated  by  tho  Ordnance,  in 
the  original  estimate  they  sent  ia  to  Sir 
Robert  Feel;  and  both  of  them  are  now  on 
sale  to  tbe  public  at  tho  same  low  rate  of 
price  aa  the  maps  and  plana  of  tbe  Ord- 
WMtm  are.  I  need  not  tell  any  GonUe- 
man  oeiiven^t  with  matters  of  this  kind, 
how  indispensable  it  is  to  other  works, 
besides  those  of  drainage  and  of  water 
aupply,  that  accurate  maps,  plans,  and 
hivMSi  shonid  be  easily  aeeessihle. 

Meanwhile  the  Commissioners  were  not 
idle*  as  they  were  roprf't'ntcd  to  have 
been.  Though  they  would  not  be  driven 
by  any  popular  clauiour  into  undertaking 
works  oa  iasofl&neni  data,  before  tbev 
were  satisfied  as  to  the  line  of  drainage 
which  ought  to  be  adopted,  they  fxecnted 
or  superintended  the  execution  of  34  miles 
of  sewers,  which  they  knew  would  fall  in 
with  any  plan  that  might  he  nltimately 
i^ioptcd  for  the  drainage  of  the  metropolis; 
vvk  tkoj  itlN  went  into  the  tohjeofc  of 


contracts,  whieh  involved  the 

of  15,000  items  in  the  price  list,  reqnii^ 
ing  150  drawings  for  their  illustrnlion. 
Though  each cfHirt  requires  tbe  attendance 
of  half  the  total  number  of  CommiaiMmeiSi 
we  have  held  every  month  upon  an  average 
two  courts,  instead  of  one  (which  is  all  that 
was  required  by  hiw),  besides  six  committees 
of  the  whole  body  (not  required  by  law  at 
all),  not  tomentien  meetings  of  the  FinaaoQ 
Committee,  or  other  meetings  for  particnlar 
business.  Nearly  2,000  orders  of  court  have 
now  been  made  by  us  since  our  appointment; 
and  it  is  to  be  remembertid,  liiut  at  the 
courts  only  the  formal  aaaoonoements  are 
pronnneed  of  deeisions  at  which  the  Com- 
missioners have  arrived  after  prevituis  con- 
sideration in  committee.  The  mere  record 
of  the  business  transacted  at  a  court  some^ 
times  oeenpieB  90  or  100  pages;  and  tbe 
maoQscript  minutes  of  one  single  com- 
mittee frequently  extend  to  a  similar  num- 
ber. To  say  nothing  of  tbe  time  be- 
stowed by  myself,  Mr.  Lawes*  Mr.  Hawes, 
Captain  Dawson,  or  others  upon  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Commission,  I  remember  on 
one  occasion  Mr  Stoplien'5on  sat  up  at 
work  for  us  tiiroughout  tiio  whole  of  the 
night.  The  result  is,  that  some  13,000 
complaints,  and  some  4,000  applications 
for  private  drainage,  have  been  attended 
to;  and  that  above  20,000  letters  have  been 
otbciatly  regiiitered  as  received  and  sent, 
eieloeive  of  *  maes  of  eorreepondenee  be- 
tween different  branches  of  the  office. 

T  ftn^jbt  to  ]inve  nientioned  that  th©  Com- 
missioners, as  soon  as  the  surface  and  sub- 
terranean surveys  were  sufficiently  ad- 
vanced, Erected  theur  oigtneer  to  prepave  % 
general  plan  for  the  arterial  drainage  of 
the  motrnpoli?!,  and  had  many  and  anxious 
deliberations  on  that  most  important  sub- 
ject In  August  last  the  general  schema 
for  tbe  drainage  of  the  soi^  side  of  the 
Thanics  was  formally  ninmunced,  and  in 
tbe  fullowing  Januni  y  tiie  scheme  for 
draining  the  north  siao  ot  the  Thames. 
As  the  latter  involved  dealing  with  the 
dnunage  of  the  City,  it  was  requisite 
to  submit  it  to  tbe  Commissioners  for  iho 
City,  who,  I  am  happy  to  say,  fully  con- 
cut  red  with  us,  and  have  indeed  co-operat- 
ed with  US  throughout  in  the  meet  friendly 
and  harmonious  manner.  It  was  not  until 
tho  general  plan  was  sottlcd  that  tlie  Toni- 
missiouers  were  enabled  to  proceed  with 
full  vigour ;  but  the  Secretary's  report 
laid  oa  tbe  table  of  tbe  House  at  tha 
commencement  of  the  Session,  showed 


hat  1^  to  tha  close  ol  IbQQ  the  prtwnt 
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Commissioners  had  constraeted  vpvftrds 

of  85.000  feet  of  pipe  sewer,  niul  more 
tban  30,000  of  brick  sewer,  nt  a  cost  of 
about  85,0002.,  besides  planuiog  aud  su- 
perintendiog  the  execQtion  of  private 
works  to  the  amount  of  upwards  of 
40,000?.  more.  We  have  5l*nro  completed 
more  than  a-'', 000  feet  of  pipe  sewers,  and 
more  than  i 5,00(1  feet  of  brick  sewers,  nt 
a  cost  Off  about  42,0001.,  and  have  snper- 
intended  private  woi-ks  to  the  amount  of 
more  than  33,0002.  besides.  The  total 
cost  of  the  works  planned  and  executed 
under  the  present  Commission,  to  the 
26th  of  this  month,  is  about  200,000{. 
When  it  is  remembered  that  the  present 
Conimissionorf*,  as  has  been  shown  by 
accounts  and  estimates  found  iu  the  office, 
execute  their  works  at  less  than  half  the 
cost  for  which  eimilar  works  used  to  be 
executed  by  the  former  separate  com- 
mission's; and  tl);it  tlio  cntrineeriug  .HtuiF 
costs  altogether  abuut  11),0002.  a  year, 
some  6,0001.  of  whieh  is  expended  in  the 
preparation  of  the  sorreys;  I  do  not 
think,  that  if  this  were  all.  the  Com- 
missioners could  1 i'l^'lv  charged  with 
extravagance  iu  tnui  dcpartiuent.  But 
there  are,  in  addition,  woilis  fully  plan- 
ned with  drawings  and  speeifications  quite 
ready  for  execution,  some  now  actually 
in  progress,  some  ordered  to  bo  proceed- 
ed with,  nud  others,  far  reasons  I  will 
presentlj  mention,  though  I'eady,  suspend- 
ed for  the  present,  to  the  amount  of 
150,000^.  more.  So  that  works  have  been 
superintended  and  executed  by  the  Com- 
missioners, or  are  planned  and  ready  for 
exeeution,  during  the  year  and  nine  months 
we  have  been  In  office,  to  the  amount  of 
350,000?.;  while  the  detailed  drawings 
and  specificatious  for  the  general  arterial 
schemes  of  drainage  to  the  north  and  south 
of  the  Thames,  that  is,  of  works  of  an  esti- 
mated cost  of  some  2,000,000/.  are  in  an 
advanced  state  of  preparation,  and  expected 
to  be  completed  in  the  course  of  a  few 
months. 

I  think  after  this  statement  I  may 
claim  for  the  Commissioners  and  their 
officers  the  credit  of  not  having  wholly 
neglected  tho  duties  intrusted  to  them.  No 
one  has  yet  dared  to  make  any  attack 
upon  the  survey,  or  on  tho  plans  for  the 
arterial  drainage  of  London  which  the 
Commissioners  considered  tiiemsclvcs  more 
especially  appointed  to  prepare  and  to  exe> 
cute  ;  but  the  parochial  gentlemen  and 
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have  uniformly  confined  tbemaelrea  to 

attacks  upon  the  smaller  works,  or  to 
qnostions  about  official  appointments.  Nav, 
such  absurdities  has  malignity  suggested, 
a  doubt  was  aetually  east  npoa  the  identic 
of  a  man  who  had  been  personally  known 
for  many  years  to  more  than  half  tlie 
Commissioners  who  nppnuited  hitn,  and  the 
public  was  seriously  told  that  Mr.  burster 
was  not  himsdif,  but  somebody  ebe.  One 
of  the  chief  attacks  has  been  directed 
against  tlic  Victoria-street  sewer.  I  hare, 
huwever,  the  high  authority  of  my  friead, 
Mr.  Stepheuson,  who  pcrsoually  inspect- 
ed every  inch  of  that  sewer,  as  wm  u 
of  Sir  J.  Burgoyne,  Mr.  Peto,  and  seve- 
ral other  gentlemen  well  acquainted  with 
such  matters,  for  stating  that,  considonag 
the  great  difficulties  inmved  in  the  eom- 
pletion  of  such  a  work,  it  was  not  disne- 
ditable,  but  the  revcr.=ie,  to  the  officers  of 
the  Commission.  The  nature  of  the  !rr  ir,  I 
through  which  both  parts  of  the  sewer  had 
to  be  taken,  some  of  it  hollow  and  Creadi- 
crous  from  the  remains  of  old  arches  sad 
former  buildings,  now  buried  beneath  the 
surface — some  of  it  rcndor«Ml  danrreroos 
aud  ditheultby  subterruucau  t|uick&andiainl 
morass— would  sufficiently  account  tosar 
person  practically  acquainted  with  such 
works — though  not  perhap'^  to  such  critics 
as  the  vestries  of  Marylcbone,  or  St. 
George's,  and  their  representatives — ^fiar 
the  extra  time  and  money  expended  be- 
yond  tho  estimates  on  its  construction* 
As  tho  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Woods  and  Forests  thought  proper,  the 
other  day,  without  giving  me  any  notice^ 
to  read  a  report  with  regard  to  the  lover 
part  of  this  sewer,  implying  some  reflec- 
tions on  the  Commissioners  and  tlicir  offi- 
cers, it  is  right  that  the  House  should  un- 
derstand the  position  in  which  the  Con* 
misiioners  hare  been  placed  with  regard  to 
its  con5?trnction.  Tho  Commis.siuti  ha« 
not  been  thwarted  nt  all  in  the  fii-st  con- 
tracfc  west  of  Westminster  Abbey,  for  thw 
port  of  the  sewer  lying  through  private 
property,  they  had  full  power  over  it ;  but 
in  that  part  of  the  sewer  which  !av  between 
Westminster  Abbey  and  the  temporary 
outlet  in  tlie  Thames,  and  whieh  pssssi 
through  Crown  property,  wo  have  beai 
much  thwarted,  and  many  obstacles  htire 
been  put  in  our  way.  Though  by  the  law 
of  sewers  the  Commissioners  have  full 
power  of  pas^ng  through  any  prifste  pro* 
party,  on  making  compensation  for  diun- 


thoir  representatives,  who  huve  been  so  ■  a^^c,  there  is  a  special  exemption  with 
clamorous    ngnin^t  the   Commissioaers,  |  regard  to  land  in  the  occupation  of  the  ^ 
Viscount  Mrington  ' 
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A  questiou  was  raised  whether  |  taking  care  not  to  injure  the  treea ;  under  th« 
Ctm  property  would  be  eOBBldered  land  '  Exchequer ;  and  through  the  gar 

in  the  oecupatton  of  the  Sorttfttgn,  and 

tKe  ' Cnmmi.ssioners,  ever  averse  to  llti- 


I  dens  of  Gwj^dyr  Jdoiue,  and  the  residence  of 
[  the  Dnke  ofBnectetteh. 

"  3.  Tliat  during  the  work  a  pnssngo  he  left 
opcu  to  tbo  door  of  Lord  Liverpool's  house,  in 
Middle  Sootland  Yard. 

"  4.  That  tho  Sewer  l»o  mr\(lf?  quite  impervious 
to  the  admission  or  escape  uf  wat^r  in  its  course, 
except  by  guUy-holes  and  street  or  house  drains. 

"  5.  Tliat  all  the  drains  ami  st  wors  intersected 
by  the  tmvt  Sewer  bo  cart iuily  connected  with  it, 


gation,  wished  to  pcttln  tlio  tiiattcr  by 
amicable  negotiutiou  with  thu  WooJ^  and 
Forests:  the  Woods  and  Forests,  however, 
objeeted  to  the  proposals  of  the  Commis- 

B!onor°,  and  required  tliem  successively 
to  abanUoa  two  lines  which  they  had  sug- 

ceeted  for  the  temporary  outlet  of  tho  1  cesspools  and  bouse  dniai  near  its 

*  .1  •    r     1   *  !>•  I.    _  J  m      I  course  bp  rccL'ivod  into  the  same. 

eewer;  the  one  in  front  of  Richmond  Ter- 1      ^         ^j,^  g^^^^  ^^^H     eommencod  at 

race,  which  did  not  involve  passmic  under  the  River  end,  and  that,  proceeding  towards  Par- 

liameot-street,  it  shall  not  pass  through  WhicebaU 
Gardens  until  after  the  rising  of  Parliainent. 

"  7.  That  tlie  Comuiissioncr-J  of  Woods,  Ao., 
and  their  tenants,  notwithstanding  tho  permission 
granted  to  pasa  through  the  propertj,  ahall  be 
entitled,  ns  th<^  Sewer  Act  proviilos,  to  compen- 
sation tor  any  loss,  damage,  or  injury  which  tho 
property  of  Her  lAgeitj  may  Bostain  by  the  Ibr- 
motion  of  this  Sower. 

"  8.  'J  ii.n  tho  Commission ors  of  Sewers  shall 
provide  all  tho  necessary  shoring,  supports,  or 
other  works  that  may  bo  required  for  upholding 
the  buildings  and  fences  abovo  and  near  to  the 
Sower,  and  that  all  such  works  shjiU  be  done 
under  the  supervision,  and  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  arohlteet  of  the  Conuninionors  of  Wood*, 

"  Tbo  Commissioners  of  Woods,  dtc,  consider 
the  abow  requirements  ueeemary  for  the  protee* 

j  tion  of  till,"  iiilcrost-!  of  the  Crown  and  the  amenity 
of  its  tenants  ;  but,  tlieso  being  complied  with, 
the  Board,  as  I  h.ivc  .already  stated,  will  not  throvr 
any  im[)('.limcnt  in  tho  way  of  works  deemed  ne- 
cessary by  tho  Commissioners  of  Sewers  iur  tho 
improvement  of  the  drainage  of  Westminster.— 
I  am,  d:c.  (Signed)    "  A.  Miun. 

"  The  Secretary  to  tho  Metropolitan 
Commissionors  of  Sewwii  l,€b«dL> 
street,  Soho.'' 


any  buildings  at  all;  the  naxt,  through 
Whitehall  Place,  which  would  only  have 
tooehed  a  single  stable  and  oartshed ;  and 
diey  Qlthoatdy  eompeUed  the  Commis- 
sioners, under  very  stringent  conditions, 
to  adopt  the  present  lino  against  their 
better  judgment,  and  to  tunnel  under  the 
very  buildmg3,the  damage  to  which,  though 
much  to  be  regretted,  has  been  so  ab- 
surdly cTRfrijorfttod.  Tho  following  letter 
sufficiently  speaks  for  itself;  I  will  not 
allow  myself  to  add  one  word  of  eomment 
to  it,  further  than  to  say  that  none  can 
more  sincerely  regret  than  do  my  Collea- 
gues and  I,  that  we  should  have  been 
obliged  by  the  Woods  and  Forests  to  put 
the  ocon]^ta  of  the  houses  in  question  to 
■0  modi  ineonTenience 


(Copy.) 

**  Office  of  Wood«»  Ao.,  June  15,  1850, 
**  Str— I  have,  on  behi^r  of  the  Cominintoners 

of  IIi-i  Majesty's  Woods,  drc,  to  acquaint  you 
tliat  they  have  bad  under  consideration  tho  sub- 
ject of  the  proposed  Maiii  Sewer  extending  from 
Parliament-stroot  to  a  temporary  outfall  at  Scot- 
land Yard  Wharf,  and  in  respect  of  which  the  i  As  a  question  has  been  raised  as  to  the 
Board  requested  (through  Captain  Veteh)that  no  estimate  of  the  second  contract  for  the 
proceedings  might  be  taken  in  the  mntter  until ! 
the  working  plans  and  sections  had  becu  laitl  be-  ' 


lore  it,  in  consequence  of  the  proposed  Sewer 
running  principally  through  Crown  lands,  and 
under  Government  buildings. 

"  Captain  Votch  having  submitted  and  ex- 
plained the  working  plans  and  sections  of  tho  pro- 
posed Sewer  to  the  Oommiseionen  of  Woods,  d:c., 
I  am  instructed  to  say  that,  as  forming  part  of  a 
general  mwuiure  for  tbo  improvement  and  drain- 
aga  of  the  Wettmineler  distrtet,  this  Board  will 
not  miso  any  obstacle  t"  *}ir  exonitinn  of  tho 
work  provided  the  follovvuig  rci^uiiciucnts  bo 
agreed  to  ;— 

"  1.  Tlic  Board,  in  permittin^r  the  ?('wa;L'o  to 

rs  through  tho  Cruwu  lauUit,  cauuot  cuuM-'ht  to 
being  discharged  into  the  Thames,  so  imme- 
diately near  to  ^V  hitoliall  Place  as,  according  to 
these  plans,  it  is  proposed  to  be  ;  but  they  must 


Victoria-Street  sewer,  I  will  give  the 

IIouso  what  information  T  po?scss  on  the 
subject.  Tlie  estimnto  was  8,272/.;  tho 
contract  price  was  7,7UU/.  The  actual 
co9t  of  the  works  up  to  the  present  time 
is  12,306/.;  and  the  probable  cost  will  be 
1,1,556/.  1  have  already  mentioned  somo 
of  tlio  .«*pecial  difficulties  of  the  work,  but 
I  would  fur  titer  remind  the  House  that 
this  is  not  the  only  ease  in  which  engi- 
neerinjr  and  architectural  works  have  ex- 
cecded  their  estimates,  for  of  such  excess 
you  have  a  striking  example  in  tho  house 
in  which  we  are  now  assembled. 

I  have  already  stated  that  drawings  and 


require  that  the  lino  be  prolonged  in  its  propos-d  .specifications  are  ready  for  works  to  tlio 


the  outfiiU  of  tho 


direotiou  to  a  point  near  to 
KorthamberlNiid*itreet  Sewer. 

"  2.  Thatthe  Sewerbe  inserted bydrif^ways, and 
not  by  open  cuttings,  at  the  following  sites,  viz. : —     i  .  •    n       •   •         f         •  • 
The  louth-eaet  corner  of  Mr.  Alderman  Thomp-  cd  the  Commissioners  from  raising  money. 


extent  of  150,000/.,  whidi  have  not  yet 
been  commenced — and  why  i  Because 
some  technical  defects  in  the  Act  prevent* 


t  house:  through  Lord  Liverpool's  gonlen J  as  Parliament  intended  they  should  do» 

VOL.  CXYIU.  [imBD  sebiss.         '      3  I 
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to  execute  Bach  works,  and  diffuse  the 
eharge  for  them  over  a  Mfiis  of  years. 

Up  to  a  late  period  in  last  year  the  Com- 
missioners expected  that  they  would  be 
able  to  raise  the  money  required  from  some 
of  tbe  large  insoniiee  eompanies  ;  on  fiir* 
ther  infettigatton  of  their  seenrity,  the 
insurance  companion;,  \rithout  fxcoption, 
refused.   Immediately  ou  diseovermii:  these 
technical  defects»  we  applied  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  asked  the  Ohaneellor  of  the 
Uxohequer,  who  had  then  a  large  surplus 
in  hand,  either  to  grant  ns  an  advance 
on  the  credit  of  tho  rates  of  the  metropolis, 
as  had  keen  done  for  a  rariety  of  other 
less  important  purposes,  such  as  the  pro* 
motion  of  fi.slu-rics,  tlie  drainage  of  estates, 
the  building  of  farmhuuses,  and  so  on  ;  or 
else  to  bring  in  a  short  Bill  merely  to  cor- 
rect these  teehttlcal  defects,  and  to  enable 
VS  to  borrow  the  requisite  funds,  leaving 
the  question  of  the  constitution  of  tlio  Com- 
mission completely  open  for  the  early  con- 
sideration of  Parliament.    The  only  assist- 
ance the  Commissioners  got  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the  Go- 
vcmmcnt  was  the  advice  to  collect  tho 
rates  as  fast  as  they  couldi  and  to  spend 
as  little  money  as  nosstble.  The  Oommis- 
alonera  then  fonnd  themaelvcs  in  a  very 
pninfTil  dilemma.  They  were  obliged  either 
to  abandon  altnc^etbcr  works  which  tlioy 
had  publicly  aunounced,  and  which  had 
met  with  general  approbation — to  leare 
unredressed  and  unrenioved  nuisances  and 
evils  which  it  was  clear  from  the  wceklv 
report  of  tho  Kegistrar  General  were  caus- 
ing preventible  diseases  and  death  in  many 
parts  of  the  metropolis— or  else  to  raise 
within  the  year,  for  the  execution  of  per- 
manent works,  at  the  expense  of  the  present 
ratepayers,  sums  which  msut  press  very 
hearily  and  unjustly  upon  them,  and  inevi- 
tably  bring  great  odium  and  unpopularity 
vvnn  tlic  TrMnmission.     This  subject  re- 
ceived the  deliberate  consideration  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  they  ultimately  deter- 
mine«l  to  adopt  a  kind  of  middle  eonrse, 
resolutely  to  face  any  amount  of  unpopu- 
larity wherever  they  thought  the  expendi- 
ture of  money  was  urgently  called  for  to 
prevent  the  aaorifice  <»  human  life,  yet  at 
the  same  time  to  hold  their  hands  with 
regard  to  every  work  which  did  not  appear 
to  them  of  thp  r>in=;t  immediate  and  pres- 
sing necessity,  i  ur  delaying  uur  works  till 
wenad  satisfied  ourselrea  aa  to  the  main 
lines  of  drainage,  and  for  the  heavy  pro- 
portion which  our  staff  salnrie^  lust  year 
Mre  in  con^icqucuce  to  tho  total  of  our 

VitcowU  Ebrington 
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expenditure, 


willing,  aal  tlMmy 
noble  Friend,  to  hear  any  reproaebes,  and 

to  accept  the  full  responsibility;  but  for 
the  preventiblo  sickness  and  mm  tality  re- 
sulting from  our  forced  postponement  of 
much  that  iv»  deeb^  to  do,  aad  firllM 
actual  undue  prosaure  of  rates  within  thia 
prrceiit  year,  not  the  Commission,  b;it  Par- 
liament, or  rather  the  Government,  ought 
to  be  held  responsible.  But  the  ineonv*- 
flienee  eaueed  by  tiw  «aiit  of  borrowing 
powers,  is  iily  one  out  of  many  diffieultiea 
arising  fif  iii  the  complicated  find  nmlti- 
farious  provisions  passed  by  Parliament 
with  regard  to  thia  aubject;  em  If  money 
eould  Eafu  ketli  obtained  for  them,  no 
extensive  reconr-c  could  have  been  had  to 
works  under  "s})':'cial"  or"  iinprovonicni" 
rates,  on  account  of  the  number  of  lortna 
and  notiees  required  for  them.  Indwd»  I 
have  been  told  by  the  engin^l  ^at 
though  the  Icgnl  trrhnicalities  come  eevi* 
paratively  little  within  their  departmeati 
the  superintendence,  and  plaanbg,  and 
exeeutfoB  of  engineering  wvrke,  baa  hmm, 
even  to  them,  a  light  matter,  compared 
with  the  trouble  occasioned  bv  a  compll- 
anco  with  the  technicalities  and  furmt 
required  by  lawi  But  fbr  th( 
long  ere  now,  many  of  the 
blocks  of  buildings  would  have  been  put 
in  order  with  perfect  drainage,  supply  of 
water,  and  water  closets.  As  it  is,  the 
erile  of  tho  eeparatioB  of  tho  admtabtnb- 
tion  of  the  sewerage  and  Water  sapp^ 
(though  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
Commissioners  have  met  with  great  liber- 
ality and  assistance  firom  the  Mfciunl 
water  companies)  have  caaeed  sereral  stop> 
pages  of  urains,  and  have  aggravated  the 
already  too  numerous  techuiealities  whi«h 
interfere  with  the  sanitary  improremeoi  of 
blocks  of  buildings.  I  wae  gtad  to  boar 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
he  had  at  last  arrived  at  the  convict'on  that 
it  was  dcsiiable  the  sewerage  and  water 
supply  should  be  dealt  with  simultaneously 
as  one  concern  under  A  eomblned  he^. 
But  he  could  not  have  pronounced  a  more 
severe  condemnation  of  that  most  unsstit* 
factory  Water  Bill,  which  I  felt  it  my  duty 
to  warn  tho  Honse,  on  Ita  intioduetim, 
must  prOTO  a  mischievous  failarv,  and  whicht 
I  rejoice  to  find,  the  Gover 
since  most  wisely  abandotied 


Complaints  have  been  made  to-<iay  W 
the  hon.  Merobera  for  Pinsbwr^  aM 

Marylchone,  as  well  aa  by  others,  mi 
only  in  this  Iluuse  but  clsL'wbcre,  of  tbe 
maunec  in  wlu«h  the  busiaess  of  tho 
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Gommisiion  has  been   carried  on  ;  but 
ihe  Uooftd,  io  faiineaj,  shuulii  cuDsider 
tkt  mtiira  ud  dutiM  ^  «h*  OoMiadon, 
mad  the  law  usder  which  ve  ptft  Acting, 
oa  which  I  had,  on  a  former  occasion, 
to  trouble  the  Hoase  at  aojne  length. 
P«rlHl|M  I)m  body  to  whose  constitation 
tiMi  or  the  CgMWMtioa  naj  1m  Mn«d«red 
moat  analogous,  is  that  of  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  which  executes  count j 
vorks,  soeh  as  the  eonstrootioa  and  repair 
•f  comtf  bridges,  jails,  and  ImAtioMj- 
Ihu,  and  colle«ta  «<MUitj  ntet  lor  tbe  dis- 
charj^e  of  eountj  expenses,  ns  well  as  ad 
mi tii:str>r8  justice  in  thofp  cu«es  which  come 
witbio  lu  jurisdiction,    it  shuuid  be  recol- 
k«lad  tint  A*  (kmmkmm  it  Mi  narely 
ft  bedj  tor  the  executioa  of  pvbiie  irofki. 
•ad  for  collecting  large  sums  of  nonej 
£rom  great  masses  of  ratepayers,  but  that 
H  is  besides  a  court  of  record,  haring  to 
wMWif  jarisdialim  en  nany  points  of  » 
most  nice  and  complicated  character  under 
an  Act  of  146  clauses,  the  provisions  of 
which  being  qew,  left  them  without  any 
lody  of  preeedaato  for  their  ioliBnMtioii 
aad  guidance.    But  the  difieaitiee  Aw 
at  first  inprttahly  attendant  upon  keep- 
ing the  ii't'ords  of  the  Commission  have 
now  been  overcuiuc;  u  series  of  forms  and 
pMMdeali  bm        arranged  {  and  bo 
•«4  delay  in  entering  the  miantaa  as  did 
unfortunately  take  place  need  crer  occur  in 
fniure  ;  the  minutes  of  the  last  monthly 
eourt,  held  during  the  preaent  Bunth,  hare 
in  fMibeeD  settled — ikavaaeentbemeoai* 
plete  myself — and  they  are  by  this  time 
fully  entered,  or  nearly  so,  upon  the  final 
reoord.  Before  I  quit  this  subject,  boweTcr, 
I  oMiat,  at  the  roqveat  of  the  Soeretar j  of 
the  GomroisskiD,  altogodier  demur,  on  Ml 
behaif,  to  tbe  correctness  of  the  account 
■vvliifdv  the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone 
purported  to  give,  on  his  authority,  tiie 
•tbar  daft  Amp  tike  ooalaoioa  prafMUng 
ia  Umi  oma  vitii  regard  to  the  records  of 
the  proceed  in  nfs  of  the  Commission.  Min- 
utes of  all  the  business  transacted  by  the 
Commissioners  have  been  throughout  most 
oaraAiily  aad  regularly  kept.   I  altogether 
deny  that  they  were  in  any  confusion  what- 
ever ;  though,  for  the  ronsons  I  stated, 
tke  final  eatries  ea  the  formal  reeerd  V9n 
a4  «aa  tine  aafoKaBataij  madi  fai  atroar. 
Ify  iiOB.  Friaad  maat        eompletely  mis- 
apprc^icndnd  the  Btatommf"  of  the  Secre- 
tary; luit  it  is  not  surprising  he  should 
have  done  so,  considering  bow  little  he  is 

aojaaintod^with  the  bmioeia  or  law  ra* 
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But    the    Commissioners    have  been 
charged  with  e^travagauue.     I  will  not 
coadeaeead  to  give  aaj  aaawor  to  the 
gross  charge  which  has  been  made  against 
the  Commissioners  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  that 
they  squandered  their  funds  in  jcorrup* 
tioB.   All  I  woald  aaj  ia,  that  if  the 
characters  of  the  Commissioners  themselves 
do  not  suffice  to  protect  them  against  such 
an  imputation,  nothing  I  could  find  time 
now  to  say  oa  Oiair  behalf  aooU  be  satts- 
faotofj ;  nrther  than  thia,  thai,  so  far 
from  courting  secrecy,  wo  have  always  in- 
\ncd  inquiry.    I  have,  over  and  n\c!- again, 
both  pubiiciy  and  privately,  ciialicnged  iiou. 
Members  who  threw  oat  siaoh  iasinaatioaa 
in  indirect  and  intangible  terms,  to  mora 
for  a  Committee  of  this  House,  and  have 
the  whole  matter  sifted  to  the  bottom;  aud 
tbev  know  best  why  they  have  not  takea 
saeh  aooarse.   I  bmj  state  that  the  old 
separate  Commissions  eoatracted  a  debt  of 
65,CK)0^.,  which  has  ^ince  continued  in  ex- 
istence;  but  ike  present  Comraiasionera 
hayeredaaod  tbe  liaMliliea  of  the  Ceauais- 
sion  by  about  20,0001.,  and  the  debt  is  sow 
less  than  vdicn  wr  entered  upon  offico,  not- 
withstanding tlic  many  miles  of  drainage 
we  have  completed.    It  is  also  right  I 
shedd  BMatioa  that,  aadsc  the  pHNrioaa 
aeparate  Commissions,  acooaats  were  very 
irregularly  settled,  and  very  imperfectly 
kept;  that  many  of  these  unsettled  ac- 
counts have  been  sent  in  to  the  preseat 
OoannissioBars  for  pajaient;  aad  that  ac- 
tually, not  many  weeks  ago,  some  of  1839 
were  brought  before  us  for  payment. 
The  accounts  of  tbe  present  Commissioners 
are  kept  doselv  nnie  up,  and  they  hava 
beta  twice  audited  by  the  Ooferament  Au- 
ditor, who  has,  on  each  occasion,  highly 
complimented  the  Commissioners  on  tbe 
m&nucr  in  which  tbe  accounts  arc  kept. 
That  ia  very  aatisfsetoiy;  bat  far  mors  so 
is  the  fact  uiat  though  a  long  notice  of  the 
audit  is  always  publicly  given  to  tiie  rate- 
payers, aud  every  opportunity  is  afforded 
them  of  examining  the  books,  and  of  ob- 
jsoting  to  say  impropo*  item  before  the 
auditor,  when  any  tangible  charge  about 
the  expenditure  wonld  be  sure  of  a  search- 
ing and  impartial  investigation;  on  no  oc- 
eaaioa  haa  aaj  oljaetiea  hoea  uada,  or 
indeed,  haa  aay  ratepayer  whatever,  aat 
of  all  onr  nnmerons  nrrnpf'r«,  OVSr  pro- 
se ii  tea  himself  at  all  at  Uu  audit. 

Having  thus  answered  all  tlic  charges 
wUeh  I  eaa  receiloct  to  hafa  beea  asada 
agahHillhaAils,  Imwooom  to  thafUM* 
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tion  of  the  composition  of  the  Commi&sioa. 
To  tbe  objection  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Meniberfor  Middlesex,  that  we  have  almost 
all  of  us,  other  heavy  public  or  private  busi- 
nesa  to  attend  to,  I  cuu  only  answer  tliat, 
on  principle,  I  am  cntireljr  agreed  with 
him;  but  when  I  hear  hon*  Memben  talk 
of  us  as  a  dilettOMtt  Commission,  I  taj 
that  stich  a  charge  could  only  have  ema- 
nated from  the  most  presumptuous  igno- 
rance. For,  with  regard  to  the  cuustruction 
of  tho  Coramisaion,  I  may  state  that  six 
of  its  members  received  an  engineering 
education,  as  officers  of  the  Army — Sir  H. 
De  la  Beche,  a  name  familiar  to  the  scien- 
tific world;  Sir  John  Bnrgoyne,  and  Captain 
Vetch,  well  known  not  only  for  their  ser- 
vices in  the  Peninsular  War,  but  since,  for 
their  useful  labours  in  the  arts  of  peace, 
the  one  as  head  of  the  Board  of  i'ubiic 
Works  In  Ireland,  the  other  as  member  of 
the  HarboorCommission;  Captain  Dawson, 
for  years  engaged  in  the  superintendence 
of  the  busiuesis  connected  with  Maps  in  the 
Tithe  Office;  Captain  Harncsii  uf  the  Miut, 
and  Colonel  Aldenoo,  who  has  sinee  died. 
It  is  siifHijient  to  name  our  two  dlril 
engineers— nowhere,  except,  it  seems,  in 
tbe  Vestries  of  St.  Marjlebone  and  St. 
George's,  unknown — ^the  anther  of  die 
Britannia  Bridge,  ICr.   Stephenson,  and 
Mr.    Rcndell.      Mr.  Ilardwicke   is  not 
only  tho  architect  of  some  of  the  most 
admired  buildings  in  tbe  metropolis,  but 
is  also  largely  engaged  in  the  manage- 
ment of  house  property  in  several  parts 
of  it.   Mr.  Fcto  is  one  of  the  most  emi- 
nent contractors  in  Europe;  while  of  the 
three  Commissioners  who  have  no  pro- 
fessional qualificatbn  for  the  aotnal  eieeno 
tion  of  the  works — Mr.  Lawes  is  a  barris- 
ter, who  has  niado  himself  master  of  the 
comphcated  law  of  sewers;  and  Mr.  Hawes, 
to  wDose  indefatigable  attention  hi  mainly 
owing  the  satisfactory  state  of  the  ao- 
counts  of  the  ('oinmisslon  wli'ch  T  have 
already  mentioned,  is  well  known  in  tin' 
City  as  a  man  of  business.  The  only  remaiu- 
ing  Commissioner  is  mjself  ;  and  of  myself  I 
eaanot  speak  without  unfeigned  reluetaooe. 
I  may,  however,  he  permitted  to  say  thus 
much,  that  if  there  be  one  subject  to  which 
I  have  devoted  more  labour,  time,  and  at- 
tention than  another,  it  is  the  sanitary  eon-^ 
dition  of  the  people,  and  the  means  for  its 
amelioration.    Since  the  time  when  I  pre- 

fared  the  lecture  on  tbe  subjoct,  which 
delirered  in  the  winter  of  1844,  at  Ply- 
mouth, down  to  the  present  moment,  I 
hare  made  it  my  business  not  only  to  read 
Vi9eowU  MbrwgUm  * 


most  of  what  has  been  written  on  this  sub- 
jeet  abroad  as  well  as  in  thb  eoontry,  but 

also  personally  to  visit  some  of  the  most 

wretched  parts  of  this  and  other  large 
towns;  to  examine  works  in  progress;  and 
to  make  myself  practically  acquaiuicd  uith 
the  most  approved  modes     effeeting  im> 
proved  sanitary  arrangements.    So  much 
fur   tbf  trouble  I  hare   taken  ;  others 
must  judge  whether  it  has  been  laboor  in 
vain.    With  regard,  however,  to  the  im> 
putationa  thrown  out  against  me  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lewes,  he  must  allow  me 
to  tell  him  that  ho  cannot  entertain  a 
lower  opinion  of  my  qualifications,  than  I 
do  of  his  fitness  to  proDoance  any  opinion 
upon  them.    It  is  some  satis&etion  to  me, 
under  these  circumstances,  fo  reflect  that 
i  have  been  three  times  elecU  1  ilic  )  .  pre- 
sentative  of  one  of  the  old^t  and  xuost  im- 
portant of  onr  seaports — not,  he  will  allow 
me  to  tell  him,  by  theud  of  thousands  roys> 
teriously  expended  on  my  behalf  there,  but 
— by  the  unbought  suffrages  of  a  numerous 
and  incorruptible  constituency.    It  is  some 
Batis&etion  to  me  to  reflect  that  on  the 
last  occasion  I  was  placed  at  tho  head 
of  tlip  poll — not,  I  will  inform  the  hon. 
Member  fur  Marylebone,  because  I  had 
aeted  as  the  organ  of  any  seleet  vestiy 
there,  for  Plymouth,  happily,  posseses  no 
such  body,  nor,  if  it  did,  would  I  ever  con- 
sent to  bind  inv'clf  to  net  upon  \i%  instruc- 
tions.   I  hu  iionuurabic  position  m  which 
my  coostitoeDta  hare  plaeed  me,  is  not  tbe 
fruit  of  any  laorifiee  of  my  own  conscienti- 
ous opinions,  or  any  tniel^ling  to  popular 
clamour;  it  is  the  result  of  mutual  con< 
fidencc;  and  that  confidence,  I  must  con- 
fess to  the  hon.  Member  for  Lewes,  is  of 
itself,  if  there  were  no  other,  an  abundant 
consolation  for  the  loss  of  his  good  opin- 
ion.   I  may  be  allowed  to  inform  him, 
howerer,  Aat  I  did  not  wait,  before  deeld- 
ing  on  die  course  whieh  I  should  adopt  in 
the  matter,  for  the  expression  of  his  opin- 
ion, or  that  of  any  other  Member  of  the 
ilousu,  as  to  my  fitness  for  the  office  of  paid 
Chairman  to  be  created  by  this  Bill;  still 
less  for  the  amount  of  the  salaiy  to  be  fijed. 
Some  time  ago,  indeed  as  soon  as  the  gene- 
ral intentions  of  the  Government  on  this 
point  were  commuuicated  to  me,  I  made 
known  to  the  Government  my  determtos- 
tion  to  decline  accepting  that  office — [Lord 
J.  RossEiiL  :  Hear,  hear  I] — if  it  were 
offered  me  under  present  circumstances, 
which,  in  truth,  I  hardly  expeeted  it  wosM 
be. 

I  have  now  atated  to  the  Hobso  ths 
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labours  and  p'^rfnrmances  of  tlio  Commis- 
sioners, and  i  may  be  uskcU,  as  they  iuid 
no  sinecure,  whether  thej  have  been  highly 
paid  t    On  the  contrary,  the  whole  of  the 
scrvico?  rendered  by  the  Commissioners 
have  been  gratuitous.  That  those  services 
are  arduous,  I  venture  to  think  1  have 
shown;  and  that  they  are  thankless,  every 
tbing  that  has  passed  during  the  Session, 
as  well  as  on  this  occasion,  has  most  abun- 
dantly proved.    But  arduous  as  have  been 
oar  lahonrs,  and  nnremttting  our  attention, 
wo  could  not  have  effected  a  tithe  of  what 
vre  hare  done  without  the  most  cordial  har- 
mony and  co-operation  among  ourselves. 
Whatever  dissatisfaction  or  discord  raged 
outside  the  walk  of  onr  court  room,  peace 
rei^fned  within :  we  have  not,  I  believe,  a 
division  on  our  minutes,  and  I  shall  always 
look  back  with  pleasure  to  the  friendly 
intercourse  into  which  the  business  of  the 
CommissioD  has  brought  me  wiHi  so  many 
eminent  men,  and  shall  ever  remember 
with  gratitude  the  kindness  and  support 
I  have  invariably  received  at  their  hands. 
But,  have  we  shrank  from  inquiry  ?  So 
far  from  it,  1  have  over  and  over  again 
challenged  It.  publicly  and  privately,  on 
behalf  of  myself  and  my  Colleagues;  indeed, 
I  may  state  that  at  a  general  Committee  of 
tho  Commission,  on  the  27th  of  1^1  ay  last, 
at  which  all  the  body,  with  the  exception 
of  two  only,  attended,  it  was  resolved  that 
the  unanimous  opinion  of  all  the  ten  Com- 
missioners present  should  be  conveyed  to 
Sir  6.  Grey,  that,  **  unless  the  Government 
see  decided  inconvenience  in  such  a  course, 
a  Committee  be  moved  for  in  the  House  of 
Commons  to  inquire  into  the  proceedings  of 
tho  present  Commission  since  its  constitu- 
tion  in  October,  1849."    That  resolution 
1  placed  i!i  i^-o  hands  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Ilonie  Department,  and  it 
waa  uuly  at  his  suggcsttou  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Commission  who  had  sests  in 
this  House  have  hitherto  waived  their  inten- 
tion of  moving  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry, 
before  which  our  accusers  might  have  been 
compelled  either  to  withdraw  or  to  support 
their  charges  against  ns.   With  regard  to 
the  present  Bill,  I  had  not  seen  it  at  all 
until  half  an  hour  before  it  was  road  a  se- 
cond time;  and  my  Colleagues  have  unani- 
mously requested  me  to  state,  that  as  a 
Commission,  they  decline  offering  any  ob- 
servations whatever  upon  it,  further  than 
this,  that  it  docs  not  embody  the  sugrres- 
tioDs  which  they  had  made  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govemment. 
It  will  be  jfor  us  hereafter  oarefollj  to 


'.  consider  what  course  wo  shall  think  it  our 
duty  to  take  under  the  circumstances  in 
which  we  sre  now  placed. 

In  conclusion,  I  cannot  help  remarking 
that,  since  the  Earl  of  Carlisle  left  the 
office  which  ho  formerly  filled,  the  Corn- 
missioQ  has  not  received  from  the  Go- 
vernment that  co-operation  and  assist- 
ance upon  which   they  had  reasonably 
calculated,  and  without  which  I  do  not 
think  that  the  present  Commissioners 
would  ever  have  consented  to  undertake 
their  difficult,  laborious   and  thankless 
office.    I  believe  that  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  liend  of  tbe  rmvcmment,  the  noble 
Marquesa  who  so  ably  leads  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and,  above  all,  my 
truly  noble  and  excdlent  Friend  the  Earl 
of  Carlisle,  are  sincere  in  their  desire  for 
the  promotion  of  sanitary  reform;  but  I 
must  remind  my  noble  Friend  that  it  is 
impossible  for  him  to  claim  with  consist- 
ency the  approval  of  the  wise  and  good, 
and,  as  I  think,  rightly-judging  persons 
who  desire  the  sanitary  improvement  of  the 
population,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  ob- 
tain favour  with  those  who  may,  with  equal 
consisteTiry,  be  opposed  to  it.     I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  I  see  indications  iu  several  de- 
partments of  tho  Government  of  an  inten- 
Uon  to  thwart,  in  detail,  measures  for 
which  the  Government,  as  a  whole,  takes 
credit  in  Queen's  Speeches  and  on  other 
public  occasions.    Such  a  course  is  nei- 
ther consistent,  nor  creditable,  nor  satis- 
factory; and  the  sooner  a  dtstinot  under- 
standing  is  come  to  with  them  as  to  their 
reni  views  and  intentions  whh  regard  to 
^unitary  subjects,  tho  better  it  will  be  for 
all  parties. 

»u  BENJAMIN  HALL  thought  a 
great  deal  of  the  noble  Lord's  statement 
wide  of  the  question  before  the  llotJse; 
and  much  that  related  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Commissioners  had  been  of  a  most  un- 
satisfactory character.  He  should  prove, 
from  printed  d  cunicnta  now  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members,  and  from  statements 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
that  Commission,  that  it  was  the  most  on- 
sotisfactory  and  inefficient  Commission  that 
had  ever  existed  in  the  metropolitan  dis- 
trict. He  had,  on  the  i6tb  of  May,  made 
a  stateiftent  which  bad  never  been  contra- 
dieted,  that  although  many  meetings,  both 
of  the  Commission  and  of  r'nnnnijsioncrs, 
liad  been  hold,  yet  no  mimiN^  of  tiiose 
meetings  hod  been  entered  up  from  tho 
11th  October  bst  to  the  13th  May.  It  was 
not  the  business  of  those  who  had  opposed 
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the  Commissioa  of  Sewers  to  move  for  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into  thtt  Commta* 
sion.   WhAt  ibej  had  to  do,  and  what 
thej  did,  was  to  urge  tlic  Government  to 
hring  in  tlieir  Bill,  and  then  the  noble 
Lord  luight  have  ati  opportuuitj  of  defend- 
]D|^  them.    Tho  noble  Lord  had  referred 
to  former  Commissions,  nnd  Imd  charged 
them  with  beinsr  inefficient,  incompetent, 
and  corrupt.    I^ovv  thejhad  nothing  to  do 
with  the  sins  of  feraner  Commiasioiie,  whieh 
no  doubt  ircre  guilty  of  great  extrerft- 
gfincc;  but  he  (Sir  B.  Hall)  know  that 
while  the  former  Commission  only  levied 
3ci.  in  the  pound,  tho  present  one  levied 
%d.   The  noble  Lord  had  referred  to  the 
quantity  of  the  eorrespondence  tnuMaoted 
by  tlic  Commission;  and  there  was  no 
doubt  that  no  other  bodies  in  the  kingdom 
eotried  on  m  Tolumtnous  a  correpondence 
aa  the  Commission  of  Sewers  and  the 
Board  of  Health;  he  wished,  however,  that 
they  had  confined  themselves  to  practical 
purposes  and  objects,  instead  of  writing  let- 
tera  and  emploving  a  whole  ataff  of  leere* 
tAriea  and  clerks.    The  noble  Lord  had 
spoken  also  of  the  plans  for  tho  drainage 
of  the  north  and  soutb  side  of  the  metro- 
polis, which  were  no  doubt  announced  as 
•iated  by  the  Boble  Lord;  and  these  an* 
nouncementa  oreated  the  greatest  con- 
sternation amongst  the  ratepayers,  -^ho 
feared  that  they  should  have  a  rate  of 
3,000,000e.  or  4,000,000{.  fastened  upon 
them  to  carry  out  the  plana  of  this  ineffi- 
cient Commission,  and  the  rate  would  more 
likely  be  7$.  in  the  pound  than  Qd.  When 
the  noble  Lord  said  they  had  executed 
tbev  Works  at  half  the  eost  at  which  their 
predecessors  did  theirs,  ho  would  ask  the 
House  to  refer  to  the  only  work  to  which  the 
Con-)rai«*Bion  could  refer  with  nny  boastinc^ 
—the  Victoria-street  sewer,    it  appeared 
that  the  original  estimate  of  the  first  eon* 
tract  was  5.0S2f.,  the  oontract  prioa 
4,6002.,  and  the  actual  cost  7,443{.  or 
2.843^,  or  62  per  cent  above  the  contract 

Sriee,  and  45  per  cent  above  the  estimate. 
!he  CoinmissionM  had  adopted  one  en* 
rious  plan;  whenever  tliey  got  into  any 
scrape,  and  a  return  tending  to  throw  any 
light  upon  it  was  ordered,  iher  imme- 
dUtdy  diieeted  somebodj  to  make  a  re- 
port upon  theaame  subject*  escosing  them, 
to  bo  presented  with  the  return.  Now, 
amongst  the  costs  of  this  part  of  the  Vic- 
toria-treet  sewer  was  an  item  of  4501.  for 
expenses  inenrred  in  preventing  one  of  the 
tow  i  s  of  Westminster  Abbey  conkiikg 
down.  But  what  buineiahad  they  to  go  io 


near  Westminster  Abbey  ?  Why  did  thoj 
not  carry  iheiir  sewer  at  a  proper  distanco 
from  the  towers  ?    Then  they  said  that  il 
was  necessary  to  have  concrete;  but  coold 
it  be  supposed  that  the  engineer  did  nol 
know  the  nature  of  ihe  s<ril  upon  wUdi  h€ 
was  working,  untU  at  the  last  moment  he 
ordered  concrete  to  be  added  to  the  origi- 
nal estimate  at  an  cxtravnfynnt  exncrise  ? 
According  to  the  noblo  Lord  himself,  tho 
vltimate  Cost  of  the  seeond  length  «f  «h|» 
sewer  would  be  13,000^,  against  aa  eii* 
ginal  estimnto  of  7,700^.    If,  thcreforf*, 
they  might  jnilii;e  1  y  what  had  taken  place 
here,  the  cosiU  ut  the  new  works  which 
had  been  suspended,  ^oul^  have  been.  Ml 
160*000/.,  as  the  noble  Lord  estimated 
them,  but  about  double  that  amount,  or 
nearly  300,0001.;  and  he  thought  that  ihe 
inhabitants  of  the  metropolis  ought  to  be 
thankful  for  those  technical  defects  in  the 
Act  which,  according  to  the  noble  Lord, 
were  the  only  reasons  why  this  sum  was 
not  levied  upon  them.    Tho  noble  Lord 
had  anrprised  him  (Sir  B.  Hall)  when  he 
said  that  the  debt  and  liabilities  of  the 
Commission  hn<\  been  reduced;  for,  by  a 
return  j)rc  sciiteci  to  that  House,  according 
to  the  iith  (k  12  th  Victoria,  it  app^red 
from  the  aeeonnte  of  die  CommiasieD,  t6 
December  1S50,  that  their  liabilities  were 
58,195?.,  while  the  liabilities  of  the  present 
Commission,  after  an  existence  of  only 
fourteen  months,  amounted  to  135,3422. ^ 
and  that  during  that  time  they  had  in* 
creased  their  expenditure  no  lo^^s  than 
77,147?.   Comin*^  to  the  expense  of  works, 
surveys,  and  cost  of  management,  he 
found  that  d7.665i  had  been  eipeadeA 
upon  works,  and  8,6 18^  on  surreya,  nak* 
ino;  n  total  of  66,283?.;  while  the  mnrtnfi'e- 
luont  (  f  the  Commission  during  that  time 
co&t  21,1042.,  or  about  30  per  cent  on  the 
works  and  surveys  put  together.  Bon^ 
thing  had  been  Said  of  the  non-attendaa04 
of  the  Commissioners  at  the  mecttnga-, 
and  of  their  theoretical  rather  than  prac* 
tical  mode  of  acting;  and  it  wm  very  re- 
markable that  if  a  by-law  embracing  any 
of  those  theoretical  notions  in  favour  of 
sanitary  reform  which  they  were  in  the 
habit  of  putting  forth  was  to  be  passed, 
there  waa  a  fhll  ittendanee  of  Cenisis* 
sioners;  but  when  meetings  were  to  he 
held  to  hear  the  appeals  of  thp  ratcpavfrt, 
a  meeting  could  not  he  formed,  and  rale- 
payers  who  bad  cumc  to  attend  it  were 
oblig^  to  go  away  agaiti.   As  t  kpecMBse 
of  ^e  by-laws  the  Commissioners  adopted, 
he  m^lit  atataithMtotheidthof  Oeto- 
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%«rt  1850,  iktf  f$M^  an  order,  or  Ly- j  to  perjiettttto  ibis  6ZMMi?e  nuistnett. 
law,  which  was  confirmed  on  tho  6th  of  [Lord  John  Russkll  :  For  one  year,] 
December,  providing  that  no  drain,  water-   Yes;  btjt  when  people  were  thoroughly  dis- 


oloset,  or  cesspool  should  be  cuustrucled 
Of  md  wtthiNit  their  Approval.  There 
WM  a  perteo  vhoco  nanio  had  been  fre- 
quently before  that  House,  Mr.  Frank 
Forster,  who  was  the  superintendent  or 
^cnt  of  ODd  of  the  Conrimissionerg  of 
TOWBTt,  wh0i  wH  nquiring  bis  servieei  any 
longer,  got  hisi  a  place  under  the  Comniis- 
aion  of  Scwera  instead  of  Mr.  Phillips, 
who  held  it  before,  who  could  out  bu  nnid 
to  have  either  neglected  hia  duty,  or  to 
bave  beea  ioeompetent  to  transact  the 
whole  business  of  tlie  Cunmiission,  and 
who  would  have  done  it  at  a  salary  of  400/. 
«r  BOOk  a  JFaof*  •         because  this  Gooi- 
mMowf  m  no  longer  any  further  ocea* 
aioa  ht  Ifr.  Forster's  aervioee  at  the 
brid'^e  eonstrueted  over  the  Meimi.  or  gome 
other  place,  lie  waa  foibted  upon  tiiis  Com> 
mUsioD.    That  was  the  way  their  business 
bad  bean  tuaMaetedi  and  he  andertiyoh  to 
prove  that  ^  Cooupiaalonera  had  exer- 
ct«ed  their  power  in  placing  persons  in  that 
office  because  their  service  were  no  longer 
reauired  ia  other  parte  of  the  oou&trj.  fie 
(Sur      HaU)  had  get  an  order  ^  that 
House  for  a  report  upon  the  metropolitan 
sewers,  by  one  of  their  be^t  snrveyora 
(lirr  Sraitfi),  to  be  appended  to  tha  esti- 
aala  of  the  Vietoria^atreet  sewer.  Ia- 
mediatriy  upon  hU  doing  so,  the  Com- 
miBsioners,  aUhough  they  had  previously 
lauded  this  man,  censured  hiQi»  and  ap- 
poii^ed  Mr.  Frank  Forster  to  go  into  the 
Miner*  and  make  a  eounter  report,  in  order 
la  tover  the  disgraceful  manner  in  which 
the  work  had  been  carried  on  there.  He 
iriahed  to  kaow  whether  a  large  part  of 
that  work»  nhieh  had  epat  80  per  cent 
above  the  contract  piiea»  bad  net  since 
fallen  in  ?   The  Bewer  was  now  in  such  a 
disgraceful  state,  that  when,  the  other  day, 
be  found  the  sti-eet  lu  front  of  the  Ilorse 
Gnaida  covered  with  water  and  aeked  the 
aaaas^  he  was  told,  "  It  ia  owing  to  the 
CaMmis-siouers  making  the  sewers  so  small 
that  they  won't  carry  the  water  away." 
lie  thought  that  all  theae  Uiings  having 
beoa  «am  pabKe,  Any  had  a  gnoA  right 
to  ilimipliin  that  this  Bill  was  not  brought 
in  at  an  earlier  period  of  th-f*  Sossioii.  The 
right  hQi).  iloiae  Secretary  kueur  very  well 
tlutt  the  Comwiaaian  wonVI  expire  at  the 
and  ^  tbia  fleewen  of  Parliauient,  and  yal 
almost  at  the  very  end  of  July  they  were 
to  be  called  upon  to  consider  tlits  question 


ill  ita  yari9ua  bearijigsi  aud  to  patMi  a  i>iU  |  gious  only  levied  a  rate  of 


saiiehed  with  the  Commission,  they  did 
not  like  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  the  ratea 
and  taxea  that  might  be  levied,  upon  thona 

for  even  one  venr.  He  was  sure  there 
could  be  but  one  feeling  in  respect  to  this 
subject — that  the  Commission  should  cease 
and  detomine  at  the  earlieet  period  t  and 
looking  at  the  extravagant  manner  in 
wlilch  the  Commission  had  exercised  its 
powers,  and  the  uu&atisfactory  condition 
in  wbidi  ila  worba  were  lefl,  he  thought 
they  ebould  at  oaee  prevent  them,  by  a 
clause  such  as  that  proposed  hy  the  lion. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley) 
from  levying  more  than  a  certain  amount 
of  ratea  daring  the  next  year.  They  had 
already  levied  a  rate  aufficient  for  two 
or  three  years;  but  he  undcrstooil  they 
had  run  into  debt — that  they  were  now 
under  great  liabilities — and  that  out  of 
the  sum  they  had  levied,  they  had  only  a 
small  sum  left  to  be  expended  upon  works. 
Some  of  these  works  no  doubt  must  bo 
finished;  but  let  not  Uic  House  give  more 

Stwera  than  were  absolutely  neoeaaary. 
6  waa  enre  that  nnleaa  tho  principle  of 
representation  was  introduced  into  tho 
management  of  this  depnrtmrnt,  they 
would  not  give  satisfaction,  and  tho  same 
extravaganee  would  occur  again.  Oom- 
pare  with  the  expenditnre  under  this  ir- 
responsi'ule  Commission,  that  of  one  of 
the  bctit  -  managed  and  richest  mctropO' 
litan  parishes — St.  George's,  Hanover« 
a^nara — where  tha  renreaentative  prin* 
ciple  was  in  actioB*  and  where  the  police 
rate,  poor-rate,  and  county  rate,  only 
amounted  to  Is,  Qd»  in  the  pound.  lie 
believed,  in  tlie  worda  which  hia  noUa 
Friend  (Viscount  Kbrington)  had  applied 
to  the  former  Commissions  of  Sewers,  that 
the  present  Commission  was  jierfectiy  in- 
efficieni  and  incompetent,  and  that  tho 
aooner  it  waa  done  away  with,  the  better 
satisfied  wauhl  be  the  inhabiUata  of  tha 
metropolis. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  must  object  to 
the  tone  adopted  by  the  noble  Lord  (Vis- 
count  Ebringtoo)  towarda  tha  previoua 
Commiaaieiis  of  SewMH,  and  also  towarda 
Iler  Mujesty's  Government.  The  noble 
Loid  hud  said  thai  they  were  more  heavily 
taxed  under  tho  fomer  tiiaa  under  the 
preaent  Commission  of  Sewers;  but  he 
(Mr.  Henley)  found  that  in  the  district 
wliere  he  resided,  while  tlie  old  Comniia- 

^d.  itk  the 
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pouud  once  in  every  two  years,  the  present 
Commission,  after  receiving  a  rate  of  3d. 
iu  August,  1849,  had  leri^  &  rate  of  6^. 
ill  April,  18j1;  thus-  taking  9 J.  in  eigh- 
teen or  nineteen  months,  in.stcarl  of  3*^.  in 
two  years.  The  noble  Lord  had  spoken 
of  the  labours  spent  by  the  Commission  in 
inquiring  into  the  prices  of  the  various 
works  to  b('  done;  but  it  seeniCMl  as  If 
these  were  not  exjicniled  in  a  manner  very 
profitable  to  the  puUic,  when  the  very 
first  sewer  that  tbey  maile  so  mneh  ex* 
coeded  the  estimate.  It  would  have  been 
mneli  more  satisfactory  to  the  public  if  tlio 
CoiiiiniHsion  had  been  merely  continued  fur 
a  year,  aud  restrained  vitbin  some  limits, 
and  without  an  attempt  to  set  up  any 
new  machinery.  He  considered  that  this 
Bill  would  virtually  throw  the  manas^ement 
of  the  whole  business  into  the  hands  of 
one  man;  for  the  4th  clause  provided  that 
two  Commissioners*  one  of  tbem  being  the 
Chairman,  should  he  a  qnornm,  and  that 
the  Chairman  sliouM  have  a  casting;  vote, 
so  that  the  Chairman  might  outvote  his 
colleague  and  do  what  be  pleased,  tbe 
Board  being  still  responsible  for  his  acts. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that 
some  time  ago  when  it  was  proposed  to 
mew  tiie  OommSssioii  of  Sewers  for  one 
year,  little  objection  was  made  to  such  a 
mcnsuro,  but  the  main  source  of  complaint 
against  the  Cominis^ioaersj  was,  that  they 
had  very  sc-liiom  met.  The  question  was, 
therefore,  whether,  in  mewing  tbe  Com- 
mission, endeavours  should  not  be  made  to 
make  It  efficient,  and  to  remove  that  ground 
of  couiplaint.  It  was  obvious  that  the 
Commissioners  of  Sewers,  many  of  whom 
were  gentlemea  of  eminence,  and  bad  to 
attend  to  important  avocations,  could  not 
be  called  upon  at  any  time  to  attend  the 
Board.  Now,  the  only  way  to  secure  tiie 
attendance  of  one  or  more  Commiaaioners, 
was  to  give  him  or  tbem  a  salary;  and  the 
only  question  before  them  seemed  to  be 
the  very  narrow  one,  whether,  iu  renewinc: 
tho  Commission  for  one  year,  they  should 
attempt  for  that  year  to  remove  some  of 
tbe  defects  of  the  Commission.  Those 
hon.  Gentlemen  wlio  wished  to  remedy  tlie 
inconvenience  whicii  had  been  pointed  out, 
would  adopt  the  plan  of  the  Government; 
but  those  who  wished  to  keep  alive  tbe 
grievnnet^  for  another  debate,  and  to  turn 
out  tlic  t(ix  again  next  yonr,  would  oppose 
it.  With  regard  to  the  history  wiiich  had 
been  given  by  bis  noble  Friend  (Viscount 
Ebrington),  and  i>y  the  hon.  Member  for 
Jiaryleboue  (Sir  B.  Hall)*  it  was  Yeiy  diilip 
Mr.  Etnley 


cult  to  decide  betweea  assertioas  which 
were  so  completely  opposed.  His  noble 
Friend  said  the  amount  of  rates  expended 
had  been  very  much  less  during  the  last 
two  ycai-s  thau  it  had  been  ia  1&45  and 
184G.  The  hon.  Baronet,  on  the  con- 
trary, said  that  ihe  ezpenses  bad  baea 
very  much  greater  of  late,  and  that  Aa 
rates  levied  had  been  considerably  aag- 
niented.  lie  (Lord  Jolni  iaissell)  did  not 
pretend  to  say  which  ot  tiiese  two  authori- 
ties  was  right  with  respect  to  the  naaaga- 
ment  of  the  Commission ;  but  be  Ao^ilit 
his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Ebriogton)  had 
some  advantage,  from  his  statement  that 
he  and  tbe  Commissioners  bad  all  along 
wished  for  an  inqaify  into  this  matter- 
that  they  had  been  ready  to  promote  such 
an  inquiry — that  they  had  hoped  some  hon. 
Member  would  have  moved  for  it — but  that 
the  opportunity  of  baring  all  tbe  fiketa 
vestigated  had  been  deaied  them.  Ha 
(Lord  John  Russell)  concurred  in  the  views 
of  his  noble  Friend  witli  respect  to  sani- 
tary measures.  lie  was  most  anxious  that 
sanitary  reforms  shonld  be  effiMted;  b«l 
Gentlemen  wlioie  nunda  were  beat  iipo« 
such  reforms,  might  sometimes,  in  tbe 
eagerness  of  the  pursuit,  commit  errors  ia 
judgment,  for  he  did  net  suppose  that 
sanitary  reformers  were  eiempted  froas 
human  infirmity  in  that  respect.  There 
seemed  to  bo  little  dispute  with  regard  to 
the  Bill  before  the  House.  They  wci-«  all 
agreed  that  the  powers  of  ti»e  Cemoia- 
sioDcrs  should  be  extended  for  aaethar 
vear.  Tln'  ndblc  Lord  the  Member  for 
Marylebuuc  (Lord  D.  Stuart)  had  said  that 
he  kuew  perfectly  well  what  tbe  inteotiooa 
of  tbe  Government  bad  been,  and  that 
they  always  meant  to  bring  in  such  a  Bill 
as  this,  and  not  to  propose  any  other  plan. 
What  mesmeric  power  enabled  the  noUe 
Lord  to  see  into  the  minds  of  If  embers  ef 
the  Government,  he  (Lord  John  BasssD) 
did  not  know;  but  lie  could  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  he  was  mistaken  as  to  tbe 
intentions  of  the  Government.  His  (Lord 
John  Russeirs)  wish  bad  been  tbat  tb^ 
might  have  had  a  measure  which  might  he 
made  to  ajreo  with  a  plan  for  the  supply 
of  water;  but  as  the  water  supply  question 
stood,  they  were  not  able  to  do  so,  and  the 
whole  of  this  great  question  must  be  poetr* 
poncd  for  the  present;  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, necessary  to  renew  the  Commit -Ton 
for  another  year.  He  agreed  that  iherd 
was  hardly  any  question  ef  more  imperii 
a  nee  than  that  of  providing  for  the  saoi- 
tarjr  Btata  ef  thia  metnif(ilie»  with  ila 
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2,500,000  inhabitants,  whether,  with  re- 
gard to  sewerage,  water  supply,  or  otiier 
■nl^eota;  but  the  proposal  to  introduce  a 
great  representative  body  into  the  metro- 
polis to  manage  these  matters,  was  one 
which  demanded  very  grave  consideiation. 
He  did  not  toppose  ihet  enj  meature 
eoaU  be  introduced  on  the  sabject  in  the 
present  Session,  and  when  the  Hoit^o  enmc 
to  consider  the  question,  he  thoiigtit  they 
would  find  innuiuerublo  difficulties  in  the 
way  ef  carrying  out  aneh  a  proposal. 

Loiu>  DUDLEY  STUART  begged  to 
explain  ;  what  ho  had  said  was,  that  be 
saw  all  along  thai  it  was  tbe  intention  of 
Ae  Gofenmeiit  not  to  bring  in  this  Bill 
tiU  the  end  of  tbe  Seasion,  when  there 
ooTil  i  be  no  opportunitj  of  foUj  deboting 
tbe  subject. 

Hb.  Alderman  COPELAND  hoped  the 
OoTwrmnent  woaM  pay  some  attention  to 
the  oipenditnre  of  the  Commission.  The 
expenditure  during  the  lost  yenr  had  been 
near  90,000^.,  of  which  21,000/.  was  paid 
for  the  expenses  of  management  alono. 
■  Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  ont  stand  part  of  i2ie  Question," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ; 
Honee  in  Committee. 

Clanse  1  (Appointment  of  a  Chairman 
and  Deputy.Obairmaa  of  Gommisstoners 
of  Sewers), 

VlscouXT  iiBKINGTON  said,  in  reply 
to  tbe  statement  of  tbe  hon.  Member  foV 
Marylebone,  with  reference  to  the  records 
of  the  CommTssioners*  procf^e*lin<T3,  that  it 
was  incorrect  to  say  that  minutes  of  their 
proceedings  wore  not  kept,  though  at  the 
time  to  which  the  hon.  Baronot  alluded 
they  might  not  havo  been  finally  entered 
in  the  formal  record.  He  c<iuld  not  state 
exactly  what  the  taxation  under  the  prc< 
sent  Commission  of  Ssnrers  bad  been  upon 
each  of  the  districts,  but  he  knew  that 
from  January,  1835,  to  November,  1847, 
under  the  old  commission,  rates  to  the 
amount  of  240,000/.  had  been  collected. 
During  the  existing  commission  the  rate 
collected  had  not  been  so  high  in  amount, 
the  rate  collected  in  1849  and  1S50  being 
about  130,000/.,  and  there  miglit  have 
been  some  60.0002.  or  70.0002.  collected 
in  tbe  course  of  this  year;  so  that  in- 
5tpa(!  of  the  taxation  being,  as  it  was  re- 
presented, to  be  more  onerous  now  than 
before,  notwilbstAoding  the  increased 
Qwmttty  of  work  done,  there  bad  aetuaUy 
been*  nnaller  expenditure.  Itwasnotin 
eeBse^ueiiee  ef  tbe  letnrn  to  wbiob  the  bon. 


Member  for  Marylebone  had  alluded,  that 
the  Commissioners  were  principally  dis- 
pleased  with  Mr.  Smith,  though  he  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  he  had  acted  wisely  or 
judiciously  about  that.  With  regard  to  the 
charge  brought  against  Mr.  Stephenson, 
of  providing  for  one  of  bis  friends,  at  the 
expense  of  the  ratepayers,  repelled  with  in> 
I  dijrnation  such  a  charge  upon  his  bon. 
Friend.  Ho  was  quite  incapable  of  such 
conduct.  lie  could  assure  the  House  that 
so  hr  from  jobbing,  the  whole  of  the  Com- 
missioners were  actuated  by  an  anxious  de- 
sire to  make  the  best  appriintments,  and 
i  Mr.  Forster  waa  unanimously  recommended 
for  it  by  a  Committee  of  their  body,  com- 
posed of  military  as  well  as  civil  engineers, 
to  whom  the  matter  was  referred. 

bin  BENJAMIN  HALL  could  under- 
take  to  say,  that  up  to  tho  time  he  moved 
for  tbe  return  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
not  only  was  Mr.  Smith  not  censured,  but 
he  was  always  praised  by  the  rommission- 
ers.  Sir  Henry  do  la  Bcche,  one  of  the 
Commissioners,  had  spoken  of  Mr.  Smith 
in  high  terms  of  praise;  but  he  (Sir  B.  Hall) 
believed  that  Mr.  Smith  had  been  cen- 
sured, solely  because  be  bad  shown  up  the 
infamous  manner  in  which  the  Victoria- 
street  sewer  bad  been  constructed  under 
the  direction  of  an  engineer  who  received 
1,500Z.  a  yenr,  TTe  Avlshcd  to  know  whe- 
ther it  was  true  that  tho  workings  of  the 
tunnel  for  tho  Victoria-street  sewer,  hav- 
ing been  commenced  at  each  end,  failed  to 
meet  in  the  middle  ? 

Viscount  KRRIXGTON  said,  that  there 
was  a  slight  deviation  of  fifteen  inches  on 
the  part  of  the  contractor,  not  of  the  en<^i- 
neer,  in  one  part  of  the  tunnel,  which  bad 
lon;^  since  been  repaired.  Mr.  Smith  was, 
no  doubt,  an  admirable  surveyor,  and 
for  evidence  his  conduct  must  be  always  in 
{very  respect  immaenlate;  but  theibet  was, 
that  on  one  occasion  he  did  sometbinc^  which 
the  Commissioners  considered  decidedly 
blameable. 

Mk.  WAKLEY  moved,  that  the  Clause 
be  omitted.  It  provided  that  Her  Majesty 
should  select  a  Chairman  of  tho  X!7ommis- 
sioners  of  Sewers  from  the  existing  body 
ot  Commissioners,  and,  considering  tbe 
incompetency  displayed  by  that  body,  he 
thought  it  an  insult  to  tbe  public  to  make 
such  ft  proposal. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
tbe  Clause  stand  part  of  tbe  Bill." 

The  Committee  dt0td«f:— Ayce  35; 
Noea  21 :  Majority  14. 

Clause  offned  to. 
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Ldt  0/  the  Ayes. 


ArxMtrong ,  Sir  A. 

Alin«troii|r>  ^  B. 

Baines,  rt.  hon.  M.  T. 

BftriBg,  rt.  hon  .Sir  F.T. 
Bollew,  R.  M. 
Berkeley,  Adtn. 
Bouveric,  hon.  E.  P. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Gookbum,  Sir  A.  J.  E. 
Craijr.  Sir  W.  G. 
DuDdai,  Adm. 
Dandas,  H.  hon,  8i»  D. 
Evan?,  r 
Foreter,  M. 
Hall^OoL 

Hatchcll,  rl.hMi.J. 
iiawes,  B. 


Hodges,  T.  L. 
Lftbottchere,  rt.  Imb.  H 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Matheson,  Ck>L 
Parker,  J. 
Rich,  II. 
Roche,  E.  B. 
Romilly,  Col. 
RmMlC  Lord  J. 
Rumll,  F.  C.  O. 
Sfyniour,  Lord 
Thompson,  Col, 
Thornely,  T. 
Wat  kins,  Col.  Lb 
Wilson,  J. 

Weod.  rt.  hon.  INr  C. 

TBLLKBS. 

Hayter,  W.  G. 
mu,  Lord  iL 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Bell,  J. 

Booth,  Sir  It  G. 

Brarri-i' or  .  T.  W. 
Bailer,  Sir  J.  T. 

Copeland,  Aid. 
Punoan,  G. 
Edwards,  H. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Fittroy,  hon.  H. 
Foi,  W.  J. 
Frewen,  C.  II. 


GltMOt.  J* 

Ball,  Sir  B. 

IlenW,  J.  W. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Oibonw,  R. 

Spoon er,  R. 
Siuart,  I<ord  D. 
Thompson,  G. 
WallWloy.  Sir  J. 

XKULEOa. 

Wakley,  T. 
Williams,  W. 


rianse  2  (Salary  of  Chairman). 
Sii.      NJAMIN  HALL  moved  the  re- 
jeotiou  of  the  Clause. 

Motim  mado,  Mid  Q«etftioii      <*  TlMt 

ihe  ClauM  M  MMOled  0tMd  fWi  flf  Hkn 

BUI." 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Aje«  35; 
Noes  22 :  Majorit/  13. 

Ckmt^piiediOf  m  wm  also  Clause  3. 

ClftttM  4  (that  two  GoBBMMMotn  h%  « 
qnyrtm). 

Ma.  J.  BELL  said,  ha  ol^octed  to  the 
■swIliiMt  af  the  naaiWi  aad  woaU  sug- 
gest tliat  it  slioald  be  allsred  to  three. 

Tlio  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  object  ot  the  Clause 
TTatt  to  secure  the  presence  of  two  persons 
to  tniiMet  ftlia  araiiMrj  boMneM  of  the 
Ooonafttee.  The  constaot  «tteiidAiiee  of 
one  would  be  secared  hv  payings  hira  a  sa- 
lary,  and  it  was  thought  that  the  attea- 
fonce  of  oaodMr  might  aliro|«  be  obtaiiied. 
Tb&tB  wem  %  great  many  things  (eteh, 
for  instance,  as  the  jurisdlctinti  of  nin^'is- 


{COMMOHS}  M  Jkft.  im 

inftre4iie«d»  §xA  was  not  keewn  to  tha  aia> 
tropolttott  eoMtitueotios,  from  whoa,  mhm 
it  was  knowD,  it  voohl  eiioit  a  biMt  ef 

indif^nntion. 

jUutlou  tuade,  and  Question  put,  *'  Ihit 
the  Chainnaa  do  report  progreM.  aai  aA 
leave  to  sit  again." 

Tlie  Commttteo  diffidtidi  ^  Ajt§  7| 
Noes  50  :  Majority  43. 
Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Ob  Glaaae  6  <Batoa  to  W  mU»,  «1 

Mortgage  authorised  by  ne  Um  thaa  wk 

Commissioners,  the  Chairman  beinfjoneV 

Mii.  li£NLEY  said,  he  wished  to  mors 
two  Anendmeata,  the  one  prohibiting  Um 
Commissioners  from  levying  any  )Sf^km 
rate  than  3d.  in  the  pound;  and  the  other 
depriving  them  of  the  power  of  borrritrtnir. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  hevo^id 
aaeent  to  the  iral  of  theee  AaesdMita. 
hut  he  objected  to  the  second.  It  wmM 
he  nh^uvA  to  appoint  Comnii^^ioners  to  aW 
tend  to  the  sanitary  couiluiun  of  the  iBe» 
tropolis,  and  to  deprive  tUem  of  the  power 
to  oarry  ont  the  o^yeeto  eptmited  to  thaa. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  2,  line  37, 
to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  Commit 
aionera"  to  ilie  word  **  than"  in  Imm  3S. 

QqaitieB  put,  ''Thai  tito  mda  im- 
posed to  he  left  oDl  ata»d  f*i  ef  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided  S — Ajm  S^i 
Noes  22  :  Majority  11. 

Clawe  €^ffreed  to;  aa  mm  alaa  lha  » 
mainiag  Olaiiees. 
Uonae  t»aamed»  BiU 


EXCISE  DUTY  ON  HOPS. 
Mb.  FREWBK  begged  to 
solution  of  which  be  had  givaai  Mtiee,  dtet 

the  Eicisc  Duty  on  Hops  was  intpolitit 
and  unjust,  and  oucht  to  i>e  repealed,  tto 
brought  fbnratd  thia  Motion,  wbsah  haa» 
sidered  one  of  grtat  importeoce,  in  mat' 
plianee  with  the  request  of  a  larire  mojeritj 
of  !ii?  constituents.  He  had  nlreadr  brought 
foiwatid  a  Jdoiioa  uu  the  aubjeci,  wia^ 
wee  rejeetedt  aad  the  ho*.  Umikm  i* 
West  Kent  (Mr.  T.  L.  Hodgee)  badad^ 
mittcd  a  Motion  to  th«»  Hoiiye  for  tlw 
general  reductioa  of  Uio  Excise  Dutyt  hA 
as  the  ameuat  of  ^e  Hop  Dnif  vae  ail 
by  any  meaaa  Urge,  the  toeel  fvaetissi 
course  to  pursue,  and  the  coorae  which  His 


trates  sittine:  in  petty  sessions)  which  wei*«  l  constituents  deeiretl  to  urrre  upon  ih«  Umm 


done  by  two  persons. 

Mb.  WAKLBY  aaid»  tba«  he  woOl 
BMVe  that  the  ChairmaB  abedd  report 

pro'^'ress.  The  Bill  rBquinf»<!  further  con- 
sideration, for  it  had  ooljr  he»  reeeotij 


of  Commons,  was  to  take  oa  the  smum 
aawBt  of  that  dito.  Far  tfca  laul  ibtoi 
years  the  everaga  bad  baan  ah  uet  32a.O0U<>  t 

the  whole  amount  recovered  in  J  848  ke» 

las  ^JOOiLi  in  m^,  id^a^i  mi 
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in  1850,  wlien  there  was  a  large  crop, 
424,702?.;  tho  avernge  tliorefore  for  (heae 
three  jears  was  3i9,4G7/.  It  ought  to 
MBftidAred  tluil  the  prMiaro  of  thi« 
1^  wa«  oiilj  Mt  in  |iirtiett1ar  looalities. 
Tims,  for  instance,  the  farmers  in  tho 
eastern  division  of  the  county  of  Sussex 

raid  considerably  more  than  100,000/.  in 
848i  wheti  ibe  whole  amount  of  the  doty 
did  not  MnoQnt  to  300.000^  Thoy  torn- 
plnined  of  being  oalled  iip'^n  to  pay  a  tax 
to  tliat  heavy  amount.  The  operation  of 
ihe  tei  WM  Mi4ott>  is  the  extreme.  By  it 
thoQsands  of  aeret  were  thrown  eat  of  eol- 
tivation,  and  in  some  places  it  was  not  pos- 
B\h\c  to  >y'ri  t(Miants  on  any  terms  whatever. 
He  was  authorised  to  say,  ilmt  if  the  Ex< 
eiee  Untj  were  wholly  repealed,  there 
would  be  no  opposition  made  en  the  part 
of  his  constituents  to  the  repeal  of  the 
coetoms  duty,  because  in  that  case  tlic 
ho|^;rowers  belicred  they  would  be  put  iu 
»  BM>re  i^ivonrehle  peeitioD  then  they  were 
et  ibe  present  time.  The  amount  of  pro- 
tection was  not  in  their  opinion  Buffieient 
to  enable  them  to  support  the  enormous 
war  tu  that  they  were  eaHed  vpon  to  pay. 
H«  held  in  hia  hand  a  return  of  the  ez* 
porta  and  imports  of  hop^  since  the  year 
1845,  and  he  foutui  that  iIm  ix'  had  been, 
ou  the  whole,  a  larger  amount  of  exports 
M  •oapared  wUh  the  imperii.  The  lei* 
lowing  wet«  the  fignroa  for  three  yean : — 

Exportt.  Imports. 

1846    US.m    228,800 

1847  ..„.,„.  447,001    245.280 

1848    367,029    660,000 

In  tho  last  year  the  crop  in  England  was  a 
failure,  and  yet  a  larger  quantity  was  ex- 
ported to  meet  the  demand,  which,  it  mudt 
M  remembered  hewever»  wae  alwayalimit^ 
ed.  There  was  a  very  large  ezpert  of 
British  hops  to  Belgium  and  Ci-rmany — 
eountries  iu  which  hops  were  grown.  There 
were  hoM  exported  to  Antwerp,  Ham- 
burgh, Botterdam,  and  St.  Petereborgh. 
In  fact,  if  the  excise  duty  on  hops  were 
taken  off,  the  British  farmers  did  not  be- 
lieve they  had  much  to  fear  from  foreign 
•empMitien.  In  eonaidering  thia  anlject, 
it  was  to  be  remembered  that  in  some  years, 
owtnjc^  to  the  pwiiHar  nature  of  thr  prop, 
there  was  no  crop  at  all  iu  consequence  of 
a  blight,  and  tu  other  vears  the  pruduee 
Via  very  *b«idaiit  The  tax  waa  a  war 
tax— imposed  in  a  time  of  high  prices, 
and  it  had  been  maintained  notwithstand- 
ing the  change  in  the  correney.  lie  im- 
■lend,  then,  ef  the  Hooie  to  consider  the 
fafMtiafe  ti  emitiniiiif  tUa  tax— a  tax  of 


which  it  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding  (Mr.  Cobden)  that 
he  (lid  not  believe  there  was  even  in  Turkey 
any  tax  aimiUr  to  the  hep  tax.  With  theee 
few  observations,  he  begged  to  aubmit  bit 
Motion  to  the  House. 

Mk.  fuller  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

**  That  the  Exeiss  Duty  on  Hopa  is  impoUtie 
and  uiumliand  onglitto  be  npealei  alaasailir 

perioil. 

•  Mil.  LAW  HODGEb  said,  ho  was  ac- 
quainted with  the  atate  of  fbeling  upon  thIa 
subject  tbronghout  all  the  moat  important 
hopgrowing  districts  of  the  country,  and 
ho  believed  that  although  there  were  many 
variouii  opinions  with  respect  to  the  pro- 

Gvitien  involved  in  the  Motion  of  the  bod* 
ember  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Frewen)» 
there  would  be  no  great  diversity  of  opinion 
on  tlie  subject  of  tho  Amendtueot  which 
he  (Mr.  Hodges)  sboold  have  the  Iteaonr 
to  submit  to  the  Honee.  He  believed  tiwi 
it  was  the  proposal  which  ^vonld  best  meet 
the  justice  of  the  cnse,  aiul  ^vllich  would 
Atfunl  the  largest  amount  of  satisfaction. 
If  the  originu  Motion  aueoeeded*  it  eotala 
only  be  on  the  eondition  of  tlm  tobsl  repeal 
of  the  duty  on  foreign  hops;  and  he  be- 
lieved there  was  not  unanimity  bpr  any 
moans  even  among  the  hon.  Member  s  con* 
stitaente  upon  that  aubjeot.  The  plaotem 
in  Kent  were  by  no  means  prepared  to  con- 
sent to  the  repeal  of  the  duty  on  foreign 
hops;  he  (Mr.  Jiodges)  believed  very  few 
of  them  would  advocate  it.  From  the  year 
when  the  Hep  Tax  had  been  first  imposed 
to  tho  present  time,  there  hafl  hcen  periodic 
vi.sitntions  of  tho  most  dreadful  distress  in 
all  the  hopgrowing  districts ;  and  tliure 
prevailed  at  present,  both  in  Kent  and 
Eaat  Sussex,  an  amount  of  dietnwa  whi^ 
was  most  alanning.  These  periodic  sea- 
sons of  severe  depression  brought  great 
calamity  in  their  train,  and  it  was  time  for 
the  Legislature  to  think  of  applying  eomo 
remedial  measure,  lie  was  aware  that  it 
was  too  late  to  expect  relief  this  Session, 
but  be  hoped  that  some  effort  to  remedy 
the  evils  ii  the  preaent  ayttem  wenld  al 
least  be  made  in  the  eourse  of  next  jearf 
and  let  the  fate  of  the  ?itotion  which  he 
now  submitted  be  M'hat  it  might,  it  was 
his  determination  to  take  the  earliest  op^ 
pertonitj  of  drawing  the  attention  of  Pai^ 
liament  to  the  question  next  Session.  It 
^^  a-?  easj  to  say  that  the  plantation  might 
be  reduced;  but  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  crop  was  very  precarious,  and  the 
plaatallMi  myat  be  iaige  to  Menit  m  woM^ 
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cient  supply.  He  hoped,  wTioevflr  might 
be  in  office  next  year,  would  take  the  sab- 
jeet  into  their  serious  consideration,  and 
endonvour  to  put  an  end  to  the  oomplaiats 
of  this  interest. 

Sn  QBORGE  FEOHBLL  aeeoncled 
tbe  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  from  tVio  word  '  That'  to  the 
end  of  the  Q^uestiun,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'  on  aojr  reduction  of  Exciao  Duty  on  Hops  taking 
pUoe,  it  is  expedient  to  redac*  tbe  Kzoice  Duty 
on  British  Uops,  and  the  Customs  Daty  on  Foreign 
Hops,  by  one  ponny  per  pouml  woi^'ht  each,  to;:e- 
thcr  with  the  d  per  cent  additional  Duty  there- 
on granted  by  tM  A«t  3  Tie.,  e.  17 instead 


Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  barrow  would  tapport  witb  bis 
vote  Ibe  proposal  for  reducing^  tbit  duty. 
It  appeared  to  him  there  were  three  classes 
whose  interests  were  eoncernctl  in  this 
question — tbe  labourers  who  were  employ- 
ed in  tbe  coUiTation  of  hope,  the  con- 
sumers, and  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the 
Chancellor  of  tlic  I'xehnquer.  The  actual 
cost  of  labour  in  the  cultivation  of  this  ar- 
ticle was  from  10^  to  131.  per  acre,  or 
ftbout  ten  times  mnoh  as  was  expended 
for  labour  in  the  cultivation  of  ordinary 
agricultural  produce,  whilst  a  duty  of  51. 
per  aero  went  to  the  Government  in  the 
shepe  of  duty.  He  suspeoted  that  for  tbe 
kit  ten  years  the  hopgrowers  would  have 
been  extremely  hnppy  to  have  gone  halves 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  It 
was,  however,  chiefly  as  the  duty  atlected 
tbe  lebourere  enga^red  in  tbe  evUivntion  of 
bops  that  he  advocated  its  reduction. 

Mr.  CTTRTEIS  was  sorry  to  be  obliged 
to  bear  testimony  to  the  truth  of  the  state- 
ments that  had  been  made  with  respect  to 
tbe  preTaienoe  of  severe  distress  amongst 
the  hopgrowers  of  East  Sussex.  The  crop 
of  last  year  had  been  disposed  of,  and 
might  be  said  to  have  been  absorbed  to 
pay  the  duties  of  1848  and  1849.  This 
year  there  was  every  probability  of  a  blight 
occurring,  and  it  was  impossible  to  con- 
ceive from  what  source  the  ''rowers  were 
to  pay  the  duty,  which  would  become  due 
in  November  next.  He  found  that  the 
greater  part  of  the  hopgrowers  in  East 
Sussex:  woiilfl  be  ruined.  Of  the  Motion 
and  Amendment  before  the  House,  he  pre- 
ferred tbe  former,  having  been  always  fa- 
vourable to  tbe  total  repeal  of  tbe  Hop 
Duty.  He  trusted  that  the  right  hon. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exoheqner  would  hold 

Mr,  L,  Eodget 
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out  some  bope  of  relief  brio^  granted  to 
this  sadly  depressed  interest,  if  not  in  tbu 

Session,  at  all  events  in  the  next. 

The  CHANCELLOR  oi-  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  opposed  buih  to  the 
Motion  and  to  tbe  Amendment.  Thisbmng 
the  fourth  time,  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent Session,  that  this  question  of  the  Hop 
Duties  had  been  broui^ht  forward,  he  there- 
furo  did  not  think  that  he  was  under  any 
obligation  to  enter  into  a  minute  diseoi- 
sion  of  the  merits  of  tbe  ease.   He  had 
hoped  that  the  present  Session  would  have 
been  permitted  tu  expire  without  another 
effort  to  provoke  a  diseusinM  upon  a  ob- 
ject which  bad  been  so  Irequendy  ddt- 
berated.    It  must  be  evident,  even  to  tbe 
Members  who  had  brought  the  questiou 
again  under  notice,  that  it  would  be  wbollj 
oat  of  the  question  to  expeet  that  at  dm 
period  of  the  Session,  when  all  the  finaa- 
cial  arrangements  of  the  year  hn<l  beea 
already  completed,  the  Govornrnr.iu  -lioulJ 
undertake  to  introduce  any  uiteratious  on 
the  subjeet  of  tbe  Hop  Dutiea.    What  tbe 
circumstaoeee  of  the  conntrj  might  be  dar- 
ing the  next  Session,  it  was  impossible  to 
predict.    He  could  not  say  what  measures 
it  might  be  found  expedient  to  introdaca 
with  respect  to  taxation,  and  he  OMtraily 
could  not  be  so  rash  as  to  incur  the  respon- 
sibility of  undertaking  to  pursue  any  parti- 
cular course  on  the  subject  of  the  Hop 
DttUes. 

Sir  JOHN  TYRELL  said,  he  must  we-' 

tost  ar^ainst  the  mode  uniformly  pursued  bj 
Iler  Majesty's  Government  to  fret  lid  of  ail 
questions  which,  like  tbe  one  under  discus- 
sion, were  of  importance  to  the  agrieBUwal 
interests,  and  involved  the  great  principle  of 
the  burdens  on  land.   On  the  last  occafion 
that  the  question  of  tbe  burdens  on  land 
was  brought  before  that  House,  the  mt' 
jority  in  fovour  of  Qovemroent  was  s» 
small  that  the  (tovcrnment  was  shaken  to 
its  for.nclalion;  but  he  thought  that  from 
that  period,  aided,  no  doubt,  in  a  great 
measure  by  tbe  imbecility  of  tbe  partj  be- 
hind bim,  they  had  treated  the  question 
more  cavalierly  than  ever.     The  House 
had  heard  nothinq;  of  the  remediol  rocft* 
sures  that  had  been  shadowed  forth  in  tiw 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  nor  in  tbe  speeoh 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  when  he  broaglit 
forward  his  famous  budget.    True,  some- 
thing had  been  said  by  the  right  boa.  Cm* 
tieman,  at  the  beginning  of  the  Sssnfie, 
about  seeds  and  lunatics;  but  no  sooasr 
wai  any  great  question,  snob  as  bopi  v 
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LUt  of  th€  Atss. 

Addcilej,  G.  B.  Ltishingtoo,  C. 

Mullings,  J.  R. 
Pechell,  Sir  G.  B. 
Solwey,  Col. 
Seymour,  TI.  D. 
StoDfoni,  J.  F. 
TtuMBpimi,  G. 
Tyrcll,  Sir  J.  T. 
Verner,  Sir  W. 
Walnwley,  Sir  J. 
Williams,  T.  P.  - 
WiUy&ms,  H. 
Tonag ,  Q.  F. 


Cui-teis,  H.  M. 
Dick,  Q. 
Fox.  W.  J. 
Gocild,  W. 
HallewcU.  E.  O. 
Hollond,  R. 
John<5tone,  J« 
KnoXyCoL 


malt,  mentioned,  than  up  stui  led  the  right 
bon.  GentlemaD  with  an  appeal  to  the 
House  on  the  ground  of  cottvenieDce*  and 
with  the  plea  that  the  maintenance  of 
public  credit  depended  on  the  continuance 
of  that  particular  tax.  He  protested 
against  this  constant  reference  to  the  doc- 
trineof  conyenience  whenever  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  deal  with  a  special  case  of 
grievance  affecting  the  agricultural  interest. 

Mm.  OOBDEN  would  vote  for  the  re- 
peal of  the  hop  duty,  and  the  House  might 
rely  upon  it  that  if  tho  Excise  Duty  on 
Hop«?  v,ere  aholished,  the  protecting  duty 
ou  ihc  foreign  article  would  not,  with  a 
freft-trade  FMliameat,  long  remain  on  the  |  '2'«^»^>^> 

Statute-book.  H  anything  were  wanting !  t^ttl^  w  ir 
r     u      *L     •       r         J  •  •  p  ^,  o   Barrow,  W.  n. 

to  show  the  impolicy  and  injustice  of  the  Baw,  M.  T. 

tax,  it  would  be  supplied  by  the  speeches  Brcmridxe,  R. 

of  that  etening,  for  the  hon.  Members  for  Bright,  J. 

Beat  Sussex  and  West  Kent  were  opposed  [  ^^^1,^'^ 

to  each  other  on  the  question.    And  wliy  ?  '  * 

Bccrmsc  tbe  lax  operated  unequally,  and 
as  a  protection  in  one  county,  and  not  iu 
ibe  other.  In  East  Sussex  hops  would 
sell  for  31.  10;.  per  cwt.,  whereas  in  the 
npii^^ihourhood  of  Maidstone  they  would 
sell  for  Ql.  or  Bl. ;  and  as  the  tsauie  duty  was 
paid  in  both  counties,  it  was  obvious  that 
jSast  Sossex  snffered  an  injustice.  The  in- 
equality was,  in  fact,  so  great,  that  it  was 
enough  to  condemn  the  tax.  He  abhorred 
the  very  name  of  it,  because  of  its  absurd 
and  hungliug  contrivaaees.  Every  year 
esdsemen  had  to  be  sent  through  eight  or 
ten  counties  to  assess  it;  and,  in  short,  it 
was  so  buii^lino'  aa  to  bo  quite  unwortbv 
of  England  in  the  present  day.  Tiicn  it 
was  extremely  unoertain  in  its  amount. 
It  might  brin^  in  50,0001.  or  it  might 
bring  in  400,000/.  a  year.  No  one 
could  reckon  upon  it  exactly*  It  not 
only  deranged  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's calculations,  but  every  hanker 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  hop  districts 
was  utterly  at  a  loss  to  know  what  amount 
of  wages  would  be  required,  and  conso-  , 
oucntly  suffered  from  these  fluctuations.  I  •'^^^J^- 
On  the  ground,  therefore,  of  its  uncer- '  -  -  * 
tainty  and  unproductiveness,  lie  would  op- 
pose it.  He  could  not  see  wliy  it  should 
be  maintained.  He  hoped  it  would  be 
dealt  with  on  an  early  day.  Whether  the 
hon.  Mover  divided  the  House  or  not,  he 
(Mr.  Cobden)  went  with  him  heartily  in  de- 
siring to  witness  its  abolition. 

Mb.  bass  was  of  opinion  that  the  re- 
duction of  the  duty  on  malt  would  aiford 
far  more  cfBcient  relief  to  the  agrieultaral 
interest  iu  Sussex  and  Kent. 


Mit.  LAW  HODGES  said,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wiihdraKn. 
Mn.  F RE  WEN  said,  in  reply,  he  did 
not  ask  the  House  to  repeal  the  tax  this 
year  or  next;  he  merely  wished  to  stamp 
it  as  unjust  and  impelitie»  and  to  suggest 
that  it  be  repealed  at  Ibe  earliest  possible 
period, 

Jiiain  Question  put. 

The  Hoose  dimded  Ayes  30;  Koea 
59:  Majority  29. 


mrm, 

Frowen,  C.  H. 
FuUcr,  A.  £. 


JA^  of  the  "SoEB, 


Armstrong,  B.  B. 
Bagshaw,  J. 
BaiDCs,  rt.  hon.  M.  T. 
Baring,  ti,  hon.  Sir  F.T. 

Bell.  J. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 

Bcrkclcv,  Adm. 

Birch,  Ssir  T.  B. 

Boyle,  hon.  Got 
I  I?i-othorton,  J. 
I  Bunbury,  E.  U. 

Cbolmel«7,  Sir  11. 

Clay.  J. 

Cockburn,  Sir  A.  J.  E. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Cowpcr,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig.  Sir  W.  G. 
Donison,  E. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Duncan,  G. 


Ellis.  J. 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Ev.ins,  J. 
Evp!)n,  W.  J, 
Ewart,  W. 
Forstcr,  M. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  TI. 
Grabam,  rt.  lion.  Sir  J. 


Grosv«nor,  Earl 
Hanmcr,  Sir  J. 
Ilawca,  B. 
Deald,  J. 
Ueywood,  J. 
Hiudler,  0. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Uodaon,  Gr. 
loglit.  Sir  B.  H. 
Laboucherp,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Langston,  J.  II. 
M'Gregor.  J. 
Mathcyr  n,  Col. 
HitchoU,  1.  A. 
Morris,  I>. 
Parker,  J. 
Pusey,  P. 
Kciil,  Col. 
Riobards,  Bt. 
Suidart,  G. 
Seymour,  T-onl 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  U. 
Thompson,  OoU 
Tbomely,  T. 
"Wilson.  J. 
Wood,  SirW.  P. 

TBLLEBS. 

Hayter,  W.  G. 
Lewis^  G.  0. 


EXniBlTION  OF  im, 
Ur.  HEYWOOD  said,  that  in  moriDg 

tho  Address  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  pre- 
servation of  tho  Crystal  Palace  uutil  the 
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lift  Btit  May.  ke  wm  prompted  do  bo  by 
vhat  he  believed  to  bo  the  fenend  wish  of 

all  classes.  Among  the  grounds  on  which 
the  appropriation  of  the  builtUng  raised  in 
Ujde  Park  to  the  objeet  indicated  iu  his 
Motion  toeaod  lo  bo  deiirabloi  he  thought 
that  not  the  loatt  important  trao  ittggeatcd 
when  it  was  considered  how  much  Inrcfcr 
London  was  than  any  other  capital  in  Eu- 
rope or  America.  The  oidiiiarj  altrac- 
ttone  of  Uydo  Pork  eo  »  pkoe  of  public 


1/  im.  im 

CrytUl  PfthMO  oeold  ho  oomM  IbIo  » 

riding-house  f    If  sadi  *  thing  wepa  prae* 

ticahle,  it  wrmld,  itnqTTestionablv,  be  a 
great  advantage  to  tiiai  part  of  the  iT)t»tro- 
polis.  With  respect  to  one  of  the  i^cii^o- 
tifio  QSM  io  which  the  paktco  might  be  ap- 
plied, thej  had  an  example  of  what  bo 
meant  in  the  Botanical  Gardens  in  the 
Regent's  Park.  The  conservatorj  there 
wa6  a  model  of  what  he  thought  might  be 
eotobliihod  witkin  fho  wide  nngo  of  the 


retort  bed  thii  yeor  boon  inmieoiely  in-  OiTttal  Palace.   But  there  waa  another 


creased  by  the  presence  of  tlie  successful 
Bxhibition  of  the  Wurks  of  ludustry  of 


view  of  the  case.  The  British  Museitm 
was  deficient  in  the  room  necessary  for  tii« 


all  Nations,    Originally  the  project  for  the  reception  of  oil  the  ontiquities  profidli 


building  had  been  to  erect  an  enormous 
brick  edifice  with  a  huge  dome.  Of  courso, 
there  had  been  great  alarm  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood when  that  proposition  was  first 
hoord  of.  While  the  Drolonged  and  diffi- 
eult  discussion  na  to  the  oharaotor  of  the 
lequired  edifice,  wa?  proceeding,  a  beauti 
fut  design  appeared  in  the  lUustraied 
News  of  a  glass  palace,  which  was  prof- 
fered as  n  aubotituttt  for  the  brick  building. 
This  design  was  subaeqoently  somewhat 


for  it;  and  the  greotoit  naturalists  i^recd 

that  the  specimens  of  natural  lilstory  there 
would  bo  exhibited  to  great  advantage 
under  glass.  The  British  Museum  wouM 
•oon  be  fsr  iHoro  than  filled  hothhitl» 
library  dep  n  tun  nt  and  in  that  of  anti^oi- 
fir":;  and  he  thought  the  third  department, 
that  of  natural  history,  nnght  be  success- 
fully transferred  to  the  Crystal  Palace. 
The  wnj  in  whioh  the  Royal  OoaDii- 
sioners  had  conducted  the  whole  affisinof 


modified;   but  it  was  virtually  adopted;  '  the  Exhibition,  reflected  G:roat  credit  upon 


and  it  waa  that  design  which  they  now  saw 
earried  out  In  the  Crystal  Palace  in  Hyde 
Park.   He  was  quite  aware  that  while  the 

building  wns  in  the  course  of  erection  the 
immouse  traffic  which  it  called  into  opera- 
tion occasioned  considerable  lucouYenience 
to  the  imnodiato  neighbourhood;  bat  ho 
did  not  consider,  when  the  Exhibition  waa 
closed,  that  the  glass  palace  would  cause 
any  inconvenience  to  the  residents  in  the 
Ticinitj.  Ho  believed,  with  re6j>ect  to  the 
dambilit¥  of  the  building,  that  it  was  very 
firm  and  solid.  The  iron  work  was  re- 
markably good,  and  the  timber,  which  was 
Canadian,  would  last  several  years.  Some 
ozponae  to  keep  it  order  would  necessarily 
bo  required,  if  the  building  wore  eoQverted 
into  a  wititcr  garden;  but  the  attainment 
of  that  object  would  be  well  worthy  the 
expense.  What  he  askod  the  House  to  do 
waa,  to  give  ita  sanction  to  the  cootinaaooo 
of  the  Qryctal  Palace  for  cuch  a  length  of 
time  as  would  enable  information  to  be 
gained  with  reference  to  ita  future  use, 
partly  for  pleasure  uud  partly  for  scientific 
purposea.  He  thought  it  was  a  matter 
well  worthy  of  consideration  whether  or 
not  it  might  be  formed  into  a  goo<l  printer 
garden  for  the  inhabitants  of  the  metro- 
polis. Them  were  Gentlemen  in  that 
Honao  fond  of  riding,  but  they  often  foond 
Rotten-row  wet  and  sloppy.  Might  it  not 
then  be  conf^idered  hofT  ntt  ono  part  of  tho 

Mr»  M^ifWQod 


tlu>m;  and  he  must  say  that  his  fiojsl 
Highness  Prince  Albert*  who  was  tnlM 
under  the  Astronomer  Boyal  at  Breads, 

and  made  great  proficiency  in  his  mathe- 
matical studies,  was  admirably  fitted  to  k 
at  the  head  of  such  a  body  of  Commii* 
siooera  for  the  pronothm  of  any  asicDtiii 
objeet  whatever.   The  duties  of  his  Roysl 
Highness  Prince  Albert  and  his  coadjator* 
were  now  coming  to  a  close;  aud  tkeir 
present  intention  was  to  close  the  CiyetAl 
Falaee  on  the  lat  Sepleaiber.   Th«y  wan 
further  bound  by  their  contract  to  remoi* 
the  building  altogether  hv  (hr-  l«=t  of  J«n«, 
1852.   What  he  (Mr.  Hey  wood)  asked  tbe 
House  waa,  that  tbe  Commiasiottcn  ■hsri' 
be  granted  a  delay  up  to  the  1st  May  asit 
year,  with  a  view  to  steps  being  tak«n 
whereby  the  Legislature  eoald  atifhoriie 
the  Commissioners  to  retain  posseMioa  d 
the  building  altogether.   He  was  saAs* 
rised  to  state  0&  the  part  of  Ueasrs.  Fox 
and  Ilciidorson,  the  contrartorf,  that  they 
would  hold  themselves  in  readiness  to  treit 
with  the  Commissioners  as  regardid  At 
Ist  May  upon  the  same  terms  as  had  bsa 
agreed  to  as  regarded  the  Ist  SeptembO'. 
The  Commtssiotiers  would  not,  in  a  peca- 
niary  point  of  view,  be  held  resp^nsiblfii 
and  he  must  at  the  same  time  say,  *halh« 
thought  Mr.  Pazton  and  Messrs.  Foi 
Henderson,  who  had  distiogui<^Viod  thi>m- 
selTea  SO  much  ift  the  ertetisaof  the  ^ 
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iDgt  deterred  mneh  from  the  Commis- 
•ioners  in  the  waj  of  reward,  and  he 
alwvM  BOt  be  soiry  to  heir  that  a  consid- 
•rahia  sum  came  to  them  when  the  change 
took  place.    It  had  been  stated  by  c^ood 
judges  that  a  very  little  change,  at  a  mo- 
tetle  expctise,  wotild  ftdapt  the  btdlding 
to  its  new  use,  for  the  comfort,  reefeation, 
and  instrnction  of  the  inhabitants.  In 
that  particular  ]iart  of  the  metropolis  there 
was  a  general  absence  of  placob  uf  public 
fSMrt  fend  ftUttMUieiit.   The  only  place  of 
public  resort  he  wee  eware  of  was  Tat- 
tersall's  ;   there  was  nothing  analor^ous 
to  the  Zoological  and  Botanical  Gardens 
ia  the  Regent's  Park.    As  to  any  nui- 
Msee  beiag  ereated  of  which  the  inhabi- 
tants could  complain,  he  might  observe 
that  the  arrangements  of  tbo  police  hi- 
therto had  been  excellent;  and  the  same 
#r4er  eottid  be  easily  preeenred  mder  what- 
ever eharacter  the  Crystal  Palace  appeared. 
The  pnrtionhir  Ptv1e  of  arclutcctnrf  railed 
crvKial  arciiiterturo  ivivs  new  to  liiiturians, 
and  the  maguiticent  specimen  lu  liyde 
PaA  wenld*  no  doubt,  be  epoken  of  in 
foture  history  as  one  of  the  great  features 
of  the  nc^e  in  which  we  lived,  and  one  not 
UQvrorthy  to  be  ranked  with  railways,  the 
peonj  postage,  and  other  inrentioes.  There 
were*  Detidett  eaeoeiatiens  eontiected  with 
this  building  that  ought  to  create  a  feeling 
favourable  to  its  preservation;  such,  for 
elcample,  as  the  magnificent  scene  at  the 
•pesfii^  ef  the  BiEhibUion  by  Her  Majesty. 
Thm  O^itel  Palaee  might  be  described  as 
the  nearest  approach  to  n  Indies*  club  that 
had  ever  been  constructed,  for  there  a 
lady  might  walk  about  witii  as  much  se- 
Mrity  Md  qeiel  ee  in  ber  own  drawing- 
rooBi.   Ae  to  die  ehenges  to  be  made  in 
the  buildtn<T,  n  variety  might  be  suggested 
for  eoDsidcration,  such  as  fitting  op  the 
lower  lashet  with  glass,  inlerseetmg  it 
with  streets,  and  so  on.  The  matter  which 
ho  hnd  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  TTousc 
wais  not  one  in  which  the  Commissionera 
themselves  could  move.  They  had  only  to 
abide  by  thtUr  eontreets,  explieil  and  im- 
plied.   Neither  was  it  a  matter  ill  wliich 
the  Government  couUl  move.    Henee  it 
had  folicu  into  iiis  hands,  as  an  indepen- 
deot  Member;  and  it  was  for  the  House 
Heelf  to  deeide.   The  intereelt  of  the  par^ 
ties  who  were  residents  and  owners  of 
house  property  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  palaee,  were  to  be  fairly  considered, 
end  their  daims  to  eompensation  might 
biBMiltef  be  weighed.  The  Hovee  was  at 
pnmm  ^  nffsiMi  to  to  gnnl  »  UtUe 


time;  aod  he,  for  one,  should  deeply  regret 
if  they  were  eareleeely  to  ellow  the  deatme* 

tion  of  a  noble  monumeni  el  the  deyt  1m 

which  they  livod. 

Motion  mrulo,  ntid  Question  put — 

"  That  an  bumble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  thai  Hsv  Hajesly  wUl  be  fm> 

ciousljr  pleased  to  direct,  in  sticli  manner  to 
Uer  may  seam  fit,  that  the  Cr/stai  Palsc«  be 
preserved  until  the  1st  May  next,  with  aviewfe 
dotcrininr  If  that  novel  Stracture,  or  any  portloa 
of  it,  can  be  adapted  to  purposes  of  publio  utility 

OoLONEL  SIBTHORP  said,  he  rose  to 
oppose  the  Motion.  He  considered  that, 
iu  so  doing,  he  was  at  least  actinp^  consis- 
tently with  the  course  he  had  iiitherto 
pursued  on  thii  iobject.  He  had,  at  the 
outlet,  looked  upon  the  erection  of  thia 
buD  lIiif;:  riH  a  gross  attack  on  the  rights 
of  tlie  people  of  this  country;  and  he  had 
been  proud  to  find  the  opinion  of  a  humble 
indlridaal  like  himseir  borne  out  by  the 
high  authority  of  such  eminent  lawyers  at 
Lord  Brougham,  Lord  Campbell,  and  Mr. 
Justice  Cresswell.  He  had  the  highest 
respeet  for  the  IlhwtrloQe  Ffinee  et  tht 
head  of  the  Commission,  bat  he  etlH  entrt^ 
taincd  the  same  opinion  he  ort/rinally  pre» 
fessed  on  this  subject.  Unfortunately, 
however,  for  the  people  of  this  country, 
theereetlon  of  thle  Urystel  Peleee  took 
place ;  and  what  had  been  the  result  ? 
The  desecration  of  the  Sabbath — the  de> 
Dioralisation  of  the  people — a  disunion  of 
parties— and  increasing  ])0TertY  to  a  meet 
serious  extent|  hr  he  had  heard,  and  with 
pain,  that  the  poor  of  this  country  had 
been  seduced  to  come  up  to  this  Exhibi- 
tion. All  that  tliey  had  saved  and  all  they 
eottld  borrow  had  been  in  many  cases  spent 
in  this 'foolish  journey;  and  he  knew  he 
spoke  facts  when  he  stated  that  not  only 
had  they  borrowed  money  but  pawned  their 
clothes  to  enable  them  to  come  up  to  this 
"  Worid*«  Fair,"  as  it  was  etHed;  and 
now  they  were  left  without  a  penny  in  their 
pockets.  One-half  of  the  tradesmen  in  the 
metropolis  and  tlio  provincial  towns  would 
tell  thorn  that  their  trade  wae  )ost--that 
they  had  no  customers — all  had  gone  to 
thr  Trvstnl  Pnlnoe,  not  merely  for  amuse- 
!in  Tit,  li r.i,  what  was  worse,  to  make  future 
orders  ior  the  goods  of  foi-eigners,  who 
came  here  to  nndereell  the  honest,  indne- 
trious,  and  heavily-taxed  people  of  Eng- 
Innd.  As  for  the  haildin;r  it«e!f,  it  wn<», 
no  doubt,  a  wonderful  building  externally; 
of  its  interior  be  knew  nothing,  for,  cerioni 
as  he  wae  on  the  enbiect,  he  had,  froBl 
prifldple,  denied  himieU  the  gmtiie»lioa 
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of  his  carioAitj  on  that  poiot.  And  iUej 
were  noir  eousidering  whether  thej  Aould 

perpetuate  tins  buildin;;.  But  a  compact 
had  been  made  with  reference  to  it,  that  it 
should  stand  onljr  for  a  certiuu  time,  and 
that  it  tbea  abould  eome  down.  Did  the 
GoTemmeiit  tnlendi  o-  <1  I  [I<  y  not,  to  ad- 
here to  that  compact  ?  Would  they  swerve 
from  that  compact,  and  adopt  the  Rosolu- 
tiou  of  the  lion.  Meuiber  for  l^orth  Lan- 
eashire  (Mr.  Hejwood)  ?  He  bdieved  that, 
morally,  religiottsljt  and  socially  speaking, 
this  Exhibition  was  a  grr  nt  curse  to  the 
country  ;  and,  with  the  upiuiuns  he  hud 
ever  entertained  of  it,  and  iu  which  he  was 
more  than  erer  confirmed,  he  eonld  not 
possibly  snhscrihe  to  any  such  Motion. 
After  the  cxhihition  of  meanness  on  the 
part  of  the  Commissioners  whoa  they  came 
to  that  House  and  asked  for  money  for  the 
payment  of  their  clerks,  he  could  expect 
nothing  at  their  hands  hut  trickery  and 
manoeuvring,  lie  had  given  hi.s  unto  to 
oppose  the  erection  of  the  Crystal  i'alacc, 
tbongh  in  that  they  were  thwarted  by  the 
late  Attorney  General.  Would  those  who 
had  already  mndc  300,000/.  by  it,  spend 
some  of  that  in  keeping  up  the  winter  gar- 
den they  wanted  ?  Would  they  keep  up 
this  palace  of  tomfoolery  at  their  own  ex- 
pense, I  would  they  have  the  boldness  to 
come  to  that  House  for  a  Pnrliamoiitary 
grant  for  it  i  If  the  latter,  then  that  would 
M  itself  form  ft  sufficient  reason  for  his  own 
oppositbn  to  any  proposal  tending  that 
way,  to  say  nothing  of  liis  general  objcc- 
tious  to  everythiug  connected  with  the 
whole  scheme,  and  the  manner  in  which 
it  not  onty  violated  the  rights  of  tlie  people 
in  general,  but  more  especially  the  rights 
of  those  to  whose  property  in  the  inmic- 
diate  neighbourhood  of  the  Exhibition  it 
was  a  serious  injury.  On  all  thetic  grounds, 
then — pursuing  the  same  course  he  had 
ever  followed  on  this  subject — guided  by 
1)0  selBsh  motives  whatever,  but  acting  in 
pursuance  of  what  he  felt  to  be  his  duty  to 
the  people  of  this  country — he  should  say 
*'  No  "  to  this  Motion,  and  gave  It  his  most 
determined  opposition. 

Mr.  LABOUCIIERE  said,  he  had  no 
intention  of  tollowiug  the  hou.  and  gallant 
Officer  through  the  great  variety  of  topics 
to  which  ho  had  adverted  in  his  discursive 
speech;  but,  as  one  of  the  Commissioners, 
he  begged  to  olForcd  a  feu-  observations  on 
the  Motion  now  before  the  liousc.  He  did 
not  agree  with  thebon.  and  gallant  Officer 
in  the  general  estimate  he  had  formed  of 
the  merits  of  the  Exhibiiion.  Hia  belief 
CoIomI  Sibthorp' 


was  that  it  had  not  only  minittered  to  the 
gratification  of  hundreds  of  thottsands  of 

persons  of  all  ranks  and  conditions,  but 
that  its  permanent  effects  on  the  trade  of 
this  country,  as  well  as  on  the  improve- 
ment of  all  tbe  arte  that  minisfcerad  to  tbs 
eoofort  and  well-being  of  tbe  people,  woold 
not  be  little.    However,  upon  these  points 
there  was  so  wide  a  did'erence  between  tlie 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Lincoln  aud 
Umself,  that  he  despaired  of  making  any 
impression  upon  the  mind  of  the  gaHant 
Colonel  by  any  arguments  he  could  nsp, 
and  therefore  would  leave  that  question  to 
the  general  sense  of  the  Uouse.  The  gallant 
OflScer  had  talked  of  the  general  demora- 
Ilsation  of  the  country  caused  by  this  Ex- 
hibition,   Now,  ho  believed  nothing  coa!d 
be  more  moral,  in  the  highest  sense  of  tiie 
word,  more  humanising,  or  eivilisbg,  then 
tbe  great  spectacle  they  had  seen  in  this 
country.     So  different  were  his  views  from 
those  of  the  gallant  Colonel,  that  thoujrh 
he  had  seen  wiih  admiration  the  magntii- 
cent  assemblage  of  worka  of  indnstry  col- 
lected within  tbe  marvellons  stractare 
whicli  the  genius  of  Mr.  Pax  ton  had  raised, 
yet  there  was  another  spectacle  ho  hnd 
seen  with  still  greater  delight,  and  that 
was  the  cnrderly  deraeanonr  of  tbe  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  our  fVlluw  countrymen  of 
all  ranks  and  classes,  from  the  hives  of 
industry  in  the  manufacturing  towns,  as 
well  as  from  the  agricultural  districts,  sl- 
most  without  a  single  case  being  brought 
before  the  police,  aud  without  the  slight- 
est disturbance  of  the  public  peace,  ia 
spito  of  those  sinister  observations  tbcy 
had  beard  so  much  of,  that  tbe  metropolis 
would  be  a  scene  of  disorder,  if  not  actually 
burnt  and  pillaged.    Nor  could  he  omit  to 
say  how  gratifying  it  wn?  to  find  that,  nct- 
withstandiug  the  great  iutiux  of  foreigners 
to  oar  abores,  there  bad  searoely  oceoired 
among  them,  any  more  than  ameng  ou 
own  countrymen,  a  paltry  police  case,  or 
the  slightest  breach  of  the  public  petce. 
He  therefore  formed  a  very  different  Citi- 
mate  of  this  Exhibition  firom  that  ente^ 
taincd  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer;  nnJ 
he  could  not  help  referring  to  the  circum- 
stance, so  gratitying  to  them  as  Englisb- 
men,  wliile  it  bad  excited  tbe  admintiw 
of  forogners,  that  all  this  had  taken  pliee 
without  any  display  of  military;  that  the 
mere  staff  of  tlic  policeman,  enforced  by 
the  love  of  order  aud  of  law  which  bappil/ 
dtstinguisbed  the  people  of  this  couatiyf 
had  crushed  everything  like  disorder,  not- 
withatandii^  that  tb«  atieeU  of  tbeiaeiw- 
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polls  were  crowded  beyond  all  former  pre- '  subject  one  way  or  the  other.  Every 


oedent.   Ho  would  now  mako  »  fewre- 

narka  upon  the  qneation  more  immediately 
hefore  the  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Heywood)  had  brought  forward  a  Mo- 
tion, not  asking  the  House  to  pledge  them- 
advea  to  the  OTentual  and  permanent 
maintenance  of  the  building,  but  to  consent 


Member  was  perfectly  competent  to  Ibrm 

a  judgment  upon  it;  and  it  was  pre-emin- 
entlv  the  duty  of  the  House  to  decide  the 
question.  He  should  not  vote  on  the  Mo- 
tion, but  wait  and  see  what  decision  the 
House  came  to. 
Sm  ROBERT  H.INGLIS  said,  that  dif. 


that  a  sort  of  reprieve  should  be  given  to  fering  eTitiicly  he  did  from  the  fcelini^s 
it,  BO  as  to  enable  them  next  Session  fully  :  expressed  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 


to  ecmnder  the  matter.  Ob  that  qseetion  |  (Colonel  Sihthorp)  on  this  subject,  he 
he,  as  aCommianraer,  and  as  a  Member  of 

the  Government,  ^voiild  cxprc?3  no  opinion 
whatever.  He  held  that  it  was  a  qiiostioii 
for  that  House  to  decide.  Both  as  a  Uom- 
miaaioner  and  as  a  Member  of  the  Ckvem- 
mcnt,  he  considered  himself  pledged  to 
pull  down  the  building,  unless  that  Hou^c 
expressed  a  different  opinion.     For  his 


pari,  not  for  all  tiiat  was  in  the  Crystal  Hyde  Park.  He  agreed  with  his  right 
Palftae  wnuid  he  be  a  party  to  theviolation  |  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Labonehere)  in  all  that 


agreed  with  him  m  the  conclusion  to  which 

he  had  come,  and  he  was  anxious  to  state 
the  cfrnnmls  on  which  ho  had  come  to  that 
conclusion.  He  beUevcd  the  House  was 
not  at  liberty — ^he  used  that  phrase  delibe- 
rately— to  alter  the  contract  into  which 
the  Commissioners  had  entered  with  re- 
gard to  the  removal  of  the  building  from 

agreed 


of  that  pledge,  without  the  eonaent  of  the  i  he  had  said  as  to  the  benefits  which  had 
House  of  Commone.    At  the  same  time,  it !  already  resulted  from    the  Exhibition. 


was  right  the  House  should  be  mindful  of 
how  the  Commissioners  stood  in  regard  to 
this  matter.  The  engagement  which  was 
entered  into  with  Messrs.  Fox  and  Hender- 


And  when  they  acknowledged  those  re- 
sults, it  behoved  thm  not  to  be  prond,  but 
thankful  that  there  had  been  conimuni' 
cated  ti)  a  lai  n:er  mass  of  their  fellow-crea- 


son  as  to  the  taking  down  of  the  PalacCt  \  ture.s  than  had  ever  before  been  congre- 

J resented  two  alternatives.  It  was,  in  the  gated  together,  more  rational,  intelligent, 
rat  place,  agreed  to  pay  a  certain  sum  i  and  beneficial  pleasnre  than  had  been  ever 


fot  the  use  of  the  building  for  a  certain 
time;  and  that  it  should  then  be  taken  down; 
bnt  if  it  should  be  finally  resolved  to  retain 
the  building  bv  the  Oommissioners,  it  was 
then  agreed  that  tiiej  ahonild  purehaae  it 
by  the  payment  of  a  further  earn.  At  that 
moment  they  stood  engaged  to  pav  to  the 
contractors,  for  the  use  of  the  huildmg, 
about  120,0002.;  and,  if  the  building  were 
parehaaed,  they  engaged  to  pay  70,0002. 
more,  making  altogether  about  100,0002. 
It  was  also  no:rpo(l  that  unless  the  Com- 
missioners gav^e  notice  to  Messrs.  Fox  and 
HendmoB  for  the  removal  of  the  Palace 
before  a  certain  day,  they  should  bo  hound 


before  enjoyed.  And  when  he  compared 
the  predictions  of  last  year  with  the  happy 
falsitication  which  it  had  been  their  privi- 
lege, through  God's  good  providence,  to 
witneaa,  he  felt  shame  and  hnmilia^on 
when  ho  remembered  that  he  also  waa 
amongst  those  who  prognosticated  evil. 
He  had  indeed  taken  no  public  part  in 
making  those  prognostications,  but  in  his 
own  secret  mind  he  certainly  anticipated 
almost  uU  the  evils  which  others  had  stated; 
and  therefore  he  wished  now  all  the  more 
strongly  to  bear  testimony,  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  to  the  good  condnet  of  the 
people  of  England,  aa  well  as  to  tho  good 


to  purchase  it,  so  that  even  if  tho  building  conduct  of  their  friends  and  allies  from  the 
were  to  stand,  thev  would  be  oblisred  to  i>ontincnt,  whom  thev  had  weleomed.  lie 
give  that  notice,  nnless  those  gentlemen '  had  every  coutideucc  iu  the  etiicieucy  of 
were  ready  to  release  them  irom  that  ob- 1  the  police  force ;  but  he  believed  that  if 


ligation. 


the  great  masses  who  had  been  congro< 


Mr.  heywood  had  tho  authnritv  of  gated  together  hii  !  not  been  actuated  by 
Mr.  Paxton  to  .say  that  Messrs.  Fox  and  ,  higher  principtci,  ten  times  tho  amount  of 
Henderson  would  consent  to  waive  those  police  force  would  not  have  sufficed  to  pre- 
terms of  the  contract.  |  serve  order.  Further,  he  could  not  but 
Mu.  LABOUCHEBB  would  only  say  i  acknowledge  the  great  obligation  the  coun- 
further,  the  Commissioners  were,  in  fact,  i  try  owed  to  tho  proscient  sagacity  of  the 
bound  to  pull  down  the  Crystal  Palace,  un-  .  illustrious  Prince  who  devised  the  plan, 
IcM  llie  House  inteifeied  to  prevent  it.  I  and  who  had  snccessfuUy  carried  it  ont. 
The  whole  question  waa  before  the  House,  j  notwithatanding  the  lukewarm  support  of 
and  ho  would  not  g'vn  an  opiuiou  on  the  I  many,  and  the  ill-ooncealed  aversion  of 
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others.  That  illustrious  Prince  foresaw,  not  insist  on  the  precise  conditions  of  the 
not  only  the  immediato  pleasure  which  bit  eontraet;  and  the  Hoiiee»  theNfore.  could 

conception  would  contribute  to  hie  fellow-  fully  interrene  to  effect  a  delay  and  time 
Rnhjcets,  V)tit  also  the  cfrent  nltimntc  and  for  consideration.  The  people  out  of  doors 
lasting  benefits  which  would  result  from  it.  i  did  not  object  to  annulling  the  contract. 
Those  benefits,  ho  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  appro- 1  The  proprietors  of  houses  adjointi)<;  the 
hended  would  not  be  of  a  limited  or  of  a  |  Eibimtion  were  no  parties  to  the  compaet 
tcmpoi-ary  nature;  butt  if  thehnOding  were  They  were  accidentally  mixed  up  with  the 
d<^««tine(I  to  fall  to-morrow,  tho««e  benefits  '  question,  and  had  claims  entitled  to  atten- 


would  bo  felt  for  many  generations  to  come. 
It  was,  indeed,  a  peace  congress,  in  which 
were  bronght  together  those  who  were  for* 

rncrlv  roj^arded  as  natural  enemies,  and 


tion;  but  with  th^  clairni  at  present  the 
Heoce  bad  ndAiing  to  do.  There  were 
three  purpoaes  to  which  the  Cryitel  Palace 

niiirlit  be  converted,  in  the  event  of  its 


Ts  lio.  without  the  sacrifice  of  principle,  and  ;  being  retained  .as  a  p  rmnnent  l)uilding: 
without  any  differences  of  opinion,  had  first,  it  might  be  a  place  filled  with  scien 


dmnk  at  the  came  spring;  and  all  of 
whom,  he  hoped,  were  equally  thankful 

for  the  pleasure  tliey  had  been  porniitted 
to  enjnv.    No  one  could  hare  vi«itr<l  the 


ti6c  ooUeetioQSt  aeeend,  a  place  of  recrea- 
tion} and,  thirdly,  a  place  for  health.  Ai 
a  museum  for  scientific  objects  of  all  sorts, 
it  would  be  invaluable;  as  a  place  of  re- 


Exhibitioa  witiiuut  experiencing  a  joy  he  |  creation,  it  would  suit  admirably;  and  in 
had  never  felt  before  at  beholding  so  many  the  winter  ceeaon,  ae  A  place  eonducive  to 

happy  faces  brought  totrctlier.    If  he  dif- 1  health,  it  wonld  be  attend^  with  great 


fercd  from  his  riijht  hon.  Friend  ilh:  La- 
boucherc)  iii  any  part  of  his  address,  it 
waa  that  in  which  he  withdrew  himself 
from  all  responsibility  as  a  Mioitter  of  the 


advantacfcs  to  many  classes.  On  these 
grounds  he  waa  decidedly  in  favour  of  th« 
retention  of  the  building.  He  paid  no 
attontion  whatever  to  the  atiggeation  that 

Crown.  The  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  from  '  it  was  not  fitted  for  a  permanent  buiKlin|r. 
their  position,  oncbt  to  f^uidc  and  govern  liis  answer  was,  that  Mr.  Paxton  hud  ex- 
the  House.    But  he  did  not  consider  the 
oneBtiott  to  be  whether  the  preservation  of 
tne  Crystal  Palace,  or  the  erection  of  a  new 

one,  wonld  or  would  not  bo  for  the  best  ■  building  might  be  applied  as  a  winter- 


plained  in  hie  pamphlet  that  even  whea 
forming  the  original  design,  be  earefaUy 
kept  in  view  the  after  use  to  which  the 


interests?  of  the  ennntrv.  He  felt  that  he 
was  not  at  liberty  to  take  into  considera- 
tion any  benefit  that  might  result  from  the 
cotttinnence  of  the  building.  To  him  it 
wns  simply  a  question  of  contract,  and 
more  es[)ecially  with  those  whose  property 
had  been  already  deteriorated  to  a  great 
extent  by  the  building,  and  would  be  mnch 
more  deteriorated  if  the  building  should  be 
made  permanent.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
wished  to  have  an  expression  of  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Iloase  on  that  point;  but  If  that 
opinion  were  unanimous,  it  could  not  affect 


garden.  The  question  for  the  House  was, 
whether  they  would  let  slip  this  splendid 
opportunity  of  conferring  a  vaat  beneft 
upon  the  public  and  the  countrj.  He 
hnjied  that  they  would  not.  He  cordijilly 
concurred  in  all  that  had  boeu  so  well  said 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Laboa* 
chore)  and  by  the  hen.  Baronet  Sir  B.  H« 
Inglis)  as  to  the  spirit  shown  by  the  peo- 
ple, the  conduct  of  the  Government,  and 
the  forethought  of  the  illustrious  jPrioce; 
and,  in  now  giving  hit  VCte  in  ftvoUT  o( 
the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  vss 


the  contract.    X  ithiDcr  hut  an  Act  of  the  convinced  that  he  was  expressing,  as  far 


Legislature  could  jiussibly  get  rid  of  the 
contract.  If,  tlierefore,  the  question  sliould 
come  to  a  division,  he  must  feel  himself 
bound  to  vote  against  the  proposition  of 
the  lion.  Member  for  Nortli  Ijancashlre, 
because  ho  did  not  think  they  had  the 
power,  however  much  they  might  hare  the 
desire,  to  retain  the  building. 

Mu,  EWART  said,  he  should  support 
the  Motion,  lie  could  not  understand  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  that  the 
House  was  not  at  liberty  to  annul  the  con- 
tract. Messrs.  Fox  and  Henderson  did 
Sir  R,  B,  JngUi 


he  knew  tliem,  the  opinions  of  his  consli- 
tucuts  and  of  the  great  body  of  his  coun- 
try  men. 

Mk.  M'GREGOR  said,  as  he  lived  op- 
posite the  Crystal  Palace,  he  might  be 
pardoned  for  saying  a  few  words.  He  be- 
lieved that  few  of  the  edifices  built  oppo- 
site Hyde  Park  would  have  been  built  hi 
the  way  they  are  now  if  it  had  been  con- 
templated that  tho  view  of  the  Park,  sad 
their  intercourse  with  it,  would  be  obstruet* 
ed  by  the  erection  of  »  bidding  so  foraMU 
able  in  point  of  aiae.  Ho  had  choiea  that 
localitj  OB  Mcenat  of 'its  prifaey}  Mid  he 
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knew  that  his  neiglibours,  and  especially 
that  enterpritiing  builder,  Mr.  Elger,  had 
been  stibjecled  to  eerious  losses  in  conse- 

qaenco  of  that  privacy  being  infringed. 
On  the  other  hatiJ,  ^vhpn  he  luokecl  to  the 


commerce.  Wo  trust  the  qnr-i^tjon  has 
been  sufficicniiy  sifted  hero  aud  elsewhere, 
to  prevent  onr  being  put  down  under  the 
childish  cry  of  Protection  to  NatiTO  Indus- 

ti  v.    Are  we  not  native  industry,  aiul  Is 


extraordinary  scene  presented  in  the  Crjs-  {  not  our  industry  as  good  as  anotlicr's,  or 


better,  inasmuch  as  the  result  uf  it  is  to 
give  the  benefit  of  tbe  difference  of  priee 

to  the  consumers,  with  no  balance  of  in- 
jury to  tlui  operatives  in  tbe  ai^gregate  ? 
In  this  view,  we  should  necessarily  be  glad 
to  see  tho  present  building  applied  to  the 
purposo  of  a  similar  Exhibition  triennially, 
or  if  that  be  too  often,  septennially.  And 
for  such  a  purpose,  it  is  clear  we  must  vote 
for  the  preservation  of  tho  building  noir. 

Me.  GOULBURN  said,  if  this  were  a 
question  whether  they  were  to  pay  a  com- 
pliment to  Mr.  Pax  ton  for  liif>  splendid  de- 
sif^u  of  tho  buildiui,''  wliioli  h.ml  )!oen  erect- 
ed, or  to  Messrfi.  Fox  and  iieudersuu  fur 
the  skill  and  ability  with  which  they  bad 
earned  ont  Mr.  Paxton's  design ;  or  if  the 
question  were  whetlif^r  ihoj  were  to  pay  a 
tribute  of  respect  and  admiration  to  the  il- 
lustrious Prince  who  had  originated  the 
idea  of  tho  Exhibition,  he  certainly  would 
have  offered  no  opposition  to  the  Motion  ; 
or  if  it  were  desired  to  mark  their  sense  of 
tho  value  of  this  Exhibition— if  there  was 


tal  Palace — to  tho  gathering  of  all  nations 
there  and  to  the  wooderfnl  eolleetion  of 

all  the  products  of  art  and  industry  inside 
— he  felt  that  he  should  be  selfish  indeed 
if  he  were  to  interpose  his  own  domestic 
eoDTenienoe  against  the  retention  of  a 
bnilding  that  he  thought  might  be  made  a 
proat  assent  in  the  civilisation  of  the  world. 
iJo  certainly  tliouj^lit  tliey  would  he  com- 
mitting a  rash  act  if  they  decided  for  its 
mmedUate  demolHton;  and  therefore  he 
would  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Mcnibcr  for  North  Lancashire,  in  order  to 
give  tune  ior  further  inquiries.  He  had 
his  doubts  whetlier  it  could  be  converted 
into  a  winter  gMrden;  but  he  believed  it 
might  be  made  a  museum  more  itttpaf>- 
tant  than  any  that  had  ever  been  seen — 
that,  in  fact,  it  might  be  made  a  great 
European  university  of  civilisation. 

CotdORBL  THOMPSON  said :  I  desire 
to  put  in  one  or  two  reasons  in  favour  of 
the  Motion.  The  fir^t  is,  tho  general  im- 
policy of  doing  and  undoing.  After  great 
expense  has  been  ineorred  to  raise  a  build-  any  doubt  whether  they  were  sufficiently 
ing,  the  odds  appear  to  be  that  something  sensible  of  the  advantages  which  had  been 
better  can  l  o  done  with  it  tlian  to  destroy  j  derived  from  the  general  good  order  nf  all 
it.  Aud  the  next  is,  that  there  ia  a  largo  classes — then  he  would  not  be  found  among 
party  in  tbe  country  who  are  anxious  to  i  the  opponents  of  this  Mutiuu.  But  agreeing 
Bee  the  building  preserved,  not  only  till  |  on  all  these  points  with  the  hon.  Member 
May  next*  but  in  pm)etuit7  or  as  far  to-  for  North  Lancashire,  he  still  felt  that  a 
wards  it  as  is  possible.  Tho  great  end  great  principle  was  involved  in  the  ques- 
and  object  of  the  Exhibition  in  Hyde  Park  tion  which  they  were  called  upon  to  dis- 
does  not  appear  to  have  been  ever  stated  cuss — the  principle  of  the  maintenance  of 
in  this  Hotue  with  as  much  distinetness  as  perfect  good  faith  with  the  parties  concern- 
it  admits.  The  place  is  a  grand  mart  of  ed  in  these  transactions,  which  was  involved 
all  nations,  where  each  in  kindly  and  :  in  the  question  they  were  then  discuspini^; 
honest  rivalry,  may  determine  which  of  i  and  he  felt  bound  in  consequence  to  oppose 
the  neeessaries  or  eomforU  of  life  can  be  tbe  proposition  for  an  Address  to  the 
obtained  on  better  terms  1>j  exchanging  I  Crowu  on  this  subject.  He  put  it  to  hon. 
the  products  of  their  country  for  them,  '  Gentlemen  opposite  whether  this  building 
than  by  making  them  at  homo,  in  all  would  ever  have  been  raised — wliethor  the 
this,  there  is  no  fraud,  no  setting  of  na-  public  consent  would  ever  have  been  given 
tion  against  nation,  no  attempt  at  anything  to  an  eneroaehment  of  twenty  aeres  on 
hut  the  promotion  of  a  common  good.  In  Hyde  Park*  if  it  had  not  been  assured  that 
every  country,  there  is  what  moy  be  desig-  when  the  purposes  of  the  Exhibition  were 
nated  as  a  commercial  interest,  whose  im-  served,  and  the  time  lixed  upon  for  its  con- 
mediate  concern  is  in  the  furnishing  or  elusion  arrived,  that  then  the  building 


forwarding  the  goods  to  be  exchanged  with 

foreigners.    In  England,  this  h^rest  is 


should  be  taken  down,  and  the  park  be 
restored  to  its  former  condition,  for  the 


represented  by  nobody  so  well  as  my  con-  recreation  and  the  health  of  the  people  ?  If 
stituents  at  Bradford;  it  is  therefore  my  they  looked  to  the  express  terms  of  the 
manifest  duty,  to  stand  up  for  everything  contract,  be  thought  they  would  see  that 
tnaypnHDotetheaxlentioiiof  foreign  I  nothing  oovhl  warrant  a  departure  from 
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the  original  arrangement.     lie  did  not 
refer  to  the  specific  provisions  of  the  con- 
tnet  entered  into  betireen  the  Goveniiaent 
and  the  contractors,  but  he  spoke  ef  the 
general  anderstandinc^  in  tliat  House  and 
the  countr}',  and  he,  for  one,  could  not 
bring  himself  to  be  a  party  to  its  yiolation. 
While  be  admired  as  much  as  any  man  the 
gcnins  and  the  tact  shown  in  tliis  building, 
he  thought  it  would  be  for  the  advantage 
of  the  designer  himself  that  the  building 
sbonld  be  removed  in  the  fall  bloom  of  its 
fame.   It  was  not  well,  for  instance,  that 
a  public  man  should  remain  at  his  post 
after  his  faculties  were  impaired  and  his 
vigour  paralysed  ;  it  would  be  better  that 
he  should  retire  into  private  life  ;  and  ao 
it  was  with  regard  to  this  building.  No 
doubt  it  excited,  at  the  present  moment, 
general  admiration  ;  but  he  believed  that 
vrhen  the  Exhibition  was  removed — when 
It  no  longer  contained  the  various  j>rodaet8 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasjjow 
(Mr.  M'Gregor)  had  referred — the  public 
admiration  would  not  be  extended  to  it  in 
the  same  degree.    The  hon.  Mover  of  this 
Resolution  stated  that  it  might  be  retained 
as  a  place  of  recreation  for  Bel^avia,  and 
he  also  suggested  that  it  should  be  retained 
as  a  ladies  elab ;  hot  afterwards  the  hon. 
Member  wok  constnuned  to  adroit,  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  want  of  a  free  circula- 
tion of  air,  it  would  be  necessary  to  alter 
the  lower  part  of  the  building.    Well,  but 
if  that  were  necessary,  what  was  to  become 
of  the  ladies'  club  ?    And  even  admitting 
all  this,  would  not  the  people  of  Tyhurnia 
demand  a  similar  portion  of  the  park  for 
their  reereatton  also?   Another  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  averse  to  its  being  converted 
into  a  winter  garden  ;  1iu*  he  suggested 
that  it  would  form  a  magnificent  museum 
for  specimens  of  geology,  and  zoology,  and 
all  the  other  elegies.   Bnt  there  was  cue 
answer  to  all  of  these  speculations— 'that  a 
considerahlo  expense  would  he  incurred, 
whether  the  building  was  to  be  used  as  a 
winter  garden,  or  ladies*  elnb,  or  as  a  new 
TattersaU's;  not  that  these  expenses  would 
be  very  heary,  or  that  they  would  he  much 
felt  at  first,  but  as  years  rolled  on,  the 
expenses  would  begin  to  be  severely  felt, 
and  there  wonld  be  a  difierant  feeling  willi 
respect  to  it  on  the  part  of  the  peopfe.  A 
good  deal  had  been  said  respectmg  the  pe- 
titions presented  on  this  subject;  but  he 
must  say  that  be  had  examined  these  peti- 
tions with  some  care,  and,  instead  of  the 
majority  of  them  coming  from  the  metro- 
polis«  as  might  have  been  ezpeoted,  he 
Mr,  QouWum 
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found  that  most  of  them  came  from  Scot- 
land— from  Glasgow,  Edinburgh,  Selkirk, 
and  Sftirliag;  and  in  Eng^nd,  the  towns  of 
Falmouth  and  Exeter  were  most  coospicii- 
008  ;  but  in  London  the  petitions  were  in 
very  limited  number  ;  and  he  believed  that 
if  the  metropolis  were  polled,  there  woold 
he  a  great  majority  for  restoring  Hyde 
Park  to  its  pristine  integrity.  If  this  en- 
croachment were  perniittorl,  he  feared  that 
other  portions  of  the  park  would  be  used 
for  kindred  purposes,  and  thus  tlie  space 
allotted  for  health  and  recreation  wonld  be 
gradually  eneronched  upon.  For  those 
reasons  he  niust  give  his  decided  opposi- 
tion to  the  Motion. 

Mb.  WAKLEY  said,  the  reason  why 
no  petitions  had  been  presented  from  the 
metropolis  was,  that  the  mass  of  the  popu- 
lation could  not  believe  it  would  enter  into 
the  head  of  any  man  to  destray  such  « 
building.    The  right  hon.  Gentlemaa  (Mr. 
GmillMirn)  seemed  to  fear  tbnt  the  public 
would  sustain  a  loss  of  twenty  acres  in 
Uyde  Park  by  the  retention  of  this  baild- 
ing  ;  bnt  if  the  right  hon.  Gentteman 
would  look  into  this  question,  he  would  find 
that  the  building  would  be  a  great  gain  to 
all  classes.    The  building  wonld  not  be 
confined  to  any  particular  dass,  it  would 
be  open  to  all  at  particular  times  gratis  ; 
and  with  respect  to  the  cost  of  It,  it  never 
was  intended  to  apply  to  the  Government 
fur  the  expense  uf  its  maiulenance.  Mr. 
Paxton  hhnsdf  stated  that,  in  eider  to 
prove  no  public  grant  was  necessary,  re- 
sponsible parties  were  willing  to  take  tlio 
building  on  a  lease  for  twenty-one  years, 
and  to  submit  their  tariflf  of  charges  for 
admission  to  the  control  and  supervision  of 
Government.    Tie  was  certainly  surprised 
to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Goulburn),  and  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
H.  Inglis),  who  represented  the  two  Uni- 
versities of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  should 
manifest  so  much  indifference  to  the  inter- 
ests of  science.  They  talked  of  a  contract. 
The  contract  was  between  the  Commis- 
sioners and  Messrs.  Fox  and  Henderson, 
and  he  held  in  his  hand  a  slip  of  paper, 
signed  John  Henderson,  to  this  effect 
' '  i  agree,  on  the  part  of  Messrs.  Fox  and 
Henderson,  to  consent  to  an  arrannrement 
for  notice  of  removal  of  the  Crystal  Palace, 
to  he  given  for  its  removal  on  the  1st  nf 
May  next,  provided  that  they  are  not  placed 
in  a  worse  position  than  if  notice  were 
given  on  the  Ist  of  December.**  That 
point  was  therefore  disposed  of.  Who 
oodd  contemplate  the  destruction  of  sudi 
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an  establtthtnent  otherwise  than  with  feel* 

ings  of  pain  ?    Ho  (Mr.  WaUey)  declared 
that  th(*  Crvstal  Palace  was  connected  with 
the  noblest  a8sociation9  that  could  engage 
the  mind  of  man.    The  conception  origi- 
nally was  a  grand  one.  It  was  marveUous 
in  its  capacity.    It  embraced  the  universe, 
and  they  had  seen  the  effect  of  it  mani- 
fested in  every  quarter  of  the  gioboi  the 
eoneeq|ration  of  intereata  hetng  in  that  sa- 
cred spot  in  Hyde  Park.   Was  it  not  an 
audacifi'j^  '^tcp  to  presume  to  desecrate 
such  IwiUowod  ground?     That  was  the 
couviciiuu  which  he  entertained.  lie  might 
be  wrong ;  but  he  deelared,  if  it  was  pro- 
posed seriously  to  destroy  that  fahril^  he 
should  not  he  surprised  at  the  labouring 
men  rcfusmg  to  undertake  the  demolition  of 
what  they  Mieved  was  a  temple  of  peiioe 
and  industry.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University   of   Oxford  was 
one  of  the  prophets  of  evil,  but  lie  had  bad 
the  candour  to  adroit  ho  had  been  agree- 
ably disappointed.  The  hon.  Baronet  seem- 
ed astonished  that  the  English  people  should 
have  been  admitted  in  such  numbers;  and 
should  have  behaved  so  well.    But  what 
did  ho  expect  ?    Did  he  think  the  English 
people  were  wild  beasts  ?   He  (Mr.  Wak- 
Icy)  could  assure  him  that  the  English 
people,  into  whatever  place  they  were  ad- 
mitted, conducted  themselves  as  rational 
and  crrilised  beinss  i  and  thmr  behaTionr  on 
this  occasion,  whust  it  reflected  honour  on 
themselves,  would  tend  to  raise  the  na- 
tional character  in  tlie  opinion  of  foreign 
countries.    Then,  with  regard  to  the  fo- 
reigners ;  was  it  not  delightful  to  witness 
harmony  and  concord  amongst  persons 
whom  the  hon.  Member  had  had  the  mis- 
fortune to  call  natural  enemies  ?    But  hu- 
man being:i  were  natural  friends,  and  were 
only  made  enemies  by  bad  govemment  and 
vicious  legislation.    By  inviting  people  to 
meet  and  reflect  on  works  of  art,  they 
were  humanised  in  the  highest  possible 
degree,  and  their  minds  were  derated  to 
the  highest  point  the  human  intellcet  could 
attain.    Gentlemen  had  the  means  of  en- 
joyment where  ladies  were  not  admitted. 
There  would  be  uo  fear  of  the  demolition 
of  the  Crystal  Palace  if  it  were  pat  to  the 
Toto  of  the  ladies  of  London  or  of  England, 
whether  or  not  they  were  in  favour  of  its 
retention  as  a  winter  garden,  where,  in- 
stead of  a  shiTering  atmosphere  and  monn- 
tMns  of  dirt  and  dust,  they  might  enjoy  a 
promenade  protected  from  these  sources  of 
annoyance 


in  the  neighbourhood  to  say  their  pro- 
perty would  be  tlcteriorated,  was  a  most 
cunning  trick.    Tliey  would  be  setting  up 
a  claim  by  and  l)y  fur  compensation.  But 
he  would  put  thi6  question  to  tlie  owners 
of  property  in  the  neighbourhood — if  it 
was  resolved  that  the  Crystal  Palace  should 
be  retained,  would  they  undertake  to  sell 
their  property  at  the  same  price  tboy  would 
have  taken  before  the  Crystal  Palace  was 
erected?    The  same  cry  was  mode  when 
railways  were  being  rapidly  extended;  but 
he  believed  there  was  no  instance  in  which 
property  in  the  neighbuurhood  of  a  railway 
station  had  declined,  whilst  in  many  cases 
it  had  increased  three  and  four  £ald  in 
value.    His  conviction  was,  that  no  praiso 
could  be  bestowed  on  Messrs.  Fox  and 
Henderson  equal  to  their  deserts.   But  it 
was  the  ezelaroation^of  every  one—'*  After 
all,  the  structure  is  the  crowning  work.'* 
Was  it  possible  any  liumnn  being  could 
say,    Sweep  it  away  1  Leave  not  a  frag- 
ment of  it  behind  ?  "   He  (Mr.  Wakley) 
could  not  ask  for  an  unanimous  vote;  as 
three  persons  had  spoken  n'j^ainst  the  ifo- 
tion.  Thev  would  bo  three  i^reat  curiosities 
in  a  future  day.    He  could  nob  possibly 
understand  how  any  one  could  contemplate 
the  destruction  of  the  Crystal  Palace;  and 
he  firmly  believed,  if  it  was  possible  the 
votes  of  the  people  could  be  taken,  forty- 
nine  out  of  erery  fifty  would  be  in  favour 
of  1 1  s  ] )  I  t  n  I  a  n ent  establishment. 

Mr.  BANKES  said,  the  remark  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  resumed  his 
scat,  that  only  three  Gentlemen  had  spoken 
against  the  Motion;  so  far  from  weighing 
with  him  to  the  same  conclusion,  satisfied 
him,  on  tho  other  hand,  that  the  argu- 
ments offered  by  those  Gcutlcmen  were  so 
nnanswerable  that  nothing  more  was  need- 
ed in  addition.  He  wss  perfectly  satisfied 
with  tho  argument  of  hi=;  rii^ht  hun.  Friend 
(Mr.  Goulburn),  founded  on  the  necessity 
of  keeping  faith  with  the  parties  concern- 
ed in  the  contract  relating  to  the  erection 
of  the  Crystal  Palace.  He  was  not  for 
the  destruction  of  the  building,  nor  was 
he  for  its  continuance  on  its  present  site, 
OS  that  would  be  a  violation  of  public 
faiih.  But  if  there  was  a  great  desire 
for  the  establishment  of  a  winter  garden 
in  tho  metropolis,  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Wakley)  was  the  proposer  of  a  new  park 
in  Finsbury,  and  thither  the  Orffttl  Pa- 
lace might  be  transferred.  [Mr.  Waxlet  : 
T  'should  be  dclirrhtcd.]  He  would  he  most 


and  ill  health.    It  would  be  a  i  happy  to  vote  with  the  hon.  Member  if 
place  of  universal  resort ;  and  for  people  1  such  was  the  proposition.    Tho  hon,  QeQ' 
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tleman  was  the  advocate  of  the  interests  1  LuilJiii2^  should  be  removed,  and  the  Go 


of  tho  labouring  classeH,  and  if  the  Crys- 
tal Palace  was  removed  from  Hyde  Park 
to  Finsbury  Park,  tho  Ubonring  elasses 
would  be  employed,  the  experiment  of  a 
winter  garden  would  be  tried,  and  public 
faith  would  be  kept.  It  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  Fox  and  Henderaon — it  wm  a 
question  of  those  residing  opposite  that 
part  of  the  park.  lie  (Mr.  Banlies)  cared 
not  whether  it  was  my  Lord  Campbell  on 
one  side  of  the  Serpentine,  or  Mrs.  Hicks 
on  the  other;  he  was  opposed  to  every 
sacrifice  of  faith  with  any  individual.  Uc 
asked  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury, 
whether  be  believed  the  consent  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament  ooold  bave  been 
obtained  for  this  great  project,  if  it  had 
not  been  understood  that  tlie  interference 
with  Hyde  Park  would  be  only  for  a  limit- 
ed period  ?  If  the  hon.  Member  could 
not  answer  that  qnestion,  as  be  (Mr. 
Bankes)  believed  he  could  not  answer  it, 
negatively,  whatever  might  be  the  wish 
for  tho  retention  of  the  building,  it  ought 
to  be  removed  at  the  stipulated  Bme. 

Lord  SBTMOUR  wished  to  state  why 
he  should  vote  fvgainst  tho  Motion;  it  was 
because  it  appeared  to  him  to  bi»  of  fur 
more  importance  to  keep  public  fuiih,  tiian 
to .  nreserve  the  Crystal  raUuse  in  Hyde 
ParK.  When  the  snbject  of  building  the 
Palace  was  first  under  consideration  in 
that  House,  the  very  first  minute  which 
the  Crown  l«d  on  the  table  was  a  memor- 
andnm  of  the  Commissioners,  in  which 
thev  stated  that,  with  rcirard  to  the  build- 
ing,  they  eould  only  repeat  to  the  Houbo 
tho  assurance  which  had  been  already 
giTon,  that  it  was  not  intended  to  he  a 
permanent  building,  but  that  it  would  bo 
entirely  removed  within  seven  months  after 
the  closing  of  the  Exhibition  :  that  an 
agreement  to  that  effect  bad  been  entered 
into  with  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  and 
that  the  building  must  be  removed  in  ac- 
cordance with  that  agreement.  It  was 
owing  chiefly,  if  not  wliully,  to  the  under- 
standing that  the  bnilding  was  to  be  a 
temporary  one»  that  the  iehabitants  of  the 
metropolis  so  readily  gave  their  support  to 
the  plan;  and,  such  having  been  the  agree- 
ment, he  did  not  think  it  fair  to  call  upon 
the  Commissioners  to  violate  their  pledge. 
It  had  been  .said  that  the  people  did  not 
expect  that  the  building  would  be  removed. 
That  was  not  a  very  complimentary  opiui 
ion  to  express  towards  either  the  Commis- 
sioners  or  the  Government.  The  Commis- 
sioners gave  a  Solemn  assnrance  that  the 
Mr,  Banket 


vernment  also  gave  a  like  assurance.  The 
hon.  If  ember  for  Fb^ury  (Mr.  Wakley) 
had  said  that  tho  inhabitants  of  tiM  metro- 
polis never  would  believe  that  any  one 
would  remove  the  Crystal  Palace ;  he  f  Lord 
Seymour),  however,  hoped  that  tiuiu  wuuid 
show  to  those  persons  that  th«  words  of 
public  men,  and  of  the  Govsntment,  were 
not  so  lightly  apoken,  and  so  eaailj  dis- 
regarded. 

Kb.  C.  P.  YILLIERS  said,  that  when 
it  was  Btipnlated  that  the  hmkDog  was 

only  to  be  temporary,  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  the  opinion  then  entertained  by 
many  persons  that  it  could  not  succeed, 
and  most  hSi:  He,  in  eommon  with  ihe 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Inglis),  had  grsvs 
apprehensions  of  tho  propriety  of  assem- 
bling millions  on  a  site  on  one  of  thd 
greatest  thorouglifares  of  the  metropolis, 
and  had,  with  him,  been  bappilj  disappoint- 
ed. That  feeling  was  pretty  general  at 
the  time,  and  that  made  them  less  anxious 
as  to  retaining  tho  buiiding.  With  regard 
to  the  feeling  of  the  inhabitants  in  tbe 
neighbourhood,  he  could  say,  having  re- 
sided there  for  some  time,  and  knowing 
the  sentiments  of  the  residents,  that  they 
regarded  this  Motion,  which  was  only  for 
the  retention  of  the  bdlding  for  fear  or 
five  months,  in  order  to  try  how  it  would 
succeed  as  a  winter  garden,  in  a  different 
light  from  what  they  would  if  it  was  uo«r 
proposed  to  ])erpetnate  the  bnildbg.  Hs 
believed  they  would  con.'^ider  it  mneh  mart 
disagreeable  if  the  building  were  to  be 
taken  down  in  winter  immediately  whea 
the  agreement  expired. 

Mb.  GLAT  said,  he  agceed  with  whst 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury with  regard  to  tho  petitions  from  the 
metropoli.s.  lie  believed  tho  people  could 
not  bring  themselves  to  think  that  ilkS 
building  was  to  be  pulled  down.  The  peo- 
ple did  not  know  the  precise  j)ledgc  wliicll 
liad  been  given;  but  they  knew  that  iir. 
Paxtuu  had  constructed  the  foundations  so 
strongly  that  the  bnilding  might  be : 
permanent  if  it  was  thought  ne 
All  that  was  now  asked  was  to  preserve 
the  building  till  the  Ist  of  May.  i>y  that 
time  the  opinions  of  tho  public  could  bs 
made  manifest.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  ^e  University  nf 
Cambridge  had  made  use  of  a  curiously 
eccentric  argument,  for  he  said,  "  If  the 
winter  garden  would  give  an  advant«gc  to 
Belgravia,  Tybttrnift  would  put  in  ht-r 
elaim  for  the  same  thing."   There  laigU 
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be  A  question  whether,  according  to  the 
old  adage,  they  might  not  have  too  much 
of  a  good  thing;  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Otnftleiiiaa  thought  Tyburnia  would  be  ao 
desirous  to  have  a  winter  garden,  how 
coiikl  he  in  the  same  breath  tell  them  it 
would  be  a  bad  thing  for  Bclgravia  i  lie 
Miovtd  ihftt  tho  Bsbibition  bad  promoted 
good-will  and  peace  amongat  mea,  and 
that  mor':'  tlinn  a  mere  romemhranoe  of 
it  should  be  retained  as  its  record. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  liXCUE- 
QUBR  Mid,  tbat  if  tbe  object  of  tbe  Mo- 
tion was  to  express  the  well-deserved  cre- 
dit he  thought  they  owed  to  the  illustrious 
Person  who  had  conceived  tiie  design  of 
the  Palace,  of  the  ComiuLssioDers  who  had 
erected  it,  of  the  arobiteot  wbo  bad  de- 
signed, and  of  the  energetic  contractors 
who  l)aJ  carried  it  out,  there  was  nothing 
that  i;ad  fallen  from  any  hon.  Member, 
except  from  bis  hon.  and  gallant  relative 
(Colonel  Sibthorp),  in  wbicb  he  did  not 
most  cordially  concur.  If,  again,  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Motion  was  to  express  their 
admiration  at  the  conduct  of  the  people 
and  of  ibote  who  bad  vtaited  them,  in 
that,  too,  ho  most  willingly  concurred;  but 
he  thought  the  House,  in  considering  such 
matters,  was  apt  to  lose  sight  of  the  real 
qnestion  before  tbem.  The  hon.  Member 
tot  Finabury  (Mr.  Wakley)  had  indulged 
in  a  warm  eulogiuin  on  the  Temple  of 
Peace,  in  which  had  been  united  all  the 
nations  of  the  earth.  No  one  could  ad- 
mire more  than  himself  tbe  Bxhibition.  I 
aad  the  good  it  had  done  in  promoting 
good-fellowship  hotwcen  the  nations  of  the 
world,  and  in  display  ing  the  wonders  of 
nrt  from  various  countries  to  which  hon. 
Members  bad  alluded.  That  was  what 
had  been  effected  by  the  Exhibition,  but 
that  was  what  would  not  be  effected  by 
tbe  propo<tcd  plan.  A  certain  purpose  had 
been  aecomplished  by  tbe  existenee  of  tbe 
building  for  a  definite  time,  and  it  was 
utterly  impossible  to  obtain  that  purpose 
by  the  devotion  of  the  building  to  an- 
other object.  The  hon.  Member  for  VVol- 
verbampton  (Mr.  C.  P.  VilUert)  said, 
let  tbem  try  tbe  experiment  of  ft  win- 
ter garden.  Before  they  came  to  any 
conclusion  on  the  subject  of  the  gar- 
den, they  must  give  some  little  attention 
to  the  kind  of  expense  to  which  they  would 
be  subject,  and  to  the  soureo  wlieneo  it 
would  come  should  they  sanction  that  plan. 
One  of  the  Commissioners  had  stated  the 
terms  of  the  contract,  wbicb  were  that 
they  (the  ComBiasbneni)  were  to  beeome 


possessors  of  the  building  on  the  payment 
of  70.000/.  in  addition  to  the  contract 
price  for  the  erection  and  use  of  the  build- 
ing. If  the  nation  were  to  perpetuate  the 
building,  they  must  be  prepared  to  take  on 
themselves,  in  the  first  place,  the  poyment 
of  this  70,000i.,  for  those  were  the  terms 
on  which  the  Oommissioners  might  take 
up  the  building  from  the  contractors,  and 
il'  they  put  themselves  in  the  position  of 
the  Commi.H^ioner.s,  the}'  mu.*t  bo  called  nn 
to  pay  the  same  amount.  Nor  t^houid  liicy 
shut  their  ejos  to  that  fact.  If  the  Ooni- 
missioners  thought  fit  to  purchase  the 
building  for  the  nation  out  of  tho  funds 
they  had  received,  that  was  another  mat- 
ter; but  it  appeared  from  what  had  been 
stated,  they  could  do  no  such  thing. 
Therefore  tiiey  must  consider  they  were 
authorising  tlie  expenditure  of  70,000/.  in 
tho  purchase  of  the  building.  An  hon. 
Member  told  them  it  was  the  intention  of 
Mr.  Pax  ton  from  the  first  that  the  bnild- 
ing  should  hccumc  permanent:  but  no  one 
would  sny,  taking  it  altogether,  that  it 
was  in  such  a  slate  as  would  render  it 
capable  of  being  maintained  as  a  perma- 
nent building  without  expenso.  He  would 
not  state  any  probable  sum,  but  lie  was 
quite  sure  no  one  would  contradict  him 
when  be  said  tbat  to  put  it  in  a  condition 
for  a  winter  garden  would  require  a  con- 
siderable outlay;  and  he  apprchendLJ  no 
one  imagined  that  it  could  be  maintained 
permanently  withuut  a  considerable  annual 
cost.  This  only  referred  to  the  building  as 
it  stood.  As  a  winter  garden  considerable 
expense  must  he  incurred  to  put  it  in  a 
state  to  allbrd  the  country  the  sli(;htest 
opportunity  of  judging  whether  they  would 
like  it  or  not.  lie  did  not  suppose  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  C.  P.  Villicrs)  thought 
that  en>pty  walls  would  enable  tho  public 
to  judge  whether  they  would  like  it  or  not 
as  a  winter  garden.  But  if  it  was  put 
into  tbe  state  of  a  winter  garden,  he  did 
not  think  tho  object  which  the  hon,  !i?em- 
bLM"  {Mr.  Ilev^cod)  had  indicnt'Ml  of  a 
ladies'  club  would  be  quite  in  unison  with 
the  sdentiiie  purpose  deseribod  by  otbers. 
The  building  was  built  for  n  temporary 
purpose;  the  most  solemn  pledges  wero 
given  that  it  should  be  so;  and  ttie  nohlo 
Lord  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Woods 
aT)d  Forests  had  stated  to  them  be  thought 
the  Government  wero  bound  to  take  it 
down,  nnless  there  was  a  national  expres- 
sion of  public  opinion  which  should  iuter- 
fers  between  them  and  its  remoral.  It 
mnst,  he  thought,  be  sometbbg  mors  than 
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a  more  majority  of  the  H<mse  ihat  eonld 
convey  the  certain  expression  of  that  opin- 
ion; ami,  l\ir  himself,  he  wou'd  not  pretend 
to  express  any  opinion,  nor  did  he,  as  a 
Member  of  tbe  Government*  feel  called 
upon  to  take  the  initiative  at  all.  lie  had 
stated  what  they  had  to  expect  if  tlic}- 
proposed  to  continue  tho  bnildiui^;  and,  ns 
a  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
ho  would  give  no  opinion  on  the  question, 
and  in  that  capacity  he  would  give  no  vote 
upon  the  question. 

Mr.  HEADLAM  thought  the  arguments 
urged  that  evening  against  retaining  the 
buildiog,  were  rooh  at  ought  not  to  influence 
the  decision,  lie  denied  that  the  noble  Lord 
at  tlic  head  of  the  Woods  and  Forests  was 
juHtiiicd  in  entering  into  any  contract 
which  could  fitter  the  publie  as  to  what 
should  be  done  with  the  building.  In  point 
of  fact,  there  were  no  p.irtics  capaLlo  of 
entering  into  tlio  sujiponed  contract;  and 
even  it  there  had  been,  he  should  still  deny 
that  any  such  contract  had  been  entered 
into.  The  utmost  that  could  be  said  was, 
that  an  expectation  had  been  held  out  that 
the  building  would  be  removed;  but  he 
elaimed  for  that  House  the  power  of  say- 
ing in  what  manner,  in  their  opinion,  it  was 
best  that  the  parks  should  be  used.  The 
ris^ht  luni.  Chancellor  of  tho  Exrhequor 
liad  not  lurnishcd  the  iiouse  with  any  dis- 
tinct information  as  to  the  expense  of  main- 
taining the  building.  He  (Mr.  Headlam) 
did  not  think  any  great  expense  would  he 
incurred.  Tho  funds  derived  from  the 
opening  of  the  Exhibition  would  be  con- 
siderable; and,  considering  that  the  Zoolo- 
gfical  and  Botanical  Gardens  maintained 
thcnif^elves,  ho  could  not  doubt  that  tlie 
Exhibition  also  might  be  supported  with- 
out the  slightest  difficulty  by  the  subscrip- 
tions of  visitors.  He  believed  it  was  a 
great  mistalto  to  suppose  that  the  public 
were  indifferent  on  tho  subject.  If  there 
had  not  been  many  petitions  presented,  it 
was  simply  because  no  one  had  any  idea 
that  the  building  would  he  removed.  At  all 
events,  the  public  would  be  greatly  disnp- 
pointed  if  it  were  not  retained  till  the  1st 
of  May;  and  under  the  contract  with  Messrs. 
Fox  and  Henderson  it  might  he  retained 
until  then  without  any  extra  expense. 

Mn.  GEACII  couKl  state,  from  the  most 
credible  sources  of  information,  that  tho 
observations  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bx- 
chequer  as  to  tho  perishable  nature  of  tlie 
Tuiitcrials  M-as  not  correct.    The  build 
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have  to  put  up  in  a  pemMOient  bidding, 
or  any  expense  gone  to  which  would  not 

be  incurred  in  putting  up  such  a  building 
at  present.  With  the  e^iception  of  paint- 
ing, the  expense  of  keeping  it  in  repair, 
would  not  bo  oonsiderable.  He  could  not 
admit  that  tiie  persons  who  had  residences 
in  the  ncii^hbourhood  of  the  Crystal  Palace 
were  the  public;  and,  if  any  violation  had 
been  committed  towards  them,  it  bad  been 
committed  when  Her  Majesty,  by  Her 
warrant,  grarited  the  site,  and  when  tho 
Parliament  sanctioned  the  building  by  an 
address  to  tbe  Crown.  He  considered  tho 
consent  of  the  general  public  waa  to  a 
great  degree  involved  in  the  consent  of  the 
Parliament  to  that  Act.  It  would  be 
found,  too,  that  the  metropolitau  districts 
had  petitioned  in  favour  of  retaining  die 
Palace. 

The  IIouBc  divided: — ^Ayes  7d;  l^ocs 
47:  Majority  28. 

ListoftkeAm. 

Addortojr.  C.  B*  Henrj,  A. 


bad  been  so  constructed  that  tliero  was 
scarcelj  any  part  whicb  they  would  not 
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TRANSPORTATION  TO  VAN  DIEMEN'S 

L.\ND. 

Mr.  CIIISnOLM  ANSTEY  begged, 
pur^m'it  to  notice,  to  call  tho  nttoiitlun  of 
the  iiouse  to  the  petition  from  tiic  nativc- 
bom  eobnitto  of  Van  Diemett's  Land,  pre- 
•eotad  on  Monday,  tho  IGth  of  Juno  last. 
It  was  admitted  that  tho  people  of  Van 
Diemen's  Laud  wero  desirous  that  trans- 
portation to  that  colony  should  cease,  and 
that  its  moral*  locial,  and  commercial  con- 
dition had  been  entirely  ruined  by  tho  con- 
tinuance of  transportation.  The  recent 
speech  of  the  hon.  Barouct  tlio  Member 
fbr  Sooth vark  (Sir  W.  Hokiworth)  on 
that  subject,  had  removed  the  neoetsity  for 
hh.  going  into  the  fpir-tion  at  any  length. 
Thai  speech  was  unansHt  i  ;il)1e,  and  would 
be  read  with  deep  intcredi  in  all  the  Aus- 
tralian colonies.  It  was  not  denied  that 
Sir  WiUiam  Denison  had  pronused  that 
transportation  should  cease  in  the  space  of 
two  years,  but  that  pledge  had  been  broken. 
Since  the  last  debate  on  this  subject,  up- 
wards of  200  persons  in  Van  Diemens 
Land  had  requested  him  to  take  charge  of 
their  petition,  and  to  call  attention  to  its 
coDteuts.  At  that  period  of  tho  night  and 
of  the  SMsion,  and  in  the  present  temper 
of  the  House,  he  should,  lie  tliought,  be 
betraying-,  in  tead  of  discharging,  the  trust 
reposed  in  inm,  if  he  entcied  into  the  causes 
of  tho  complaints  from  Vau  Diemen's 
Ijand,  or  the  eolonies  in  general.  He 
thought  he  should  best  redeem  his  pledge 
by  calling  attention  to  the  allegation  in 
'this  petition.  Having  done  so,  he  would 
xeaiime  his  seat,  and  take  an  opportunity  in 
the  eosniog  Session  to  do  more  jnstiee 
than  he  ooold  then  do  to  the  complaints  of 


those  persons  whose  representative  he  felt 
himself  to  be.  The  petition  was  from 
colonists  who  were  all  natives  of  Van  Die- 
men 's  Land.  They  referred  to  petitions 
on  the  table  nhich  had  been  reprinted  by 
order  of  the  House,  and  they  said  that  those 
petitions,  and  the  correspondence  to  which 
they  had  given  rise,  established  the  fact» 
that  the  deplorable  condition  of  Van  Die* 
men's  Land,  in  a  moral,  social,  commer- 
cial, and  political  point  of  view,  was  solely 
attribntable,  and  attributed  by  the  officers 
of  the  Government  themselves,  to  the  pre- 
sent system  of  transportation.  The  prti- 
tioners  said  theirs  was  a  peculiar  case,  and 
unlike  the  case  of  those  who  cmigiutcd. 
They  w«re  bora  in  the  conntrj,  received 
their  education  there,  and  derived  their 
opinions  from  local  experience  alone;  and* 
they  argued  that  the  evils  they  complain- 
ed of  were  of  a  peenliar  diameter,  bccaose 
they  had  no  personal  experience  to  appeal 
to  on  behalf  (jf  the  Imperial  Government, 
whoso  {irotcction  they  never  felt,  and  only 
knew  as  an  oppressor.  They  said  they 
hod  suffered  in  their  worldly  eureumstanoes 
from  the  acts  of  perfidy  of  the  Government 
in  a  manner  that  fitlier  colonists  Imd  not 
suffered,  for  other  colonists  had  the  option 
of  leaving  tho  island  and  getting  employ- 
ment dsewhere  ;  but  when  the  petitioners 
left  it  to  seek  in  another  colony  what  was 
denied  them  in  the  country  of  their  birth, 
their  hopes  were  extinguished — their  ap- 
plications for  employment  were  rejected, 
and  they  had  been  obliged,  in  despite  of 
themselves,  to  return  to  tho  country  of 
their  birth,  because  tiiey  found  every  other 
place  burred  against  them.  They  said 
they  elumed  but  jusUee  from  Parliament* 
and  prayed  that  transportation  to  Austra- 
lia and  Van  Diemen  s  Land  might  oease  ' 
for  ever. 

Notice  taken  that  Forty  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted ;  and  Fortrf 

Members  not  being  present, 

The  House  wns  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Eleven  of  tho  clock. 


HOUSB  OF  LORDS. 
Wednesday,  Jtdy  30, 1851. 

MiNOTSK.]     PuuLic   Bills. — 1*  Coalwluppos 

(Port  of  London)  ;  Steam  Navigation. 
2'  New  Forest  l>eer  Removal,  Ac. 
Reported.  —  Ecclesiastical  Property  Valuation 
Ireland) ;  Foor  Relief  Act  Conliuaance* 
3*  Militm  Pay ;  Soup  Duties. 

Their  Lordships  met,  and  having  gone 
through  tho  business  on  the  papw. 

House  adjourned  tiU  To^monow, 
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MiNUTKS.]  PuBUo  Bill*. — 1"  Epi&copal  and 
Capitular  Estates  Mniiagomcnt  (No.  2);  Chim- 
noy  Swe«pen  Hexulatiun  Act  Ami-ndmeat ; 
General  Bourd  of  Health  (No.  4)  ;  Canterbury 

AssoriruioM. 

S*   Coalwhipperc  (Port  of  London);  StMim 
Kftrifalion. 

OHUBCH  BUILDING  ACTS  AMENDBIBNT 

HILL. 

Order  for  Committoe  read. 
HoQM  in  Committee. 
Clause  1. 

Mr.  ALCOCK  said,  that  while  ho  con- 


in  a  common  fund,  would  have  enabled  the 
noble  Lord  to  hare  carried  oat  the  other  auf  • 

gostion  of  the  Commission,  namclj,  to  raite 
the  330  small  livings  under  200^.  a  year,  up 
to  that  sum.  There  were,  besides,  up> 
wards  of  300  psrishes  in  which  no  parson> 
age  houses  existed  at  all — an  anonmly  wlikh 
thf  Tioblo  Lord,  hy  tlic  fund  derived  from 
tho  m\e  of  these  livings,  ■would  be  able, 
in  sumo  degree,  also  to  rciuove.  Ue  would 
also  suggest  that  something  ought  to  he 
done  out  of  this  common  fund  in  refcreooo 
to  the  forty  livings  in  the  gift  of  the  Lord 
ChaDcellor.  There  were  ten  of  these  par- 
ishes in  which  the  population  was  very  coo- 
siderable  indeed.  He  would  mention  only 
one.  The  parish  of  St.  George  the  XL\rtvr, 


fcsseil  tli.it  this  Bill  wns  grently  improved  in  South>v;irk,  contained  52,000  iobabi- 
by  tho  abandouniont  uf  tiic  attempt  to  con-  '  tnnts.  There  was  but  one  single  cbureh 
vert  free  sittings  into  news,  which  was  |  to  which  that  52,000  of  population  was 
eoDSpieuoiis  in  its  first  draft,  he  must  ex-  attached.  There  was  one  rector,  with  & 
press  his  regret  that  the  question  of  Churcli  fixed  ineomo  of  -iOOl.,  and  80?.  in  lieu  of  a 
Bates  hnd  nut  been  disposed  of  in  a  mora  parsonage,  and  out  of  that  he  had  to  pro- 
satisfactory  manner.  As  tho  law  now  stood,  j  vide  for  three  curates.  He  (Mr.  Aleock) 
district  ohurebes  were  exempted  from  pay-  thought  the  noble  Lord  would  ponso  a  littls 
iiig  church  rates  to  the  mother  church  i  before  ho  again  stated  that  it  would  b« 
after  they  had  been  in  existence  for  twenty  I  giving  up  a  great  publio  in\**t  to  nUorsueh 


years;  but  with  regard  to  consoHdatod 
ehapelries,  tho  hiw  wos  very  questionoble. 
Consolidated  ehapelries  were  districts  form- 
ed out  of  two  or  more  .adjacent  pnrislies 
which  lay  at  at  a  grout  distance  from  the 
mother  church;  and  he  could  have  wished 
their  exemption  from  church  rates  had 
been  made  by  this  Bill  settled  on  the  same 
footing  as  a  district  church  formed  out  of 
one  parish  only.  This  Bill  was  confessedly 
founded  upon  a  Report  of  o  Commission 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subdivision  of 
perishes;  and  lio  rei^retted  tliat  the  noble 
Lord  nt  tlie  head  of  the  (  ioveriniient  should 
not  have  adopted  the  most  irnportiant  sug- 
gestion in  that  Report,  namely,  that  which 
related  to  livings  in  tho  gift  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  The  noble  Lord  had  .is,-<Tgtied 
as  his  reason  for  not  adopting  that  sugges- 
tion, that  he  did  not  think  it  advisable  to 
give  up  so  great  a  public  trust.  He  (Mr. 
Alcock),  h')\vcver,  believed  that  there  was 
not  a  man  in  England  who  would  have 
accused  the  nuhic  Lord  of  on  abandonnicut 
of  a  public  trust  if  ho  hod  carried  into  effect 
the  suggesiioii  of  the  Report  with  r^ard 
to  tite  side  of  1I10.S0  livings.  If  those 
liviugs,  wliich  now  were  more  than  800  in 
number,  were  dispo.icd  of  gradually  by  pri- 
vate contract— not,  be  it  romariced,  by 
public  auction — to  which  much  just  and 
Ttrojicr  <»p(tf>s!t!i)ii  was  raised — an  amount 


a  tttate  of  things  as  that.  What  was  tlie 
value  of  the  livings  at  the  disposal  ef  ths 

Lord  Chancellor  f  H^'had  no  hesitation 
ill  saying  that  it  was  at  lea^t  l.OOO.OOOf. 
He  had  niado  a  calculation  hiuiseif,  and  it 
would  take  400,000^.  to  raiso  those  oo{) 
livings  to  an  annual  vatno  of  2001.  a  jssr. 
It  would  talto  300,000/.  to  give  anything 
like  an  appreciable  assistance  t  .wnnl  A  erect- 
ing parsonages  in  parishes  where  now  titers 
were  none;  and  it  would  take  50,0001.  st 
that  m<»inent  to  build  two  new  (liurehes, 
and  endow  them  ns  tlioy  ought  to  be,  in 
tho  parish  of  St.  George  the  Martyr,  ia 
Southwark.  It  was  a  most  disgraceful 
thing  to  this  oountrj  and  to  ParituMnti 
that  within  two  miles  of  tho  place  in  whidi 
the  latter  was  now  sitting,  there  was  a 
population  of  52,000  with  only  one  church. 
So  wonder  that  in  that  parish  there  should 
be  a  spot  infamous  for  centuries  as  tirt 
nursery  and  abode  of  crime.  The  Mint 
had  for  nearly  three  centuries  been  notori- 
ous, and  it  was  still  notorious,  for  crim^i 
and  it  was  aa  eetaUishod  fact  that  half  lh« 
criminals  executed  at  Newgate  came  out  of 
the  parish  of  St.  George  tho  ?ilartyr.  South- 
wark.    [  Crff^  of  "  Hear,  hear  !  "j 

Tho  UiiAiUMAN  said,  he  must  call  the 
hon.  Member  to  order,  on  the  gnniod  thst 
lie  was  discussing  a  principle  which  bars 
110  reference  whatever  to  tli  '  nature  of  the 


of  money  would  be  dorived,  which,  placed  |  clause,  which  was  to  authoi  i&o  the  Com 
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mission  CI  S  to  allot  oertftin  aittings  to  the 
poor  of  the  parish. 

Ms.  ALCOCK  bowed  to  the  decision  of 
the  Chairman ;  but  in  his  justification  he 

must  plead  tho  difficulty  he  hnd  found  in 
Matintr  these  facts 


(>ri 


jirevious  occasions. 
He  begged  to  disclaim  uiiy  unkind  feeling 
in  making  the  obsenrationt  ^at  had  fttUen 
firom  him  towards  the  Lord  Chancellor,  or 
the  nohlo  Lord  (Lord  John  R\issell).  lie 
trusted,  however,  that  ho  might  be  allowed 
to  express  a  hope  that  the  noble  Lord  and 
the  Goveramoit  would  think  well  upon  this 
aobjcct  before  another  Session. 

^Ir.  HENLEY  said,  that  no  doubt  the 
Bill  in  its  present  form  was  a  great  deal 
iMtter  than  when  it  came  down  from  tho 
Honae  ef  Lords;  but  he  thought  this  clause 
still  required  further  guarding.    A  great 
many  persons  in  this  country  had  given 
money  to  build  churches  on  the  faith  tliat 
e  eertidn  number  of  the  sittings  should  be 
free ;  but  this  Bill  proposed  to  give  to  two 
parties  entirely  unconnected  with  the  par* 
iah,  the  Church  Commissioners,  and  the 
Biriiep  of  the  dtoeete,  the  power  to  undo 
the  whole  of  that  arrangement,  without  the 
assent  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  district 
who  were  concerned  in  the  matter.  Now 
he  thought  tiiai  u6  aUerutiiju  should  be 
made  ezeept  upon  some  application  of  the 
inhnbitants  of  the  diitriet,  made  through 
the  churchwardens,  or  whatever  might  be 
the  proper  mode;  and  ho  wished  tu  know 
whether  the  Government  would  object  to 
the  introduction  into  the  clause,  on  bring- 
ing up  tlie  Report,  of  words  whieh  would 
eft'ect  thi.s  object. 

Lord  dOilN  RUSSELL  said,  that  the 
dense  allowed  the  Church  Commissioners, 
with  thea  ssent  of  the  Bishop  of  the  Diocese, 
to  saj  that  a  ccrtnin  portion  of  tlie  free  seats 
should  be  allotted  to  the  accoiumudatiuu  of 
a  certain  portion  of  the  inhabitants  who 
were  regular  attendants  at  the  oburch, 
without  any  payment  whatever.  But  if  the 
churchwardens,  to  whom  the  order  of  the 
Commissioners  would  bo  addressed,  did  not 
allot  them,  there  would  be  no  alteration 
whutevur.  Nor  in  fact,  if  they  allotted 
them  without  payment,  would  there  beany 
alteratiou  in  the  present  state  of  things.  It 
would  be  very  couveuieut  that  tho  inhabi- 
tants, being  regular  attendants  at  ehurch, 
should  have  i  egulur  scats  to  resort  to,  and 
should  not  be;  subject  to  the  InoonTenience 
of  having  to  look  for  scats. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  would  suggest  that  probably  it 
voald  suit  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member 


for  Oxfordshire  (^?^r.  TTenley)  if  the  clause 
were  altered  so  us  to  set  out  that  the  Com- 
misttODora  might,  if  they  thought  fit,  by  an 
order  under  their  common  seal,  and  with 
the  consent  of  tin?  Bishop  of  the  diocese, 
authorise  the  churchwardens  to  set  apart 
and  allot  a  certain  portion  of  the  free  seats 
amongst  the  poor  inhabitants  of  the  parisbi 
Mu.  SPOONER  was  in  favour  of  the 
sunfgestion  of  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  ho  thought  would  greatly  improve  the 
BiU. 

The  UasQVBSS  of  BLANDFORD  said, 
tliat  tho  main  objection  which  had  been 
urged  against  th<>  Bill  on  its  introduction, 
had  been  that  it  miposed  rents  upon  sit- 
tings whieh  were  at  present  free.  In  those 
objections  he  had  himself  fully  agreed;  but 
ho  believed  tli;\r  they  would  be  entirely  ah* 
vintcd  by  the  clause  as  it  now  stood,  which 
proposed  to  reserve  seats  for  the  poor  but 
regular  ohuroh-goers,  without  any  paymant 
whotever. 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought,  that  if,  under 
this  clause,  the  Commissioners  ordered 
the  churchwardens  to  allot  a  oertain  por- 
tion of  tho  free  seats,  they  would  feel  it 

imperative  \ipon  them,  and  would  indeed 
he  coinpellal>!o  hy  tlio  Bishop,  to  do  so. 
Ho  thought  It  a  good  piiuciple  that  these 
seats  should  be  apportioned}  but  at  the 
same  time,  if  district  ohurches  had  been 
built  upon  the  express  understanding  that 
the  seats  should  bo  free,  he  contended 
that,  in  those  districts,  the  inhabitants, 
who  were  tlie  parties  interested,  should 
have  a  voice  os  to  whether  they  wished  the 
alteration  to  be  made  or  not.  No  doubt, 
in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  one  hundred, 
they  would  avail  themselves  of  the  power. 

Mu.  HENRY  DRUMMOND  sa^,  that 
if,  as  had  been  stated,  there  was  an  implied 
understanding  with  the  subscribers  to 
funds  for  building  churches,  that  a  certain 
number  of  seats  should  be  and  continue 
free,  there  was  equally  an  understanding 
implied  in  the  very  existence  of  an  Estab- 
lished Church  that  it  should  be  for  the 
body  of  tho  people,  and  altogether  free. 
There  was  a  great  deal  in  this  Bill  relat- 
ing, 60  to  sjicnk,  to  the  interests  of  the 
Commissioners,  und  of  the  Bishops,  and  of 
the  churchwuidcns,  but  uut  one  word  as  te 
the  interests  of  the  body  of  the  people. 
If  there  woi'e  any  implied  uuderstanding 
between  the  persons  who  had  subscribed  to 
build  theso  churches  as  to  free  seats,  it 
ought  to  be  strictly  carried  out.  The  boa. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley)  said, 
the  BiU  was  improTed  since  it  came  down 
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from  the  House  ot  Lords;  but  the  truth 
was,  that  the  Bill  came  down  from  the 
House  of  Lords  in  such  a  shameful  state 
that  not  a  mnn  could  be  foiiml  in  that 
House  who  would  take  ehat  f^c  of  it.  TTc 
could  not  a^ce  with  the  exphiualion  of  the 
noble  Lord  (tbe  Marqness  of  BlaiidfMrd}» 
which  sounded  very  much  as  if  it  cane 
from  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
thcmsclrea.  By  the  present  system,  which 
excluded  the  people  from  the  churches, 
and  which  had  gone  on  for  150  years, 
they  had  forced  the  people  to  become  either 
heathens  or  Dissenter";  f\>ul  it  was  to  their 
ill  management  in  this  way  that  so  many 
were  no  longer  memhers  of  the  Ohureh  of 
England.  The  same  spirit  of  laziness 
which  had  filled  our  parish  churelics  with 
velvet  cushions  nnd  luxuriows  pews,  and 
turned  them  into  places  for  the  rich  only. 


travened  by  tho  present  clause.  The  ob- 
ject of  a  person  giving  his  money  on  these 
conditions  was  not  that  the  seats  should  be 

occti[)ied  by  any  particular  parties,  but  that 
tliev  should  he  occuj>icd  hv  the  poor  of  the 
parish  without  tho  payment  of  any  rent. 
Now,  that  object  was  secnred  by  toe  fwe* 
sent  clause,  which  authorised  tbe  cbarch> 
wardens  to  allot  the  seats  to  the  "T»'^or'* 
inhabitants  only;  and  if  a  person  who  did 
not  properly  come  under  that  description, 
had  a  seat  allotted  to  him,  he  (tlie  Soli- 
citor General)  had  no  doubt  that  the  Bisliop 
would  interfere  to  remedy  the  abuse.  An  v 
one  who  knew  anything  of  the  habita  of 
the  poor,  knew  that  thej  wonld  feel  it  s 
great  comfort  to  know,  on  entering  a 
church,  Avliere  they  were  to  sit.  Tie  thotig'ht 
that  the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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hadlnmpedthefonr  serTioesoftheGhnrchj  would  meet  the  objections  of  the  hon, 
into  one,  and  fixed  that  amalgamated  i  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  neDl«j). 
service  at  an  hour  when  the  poor  could  not  With  regard  to  keepinjr  the  ?eats  emntr 
attend.  The  service  was  originally  divided  after  service  had  begun,  no  person  had  a 
into  *•  matins,"  "  Utanj,"  '*  sermon,"  and  j  right  to  do  so,  whether  they  were  paid  fcr 
"  commnnion;"  and  m  the  Universities  |  or  not.  He  knew  a  case  in  which  a  per- 
that  plan  was  still  kept  up.  and  until  lately,  son  holding  a  pew  in  a  church,  objecteil  to 
at  one  cathedral,  that  of  Worcester,  if  he  having  any  persons  admitted  into  hi-f  pew. 
remembered  rightly.  But  the  bishop  had  and  used  to  put  a  padlock  upon  the  door, 
said,  that  instMdM  the  services  being  thus  and  come  himself  after  the  soriee  had 
distributed  oTCrtheday,  at  some  portion  of  begun.  The  clergyman,  howeTer* had  the 
wliieh  tho  poor  could  attend,  ne  wonld  padlock  taken  off,  and  put  persons  into 
have  them  all  lumped  into  one,  and  that  the  pew  when  it  was  empty  at  the  com- 
bad  been  done.  He  objected  to  the  clause  niencemcot  of  service,  and  he  was  n|^eld 
altogether,  as  sanctioning  a  principle .  by  the  courts  in  that  course, 
which  ought  neter  to  hare  been  allowed  |  Sir  JOHN  DUCKWORTH  said,  that 
to  creep  in.  ho  did  not  thinlc  that  the  clause  had  been 

Captain  SCOBELli  said,  that  the  re- Justified  by  the  arguments  which  had  been 
suit  of  this  clante  might  be,  that,  under  •  brought  forward  in  its  fhvour.  He  wn 
the  |»tronage  of  the  churchwardens,  a ,  aware  that  in  the  present  state  of  society, 
large  portion  of  tlio  seat.s  might  bo  oc-  it  was  impossible  tliat  all  seats,  in  hotli  old 
cupied  by  wliat  were  called  usual  church-  and  new  churches,  should  be  made  abi^o- 
goers,  some  of  whom  did  not  come  to  lutely  free  and  open  to  all;  but  he  thought 
church  on  account  of  weather,  sickness,  it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  Chnick 
or  some  otlier  cause;  and  yet  these  seats  that  they  should  move  in  that  dirccttoB* 
roust  remain  vacant  during  the  service,  and,  as  much  as  possible,  make  the  scat^ 
If  it  was  provided  that  the  seats  should  free,  instead  of  limiting  them  to  tbe  oc- 


only  be  reserved  for  them  up  to  the  com- 
mencement of  the  service,  there  wonld  be 

some  reason  for  that.  lie  feared  that  after 
a  time  they  would  see  a  door  hanging  at 


cupation  of  particular  persons. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  in 
old  parish  churches,  all  persons,  lab«5urers 
and  other?,  coming  regularly  to  church. 


tbe  end  of  tbe  free  seat,  and  tho  people  were  accustomed  regularly  to  occupy  the 


who  then  occupied  it  would  call  it  a  pew, 
and  the  whole  principle  of  free  seats  would 

thus  ho  nndermined. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  ho  thouglit  tho  agreement  made  with 
parties  who  had  subseribed  money  to  build 
church,  that  a  certain  poition  of  the 


same  free  seats.  Kow  the  oKect  wa«» 
that  in  tho  new  churdies  the  «BnKbw»r> 

dens  should  hare  the  power  to  say  that  a 
Cf^rtaii!  number  of  tbo  regular  attendants 
ou  diviue  woriship  should  have  the  same 
convenience  which  was  enjoyed  by  the 
parishioners  attending  old  pairish 


seats  should  be  free,  would  not  be  con-  j  Old  and  infirm  people  wove  drifw  tnm 
Mr*  H,  Drummond 
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seat.  There  were,  no  doubt,  some  faults 
m  the  wording  of  the  clause;  but  iiis  ri^ht 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  Bttggested  ope  Amendment,  and 
otlien  could  be  made  on  Ininging  up  the 
Eteport. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  the  argument 
of  the  noble  Lord  might  bo  a  sound  one  if 
there  were  snfiicieDt  ohurch  aoGommoda- 
tioa,  vbidi  there  was  not.  Parties  would 
"he  prevented  from  comiTij^  to  church  if 
they  knew  that  a  certain  portion  of  the 
aeatswere  allotted,  although  they  miglit 
not  be  occupied. 

Sm  BENJAMIN  HALL  thought  the 
Clnu'so  should  be  postponed.    When  tlu^v 
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ehureh  jf  thej  were  not  sure  of  having  a  |  were  put  up  in  almost  every  church  wlicre 

'    "  '    "      there  were  free  sittincjs;  but  he  thou^lit 

that  the  meaning  of  the  word  "  unappro- 
priated" on  them  applied  only  to  perma- 
nent appropriation,  and  did  not  extend  to 
what  would  really  only  he  a  temporary  aU 


!oc!ition.  The  ineaninjT  was  that  no  ronts 
were  to  be  paid  for  the  seatH,  and  that 
they  were  not  to  become  the  property  of 
the  holders.  The  term  "  appropriation" 
in  the  clause  did  not  very  well  express 
what  was  meant,  for  allowing  a  person  to 
occupy  a  scat  for  a  certain  time,  his  occu- 
pation being  then  to  terminate,  was  not  to 
appropriate  it.  Although  he  wished  that 
this  power  sliould  be  exercised  with  great 
caution,  jet  lie  tlioucjht  that  such  were  the 


heard  so  much  of  spiritual  destitution,  it  :  habits  of  the  people  in  umuy  parts  of  the 
would  be  better,  especially  in  the  metro-  kingdom  (he  did  not  wy  universally)  that 


politan  districts,  where  there  was  great 
want  of  church  accommodation,  to  i^ay  that 
the  pews  should  be  thrown  open  indiffer- 
ently to  all  parties  coming  to  church.  In 


they  would  have  a  much  greater  willing- 
ness to  attend  the  ordinances  of  the  Church 
if  this  occupation,  or  whatever  it  was  call- 
ed, were  allowed  them;  and  under  these 


many  churches  in  the  metropolis  there  was  circumstances  he  thought  the  x»hject  eon 


no  accommodation  whatever  for  the  poor. 
For  instance,  in  St.  Jfiines's  Church  there 
was  DO  accommodation  whatever  fur  the 
poor,  but  erery  part  was  tahen  up  by  close 
pews.  Although  a  person  might  go  into 
a  pew  which  was  not  filled  at  the  boL,nn- 
ninjj  of  the  service,  vet  people  did  not  like 
to  do  80,  for  fear  they  might  be  turned 
out.  He  thought  they  should  pass  a  law 
by  which  the  seats  should  be  tlurown  open 
equally  to  the  rich  and  the  poor;  for  so 
long  as  the  Church  was  connected  with 
the  State,  it  was  bound  to  provide  accom- 
modation for  the  one  as  well  as  for  the 
other,  and  not  for  the  rich  alone. 

Caitalv  SCOBELL  thouMit  that  this 
clause,  at  all  events,  should  not  apply  to 
ehuitthes  which  had  been  already  built. 
At  the  church  which  he  attended  there 
was  n  board  exhibited  on  the  walls,  stating 
that  lialf  the  seata  were  to  be  free  and  un- 
appropriated for  ever,  lie  thought  the 
present  clause  was  not  only  a  step  in  the 
wrong  direction,  but  was  an  undoing  of 
what  had  been  douo.  He  was  told  that 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  free  seats  would 
be  affected  by  this  clause,  which  would  ope- 
rate as  a  breach  of  the  promise  that  they 
should  be  free  and  unappropriated  for 
ever. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  ho  had 
no  objectioa  to  expunge  the  clause  if  it 

was  disapproved  of  bv  the  Committee. 
Mu.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  boards 


toniplated  bv  tlio  Clause  was  a  good  one. 

Sill  J<:D\VaRD  BUXTON  suggested, 
that  the  clause  should  bo  deferred,  and 
be  considered  again  at  a  subsequent  pe- 
riod. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  thought  it 
better  to  strike  out  the  clau&o  then. 
Clause  struck  out. 

Clauses  2  to  7,  indusire,  agrud  to» 
Clause  8,  nrovides  that  the  right  of 

patronage  shall  be  conferred  on  the  person 
who  endows  the  Church,  as  therein  di- 
reeted. 

Mr.  HENLEY  wished  to  know  if  it 
were  intended  that  the  church  should  be 
built  by  the  person  who  endows  it? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  ;  Whe- 
ther  it  be  built  by  a  party  or  not,  he  may 
endow  it. 

^fR.  HENLEY  would  ask  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  perceive 
that  this  would  raise  a  very  largo  question. 
Many  churches  were  now  endowed  to  a 
certain  extent,  perhajpa  402.  or  501.  a  year, 
and  this  clause  would  permit  another  ]>nrfy 
to  come  in  on  giving  a  further  endowment 
to  claim  the  patronage.  Ho  did  not  think 
that  was  the  intention  of  the  clause,  and 
he  hoped  measures  woold  bo  taken  to 

guard  ajxuinst  it. 

M«.  GLADSTONE  wished  to  know 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  word  "  body" 

in  the  clau<^e  ?    He  apprehended  it  was 

not  intended  to  1)C  a  body  corporate,  for 


of  the  kind  described  by  the  hon.  and  p^al-  j  further  on  in  the  clause  it  spoke  of  his 
laut  Member  for  Bath  (Captain  ScobuU),  huiiis  or  succei»sors  and  a^^igus. 
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The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  Mid. 
the  word  "  body"  was  intmded  to  include 
any  body  politic,  corporate,  or  collegiate, 
or  any  corporation,  aggregate  or  sole,  an 
well  M  one  indi?idual. 

Clause  agretd  io. 

Clause  9. 

Mr.  IIEADLAM  moved  the  omission 
of  the  firftt  paragraph  of  the  olauae,  name- 
ly— 

"  The  exemption  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Mortmain  Acts,  an<!  the  rp"«trictron  npphVnLlc  to 
such  exemption,  coiiUiiueU  in  ihe  Act  vt  tho  third 
and  fourth  years  of  Her  Majesty,  shall  be  ap- 
plicablo  to  any  endowment,  or  grant,  or  convey- 
ance, for  the  purpose  of  a  repair  fund  of  any  such 
•burab  or  buUdinf 

and  if  hia  Amendment  were  carried,  he 
yroxM  then  propose  that  the  following  worda 

be  added  : — 


,4mafuiifieiif  SiU, 


179^ 


"  Providing  alw.-iy 8,  llmi  noiauig  herein  contain- 
ed shall  give  validity  toaoj  endowment  that  would 
b«  Toid  under  tbe  oiroviatoni  of  tba  Mortmain 
Aot- 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5^  line 
19,  to  leave  out  from  the  yroA  **  the*'  to 
the  word  **  paid"  m  line  24. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  having  made  arrangements  for  the 
huUdiDg  and  repairs  of  a  church,  it  was 
Init  reasonable  to  make  corresponcling  ar> 
ranc^crapnts  for  the  endowment. 

Un.  HENRY  DIUIMMOND  thnnjrht 
the  answer  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  had  giren  was  not  eorrect.  Heeon- 
sidered  that  it  was  objectionable  to  intro- 
dace  a  cinuso  nf  this  kind  until  they  inado 
some  general  law  relating  to  Mortmain. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  ottt  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

The  Committee  divided  : Aje&  4U  ; 
Noes  19  :  Majority  30. 
Clause  agreed  to;  ba  were  alf o  Clanses 

10  to  2B,  inclusive. 

Clause  29  (providing  for  tho  repairs  of 
district  churches), 

Ma.  MULLING S  said,  that  in  many 
parishes  there  were  funds  appropriated  and 
vested  in  trustees  and  (  IIkt  persons  for 
tho  rcpJiirs  of  the  parish  church.  Wliere 
there  was  a  district  church  in  the  parish, 
was  a  portion  of  it  to  be  given  for  the 
BSaintenancc  of  surli  district  church? 

The  SOLICIT  OH  GENHR.VL  said, 
that  wherever  n  rutid  w.ns  jM-ovided  for  a 
parish  church,  it  uwiat  be  under  some  cha- 
ritable trust;  in  that  case  they  shonld  be 
altering  the  Charitable  Trusts  Aets  by 
interferinf;^  with  it. 

The  Marquess  of  BLANDFOKD  said, 


he  wished  to  know  why  a  olanse  which 
appeared  in  a  former  draught  of  the  Bill 

empowering  persons  to  surronder  their 
riq;ht  of  piitrona;,'e,  with  or  without  coa- 
aidciatiun,  was  omitted  i 

The  SOLICITOR  OBNBRAIi  sud. 
that  giving  a  husband  the  power  of  soirSD- 
derinc::  his  wife's  rights  of  patronac-o.  with 
or  witliuut  consideration,  wa^i  giving  an 
extraordinary  power.  The  same  remark 
applied  to  righta  of  patronage  in  the  hands 
of  i^^iardians  or  trustees.  One  coidd  uq- 
derstrtiid  that  power  might  be  given  to  sell 
rights  of  patronage  for  a  valuable  consider- 
ation, but  not  that  husbands,  guardians, 
or  trustees  .slioidd  be  empowend  to  make 
a  present  of  such  rights  of  patronnc;^c. 

The  AlAUornss  of  RLANDFORD  would 
suggest  that  iho  claubo  to  which  he  re- 
ferred might  be  retained,  so  fiures  regsrd> 
cd  bodies  politic  and  those  parties  who  did 
not  comp  under  the  cxeeptions  to  wliich 
the  hon.  and  loarncd  Gentleman  had  al- 
luded. 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  THB  EXCHB- 

Ql'ER  said,  that  an  attempt  liad  been 
mado  to  amend  the  elause,  but  it  had  not 
been  found  praoticable  to  frame  it  so  as  to 
avoid  the  diffioulties  which  had  been  stalsd. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mn.   FREWJ:X  said,  he  now  would 
bring  before  the  Couiinittec  the  clause  of 
which  he  had  given  notice.    Tiiere  were 
many  cases  throughout  the  kingdom  whers 
churches  had  got  into  a  dilapidated  state, 
and  when  a  new  inenmbcnt  was  appointed 
he  came  to  the  old  church-jard,  and  per- 
formed service  amongst  the  nnns  of  wbst 
was  originally  the  church;  he  was  regu- 
larly iiulueted  as  incunihent  of  the  parisl:. 
he  received  a  respectable  income,  and  never 
came  near  the  parish  afterwards.  There 
were  a  considerable  number  of  those  easM, 
as  appeared  by  the  returns;  but  there  wcrs 
several  dioceses  that  did  not  make  say 
returns  whatever.     That  was  a  qnestion 
ou  which  that  House  ought  to  legislate, 
for  the  purpose  of  correcting  so  great  sn 
abuse.    lie  thought  that  when  a  parish 
beeame  vacant,  with  a  church  in  a  dilapi- 
dated state,  no  new  clergyman  should  b« 
appointed  until  «  new  ehureh  wu  bufltr 
and  the  remedy  ho  proposed  was,  that  At 
E"shop  of  tlie  dioce?o  should  Hcen?e  a 
room  for  service,  and  then  a  now  incum- 
bent should  be  appointed;  but  it  was  an 
improper  use  of  the  revenues  of  the  Choreh 
to  apply  several  hundreds  ft  year  in  pnv- 
mcnt  of  a  clergyman  "who  perfonnsd  Q« 
parochial  duties  whatever. 


^  kjui^  o  uy  Googl 
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Clause — 

**  Tbiit  upon  tlM  ntxt  AvoidBtioe  of  iinr  Bothv 

fiee,  wliich  has  no  Church  or  Chnj>cl  liolonging 


vith  that  had  no  church  whatever;  within 
two  miles  then  was  an  adjoimng  jwriih, 
and  the  inhabitants  of  the  parish  where 


to  it,  and  which  has  a  population  of  forty  per- 1  ^^^^^  ^.^g      cluii  ch  went  to  that  adjoining 
•one,  or  iivwsrda  of  forty  persons,  and  wmoh         i       ^  u  i      i      i      tt„»:i  *\.^  ^--f 
haTnot  bcrn  nmtod  to  any  other  Ben. flco  or  P«''^''  ^^'^t  had  a  church     Until  the  pre- 
sent incurabcnt,  all  that  the  clergyman  of 
parish  receWed  was  10{.  a  year  for 


Benefices  by  oi-der  of  Uer  Majesty  in  Council, 
die  said  Benefice  shall  remain  and  continue  Toid 
until  a  Church  or  Chapel  is  built  wherein  Dirino 
Service  shall  ho  perlormcd ;  and  the  fees  and 
emoluments  arising  from  the  said  Benefice  shall 
from  time  to  tirno,  whilst  it  is  void,  be  paid  over 
to  the  Archbishop  or  Bishop  of  the  Diocese,  who, 
together  with  the  Archdeacon  of  the  Archdeacon. 

St  and  Patron  or  Fatroos  of  the  said  Benefice, 
M  net  as  trasteet  for  tlie  receipt  of  the  said  foes 
ami  I  11  f  1  linent"!,  \vliif'h  shall  bo  appropriated  by 
the  said  trustees  for  the  purpose  of  building  or 
aasMiog  to  bnild  a  Chnroh  or  Chapel  for  the  said 
Benefice  ;  and  as  soon  as  stich  Cliiircli  or  Ciiapel 
has  been  consecrated  or  liceused  i'ur  «livinti  wor- 
ship by  the  Archbishop  or  Bishop  of  the  Dioccso, 
then  it  shall  be  lawful  for  tlio  Patron  or  rn(r(in^< 
to  present  a  spiritual  person  to  the  said  lieiitliee, 
who  ahsU  enjoy  all  the  rights,  fees,  and  emolu- 
ments, and  perform  all  the  duties  appertaining 
thereto,  and  who  shall  be  under  tho  same  eccle- 
siastical control  and  authority  as  any  other  In- 
ooBbent  in  the  same  Diooete :  Provided  alwajs, 


that 

doing  the  whole  of  the  duty,  thongh  the 
income  of  tho  parish  wliorc  thoro  wfis  no 
church  was  300^.  a  year.  Onljr  10^.  waa 
paid  until  the  present  bishop  rafsed  H 
to  501. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tttc  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  Clause  is  clearly  not  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  title  of  the  Bill,  and 
ou«;ht  not  to  be  adopted. 

SirQEOROE  PECUELL  apprehended 
that  the  Chairman  Imd  not  given  his  opin- 
ion a.^  to  Avhether  tho  Clause  came  within 
the  Bcope  of  the  Bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  beg  pardon,  I 
intimated  a  donbt.  This  is  nn  Act  to 
amend  ninotorn  or  twenty  Acts  respecting 
Church  buildings,  and  it  is  impossible  for 


that  If  the  MldArohbii^  or  Bishop  shsll  license  me  to  say  what  elanses  are  eontained  in 

any  room  in  th(^  paid  parisli  for  Divine  Service,    r^\\  those  Acts. 

Mu.  SPOON'ER  paid,  that  several  of 
the  clauses  in  those  Acts  were  to  promote 
the  building  of  churches,  therefore  this 
Clause  came  within  the  scope  of  the  BUI. 

lUi.  nOULBURN  thought  tho  abuse 
complainrtl  of  wns  a  c^ross  one,  nnd  that 
the  incumbent  should  be  obliged  to  reside 
within  the  parish.  Ho  could  not  approro 
nf  a  proposition  for  rftimng  a  fund  ibr  the 
building  of  a  church  by  the  accumulotion 
of  tho  reTcnues  of  tho  parish,  because  it 
might  take  the  income  for  ten  years  to 
prmlnee  the  necessary  fiinds,  and  by  aeting 
on  tho  proposition  they  would  deprive  the 
inhahltiints  during  that  period  of  all  spi- 
ritual instruction.  If  they  did  that,  wlmt 
would  be  the  state  of  the  parish  when  they 
eame  to  btaild  the  ehareiif  The  better 
way  of  meeting  tho  evil  would  be  to  com- 
pel tho  incnmhent  to  reside  on  the  living", 
though  he  had  no  church;  and  it  had  been 
found,  that  where  a  clergyman  was  planted 
in  a  district,  he  would  sooner  or  later  ob- 
tain a  church;  be  was  therefore  adrenw  to 
the  clause. 

Mk.  FREWEN  begged  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  the  Chnneellor  of  the  Exebe* 
quer  to  look  to  the  wm  ds  of  the  clause, 
"  for  tho  purpose  of  1  li'  ling,  or  assisting 
to  build."  lie  prcsnmod  tiiat  where  those 
flagrant  cases  occurred,  grants  would  would 
be  given  by  the  Incorporated  Soeiety  for 
Building  Churebet  to  ereet  eburebet  in 
sueb  pwisbei. 


then  it  shnil  be  lawful  tor  tho  Patron  or  Patrons 
to  present  a  spiritual  person  to  tho  said  Beneflco, 
who  shall  perform  all  tbo  duties  appcrtnining  there- 
to, and  who  shall  be  under  the  same  ecolesiastical 
eeoCrol  and  avthoritr  as  anf  otber  Inonnbent.** 

Brouqlit  up,  and  read  P, 

The  SOLU'ITOR  GENERAL  &aid.  he 
ohjected  to  the  Clause,  becau.50  the  subject- 
matter  of  it  was  hardly  consistent  with  the 
aatnreof  the  Bill;  but,  independent  of  ihat, 
in  point  of  principle  there  was  an  objection 
to  the  cinnso.  It  provides  that  where 
there  are  forty  persons  or  upw.ards  residing 
in  a  parish  where  there  is  no  church,  they 
are  to  have  no  clergyman.  lie  did  not 
think  that  was  dcsirablf^.  Thr  flmrch  of 
the  parish  of  Limeliouse  was  at  this  pre- 
sent time  in  ruins,  and  there  was  no  money 
to  bniM  a  new  one;  but  it  would  be  inex- 
pedient to  say  there  shouhl  bo  no  clergy* 
ninn  in  tho  parish  of  Limeliouse  xmtil  they 
.irouinulated  out  of  his  ineomo  the  funds 
that  would  be  sulHcient  to  build  a  church, 
or  until'  they  hired  a  room.  There  was  an 
objwtion  also  to  performing  the  ceremo- 
nies of  the  church  in  a  room;  they  would 
have  to  wait  a  considerable  number  of  years 
before  they  couM  build  a  church,  and  it 
was  not  desirable  that  all  the  ceremonies 
of  the  Church  should  be  performed  in  an 
unconsecrated  place. 

Mb.  MULLINGS  would  be  glad  if  the 
clause  eame  within  the  ecopo  of  the  Bill, 
and  if  it  could  bo  carried.  There  was  in 
WiHabiro  a  parish  that  be  was  acquainted 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "Thatj  ttead  of  a  new  church  being  built,  there 
the  Clause  be  read  a  Second  Time."  would  be  no  funds  with  which  to  build  it. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  40;  and  the  parishioners  wouhl  want  the  niinis- 

ti  atiuiia  of  a  clergjinan  of  the  Est&bUshetl 


(lirnded :  —  A^es 
Noes  37  :  Majority  3. 
On  the  Question*  **  That  the  Clause 

stand  part  of  the  Bill," 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
must  oppose  the  proposition.  Let  thetu 
suppose  a  case  where  a  church  in  a  large 
parish  was  destroyed  by  ehaneep  and  he 
fronld  ask,  must  that  parish  remain  with- 
out a  clergyman  to  officiate  in  it  until  the 
funds  arising  from  the  income  of  the  living 
were  snffletent  to  build  a  efauicb  ?  In  a 
passage  in  a  late  author  it  was  said  that 
cities  did  not  consist  of  walls  and  build- 
ings, but  of  the  men  who  lived  in  them; 


Church  for  some  indefinite  period.  The 

church  would  have  to  remain  in  its  present 
state  until  funds  sufficient  to  restore  it  had 
accumulated.  Surely  it  could  never  be 
the  object  of  the  promoters  of  this  clajiae 
to  say  tlmt  whenever  the  incumbent  of  m 
parish  died  at  a  time  when  there  was  no 
church  in  existence  in  the  parish,  the  fees 
and  emoluments  of  the  Itviug  should  lapse 
to  the  Crown. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  while  hoa. 
Members  imd  hem  di-ptitinn^  nnrl  dividing, 
thev  really  nu-ant  v*  t  v  m  arly  the  same 


and  that  observation  applied  to  the  Church  >  thiug.    lie  was  atraid  it  M  ould  be  didicuU 


—the  spiritual  edifices  did  not  consist  of 

the  walls  and  buildings^  but  of  the  spi- 

rifnp.l  iristruction  of  the  people;  and  by 
this  clause  they  would  withdraw  the  spi- 
ritual instruction  for  soTeral  years.  That, 
as  he  said  before,  was  a  strong  objection 
in  the  first  instance.  In  the  next  instance, 
there  was  a  stroncr  objection  to  performing 
the  offices  of  the  Church  in  an  uuconse- 
crated  building,  though  he  did  not  expect 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  not  members 
of  the  Church  to  follow  him  in  that  objec- 
tion.    If  that  was  nntr  to  be  done,  it 


to  make  a  good  arrangement  on  this  soIk 
ject  in  thci  present  Bill;  tliough  tlie  Com- 
mittee was  certainly  much  indebted  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cirencester  (Mr.  Mul- 
ling) for  having  called  their  attention  to 
such  a  gross  and  citing  evil.  He  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  thought  it  was  the  diasatisfac- 
tioD  which  the  Committee  felt  at  the  ex- 
istence of  such  an  abuse  passing  by  wiU}> 
out  remedy,  that  led  to  the  vote  at  wbi^ 
they  had  just  arrived.  If  the  &cts  were 
as  stated  by  tli"-  lion.  Gentleman,  and  if  :t 
were  also  true  tiuu  a  l»t-:}iop  had  no  power 


would  be  iutt'oduciug  a  new  arrangement  I  to  compel  rcsidcuce  lu  liiis  case —  [An 
into  the  practice  of  the  Church,  and  one  Hon.  Mhhbeb  :  A  bishop  has  the  power.] 

that  he  considered  most  detrimental  to  the  <  Well,  then,  the  first  question  that  aroee 
interests  of  the  Church.  He  also  objected  j  was.  why  the  bishop  did  not  compel  that 
to  the  clause  on  the  ground  that  its  effect  residence.  Such  cases  as  that  of  Lime- 
would  be  to  vest  all  the  livings  in  question  |  house,  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  So- 
in  the  Crown. 

Mu.  SPOONER  would  support  the 
clause,  on  the  p'onnd  that  the  principle  it 


sought  to  establish  was  to  prevent  the  pos- 
■ibiuty  of  any  part  of  the  people  in  any 
parish  continuinj;^  destitute  of  spiritual  in- 
struction, whilst  the  incumbent  lived  at  a 
considerable  distance  from  them,  and  re- 


licitor  General  had  referred,  whwe  tliere 

niifjlit  be  no  chtu'ch  by  reason  of  an  necl- 
dent,  ought  v.ot  to  be  brought  within  the 
scope  of  aity  clause  such  as  that  whids 
hadf  been  proposed  by  the  boo.  GentKemas 

(Mr.  Frcwen).  If  they  wished  to  tTrluilf 
that  class  of  cases  where  there  wa.-;  no 
church  or  chapel  on  account  of  such  an 


ceived  notwithstanding  the  emoluments  of  t  accideut,  in.stead  of  saying  which  haa  no 
the  liTing.  It  was  the  object  of  the  clause  church  or  chapd.*'  it  mi^t  be  effseted  by 
to  put  a  atop  to  an  inconvenience  which  i  svying,  "which  has  no  church  or  dbui^d 
was  very  much  to  be  regretted,  though  he  '  for  so  many  years,"  ptatlni^  a  tenn  of 
thought  some  better  mode  of  carrying  it '  years.  He  thought  that  would  effectually 
out  might  be  adopted.  I  exclude  the  ease  of  the  destruction  ci  a 

Mr.  COLLINS  said,  it  struck  him  that '  pari.sh  church  merely  by  aoeidcnL  The 
the  Coniniittec  could  hardly  be  aware  of ;  fatal  fault  of  the  clause  was  the  dissolu- 
thc  scnj)!>  v.liich  this  clause  would  have,  tion  of  the  spiritual  tic  which  it  would  in- 
It  would  have  a  much  wider  scope  than  i  volve — the  breaking  up  of  the  cure  of 
some  hon.  Members  seemed  to  suppose,  souls.  To  break  up  the  cure  of  aonla 
The  case  of  Limehousc  had  been  men-  really  the  worst  remedy  they  could 
tioncd.  If  the  incumbent  of  Liniehouse  if  the  proposal  could  be  niiide  in  anv  pf^> 
were  to  die  whilst  the  parish  church  con-  vision  of  that  nature.  What  he  wouiti 
tinned  in  its  prcseut  ruiuuus  couditiun,  in- 1  suggest  was  this :  where  there  had  beca 
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no  cburch  or  cbapcl  for  so  many  years,  in 
any  such  case  the  bishop  should  have  the 
pow«r  (0  allot  a  certain  portion  of  the  n- 
Tennes  for  the  nuuntenanoe  of  clergy- 
man, as  a  temporary  arran clement,  and 
that  the  surplus  of  those  revenues  slioukl 
be  available  for  such  a  purpose  as  the  hon. 
Gentleinftn  (ICr.  Frowen)  proposed^  He 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  thought  that  such  a  pro* 
posal  as  that  might  very  fairly  deserve  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee.  It  n])- 
pearcd  to  him  the  question  was  oue  which 
required  a  good  deal  of  consideration.  Vet- 
baps  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Frcwen)  would 
allow  the  clause  to  be  negatived  at  pre- 
sent, and  hold  the  matter  over  for  further 
eonrideratlon. 

Mb.  FRBWBN  said,  he  had  placed  his 
clauses  upon  the  paper  the  very  first  day 
immediately  after  Whitsuntide.  Ho  did 
not  suppose  such  a  case  would  ever  hap- 
pen as  the  aToidance  of  a  benefice  and  the 
destruction  of  a  church  at  the  same  time. 
Was  ho  to  bo  told  that  there  was  no 
chapel  in  the  parish  of  Limehouso  ?  He 
was  told,  on  the  contrary,  there  were  seve- 
ral places  of  worship  in  that  parish,  and  in 
that  case  his  clauses  would  not  apply. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  the  case 
which  had  been  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cirencester  (Mr.  Mailings) 
was  1  t:iinly  a  very  gross  one.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Afrmhnr  for  the  I.T Di- 
versity of  Oxford  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  pro- 
posed two  very  important  liniiiations  on 
the  principle  of  the  clause  as  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Frewen).  The 
one  was,  that  it  should  not  apply  where  a 
church  happened  to  be  destroyed  a  short 
lime  before  Ihe  avoidance  of  the  living. 
That  was  one  limitation  vhich  was  rery 
important,  and  would  prevent  such  a  case 
as  that  of  Limehouso  coming  within  it; 
The  other  was  a  most  essential  one,  which 
was,  that  there  should  not  be  an  mterrup- 
tlon  of  the  performance  of  the  duties,  and 
thnt  the  euro  of  sonls  should  continue  to 
be  performed;  but  that  in  such  cases  the 
income  should  be  allotted  partly  to  the 
munCenance  of  the  clei^yman,  and  partly 
to  form  a  fund  for  building  a  church.  He 
should  not  have  objected  to  a  clause  of 
that  nature,  supposing  there  was  no  excep- 
tion to  it  in  the  point  of  fotm.  Of  course, 
i  I  til  it  case,  tlie  clause  ought  to  beeare* 

fu!h-  framed. 

8iu  JOHN  PTTCKWOKTH  said,  it  was 
no  doubt  unfonuuato  for  the  parishioners 
cf  any  place  where  they  were  not  profided 
with  a  church;  bat  the  principal  objection 

VOL,  CXVIII.    [tEDD  flBRDSS.] 


was  where  there  was  a  non-resident  cler- 

gyman.  He  thought  the  efforts  of  the 
on.  QenHeimn  Frew«i)  should  be 
directed  agdnst  non-residrat  clergymen, 
and  against  an  appropnafinn  of  tin?  funds 
in  such  a  case  by  the  clergyman.  Init  liis 
(Sir  J.  Duckworth's)  objection  was,  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  took  tiie  funds  which 
were  strictly  appropriated  for  the  mam- 
tenanco  of  the  clergyman,  and  applied 
those  lunds  improperly,  as  he  (Sir  J.  Duck- 
worth) thought,  under  this  provision,  to  the 
maintenance  or  erection  of  a  church. 

FREWEN  begged  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  if  he  would 
agree  that  a  clause  such  as  the  one  he 
had  just  brought  forward  should  be  brought 
up,  and  added  to  the  Bill  on  the  bringing 
up  of  the  Report  ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  he  had 
no  objection,  if  such  a  clause  were  pro- 

Sosed  by  the  right  hon.  Omtleman  the 
[ember  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  and 
provided  !Mr.  Speaker  took  no  eziwption  to 
it  in  point  of  form. 
Clause  negatived, 

Mb.  frewen  then  proposed  the  addi- 
tion of  two  other  clauses;  but  on  the  inti- 
mation of  the  chairman  thnt  the  clauses 
were  without  the  purview  of  the  Bill,  he 
said,  under  those  circumstances  he  would 
not  press  them. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

House  resumed , 

Bill  reported  as  amended. 

TETTT  SESSIONS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Order  for  Committee  read* 
House  in  Committee. 
Clause  1. 

Mb.  TORBENS  H'CULLAGH  sdd, 

that  as  this  iJill  had  hitherto  progressed 
sub  silentio,  it  was  nece««ary  now  to  test 
the  Committee  as  to  whether  it  should  be 
farther  prooeeded  irith.  In  thejear  1827 
an  Act  was  passed  depriving  magistrates 
in  all  cases  from  acting  alone  ;  and  if  it 
were  nocossary  to  pass  such  an  Act  then, 
it  was  siill  more  essential  now.  There 
had  been  yarious  departures  from  the  nrin- 
ciple  of  that  Bill  ontil,  by  the  10th  Obnse 
of  the  present  measure,  it  was  proposed 
that  one  magistrate  should  adjudicate  sum- 
marily iu  all  cases.  In  1834,  there  were 
15,000  persons  in  Dnndalk,  1,447  of  whom 
were  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  13,740  Roman  Catliolic-  and  Lissru- 
ters.  At  present  there  was  only  one  resi- 
dent roa^trate  in  the  place,  and  neither 
the  Roman  CatholicB  nor  the  Dissenters 
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bad  anj  person  belonging  to  their  creed  in 
the  oonnsttsioa  of  the  peace.  Would  sndh 

a  condition  of  things  bo  permitted  in  Eng- 
lauJ?  He  apprehended  not :  nnd  what 
he  complained  of  the  Govcninient  was  for 
exerci&iug  a  system  of  exclutiiou  iu  these 
iDAtterB,  whioh  exolokbn  eonuBted  «f  one 
of  dMS  and  one  of  creed.  Ho  deprecated 
the  principle  of  conferring  puch  extendi vo 
powerii  as  this  Bill  proposed  upon  iuilivi-  < 


dual  magistrates.  ^Tbo  am"  objection, 
however,  bo  took  to  tbo  Bill  was  this— 

that  it  ran  counter  to  tlio  great  principle 
propounUed  by  Lord  Plunkett,  then  Attor- 
aej  General  for  Ireland,  and  Sir  liobert 
Peel,  in  1827,  namely,  that  there  should 
be  more  than  one  ma^trate  to  hear  cases 
and  to  adjudicate.  He  "wished  tlie  TTouse 
to  adopt,  as  nearly  as  possible,  the  princi- 
ple of  the  Act  of  18 J7,  on  the  ground  that 
It  waa  beat  adapted  to  the  eondiUon  of  Ire- 
land. It  was  said,  as  a  reason  for  passing 
this  Bill,  that  in  some  districts  r  f  tlio  coun- 
try there  were  not  sufficient  resident  gen- 
try to  be  placed  on  the  oommUsioa  of  the 
peace,  and  that  the  people  were  conse- 
quently inconvcTiionccd  by  the  want  of  fa- 
cilities for  obtaiuing  justice.  That  might 
bo  so,  perhaps,  iu  the  southern  and  west- 
ern diatricts  of  Ireland ;  but  that  diffieolty 
might  have  been  met  by  the  appointment 
of  a  stipendiary  mai^istrate,  with  a  circuit 
allotted  to  him  which  ha  might  be  able  to 
traverse  in  a  limited  time.  The  appeal 
which  was  given  by  the  Bill  to  the  Quar- 
ter Sessions  would  ho  of  practically  little 
worth,  seeino^  that  the  distance  at  which  a 
large  proportion  of  the  people  necessarily 
fired  from  the  plaees  of  bolcling  tiie  8es- 
ai(uis  would  prednde  them  £rom  avMling 
themselves  of  it. 

COLOSEi.DUXXE  said,  he  ^iou!d  support  ^  tratc  in  many  cases.   The  extensive  power 
the  Bill,  becauac  lie  considered  it  as  being  of  appeal  j)rovided  met  every  olyection 
absolutely  necessary  in  the  present  itate     ~  ~ 
of  Ireland.    Every  magistrate,  of  course, 
wished  for  a  eollcafjue,  if  possible;  but  to 
his  own  knowledge  the  difHculty  was  somc- 

timoB  so  great  as  to  amount  to  a  practical !  a  friend  in  Queenstown  to  the  commisBtoe 
denial  of  justice  to  the  people.    In  that  |  of  the  peace,  but  could  not  succeed,  k 

part  of  Ireland  in  which  lie  resided  he  was  :  consequence  of  its  being  understood  that 


Ireland.  With  respect  to  the  suggestion 
of  his  hoB,  Friend  (Ifr.  H'Cnllagii)  that 
stipendiary  magistrates  should  be  appoint- 
ed in  those  parts  of  tlie  country  where  it 
was  ditficult  to  £ud  resident  gentry  to  place 
on  the  commission  of  the  peace,  he  (Co- 
lonel Dunne)  waa  of  opinion  that  the  alio 
pendiary  magistrates  were  not  so  ffenerally 
lilted  as  the  local  magistrates,  ana  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  be  unwiUing  to 
bear  the  emnte  attendant  upon  the  ap- 
pointment of  anch  functionaries. 

Clause  agreed  tos  M  wete  also  ClaOMS 
2  to  4  inclusiYO. 
Clause  5. 

Mr.  HBNLBT  regretted  tbat  tlte  Brio- 

ciple  of  paying  the  petty  sesaiona  wiA» 
by  salaries  inatead  of  by  feea  was  not 

adopted. 

Sir  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE  had 
not  lost  sight  of  that  principle,  which  he 
considered  extremely  important. 

Amendment  proposed^  to  leave  oat  the 
word  '*  Justices." 

Question  put,  *'That  the  word  ■lat- 
tices' stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Connnittee  dtOMM.'<— Ayes  53; 
Noes  13  :  Majority  40. 

Clauses  6  to  9  were  then  e^eed  to. 
Clause  10. 

Mb.  TORRENS  M'CULLAOH  mottd 

the  omission  of  Section  2,  enabling  one 
magistrate  to  atyudicato  summarily  in  ail 
cases. 

Amendment  proposed  in  pago  9  to  kaft 

out  "Section  2." 

Sir  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE  con- 
sidered that  to  insist  upon  two  magistrates, 
would  be  to  deairoy  the  whole  ^oaay  sf 
the  Bill.  Various  Acta  had  already  grant- 
ed summary  jurisdiction  to  a  single  inagis- 


Mr.  ROOHB  would  support  the. 
mcnt  of  the  hon.  Member  for  DuadslL 
He  (Mr.  Roche)  had  been  three  years 
endeavouring  to  obtain  the  appointment  of 


frequently  unable  to  procure  a  second  ma- 
gistrate to  act  with  him,  and  ho  had  often 
been  requested  in  such  a  case  to  act  as  an 

arbitrator  between  persons  Nvho  came  be- 
fore him,  to  avoid  additional  delay  and  ex- 
pense,   lie  submitted,  if  tbc  Legislature 


he  was  connected  with  trade  or  business, 
though  in  reality  he  was  not.  As  r^r«i- 
ed  stipendiary  magistrateSi  be  shonkf  nj 

that  they  enjoyed  the  eonfidence  of  the 

people  in  the  south  of  Ireland,  and  no  aet 
of  the  late  Sir  Robert  Feel's  was  njore  po* 


gave  the  power  to  a  magistrato  to  adjudi- 1  pular  than  timt  which  appointed  them, 
cate  summarily,  they  would  confer  no  be-  Mb.  HATCHSLL  thonght  the  el^M- 
nefit  on  the  magistrate  himself,  but  they  Uions  whidi  bad  been  raised  had  been  met 
would  grant  a  great  boon  to  the  people  oif  I  by  thft  ugoaMDl  of  the  lijght  hm*  (Mb* 
Mr.  T.  MCuOagh  * 
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HbB  Secretary  for  Ireland.  There 
were  Bevernl  mncfiptratcs  resident  aboot 
the  locality  of  Uundolk,  who  could  attend 
if  they  wished;  and  therefore  it  waa  only 
dragged  in  to  make  »  gtpeviiiM* 

LoBD  NAAS  said,  it  appeared  by  the 
almanack  that  there  were  four  mag'iBtrates, 
iociependontt  of  a  atipendiary  magistrato, 
fiiiaoot  in     to«ii  St  DudiQc. 

Mb.  TORRENS  M'CULLAOH  explain- 
•i  til  at  the  magistrates  were  described  in 
the  almanack  as  residing  in  the  post  town 
nearest  to  their  residences,  which  would 
•tflain  the  mblake  wkter  whieh  the  npUe 
Lord  laboured. 

Question  put,  *'  That  *  SeetSon2*  itond 
part  of  the  Clause.'* 

The  Committco  divided  : — Ayea  49 j 
Hoei  13 :  Majority  36. 
Clause  a/fned  to. 

HooM  ntmnedi  Commiltee  Mpttti  pro- 

The  House  adjourned  at  two  minutes 
Min  Biz  o'doek. 


fiOTJSS  OF  LORDS, 

nmndai/,  July  31, 185L 

Mtsims.7    PvRtTo  Bittt.--1*  Mstiepoliiaa 

Sfwcrs  ;  C  a!  THitics  (LoadM  audWislmisstv 
and  a<yaoeat  Countiw}. 

9*  Battmea  I^k  AmendiiMiii  and  Sxleiition  ; 

Inverness  Bridpo  (No.  2) ;  Grand  Jury  Cess 
(Ireland)  ;  Court  of  Chancery  and  Judicial 
Ooromittoe;  Medical  Charities  (Ireland). 


ff*l'i>ried. — ConsoUdati'd  Fuml  (Appropriation), 

(1' 

Amendment  ;   Stock   in   Trade  ;    (  linritablo 


ii^  Leawhoid  Tenure  of  Land   (Ireland)  Act 


Trusts;  Gunpowder  Stores  (I.ivtrixH)!)  Ex- 
emption Repeal ;  Ecclesiastical  i'roperty  Va- 

luatioa  (fattaftd);  Poor  MM  Aol  Oontimi- 


STOCK  m  TRADE  BILL. 

Older  of  the  Beyfer  the  Thiid  Reidbg 
feed. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  uoTcd  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  3^. 

The  Ban.  of  MALMBSBURT  seid, 

that  althoagh  he  had  no  intention  to  op- 
pose t!io  third  reading  of  this  Biil,  yet  he 
could  not  allow  it  to  pass  stth  siiciitio.  He 
legiotted  ihet  this  bad  now  become  an  an- 
Mel  Bill,  wheiees  it  was  nominally  only  a 
temporary  one.  lie  tbouglit  it  was  the 
duty  nf  Parliament  and  of  the  Government 
to  make  an  effectual  attempt  to  counter- 
Mt  the  evils  «od  ebnsss  of  the  existing 
system  of  ptroeliial  assessmeirt  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor.  Tlicrc  were  t^vo  great 
erils  coiiiicctod  with  tlint  pvstftn.  The  [ 
first 
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the  poor  fell  almost  entirely  on  real  pro- 
perty; and  more  than  Iiulf  of  tlio  wholo 
property  of  the  country  waa  exempted 
from  that  sacred  duty,  which  ought  to 
rest  upon  all  classes  of  property  equally. 
The  second  evil  was,  that  between  different 
persons  assessed,  tbcro  existed  such  ine- 
qualities in  the  mode  of  apportioning  tho 
burden,  as  to  make  tbe  I»w  odious  as  it 
stood  at  present,  and  a  disgrace  to  the 
statute-book.     All  tho  recent  remissions 
of  taxation  effected  by  tho  House  of  Com- 
mons also  had  gone  to  the  relief  of  in- 
terests totally  unconikeoted  witli  a^riioul* 
ture;  and  maDy  of  those  who  still  con- 
tinued to  reap  the  chief  benefits  of  free 
trade  and  of  tho  recent  reduction,  would  be 
yet  further  relieved  by  tho  Bill;  the  third 
reading  of  which  was  under  llieir  Lord» 
ships'  consideration  at  that  moment.  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  had  no  excuse  for  not 
dealing  with  this  question  before.  Thoy 
bad  had  snffieient  time  to  propose  tbose 
great  altoiatbas  in  the  existing  law  of 
parochial  assessment  which  were  so  im-* 
peratiyely  required.    In  tiic  early  pa'  t  of 
the  Session,  the  noble  Earl  tiie  ^Secretary 
<tf  State  for  tbe  Colonies  had  promised 
that  a  BiU  for  tbe  reform  of  tbe  law  of  pa- 
rochial assessment  would  come  up  from  the 
other  Ilouse;  yet  up  to  that  hour  no  such 
measure  had  made  its  appearance.  Ho 
did  not  now  entertain  any  hope  that  suob 
a  measure  would  come  up  during  tho  pre- 
sent Session:  but  he  did  trust  that  at  an 
early  period  iu  tho  ensuiug  Session  the 
GoYemment  would  take  steps  to  redeem 
the  pledge  given  by  tho  noble  Earl;  at 
least,  ho  hoped  the  nublo  Earl  would  in- 
form tiicir  Lordships  whether  there  vas 
yet  any  hope  of  their  seeing  this  Bill,  or 
whether  the  GoTomment  had  given  up  the 
point  ?   What  was  the  position  of  those 
who  had  to  bear  tbe  burden  of  tho  poor*s 
rates?    Since  1847  there  had  certainly 
been  considerablo  diminution  in  that  bur- 
den; neTertfaeless  it  was  hopeless  to  expeot 
a  class  whose  property  (to  speak  under  the 
mark)  had  certainly  been  depreciated  to  the 
amount  of  15  per  cent»  could  continue  to 
bear  such  a  burden.   In  tbe  year  1837* 
wbea  the  priee  of  oom  was  exactly  tbe 
samo  as  it  was  last  year,  namely,  39*.  per 
quarter,  the  wholo  expenditure  of  the 
kingdom  on  poor  relief  was  4,044,O0OZ., 
wbUo  in  1850  it  bad  risen  to  5.395»000<., 
being  1,351*0002.  more  than  tho  cost  was 
thirteen  years  ago.   Their  Lorf!  !iij>s  could 
indrre  thprcforo  whcllier,  tin;  persous  being 
thu  same  ^vh^  j^uid  lu  itiJ7  OS   paid  nOW 
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they  could  be  equally  able  now  as  they 
wore  in  the  former  year  to  bear  a  burden 
which  was  increasiiiL;  iuiminlly  upon  them. 
For  although,  as  he  liad  -aid,  since  1847 
there  had  been  a  great  decrease  in  the 
poor-relief  eipenditnre,  still  slnee  1846 
the  number  of  paupers  had  increased  by 
40,000,  tbo  whole  weight  of  that  increased 
burdcu  falling  upon  thn  shoulders  of  those 
who,  since  1846,  had  had  the  value  of  their 
property  so  largely  reduced.  He  there- 
fore urged  upon  the  Government  the  ne- 
cessity for  rcndjiistincf  these  parochial 
burdens,  and  if  they  undertook  to  settle  it, 
nothing  would  more  redound  to  their  credit; 
andcMrly  next  Session  he  hoped  they  would 
be  prepared  to  deal  with  the  great  and  dif- 
ficult question  of  making  the  rates  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor  a  national  matter,  lie' 
believed  that  diey  had  men  among  them  fit 
to  cope  with  the  question;  yet  if  they  were 
fifraid  to  grapple  with  the  main  difHcuIty 
of  the  subject — Avhieh  was  the  principle 
laid  down  as  an  axiom  in  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  their  Lofdahipe'  House  which 
sat  on  the  question  last  year,  as  contem- 
plated by  the  43rd  of  Elizabeth,  namely, 
that  all  classes  of  property  ought  to  be 
made  to  eontribnte  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor-^he  trusted  that  at  least  they  would 
speedily  di  al  ^vith  the  other  recommenda- 
tions of  the  report  of  the  Committee,  re- 
specting the  assessment  of  railway  property 
and  of  tiifae-rent  charges. 

Earl  GREY  would  endeayonr  to  give 
his  nohlo  Priend  nn  answer  to  the  question 
which  he  had  asked,  but  must  decline  to 
enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the  various  points 
which  hb  noble  Friend  had  mooted.  Go- 
vernment had  been  read\  (  ititroduce  a 
Bill  on  this  subject  durinr,'  the  whole  of  the 
present  Session;  but  his  noble  Friend  must 
he  aware  that  such  a  Bill  could  not  be  in- 
troduced in  that  House,  but  must  be  intro* 
duced  cl-scwhere.  Owing  to  circumstances 
unfortunately  hut  trio  well  known,  there 
was  no  opporiunity  ot  introducing  such  a 
Bill  into  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
with  any  prospect  of  passing  it  this  Ses- 
sion; and  that  was  the  only  reason  for  the 
delay  which  had  occurred  in  its  introduc- 
tion. He  could  not  hold  out  to  his  noble 
Friend  any  hope  of  a  national  assessment, 
for  if  the  assessment  were  laid  on  the 
whole  country,  and  not  on  parochial  dis- 
tricts, the  consequences  would  bo  very 
rninotts*  Year  after  year  the  charge  laid 
on  landed  property  for  the  poor-rates  had 
heen  undergoing  diminution. 

The  Mauquehs  of  SALISBURY  also 

TAc  £arl  of  MahMshury 


expressed  a  hope  that  the  Bill  to  be  intro- 
duced next  Session  would  not  he  one  of  a 
merely  temporary  character. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  tltn^  tin's  wa<? 
not  the  time  for  entering  into  a  discussion 
on  tike  very  abstruse  aira  comDlicated  sub- 
ject to  which  the  noble  Earl  had  dhried; 
and  the  noble  Earl  innst  not  be  enrpriscd 
if  he  declined  following  him  into  it  at  pre- 
sent. 

On  Question,  Bnt^fted  in  the  Afima- 
Hve;  Bill  read  3>  aoooxdiiij^y;  Midpamd, 

COUET  OF  CHANCERY  A^D  JUDICIAL 

OOIOOTTEE  BILL. 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seeond  Besd- 

ing  read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  moTcd 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.  Ilis  Lord- 
ship said,  that  their  Lmdshipa  were  al- 
ready fully  aware  of  the  nature  of  the  Bill, 

from  what  had  before  occurred  in  the 
House  upon  it.    In  consequence  of  the  in- 
crease of  business  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
eery  by  reason  of  cwtun  Aets  of  Parlia- 
ment which  had  of  late  yeara  been  paraed, 
and  the  consequent  nccumulatton  of  bnsi- 
ness,  arising  chiefly  out  of  the  atfatrs  of 
public  companies,  it  became  neoesssiyts 
add  to  the  judicial  staff  of  the  court.  There 
was  a  considerable  arrear  of  appeal  busi- 
ness, both  of  that  House  and  of  the  Court 
itself,  arising  out  of  the  unfortunate  iodis- 
position  of  two  of  its  inestimable  JndfSt, 
and  from  other  unfortunate  circumstances; 
and  it  was  most  desirable  to  facilitate  and 
expedite  as  much  as  possible  the  hearingof 
app<3als,  by  providing  means  for  an  in- 
creased number  of  sittings  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery.    It  was,  besides,  much  to  be 
wished,  that  the  individual  who  held  the 
Great  Seal,  whoever  he  might  be,  sbould 
be  enabled  to  de?ote  more  time  to  the  ap- 
peal buuness  of  their  Lordships'  IIoom. 
The  moans  of  effcctiiiL:^  the  proposed  altera- 
tions had,  it  was  true,  given  rise  to  much 
diti'ereuce  of  opinion  in  the  profession;  but 
after  the  best  consideration  which  the  Go- 
vernment could  g^T6  to  the  Bah)eet,  they 
were  of  opinion  that  some  such  provisions 
as  those  contained  in  the  present  Bill  were 
indispensable;  and  it  had,  he  was  happy 
to  say,  received  almost  universal  approba- 
tion.   The  main  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
establish  a  Court  of  Appeal,  sittiug  sepa- 
rately or  with  the  Lord  Chancellor.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  then  ad?erted  te 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  which  are,  that 
two  barristers  of  at  least  fifteen  years 
standing  should  he  appointed  Judges 
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the  nev7  Court  of  Appeal  ia  Chancery-r- 
that  IhiB  new  Court  should  have  the  juris- 
dietiion  now  exemsed  by  the  X/ord  Uhan- 
eellor,  statutorj  and  otherwise— that  the 
jurisdiction  in  bankniptcy,  at  present  ex- 
ercised by  the   Vice-Chancellor  Knight 
Brnee,  sbould  be  tnuuferred  to  tbts  new 
Court — that  the  decision  of  the  majority 
of  the  Court  was  to  b'mJ,  and  if  the  Judges 
were  equally  divided  in  opinion,  the  decree 
or  order  appealed  from  must  be  affirmed, 
or  re-beard  by  the  fall  Gemt— thftt  power 
of  Appeal  should  be  given  from  the  decrees 
of  the  new  Court  to  tlio  House  '»f  Lords — 
that  one  of  the  Judges  so  a}>pointed,  sitting 
with  the  Lord  Uhaucellor,  ur  both  Judges 
■ittiog  apart  from  bim,  eboiild  form  the 
Court  of  Appeal;  hut  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor sittino-  alone  was  to  have  co-ordinate 
jurisdictiou  with  the  Cour^of  Appeal.  The 
odier  proTudoiM  of  the  Bill  went  on  to 
eDaot  that  tbe  Lord  Chancellor  was  to  have 
the  power  of  regulating  the  sittings  and 
business  of  th'^  Cmwt  of  Appeal — that 
certain  luiuistcnal  and  other  powers  were 
to  be  reeerred  to  the  Lord  Gbaneellor — 
that  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  might  =it  for  the  Master  of  the 
KoUs,  or  either  of  the  Vice-Chancellors, 
during  his  temporary  abseuce — that  the 
Judges  of  the  new  Oemi  were  to  be  Mem- 
bers of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  Pi  ivy 
Council — that  three  members  of  the  Judi- 
cial Committee  were  to  form  a  quorum — 
that  the  Equity  Judges  were  to  gtre  their 
attendance  in  the  House  of  Lords  when 
required;  an?!  the  Bill  finally  provided  for 
the  salaries  of  the  Judges,  namely,  that 
the  Lord  Clianuellur  should  have  10,000^. 
a  je«r»  the  Ifaster  of  tbe  Rolls  and  each  of 
the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  6,000/. 
a  year.    A  noil  .  iid  learned  I/ord  then  in 
the  Uouse,  whose  opinion  on  any  subject 
was  always  estimated  highly,  had  already 
expressed  his  approbation  of  this  Bill;  and 
so  had  auother  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
who  had  been  obliged  to  leave  the  country 
from  indisposition,  and  whose  absence  they 
all  lamented.  He  heUered  that  all  the 
leoal  profession  were  satisfied  with  the 
BUI;  and  be  therefore  trusted  that  their 
Lordships  would  assent  to  it.    IIo  would 
avail  himself  of  the  present  opportunity 
to  oorrect  an  impression — or  he  shonld  ra> 
tber  saj,  a  nisimpression — created  by  cer- 
tain speeches  and  articles,  that  no  attempt 
had  been  made  of  late  years  to  improve 
the  administration  of  justice  in  the  Court 
of  Chaneery.   Attention  had  been  paid  to 
that  subject  for  more  than  twenty  years, 


and  improvements  had  been  made  in  the 
admiuii»tratiou  of  justice  there  to  a  great 
extent  indeed.    Few  of  their  Lordships 
were  aware  of  the  multiplicity  of  suits,  of 
the  mass  of  property,  and  of  the  compli- 
cated interests  of  that  mass  of  property, 
which  came  nnder  the  consideration  of 
that  Conrt.    He  would,  therefore,  enter 
into  a  short  statement*  in  order  tliat  their 
Lordships  might  bo  apprised  that  those 
who  had  attended  to  the  administration  of 
justice  in  the  Oourt  of  Ohancety  had  not 
been  inattentive  to  its  imprOTement.  In 
the  yoar  1824  Lord  Eldon,  who  then  hold 
the  (rr'  at  Seal,  issued  a  commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  state  of  business  in  that 
eeart,  and  appointed  twenty  or  thirty  Com- 
missioners  to  eonduct  the  inquiry.  They 
were  persons  of  great  learning,  and  pos- 
sessed every  quaiiiication  that  could  render 
them  fit  for  the  duties  which  they  had  to 
discbarge.    For  two  years  these  Commis- 
sioners sat  and  inquired  into  the  practice 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  the  result  of 
their  inquiries  being  an  immense  fulio 
volume,  containing  a  vast  number  of  most 
vsluable  suggestions.  In  1 827  Lord  Ly nd- 
hurst  succeeded  to  the  Great  Seal,  and 
his  Lordship  immediately  took  up  the  re- 
port of  the  Commissioners  with  a  view  to 
the  carrying  their  recommendations,  into 
effect  to  the  utmost  possible  extent.  In 
1828  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  after 
mature  consultation  with  other  Judges,  is- 
sued a  great  many  orders  having  for  their 
purpose  the  expediting  of  business  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  the  diminution  of 
expense  to  the  suitors;  and  the  result  of 
these  orders  was  very  materially  to  advance 
these  most  importimt  objects.   In  1830 
an  Act  was  passed  known  as  Sugden's 
Act,  the  aim  of  which  was  to  effect  cer- 
tain alterations  in  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  of  Cliancery  with  relation  to  the 
commitment  of  persons  for  contempt,  under 
the  operation  of  wliich  Act  a  number  of 
individuals  who  had  been  imprisoned  for 
contempt  were  discharged.    In  1832  Lord 
Brougham  became  ChanedDor,  and  in  1833 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  issued  a  num- 
ber of  orders  in  furtherance  of  the  objects 
which  his  predecessors  had  endeavoured 
to  promote.    Altogether,  since  the  acces- 
sion  of  Lord  Lyndhurst  to  the  Great  Seal, 
no  fewer  than  1 1  iv  .  en  500  and  600  or- 
ders had  been  issued,  all  having  for  their 
object  the  practical  improvement  of  the 
procedure,  and  the  diminution  of  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Court  of  Cbaneeiy,  170  ef 
them  having  been  issued  by  Lord  Lynd- 
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hurst,  upwards  of  100  bj  Lord  Brougham, 
a  considerable  number  bj  Iiord  Gotten- 
ham,  and  the  remainder  by  himself.  The 
Six  Clerks'  Office  had  l)coi\  abolished,  nnd 
many  other  useful  reforms  accompli  shed. 
In  1 837  Lord  Cuttenbam  called  the  Equity 
Judges  together,  and  with  their  aid,  and 
more  especially  with  the  aid  of  hotA  Lane- 
dale  and  Vice-Chancellor  Wigram,  prom'il 
gated  a  great  number  of  useful  orders.  In 
1840  there  was  another  Act  passed,  having 
for  its  object  the  simplification  of  the  prac< 
tico  of  tho  Court  of  Chanooty*  and  the 
diminution  of  cost  to  the  suitors;  and  since 
that  year  several  other  statutes  had  been 
enacted  to  the  same  purpose.  Since  his 
own  accession  to  office,  his  most  diligent  at- 
tention had  hcen  ])aid  to  the  whole  subject, 
and  he  had  invited  the  counsel  of  n  crrfain 
nuuiber  of  gentlemen  of  very  high  raak  iu 
their  profession  as  lawyers,  who  had  been 
for  the  last  year  assiduously  inquiring  into 
every  point  connected  with  the  procedure 
and  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Chancery; 
these  Commissioners  bad,  by  the  wish  of 
the  HoQse  of  Commons,  lately  been  joined 
by  two  eminent  laymen  (Sir  James  Qraham 
and  Mr.  Henley),  whoso  assistance  would 
doubtless  be  of  material  value.  From  the 
eomhlned  deliberations  of  these  gentlemen 
the  mo£t  vnliiable  suggestions  niiglit  be  ex- 
pected. ]iut  at  the  same  time  he  must 
remind  their  Lordships,  that  swooping  and 
wholesale  alterations  were  not  always  the 
best,  and  that  in  a  system  of  jurisprudence 
so  large,  so  intricate,  and  so  complicated, 
great  caution  must  bo  exercised  lest  thr 
effect  of  change  might  be — not  improve- 
ment, but  grievous  detriment.  He  could 
promise,  most  conscientlonsly  and  heartily, 
that  his  own  earnest  attention  shoi^ld  con- 
tinue to  be,  as  it  had  been,  applied  to  the 
whole  question,  in  the  resolute  purpose  to 
do  all  that  eonld  be  done  to  improve  and 
expedite  and  eheapen  the  system  of  the 
Court  over  which  ho  had  tho  honour  to 
preside.  Were  he  to  go  into  the  details 
of  what  the  series  of  orders  of  which  he 
had  spoken  had  done,  their  Lordships  would 
be  surprised  at  the  result.  Though  much, 
no  doubt,  remained  to  be  done,  tlie  mm 
plaint  that  as  yet  nothing  had  been  done, 
was  simply  and  ridiculousiy  untrue.  When 
ho  considered  tho  enormously  extended  and 
infinitely  complicated  nature  of  the  inter- 
cut? which  the  Court  of  Chancery  had  to 
admiiuBtcr,  he  was  only  fvmazed  how  much 
had  been  done  towards  the  simplification  of 
the  procedure  in  so  short  a  time.  The 
former  Commissioners  had  had  their  atten- 

Tk»  Lord  ChmceUor 


tion  chiefly  directed  to  the  practice  of  the 
Conrt,  hnt  the  present  Oonunissioners 
were  applying  their  inquiries  and  their 
consKlnrntioa  also  to  tiie  jnrisdietioii  of 

the  Court. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  said,  that  in 
conseqnenoe  of  a  refersnee  made  by  the 

noble  and  learned  Lord  to  a  noble  and 
Irai  in  d  Friend  of  his  (I.nrd  Lyndhorst),  he 
begged  to  state  that  his  noble  and  learn* 
ed  Friend  wished  it  to  be  known,  that, 
although  he  approved  of  the  Bill  entfoslj 
as  far  as  it  went,  be  considered  it  a  lerj 
small  step  in  the  right  direction.  He 
thought  this  not  an  unfit  opportunity  to 
say  a  few  words  on  the  snhjeol  ef  Soeteh 
appeals.  Their  Lordships  might  be  aware 
that  two-thirds  of  tho  apjif^als  wliirh  rnmo 
before  that  House  came  from  Scotland. 
Great  satisfaction  had  been  given  by  the 
manner  in  whieh  those  appeda  had  bean 
doallwith;  but  at  the  same  time  it  was, 
so  to  say,  wonderful  that  such  satisfaction 
should  have  been  felt,  considering  that  the 
law  which  noble  and  learned  Lords  tAl- 
ministered  had  not  been  the  mbjeot  ef 
their  early  studies.  Nevertheless  the  state 
of  tho  appeals  from  Scotland  could  not  be 
looked  at  with  entire  satisfaotion.  He 
beliered  that  the  whole  history  of  ^sse 
appeals  was  attended  with  some  obscurity. 
Tho  Articles  of  Union  did  not  provide  for 
their  iiiL;  heard  in  that  House.  He 
sup|)oscd  ihat  it  was  never  intended  to 
deprive  the  Sootdi  Oonrta  ef  any  rigbt 
which  they  possessed  formerly  when  the 
Scotch  Parliament  oxistedj  but  it  should 
be  remembered  that  tho  Scotch  Parliament 
was  Tery  difierently  constituted  A^m  th«r 
Lordships'  House.  He  knew  that  wam 
changes  had  been  introduced,  and  mueb 
light  had  been  thrown  upon  Scotch  law,  by 
several  of  the  Judges  of  England,  espe* 
eially  by  Lord  Vanraeld;  hnt  at  the  same 
time  it  was  unsatisfactory  that  that  law 
should  be  administered  by  persons  who,  in 
spite  of  the  best  intentions  and  the  highest 
integrity,  freq^uently  entertained  feeiings 
somewhat  nt  Tarianee  with  tha*  ajstsm  of 
law  which  they  were  expenn^ng.  What 
would  be  said  if  a  man  had  to  appeal  fmm 
the  Courts  of  this  country  to  the  Parlia- 
ment at  Paris  ?  and  yet  it  was  undoubtedlr 
true  that  the  French  law  was  less  removed 
in  spirit  and  principle  ^m  the  English  law, 
than  the  law  of  this  country  wss  from  the 
Scotch  law.  There  was  one  other  point 
to  which  he  wished  to  draw  the  attentioa 
of  his  noble  Friend  on  the  woolsack.  For- 
meriy  it  was  the  rule  in  Eogliih  law  that 
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an  tppMl  did  not  stop  the  enavlioii  cf 
tiie  smteooe.   That  was  net  the  ease  at 

present;  }mt  in  ScotlnnH  nn  appeal  did 
8top  the  execution  of  the  sentence  in  very 
many  cases,  and  that  rule  manifesUj  opc- 
mted  aa  an  eBoenragenienl  te  appeals.  He 
hoped  that  his  nohle  an^  learned  Friend 
would  take  this  subject  into  consideration. 

Lord  CRANVVORTU  thought  that  the 
quesUon  of  Scotch  appeals  was  attraded 
with  80  much  dit^culty  that  it  weold  he 
well  for  their  Lordships  to  deliberate  well 
before  they  ehould  attempt  to  maiie  any 
alteration  in  that  resp^t.  He  beliered 
thai  the  mode  in  which  appeals  from  Scot- 
land  were  disposed  of  in  this  country^  gave 
satisfaction  to  the  people  of  Scotland. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said  that  it  was  an 
anomaly  that  parties  should  be  compelled 
to  appMl  to  a  Oonrt  whieh  did  not  admin- 
ister the  law  to  which  the  appsliaats  were 
subject.  No  doubt  that  did  seem  to  he 
an  anomaly;  but  it  should  be  observed, 
Aai  the  questions  whidi  were  daily  brought 
hefore  the  nltnnate  Court  of  appeal  in 
this  country  wore  not  matters  of  every-day 
practice,  but  questions  that  almost  in- 
variably depended  upon  the  general  prin- 
ciples of  law;  and  having  practised  before 
the  Privy  Council,  his  experience  enabled 
him  to  assert,  that  tho  general  prim  i|  !ea 
of  tho  laws  of  different  nations  ditFercd 
very  much  less  than  at  iirst  sight  it  would 
he  supposed.  1*he  Judicial  Committee 
had  to  adjudicate  upon  questions  involving 
ecclesiastical,  admiralty,  and  civil  law,  the 
Codo  Napoleon,  Dutch  law,  and,  in  short, 
ererrlaweiistingthroughoat  theearth;  and 
yet  his  belief  was  that  theur  deeisions  had 
given  satisfaction.  With  refcrenco  to  the 
measure  before  the  House,  ho  did  not  con- 
ceive that  bj  any  imaginable  system  could 
they  mahe  the  administration  of  sueh  com- 
plioated  rights  of  property  aa  those  In^st- 
erl  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  very  cTpofli 
tiouH  or  very  ehenp;  but  still  every  one 
was  bound  to  make  it  as  expeditious  and 
as  eheap  as  posnhle.  He  was  quite  satis- 
fied that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  woolsack  was  earnestly  applying  his 
efforts  to  that  pnrpose;  and  ho  could 
aBsure  their  Lordships  that  in  that  pur- 
pose his  noble  and  learned  Friend  would 
oe  zealously  aided  hy  tiie  other  B^mty 
Judges. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  believed 
Att  the  deeisions  on  appeals  from  Seot- 
Unid  had  given  as  much  satisfaction  as 
those  upon  En2:lif5h  nn  !  Iri-^li  appeals. 
Attonpts  had,  bovoTer,  boon  frequently 
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made  to  proevre  the  assistanee  el  a  Seeteh 

lawyer  on  the  hearing  of  appeals  trtm 

Scotland.  Pnring  tho  last  few  weeks  a 
deputation  npon  tho  subject  had  como 
from  Scotland,  and  the  opinions  of  the 
Faenlty  of  .Advoeates  had  hesn  submitted 
to  the  Government.  The  most  obvious 
plan  of  meeting  the  evil  complained  of 
by  tho  people  of  Scotland  appeared  to 
be  to  obtain  the  attendance  of  a  Scotoh 
Judge  on  tho  hearing  of  Scotch  appeals; 
but  the  deputation  said  that  Scotland  could 
not  spare  a  Judge  for  the  purpose  of  at- 
tending Scotch  appeals  in  London.  The 
loss  to  Beotland  would  bo  greater  than  the 
gain.  Then  what  was  to  bo  done  ?  After 
giving  their  best  attention  to  fhr  subject, 
the  deputation  said  that  they  had  come  to 
tho  conclusion  that  the  most  reasonable 
plan  of  remedying  the  evil  eomplained  of 
would  bo,  to  appoint  a  Scotch  lawyer  of 
eminence  to  some  \c^nl  sitnation  in  this 
couDtry  which  should  bo  compatible  with 
his  attendance  in  their  Lordships*  House 
in  eases  of  appesb  iW>m  Scotland.  But 
a  gentleman  so  removed  from  tho  daily 
practice  of  Scotch  Courts  would  not,  in 
tho  course  of  some  time  after  his  appoint- 
ment, he  able  to  speak  authoritatively  upon 
questions  of  Scotch  practice.  The  Govern- 
ment had  ihrrcforf'  come  to  the  conclusion 
not  to  adopt  tiic  sufrc;estion  of  the  deputa- 
tion. Nevertheless  the  subject  would  con- 
tinue to  oeeupy  the  eonsideration  of  the 
Government.  The  greatest  dellhwation 
should  be  oh=:ervcd  in  mninncj  any  altera- 
tion upon  60  important  a  question.  With 
regard  to  the  observations  of  tho  noble 
Earl  as  to  the  evils  rssvlting  from  the  law 
of  Scotland  which  prevented  the  enforce- 
ment of  judgments  in  cases  of  appeal  to 
this  country,  he  would  make  diligent  in> 
quiry  into  the  matter,  fbr  the  purpose  of 
applying  a  remedy. 

On  Question,  RcsolveA  in  the  Afirma- 
tivc:  Bill  read  2*  acoordinHv;  Committee 
Negatived;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3"  To- 
morrow. 

THE  METROPOT.TTAN  INTERMENTS  ACT. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  that  in  the 
course  of  last  Session  a  Bill  had  passed 
the  L^alature  for  the  purpose  of  regu- 
lating metropolitan  interments;  the  mea- 
sure was  doomed  of  such  importance,  that 
it  was  specially  referred  to  by  licr  Ma- 
jesty in  the  Speech  frem  the  Throne  at 
the  closo  of  the  Session;  but  as  yet  the 
Act  had  remained  practically  in  abcynnf^e, 
and  he  begged  to  put  a  question  to  his 
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noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Shaftwlmyy)  re 
8i>ectin;Li:  the  delnys  Mrhich  had  occurred  in 
putting  til  id  Act  into  operation.  Ho  was 
far  from  wislung  to  repruucU  his  uoblo 
Friend,  for  bo  mt  that  tbo  fault  was  not 
llii.  Fault,  however,  tliere  must  bo  BOino- 
whero;  and  he  (Lord  ^^ontoagle)  was,  at 
all  events,  anxious  to  know  whether  the 
delay  he  complained  of  was  likely  to  be  of 
long  oontinaaneo  ?  It  appeared  from  the 
late  census  tliat  tlio  increase  in  tho  popu- 
lation had  been  405,000,  so  that  its  aug- 
mentation in  ten  years  was  greater  than 
ihe  total  population  either  of  St.  Peters- 
burgh  or  N'ieiina,  Berlin  or  Madrid,  each 
the  capital  of  gr«at  independent  States. 
The  burials  in  London  were  now  about 
50,000  iu  a  year;  but  notwithstanding  the 
ooogratnla^oa  whidi  Her  Majesty  had  ad- 
drew^  to  tho  House  at  the  close  of  last 
Session,  tho  previou>'  l  ibours  of  Parlia- 
ment had  yet  produced  no  results.  What 
ikb  state  of  things  at  present  wen,  had 
been  sufficiently  desori^d  in  the  Report 
upon  Tvhicli  the  Interments'  Act  was  found- 
ed, and  in  which  it  was  .stated  that  the 
noxious  eflluvia  ansuig  from  ^t.  Margaret's 
churchyard,  near  which  he  stood,  were  so 
])o\verful,  that  fresh  meat  in  the  neigfahoor- 
bood  had  been  tainted  witliin  a  single  hour. 
Othur  districts  were  eren  worse.  lie  should 
therefore  be  glad  to  know  what  steps  bad 
been  taken  by  the  Board  of  Health  ? 

The  E.uiL  of  SnAFTESBCRY  said, 
that  no  one  could  feel  more  deeply  than  he 
did  the  regret  expressed  by  his  noble 
Friend  as  to  the  dolay  which  had  taken 
place  in  bringing  the  Act  of  last  Session 
into  full  operation;  and  the  more  so,  be- 
cause he  could  assure  his  noble  Friend 
that  the  statement  he  had  made  from  the 
Report  as  to  St.  Margaret's  churchyard 
was  by  no  means  exaggerated,  and  that 
that  state  of  things  not  only  prevailed  in 
that  locality,  but  in  many  other  localities 
in  this  Tsst  and  increadng  metropolis. 
Erery  day's  experioice  confirmed  the 
Board  of  Health  more  nrd  more  of  the 
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August  the  Board  issued  advertisemsnte 

applying  for  temVrs  of  land  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ihc  formation  of  ccmctories.  The 
Act  required  that  before  they  could  enter 
into  any  contract  or  negotiatioii  Hdt  the 
|Nirohase  of  land,  six  weeks'  notice  dienU 
be  given  of  tlxMr  intention  to  do  so;  ami 
the  Board  had  thought  proj^  to  extend 
that  time  to  two  months*  ni  order  that 
every  STailable  opportunity  should  be  giv«i 
for  the  offer  of  sites.  Tt  was  likewise 
thought  necessary  to  inquire  into  the  re- 
sults of  experience  in  other  countries;  and 
a  depntation  of  the  Board  proceeded  to 
Paris,  and  were,  during  thttr  stay  there^ 
in  continual  communication  with  the  autho- 
rities who  had  command  of  iutcrmeut& 
there,  aud  examined  into  tho  mode  iu 
which  the  cemeteries  of  that  city  were 
conducted.  On  their  return  to  London, 
they  immediately  applied  to  the  nictro- 
politan  cemetery  companies  for  details 
which  they  thought  necessary  for  a  iiur 
valuation  of  their  grounds;  but  as  the 
companies  refused  to  give  those  details, 
they  were  conij)elled,  with  uiuch  loss  of 
time,  to  make  their  own  valuatious  of  tiiose 
cemeteries.  In  the  meantime  inquiries 
were  proceeded  with  as  to  regulations  to 
divide  the  metropolis  into  certain  divisions 
for  the  purposes  of  tho  Act,  and  for  oUior 
preliminary  arrangements  rendered  requi^ 
site  by  its  proTisions.  Those  preUmiDsrj 
inquiries  being  completed,  the  Board  on 
tho  2.'!rd  of  XoTcmber  submitted  to  the 
Treasury  a  document,  iu  which  they  set 
forth  the  means  of  bringing  the  Act  Into 
speedy  operation.  In  the  meantime  in- 
quiries were  proceeding  to  get  at  the 
amount  of  compensation  which  might  be- 
come payable  to  tlio  clergy  and  patish 
authorities,  under  the  33rd,  34th,  and 
35th  sections  of  the  Act.  These  inquiri^ 
were  now  complete  aud  rcaily  for  adjudica- 
tion. Thus  a  plan  was  submitted  to  the 
Treasury  by  the  Board  on  tho  23rd  cf 
November  last,  and  all  subsequent  eonsid' 
oration  of  that  plan  had  only  scn'cd  to 
wisdom  and  practical  utility  of  the  Act  to  !  confirm  the  Board  of  its  practicability  and 


which  his  noble  i^Viend  had  referred;  and 
he  was  glad  his  noble  Friend  had  put  his 
question,  for  the  Board  had  been  censured 

in  another  place,  and  charged  with  neglect 
of  which  they  were  wholly  innocent.  For 
tho  purpose  of  showing  that  to  be  the 
case,  he  would  state  the  progress  the 
Board  had  made  with  reference  to  the  Act 
in  question.  The  first  meeting  of  the 
Board  under  tho  Act  took  place  the  very 
day  the  Act  passed,  and  on  the  8Ui  oif 
Lard  MaioiagU 


beneficial  character.  That  plan  was  sub- 
mitted on  the  23rd  of  November,  and  con- 
tained a  demand  for  permission  to  pur- 
chase all  the  cemeteries  at  once.  Moch 
delay  intervened,  and  the  Board  received 
no  reply  until  January  22,  1851.  Then  a 
correspondence  arose,  and  on  the  20th  of 
March  the  Board  received  permission  to 
proceed  according  to  their  proposition  of  the 
23rd  of  November,  coupbd  with  a  rccom* 
mendatioii  thatt  aUhongh  liisj  had  the 


^  kj  1^  o  uy  Google 


1777        mJUlropoUkm       {Jin.T  31,  1851}       JtUmimtt  Aa.  1778 


power  to  poioliMe      they  should,  in  fact, 

take  tlicra  separately.    Notice  wns  then 
immediatel}''  given  to  two  cemeteries,  and, 
as  was  foreseen,  they  chose,  as  the  Act 
gave  tbem  power,  the  longer  prooedore  of 
arbitration.    Thus  three  more  months  had 
elapsed,  and  the  awards  in  these  first  cases 
had  not  yet  been  ffiven.     The  Board, 
mMnwbile,  proeeedea  to  survey  end  imke 
Taloations  of  ground  for  a  new  cemetery 
near  Erith,  and  proceeded,  as  rapidly  a? 
the  nature  of  the  business  allo'ved.  They 
requested  from  the  Treusurv  authority  to 
purehaee  on  the  28th  of  April,  and  re- 
ceived permission  on  the  Idtb  of  May. 
On  the  13th  of  May  they  applied  to  the 
Treasury  for  leave  to  contract  a  loan  from 
the  Guardian  Insurance  Office,  and  obtain- 
ed permission;  but  it  was  not  till  the  18th 
of  June  that  they  received  from  the  Guar- 
dian Office  a  final  answer  and  refusal,  that 
otiico  stating  that  they  declined  to  lend 
monej  to  a  body  whose  enstenoe  was 
fimited  to  five  years.    The  Board  com- 
mnnicated  the  result  to  the  Treasury  im- 
mediately, and  received  an  acknowledg- 
ment on  the  24th  of  June.    On  the  9th  of 
Jane  ibey  demanded  pennission  of  the 
Treasury  to  negotiate  a  loan  with  the 
Koyal   Exchanr^o  Assurance  OflRce,  but 
received  no  answer  until  the  24th  of  June. 
On  the  2nd  of  Jnly  they  urged,  as  often- 
times before,  tiie  expediency  of  assistance 
by  exchange  bills.    On  the  3rd  of  July 
they  sent  to  the  Treasury  a  copy  of  a 
letter  from  the  Royal  Exchange,  doubting 
the  goodneae  of  the  seeorities,  and  reeeived 
a  reply  on  the  18th  of  July.    On  the  10th 
they  received  a  final  answer  from  the  Royal 
Exchange,  refusing  the  loan  on  the  same 
grounds,  and  instantly  communicated  the 
same  to  the  Treasury.    That  was  the  sum 
of  their  proceedings.    The  delay  was  not 
theirs — not  a  moment  had  been  wasted; 
the  value  and  practicability  of  tho  Act  had 
not  been  tested,  for  the  Board  was  stopped 
in  the  outset  by  the  preliminary  difficulties 
which  arose,  and  which  had  been  foreseen 
by  those  who  had  made  tho  first  inquiry 
into  the  subject.    The  Commissioners  who 
made  theflrsi  report  recommended  that  the 
entire  subject  should  be  committed  to  a 
separate  Commission,  with  permanent  ex- 
istence, and  full  control  over  all  funerals. 
Those reeommendstions  were  altwed  by  the 
Gorenment,  tho  first  by  throwing  the  task 
upon  the  Board  of  Health,  a  body  wlilch 
had  no  wish  to  undertake  it,  and  which  ; 
had  a  limited  cxiiitencc;  and  the  second  j 
bj  imposing  restrietioDi  which  hampered 


the  efforts  of  the  Board  wboi  tiiej  came 

to  raise  money  with  which  to  commence 
their  proceedings.  These  were  the  pro- 
visions placed  in  the  Bill  by  the  Govern- 
ment alone  in  direet  opposition  to  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Commission;  and  yet 
the  Board  of  Health  was  charged  with 
having  caused  all  the  delay  which  had 
taken  place  by  Huar  nedeet.  He  had 
never  been  more  astonished  in  his  life  than 
tn  hear,  as  he  had  heard  that  day  (said  to 
have  been  iitt-^red  by  a  Member  of  the 
Government),  that  the  scheme  of  the  Board 
of  Health  was  a  bad  scheme,  wh^,  in 
fact,  it  was  a  scheme  of  the  GoTomment's 
own  concoction.  Never  in  any  way  had 
the  Government  said  that  before,  at  least 
to  him.  The  Board  communicated  to  the 
Treasury  tho  cUfficttlties  tho  instant  they 
knew  them;  the  one  relating  to  tho  tran- 
sitory character  of  the  Board  was  stated 
on  the  18th  of  June;  the  second,  the  ob- 
jection nused  by  the  Royal  Exchange  As- 
surance Company,  on  tho  3rd  of  July. 
They  had  not  taken  a  single  step  without 
the  previous  sanction  of  the  Treasurv;  and 
had  not  all  those  former  delays  occurred, 
the  objections  to  the  securities  would  haTo 
been  discovered,  and  stated  at  a  much 
earlier  period  of  the  Session.  For  him- 
self, ho  cared  nothing  as  to  what  might  be 
said  in  reference  to  the  part  be  had  taken 
in  the  administration  of  this  matter;  but, 
whether  ably  conducted  or  otherwise,  he 
had  spared  neither  time  nor  money.  But 
he  must  say,  in  defence  of  his  two  col- 
leagues, Mr.  Chadwick  and  Dr.  Srathwood 
Smith,  that  more  diligent,  upright,  and 
intelligent  nic!i  ho  had  never  known.  Tie 
had  never  known  men  more  deeply  zealous 
for  the  wel£sre  of  the  community;  but 
attacks  had  been  made  on  them,  and  they 
had  nut  beou  defended  by  those  who  could 
have  spoken  in  their  behalf.  He  did 
feel  for  them  that  which  he  did  not  feel 
for  himself;  but  he  maintained  that  in 
justice  to  himself,  to  his  Colleagues,  to 
the  Board,  and  to  the  public,  their  Lord- 
ships ought  to  have  on  tho  tabic  of  that 
Tlouse  full  and  authentic  copies  of — he 
would  not  say  all  the  correspondence, 
but — the  Minutes  of  tho  Board. 

Tho  Earl  of  CARLISLE  said,  he  did 
not  rise  to  enter  into  tho  merits  of  the 
question  before  Hh&r  Lordships,  because 
he  was  not  conversant  with  the  different 
negotiations  and  transactions  that  had 
taken  place  between  the  Board  of  Health 
and  the  Treasury;  but  as  to  any  expres- 
sion that  had  Men  from  anj  one  ol  hia 
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OoOetgnM  In  somo  otbflr  plaoe,  md  to 
which  his  noble  Friend  rttfismd,  he  hoped 

his  noble  Frirnd  was  under  ^omo  misap- 
prehension in  tlie  aceoiint  he  imd  heard; 
because  he  could  assure  his  noble  Friend 
thtt  the  QoTeniment  genemlly  were  most 
anxious  for  the  success  of  the  measure  in 
qtiestion,  to  which  they  tlicniaelvo'^  bfid 
been  parties;  and  he  could  state  ins  own 
individual  deep  regret  that  circumstaneeB 
had  hitherto  prevented  it  from  making  a 
more  rapid  progress.  He  need  not  ac- 
quaint his  noble  Friend,  that  there  had 
been  circumstancee  which  had  affected  the 
oondttct  of  public  hnstnese  in  the  other 
Honse  of  Parliament,  and  which  had  af« 
fccted  the  introduction  of  measures  to  re- 
move the  difficulties  to  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  referred;  but  he  believed  that 
a  Bill  for  remoYmg  those  dffficnities  was 
in  actual  progress  through  the  other  House, 
though  he  feared  his  noble  Friend  would 
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enislott,  whleh  had  lo  unexpectedly  been 
brought  fbrward  that  evening,  in  passing  a 
severe  censure  on  certain  Members  of  the 

Government.  ITo  did  not  Vnnw  to  whom 
his  noble  Friend  alluded;  but  serious 
charges  of  that  sort  ought  not  to  be 
bronght  forward  without  due  notice  and 
full  information  being  afforded  to  the 
House.  He  could  anticipate  no  objection 
to  the  production  of  the  Minutes  of  the 
Board  of  Health  to  which  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  had  referred;  but  it  was  highly 
probable  that  when  those  Minutes  were 
produced,  other  papers  would  be  required 
in  order  that  the  case  might  ho  fiiUy  un- 
derstood. No  one  was  more  thorougUj 
persuaded  than  himself  of  the  good  intni- 
tions,  zeal,  and  ability  of  his  noble  F;  end 
opposite,  and  those  who  acted  with  him; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  would  adt 
whether  in  their  zeal  to  accomplish  a  great 
end  they  might  not  have  a  little  too  much 


not  think  it  was  calculated  to  remove  all  i  neglected  the  minor  advanU^  of  effecting 
of  them.  He  kneir  that  the  Board  of  some  immediate  and  partial  improrementf 
Health  had  many  obnoxious  duties  to  per-  That,  however,  was  a  question  upon  "wlSA 

form.  It  had  to  point  out  defects,  to  call 
attention  to  the  laches  and  misconduct  of 
persons,  and  to  grapple  with  many  existing 
interests,  and  therefore  it  was  not  unlikely 
that  it  would  meet  with  considerable  oh* 
loquy;  but  it  had  incurred  that  obloquy 
in  the  conscientious  and  straightforward 
discharge  uf  its  duly;  and  no  persons  were 
more  sealouslydeTOted  to  the  management 
of  the  cause  with  which  they  were  intrust- 
ed, or  more  laborious  and  indefatigable  in 
the  discharge  of  the  functions  assigned  to 
thera,  than  the  sereral  members  of  which 
that  Board  was  composed. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  thought 
the  Government  were  to  blame  fur  not 
defending  the  Board  of  Health  when  at« 
tacked.  Whilst  the  Government  took 
credit  to  theraselrea  their  exertions,  it 
was  somewhat  curinnq  that  subordinate 
Members  of  the  Administration  should 
have  occupied  themselves  in  throwing  ob- 
structions in  the  way  of  this  measure.  He 
did  not  accuse  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  their  Lordships'  Houho.  Ho 
believed  they  were  zealous  in  the  cause. 
But  he  had  good  reasira  to  believe  that 
other  Members  of  the  GoTemment  had 
taken  opportunities,  not  only  not  to  pro- 
mote the  measure,  but  throw  obstructions 
in  the  way.  The  Minutes  of  the  Board, 
and  the  correspondence,  ought  to  he  laid 
on  the  table  to  show  who  were  in  fault. 

Fat?!,  grey  thought  his  noble  Friend 
had  gone  a  step  beyond  the  subject  of  dis- 
Thc  £arl  of  CarlUk 


ho  wrt';  mt  nl)]o  to  form  a  correct  opin- 
ion, but  it  might  be  open  to  some  little 
doubt. 

Lord  HOKTEAGLB  slated,  that  ilia 

discussion  could  hardly  be  said  to  be  un- 
expected, for  a  week  before  he  had  inform- 
ed his  noble  Friend  of  his  intention  to  put 
a  question  to  him  on  the  subject.  After 
the  explanation,  however,  which  his  noUe 
Friend  had  given,  he  must  acquit  Ml 
noble  Friend  of  any  delaj  or  neglect. 

Bubject  at  an  end. 

House  adjourned  till  To-mornnr. 


fiOUSS  OF  COMMONS. 
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MnruTsi.]  Pcnuo  Buxs. — 1^  Cliariublo  TtmU  : 
CouDty  Ratos. 
2*  General  Board  of  Health  (No.  4^ ;  Canierburj 
Association;  KuisaneM  Remorval  and  DhesM 

Prevention. 

3°  Coal  Duties  (London  and  W«stiaiiut«r  and 
adja««at  Ooontiai) ;  Metropolitan  Sgwmi 

L:iw  of  Evidonco  Amoiulmont;  Cuwda  ii4 
How  Brunswick  Boundary. 

METROPOLITAN  INTBBMEMT  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read* 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  1,  authorising  the  Treaauiy  to 
advance  137,00(tf.  for  the  purehase  of  two 
Cctnctcries. 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNB  wished  to 
ask  whether  the  right  hon.  ChanceUor  of  1^^ 
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QUER  SMd,  that  the  important  question 

for  tlio  ITonso  was,  not  w}u  tlior  they  would 
ask  for  it,  hnt  ^rliether  they  would  get  it. 
He  willingly  oduutted  that  the  present  sjs- 
tmn  WM  a  md  one,  but  antll  they  had  a  bet- 
ter let  them  not  refuse  the  Bonrd  of  Health 
the  moans  of  doing  that  which,  if  not  es- 
sential to  tho  public  health,  was  at  all 
events  very  desirable.  They  had  only  ap- 
plied for  this  mon^  beoaiue  they  had  been 
naaUa  to  obtain  It  from  other  sources 
whence  it  was  expected  that  they  conld 
have  procured  it.  in  order  to  eutitlo  tlio 
Boarct  to  elose  any  graveyard,  they  must 
Iwre  the  moans  of  otforing  another  place 
of  burial,  and  they  could  neither  close  one 
yard  nor  provide  another  without  funds. 

Mb.  WAKLEY  wished  to  know  how  it 
was  that  the  Oonmittee  was  asked  to  ad- 
Tance  money  out  of  tho  Consolidated  Fund, 
when,  1>y  tho  Act  of  last  year  tho  Board  of 
Uealth  had  the  power  oi  laying  a  penny 
rate  ? 

The  OHANCfBLLOB  or  vbb  EXOHE. 

QXJER  said,  tluit  the  Board  of  Health 
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■lehsqiwrdid  not  thfaikthatiheBooid  of  ground  was  fn^A  to  bo  a  adsanee,  to 
Health  would  ask  for  money  next  Session?  put  an  [end  to  it  by  steps  like  those  pre- 
He  fully  believed  that  they  would  oome  to  scribed  under  the  >{«i8ance8  Removal  Act, 
him  for  at  least  500,0002.  without  providing  compensation;  and  the 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE-  proprietors  shouM  be  empowered  to  obtain 

another  burial  ground,  at  a  suitable  dis* 
tance  from  the  thickly-inhabited  districts. 
He  would  give  the  Board  of  Healtli  control 
over  the  the  whole  of  the  graveyards  of  the 
kingdom,  and  power  to  olose  them  imme- 
diately they  became  a  nuisance. 

Mr.  BERNAL  OSBORNK  rnn^t  rail 
upon  the  Committee  to  look  narrowly  into 
the  conse(]^uence  uf  voting  this  lar^e  sum 
of  money.  He  entirely  agreed  with  tho 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Albans  (Mr.  J.  Bell), 
that  the  direct  tendency  of  the  Bill  would 
be  to  ooDvert  the  Public  Health  Commis- 
sioners into  a  great  company  of  under- 
takers. Ha  would  not  say  it  was  a  job, 
hut  the  appearance  of  the  Bill  was  most 
ugly  :  if  ho  could  get  a  respectable  number 
of  hon.  Members  to  join  him,  he  would 
diride  tho  Committee  against  it. 

Mr.  MACKINNON  thought  if  compear 
sation  were  to  be  given  to  tho  rcmcterioa, 
it  would  be  far  better  to  buy  them  out  at 
once.  He  did  not  see  how,  under  the  cir> 
onmstanees,  the  right  hon.  OlianeeUor  of 
the  Exchequer  could  do  otherwise  llian 
could  not  lay  the  rate  until  they  had  r-lnafvl  \  come  to  that  House  for  the  money.  Tho 


a  burial  ground;  but  they  could  not  do  that 
until  they  had  opened  another  place  of 
borial.  That  they  eonld  not  do  mthout 
purchasing  the  two  Cemeteries  in  question, 
for  which  purpose  this  advance  was  re- 
quired. The  penny  rate  would  not  raise 
&e  pnrehase  money. 

Mu.  WaKLEY  thonght  that  the  Board 
of  Health  should  have  provided  burial 
places  at  a  distance  of  poine  miles  from 
London;  he  believed  tiiat  might  have  been 
done  for  a  mtieh  less  sum  than  was  raqnired 
for  these  two  Cemeteries  in  the  inunodiato 
neighbourhood  of  London. 

Mr.  J.  BEIjL  said,  that  it  was  only  re- 
quisite to  close  burial  grounds  that  were 
fiiU»  and  OS  ho  did  not  see  that  the  owners 
of  sooh  grounds  had  any  ri^ht  to  1»e  eom- 
pensated,  he  thought  that  nil  that  was  ne- 
cessary was,  to  pass  an  Act  enabling  the 
Board  of  HoslA  to  close  graveyards  when 
foU.  Ho  objeeted  to  this  Bill  that  it  had 
tho  effect  of  convertinn;  the  Board  of  Health 
into  a  speculative  joint-stock  company  of 
undertakers.  He  thought  that,  instead  of 
passing  this  measure,  they  should  giro  the 
Board  of  Health  the  supervision  of  all  burial 
grounds  throughout  tho  king  lom,  a!i  1  that 
it  should  1)0  in  their  power  when  a  burial 


money  being  thus  provided,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, the  Board  could  come  upon  the  differ> 
ent  parishes  for  reimbursemmt.  Ho  was  at 
a  loss  to  conceifo  wheneo  tho  opposition  to 
tho  Bill  arose. 

Ohiuse  agreed  to;  as  were  the  remain- 
ing Clauses. 
On  Question,  ''That  tho  Bill  be  re- 

porterl," 

vSiu  BilNJAMIN  HALL  said,  that  tho 
hon.  Members  who  were  opposed  to  voting 
this  largo  sum  of  137,0(n)».a  having  dono 
all  in  their  power  to  resist  the  Bill,  would 
now  take  the  division  on  the  present  sta^c. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  wished  to  be  dis- 
tinctly  understood  that  tho  Members  who 
now  Toted  against  tho  Bill  wore  not  in 
vour  of  intramural  interment,  but,  on  tho 
contrary,  decidedly  opposed  to  it.  They 
voted  against  the  Bill  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  hostile  to  giving  137.000?.,  to 
be  disposed  of  in  the  manner  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Chairman  report  the  Bill,  with  thQ 
Amendments,  tp  the  House." 

Tho  Conunlttee  dIoidM  ?-«Ajoa  42; 
Noes  7:  Majority  35. 

HouMrosniDfidi  Bill  r^jpoit^daa  amend- 
ed. 
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PETTY  SESSIONS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
Order  for  Committee  read* 
House  in  Committee. 
Clause  10. 

Mb.  SCULLY  objeeted  to  farther  pro- 
ceeding vr'ith.  the  Bill,  as  it  conta'iaed  a 

provision  to  which  the  majority  of  Irish 
Members  were  decidedly  opposed  —  he 
meant  the  elame  whieh  gave  a  single 
magiotrate  the  power  of  committing  a  pri- 
soner  for  t^velve  months.  Tin  should  more 
that  the  Chairman  rrport  pro<^ress. 

SiaUOBEliX  >i.K,GUSON  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  prooeed  with  the 
Bill,  It  appeared  to  hiui  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  pnsH  the  Bill  '^vith  fuU d^SCUB- 
sioQ  during  the  present  Session. 

LoBD  KAAS  said,  that  they  had  now 
reached  the  10th  of  thirty-nine  claoses, 
and  as  there  was  not  a  single  notice  of 
amendments  retnainlug  on  the  paper,  he 
thought  it  would  be  ntucb  better  to  prooeed 
with  it,  and  endearonr  to  pass  it. 

SlE  WILLIAM  SOMERVILLE  said, 
tho  principle  of  the  Bill  had  been  adoptrd 
by  the  House,  and  as  it  was  calculated  to 
ciiect  a  material  improvement  in  the  ad- 
ninittration  of  jnsUoe  in  Ireland,  h^  trast- 
ed  hoB.  Membws  would  not  impede  its  fur- 
ther progress.  However,  if  hon.  Members 
persisted  in  amendments  on  every  clause, 
it  would  certainly  be  impossible  to  pass  it 
this  Session. 

Mr.  TORRENS  M'CULLAGII  was 
anxious  to  limit  the  principle  of  tho  Bill, 
for  ho  considered  it  most  objcctiouablo  that 
a  single  ma(^trate»  attting  in  Petty  Ses- 
sions, should  have  the  power  of  dealing 
with  any  offence  short  of  treason  or 
capital  felony,  and  sentencing  otTonders  to 
twelve  months'  imprisonment.  Ho  wa^ 
satisfied  that  no  one  would  venture  to  at- 
tempt to  apply  such  a  principle  to  England; 
and  ho  asked  tho  Committee  to  consider 
whether  this  was  not  rash»  unwise,  and 
unjust  legislation  ? 

Mb.  CONOLLY  said,  that  parties  bad 
the  power  of  appeal  against  the  decision 
of  the  magistrates;  the  boa.  ^Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  M'Cullagb)  bad  totally  over- 
looked the  proTiBions  with  regard  to 
peal,  by  which  the  principle  of  the  BiU  was 
guarded.  There  seemed  to  have  been  some 
personal  pi^ue  between  the  hon.  Member 
lorDwidalk  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  as  to  the  appointment  of  magis- 
trates; and  he  hoped  that  hon.  Gentleman 
would  waive  his  personal  feeling,  and  allow 
the  Bill  to  proceed. 
Ms.  TOERBMS  M'CULLAaH  said. 
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dien  was  no  foundation  whatever  for  the 

statement  the  hon.  Gentleman  bad  just 
made.  He  was  happy  to  say  that  he  was 
on  very  good  terms  with  the  Lord  Chan- 
oellor  of  Ireland,  and  he  hoped  he  should 
ever  remain  .so. 

Mb.  BERNAL  OSBORXE  was  gkd 
that  tho  hon.  Member  for  Uundalk  had 
called  attention  to  this  Bill,  and  he  (Mr. 
B.  Osborne)  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  persist  in  bis  opposition  to  it.  It 
wn'i,  bethought,  a  most  objectionable  thing 
to  attempt  to  pass  sucit  a  Bill,  giving 
powers  ox  so  unprecedented  a  eharaeter  to 
a  single  magistrate,  at  the  fag-end  of  a 
Sosion,  in  a  HoQse  of  only  fortyonins 
Members. 

Sib  HENRT  BARRON  said,  he  must 
advert  to  the  difficulty  that  there  was  in 

numerous  districts  in  Ireland  in  getting 
two  magistrates  to  meet;  and  he  appealed 
to  the  Committee  to  pass  this  measure  for 
the  sake  of  the  poor  man,  who  had  at  pre- 
sent often  to  go  with  his  witnesses  from 
fifteen  to  twenty  miles,  at  ;^reat  loss  of 
time  and  expense,  and  then  found  that 
there  were  not  two  magistrates  present, 
and  therefore  his  ease  could  not  be  heard. 
The  magistrates  in  many  districts  in  Ire- 
land were  not  abk  to  leave  their  housps  to 
attend  petty  sessions,  because  tliey  could 
not  meet  theiren^gements  in  consequence 
of  the  loss  of  their  property,  the  non-pay- 
ment of  their  rents,  and  the  universal  bank- 
ruptcy of  all  around  them.    In  other  dis- 
tricts their  property  liad  been  sold  from 
them,  and  they  did  not  feel  it  conrotoit 
with  their  duty  to  attend  the  beodi  undsr 
these  distressing  circumstances.    A  sag- 
ci;estioa  had  been  made  that  the  number  of 
magistrates  should  be  increased;  but  be 
knew  one  district  where  every  roan  who 
was  qualified  for  a  magistrate  was  already 
on  the  Commission;  and  in  another  dis- 
trict, where  there  were  seven,  eight,  or 
nine  magistrates;  they  would  not  attend 
benches.    This  Bill  was  the  only  mode  of 
meeting  these  difficulties,  and  ho  begged 
the  Committee  to  assent  to  it  for  the  sake 
of  the  poor  man  who  would  not  otbermisc 
be  able  to  obtun  justice. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  thought  that  if  they 
continued  to  enact  such  laws  as  this,  it  was 
not  very  likely  that  the  state  of  things  in 
Irdand  would  be  much  improved.  Laws 
of  such  an  unfeeling  and  ferocious  char- 
acter were  calculated  to  produce  a  feeling 
of  intense  hatred  on  the  part  of  the  poor 
against  the  rich,  a  feeling  of  hatred  that 
would  often  work  itself  out  in  acts  of  is> 
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yengc,  an(^  the  consequences  in  the  end 
were,  as  thcj  knew,  moat  deplorable.  The 
hoD.  Member  for  tbe  eity  of  Waterford  ( Sir 


Sm  De  lacy  EVANS  most  oppoae 
tho  clause,  on  the  ground  that  the  severity 
of  the  proposed  penalties  vtm  altogether 


H.  Barron)  seemed  to  think  it  was  a  mis-  disproportionate  to  the  offenoo  eoiii]iiitted» 


fortune  that  the  people  of  Ireland  couUI  not 
find  a  magistrate.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Wnkloy) 
doubted  whether  the  people  had  much  lo 
bs  tluuikfal  for  when  they  did  meet  with  a 
magistrate.  The  people  of  England  had 
no  great  liking  for  magistrates;  but  from 
what  ho  had  heard  they  had  much  greater 
reason  to  avoid  their  presence  in  Ireland 
than  to  seek  for  them.  This  Bill  would 
subject  to  most  severe  punishment  any  per- 
son who  *'  unlawfully  and  wilfully  damaged 
or  destroyed  any  fence  of  every  description 
whatsoever."  A  poor  man  in  getting  over 
a  fence  might  knock  out  a  stone  or  oommit 
other  trifling  ilaraa^c;  and  who  was  to  de- 
termine whether  it  was  wilfully  commit- 
ted ?  The  magistrate,  who  was  empower- 
ed to  inffiet  upon  him  the  monstrous  pun- 
bhtncnt  of  a  year's  imprisonment.  He 
considered  that  this  Bill  manif^ptcd  to- 
wards the  people  of  Ireland  a  spirit  which 
nothing  could  justify.  If  they  manifested 
towards  that  people  a  kind  and  liberal  spirit, 
he  believed  they  would  e  zpenence  from 
them  a  grateful  rot  urn  and  a  ready  ac- 
quiescence in  any  wise  and  salutary  mea- 
sures Par1iam«it  might  adopt. 

The  CnANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QU£R  said,  this  suhject  had  been  discuss- 
ed yesterday,  wheu  a  division  took  place, 
and  Hfteen  Irish  Members  voted  for  the 
Clause,  and  eight  against  it.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  coold  not 
be  accMF^r  fl  of  forcing  upon  Ireland  a  mea- 
sure which  was  very  unpalatable  to  the  re- 
presentatives of  that  country. 

Mr.  ROCHE  regratted  that  theOorem- 
ment  had  not  taken  advice  and  withdrawn 
this  objectionable  clause.    Ue  was  pre- 

Sired  to  oppose  the  further  progress  of  the 
ill,  as  he  -would  not  be  a  party  to  intro- 
dooing  into  Ireland  a  Bill  wmoh  woldd  be 
scouted  out  of  Enn::land. 

Captatn  SCOl^ELL  could  recognise  no 
distinction  between  tho  law  in  England, 
Inland,  and  Scotland,  and  would  therefore 
oppose  this  new  and  arbitrary  power.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  would  not  be  tolerated 
in  England,  and  ho  was  not  prepared  to 
commeuee  it  in  Ireland.  Let  hon.  Gentlo- 
men  remember  that  that  House  was  a 
house  of  magistrates,  and  that  they  ought 
to  take  care  how  they  attempted  to  increase 
their  own  powers.  He  would  oppose  the 
elause  wen  at  the  Twk  'd  losmg  the  Bill 
altogether. 


and  because  it  was  introdntingamoitdsn- 

gerous  precedent. 

Mb.  BERNAL  OSBORNE  believed 
that  the  description  of  the  Irish  o»gistraoj 

given  by  tho  hon.  Member  for  the  city  ct 

Waterford  (Sir  H.  Barron),  was  a  very  cor- 
rect one.  lie  1jLlie\  od  llmt  the  whole  of 
the  magisteiiul  and  gruud-jury  system  in 
that  country  was  msonad. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  willing  to  admit  that  \a  good 
deal  might  be  said  against  a  portion  of 
this  clause,  though  he  thought  that  it 
would  work  well  in  some  parts  of  Ireland, 
in  which  there  was  at  present  a  partial 
failure  of  justice.  But  it  was  pretty  obvi- 
ous that  iu  tho  present  temper  of  the  Com- 
mittee, if  the  Government  insisted  upon 
this  clause  they  could  not  pass  the  Bill, 
which  contain  d  some  provisions  of  a  very 
valuable  churacter.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  go  into  the  discussion  on  the  rest  of 
the  BiU  with  the  intention  of  passing  it,  he 
would,  on  bringing  up  the  Report,  omit  the 
ser  ond  section  of  clause  10;  the  effect  of 
this  would  be,  while  leaving  the  present  law 
untoudied,  to  prerent  an^  ftniher  exten- 
sion  of  the  powers  ezereised  by  a  sm^ 
magistrate,  if  this  suggestion  were  agreed 
to,  he  would  move  that  the  Chairman 
should  report  progress,  and  would  finish 
the  Bin  at  the  evenmg  sitting. 

Mb.  SCULLY  said,  that  after  tho  conces- 
sion made  by  iho  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  would  not  press  his  Motion. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

House  resumed;  Committee  nport  pro* 
gross. 

EPISCOPAL  AND  CAPITULAR  E6IAIES 
MANAGEMENT  (No.  S)  BILL. 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

CoLOVBL  SIBTHORP  said,  that  the 
Bill  had  only  been  placed  in  tho  hands  of 
Members  on  the  previous  day.  Tt  was  a 
measure  of  great  importance ;  and  ho 
thought  it  was  unbecoming  on  the  part  of 
the  Qovemment  to  press  it  forward  at  thai 
late  period  of  the  Session,  when  there  was 
no  possibility  of  having  a  fair  discussion 
of  its  provisions  under  such  circumstances, 
and  with  so  small  an  attendance,  with 
grouse  shooting  approaohing,  and  Good- 
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wood  racea  on,  and  other  aoiufiements. 
He»  ihartforo,  begged  to  mora  that  tha 
Bill  be  r«ad  aSaaondTima  ttiatdajThiaa 

iionths. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  <^  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  w<tt^  "upon  thia  day 

Three  Months." 

Sm  BENJAMIN  HALL  thought  they 


aider  the  manner  in  which  the  lessees  were 
to  ba  daalt  widi.  Ha  adnittad  tbaj  ought  ta 
be  glad  that  any  proporitiaa  via  asade  for 

the  purpose  of  taking  the  management  of 
the  ecclesiastical  revenues  oat  of  the 
hands  of  the  Commissioners ;  hot  thii 
GoauDiMUm  had  aama  to  certain  reaola- 

tions  that  were  very  worthy  of  considera- 
tion and  attention  from  all  parties.  In 


ought  to  have  some  explanation  with  re-  ))ago  6  of  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners, 
farenoa  to  thia  Bill.  A  Bill  with  somaaiiog  they  treated  of  the  aatatea  of  the  anh> 


bishopa  and  biahops,  and  they  said  that 

the  present  plan  of  paying  the  bishops 
had  not  worked  well  in  practice,  owing  U) 
the  uncertainty  of  the  events  which  do- 
tarmiaad  the  inaamaai  and  tha  Taryiog 
anoimtB  of  the  fiaea  which  fell  in  in  diiSer- 
ent  years;  that  some  bishops  had  thus  ro- 
eeived  much  more«  somo  muoh  leaSt  thaa 
the  inaome  intended  for  them;  and  that  to 
Buggeat  meana  of  making  those  incooei 
regular  was  one  of  the  duties  intrvisteil  to 
them  (tho  Commissioners).      Seeiiig  tbc 
hou.  and  learned  iSolicitor  General  in  hii 
plaee,  who  waa  one  of  tha  Coii>iniittOBefi» 
and  a  party  to  that  adntirahla  Report,  he 
wished  to  knew  if  any  steps  were  taken  to 
equalise  the  episcopal  revenues.    It  ap- 
peared that  the  BibUop  of  Durham  had  r»- 
aeived  79,0001.  more  than  he  oaght  to 
receive,  and  that  the  Archbishop  of  York 
had  received  much  less  than  he  oocrht  to 
receive,  and  he  waa  called  upon  to  pay  to 
the  common  fond  a  anra  thtat  waa  a  tap* 
posed  anrplas,  though  he  had  not  received 
it.    These  evils  should  not  bo  allowed  to 
continue,  nnfl  ihf  whole  thing  should  be 
put  ou  a  ditTcrcut  tovUng,    His  opini(Hi 
other  Home  of  Pailianieot  by  the  Earl  of  was  that  the  bishops  ought  not  to  haie 
Carlisle.    Bnt  upon  the  second  reading  anything  to  do  with  the  management  of  the 
certain  members  of  the  episcopal  body,  \  property.    Tlic  derins  and  chnpfers  should 


of  a  similar  object  was  introdueed  in  the 
other  House  of  Farlianieut  at  an  early 
period  of  the  Session,  and  the  following, 
he  understood,  was  tlie  history  of  the  pn>- 
aeediopa  with  regard  to  that  BilL  A 
CommisMOn  waa  appointed  in  1849  for  the 
pnrpose  of  inquiring  into  and  determining 
on  a  better  mode  of  managing  the  Episco- 
pal Refenneai  they  maM  two  RepMia. 
The  Commission  consisted  of  Gentlemen 
eminently  qualified  to  consider  the  sub- 
ject. They  were  Gentlemen  who  might  be 
suppoeed  to  have  rather  an  episcopal  lean- 
ing then  otherwiee— 'the  CommiBiion  con- 
sisted of  the  Earl  of  Harrowhy,  Dr.  Lyall, 
the  Solicitor  General,  Mr.  Armstrong,  Mr. 
J.  Q.  S.  Lcfevre,  and  Mr.  Richard  Jones. 
And  he  might  say  it  was  a  Commission 
that  had  given  aatiafiMtioii.  He  was  led 
to  believe  also,  from  circumstances  that 
had  been  brought  to  his  knowledge,  that 
the  Commission  was  sancUoned  by  the 
epiacopal  body,  and  thai  the  Reporte  they 
made  had  received  the  sanction  of  the 
episcopal  body.  Ho  believed  that  a  Bill 
founded  u|)<hi  those  Report.^,  and  receiving 
similar  sauction,  waa  introduced  in  the 


thinking  they  could  make  bettor  terms, 
objected  to  the  further  progress  of  the 
BuI  except  It  was  referred  to  a  Select 
Oommlttoe ;  and  he  was  informed  that 
after  evidence  had  been  honrf!  on  the  nart 
of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  without  coun- 
ael  to  represent  them,  an  application  waa 


have  the  property  taken  out  of  their 
hands;  and  let  them  be  paid  whatweild 
be  a  proper  income  for  the  dotiea  thegr  had 

to  perform.  To  discuss  a  measure  of  this 
kind  M-hen  the  Bill  had  only  been  in  their 
possession  a  few  hours,  was  impassible. 
All  they  knew  waa  that  there  were  two 


made  that  the  episcopal  body  might  have  Reports,  which  had  been  made  the  beeh 


•ouneel  to  cross-cxamino  the  witnesses  and 
defend  their  own  body  against  the  pro- 
moters of  the  BUI,  and  that  the  proposi- 
tion waa  rejected.  They  were  told  that  a 
certain  Report  had  been  agreed  to  upon 
the  evidence;  but  they  had  not  seen  the 
Report,  and  ho  understood  it  was  quite  at 
Tonanee  with  the  recommendation  of  the 
Ck>mmissionere  at  ori|^naUy  propounded* 
When  all  these  circumstances  were  known, 
they  ahottld^  he  thought^  haf  a  time  to  eon- 


of  a  Bill  that  ^vas  not  Carried  out  in  an- 
other place;  ami  ho  begged  to  ask  if  any 
steps  wore  Lu  bo  taken  to  carry  ont  those 
Reporte  t 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCUK- 
QUFR  aaid,  it  was  perfectly  true,  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  that  two  K«- 
porta  had  been  made  by  the  Cemnii«i«a 
to  which  he  referred;  that  a  Bill  founded 
upon  them  was  introduced  in  the  other 

House  by  hia  noble  ifiiead  the  ikad 
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Carlisle;  and  that  that  Bill  was  referred  to 
a  Suleei  Commitiee  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  thejr  took  erideooo  of  Torioas  dooerip- 
tfoof,  and  oame  to  th«  oonolusion  that  it 
was  not  dsRirahlc  to  proeccd  with  the  Bill 
in  the  shape  iu  which  it  had  been  proposed 
in  eompiiance  with  the  recommondation  of 
tbo  Commission.  The  Committee  thought 
it  Tcry  difficult,  if  not  impo&aiblo,  to  pass 
any  compulsory  measure  upon  the  subject, 
and  ihej  ther^ore  limited  their  recomen- 
daliott,  nhUAk  bad  boMi  oamod  into  effoet 
bjr  the  Bill  now  cm  tlio  table»  to  a  paintt- 
sivo  Bill,  permittinix  ecclesiastical  corjiora- 
tions,  sole  or  age;rcgiit<',  ^vith  tlio  a[t[n-uval 
of  the  Ciiurcli  E^tutea  Commiiibiouerd,  to 
leU  thoir  iatomt  to  aajr  loiaooi  or  to  nur- 
ekaaie  of  any  lesseo  hb  inter^t,  providing 
certain  restrictions  iipon  that  power,  and 
prescribtug  the  application  to  be  made  of 
tho  money,  and  especially  that  any  in- 
eroaae  of  income  obtained  thoroby  thookl 
act  go  to  the  individual  whoac  estate  was 
sold*  but  to  the  general  pnq)o»eg  of 
Cbnrcb  funds.  Therefore  no  individual 
ivwdd  dorivo  aay  Inertaioof  vemoefrom 
tho  transaction.  Ha  did  aot  tbiak  it 
Vould  be  desirable  to  enter  on  this  niTteh- 
mootcd  quo<^tion,  whuli  tliey  had  so  often 
heard  diacuiiatjd  in  tiuit  liuuse;  it  was  not 
•  qaootton  when  tbo  iaoooMa  of  tadividuals 
were  cooeemed;  and  whatever  would  be 
gained  would  be  gained  by  the  Church, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  any  objeelion 
abonld  bo  taken  to  the  Bill  in  ite  present 
ahapot  His  opinion  was  that  thia  was  a  far 
better  scheme  than  had  been  recommended 
by  tho  Commisaionors.  It  provided  for 
tho  possibility  of  getting  rid  of  a  system 
of  kaso  bj  fiao  and  ranowaL  whioh  every 
ponon  who  had  toaohod  apoa  the  question 
in  recent  discussions  objected  to,  and  which 
had  led  to  circumstaiiceg  that  were  com- 
plained of  iu  tiiat  iiousc.  it  was  a  sys- 
toon  firr juiteial  to  tho  tutftiM  vho  nooifod 
tlu  int  ome»and  to  those  wbo  paid  it.  It 
noi^lit  be  true  that  in  thirty  years  a  bishop 
luigiit  receive  au  income  equivalent  to 
4,000/.  or  5,000^  a  year:  bnt  in  many 
jroaia  ho  aiigbt  receive  nothing  at  all,  and 
that  was  a  position  in  which  it  was  not  fair 
to  place  an  individual  having  such  duties 
to  perform.  If  the  system  of  renewals  was 
sot  got  rid  of,  the  ineomeo  oodd  not  pos< 
aihly  be  equiUised.  This  was  a  first  and 
most  decided  step  in  gcttinj^  rid  of  the 
system  of  lettinc^  (,'lnirch  lands;  it  was 
merely  a  pcrmtiiaive  iiiii  to  allow  parties  to 
aaho  BMu  arrangomenta  as  are  dosuablo, 
MhiMa  to  the  ohaak  of  tho  Bnrleiiss^iiil 


Commissioners.  As  to  tho  intention  of 
the  measure,  he  saw  no  objection  to  it,  and 
he  hoped  it  would  bo  largely  aotod  apoa, 
and  would  be  alike  for  the  bmiefit  of  tho 
Church,  tho  UihopB,  tba  lessooi^  and  the 
State. 

Ma.  A6LI0NBT  thought  it  «as  most 
desirable  to  ha? o  this  question  settled,  and 

that  the  income  of  tho  bishops  should  be 
equalised  and  placed  on  a  solid  footing, 
of  which  uuperson  should  have  reason  to 
complain.  Ho  did  aot  tMnk,  howov«rf  that 
the  right  hen.  Qentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  given  to  other  par- 
ties concerned  tho  slic^htest  consolation, 
or  the  slightest  information  as  to  what  was 
to  bo  doBo  with  their  iatorasts*  It  ivaa 
said  this  Bill  was  merely  a  permissivo 
measure;  but  his  (^fr.  AcjHonby's)  objec- 
tion to  iha  measure  was  founded  upon  that 
oiroumstaaco  as  v^l  as  upon  anything 
olso.  AssaaHUg  for  a  moment  that  this 
measure  was  fair  towards  all  parties,  and 
recognised  the  beneficial  interest  of  the 
lessees,  that  it  was  desirable  to  gifa  an  in- 
oreasod  inoooso  to  Ibo  Ctovh  and  saUla 
that  wxata  quetiio,  still  they  shooU  not 
press  forward  with  indecent  hn^tc  n  mea- 
sure of  so  much  importance.  Several  wit- 
nesses were  anxious  to  be  summoned  on 
the  part  of  tho  loisess  In  varioas  parts  of 
the  country,  and  it  was  only  fair  that  thoy 
should  be  heard.  However,  it  was  ar- 
ranged that  within  a  fortnight  tho  B91 
must  bo  passed;  it  was  hurried  through 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  was  passed  in  as 
many  days  as  the  forms  of  the  House  al- 
loT\-ed.  The  Bill  was  only  recently  brought 
down  to  that  House;  and  the  Report  of 
the  GommissioR  aad  the  ovideneo  takoa 
before  it,  that  was  said  to  be  the  founds* 
tion  of  the  Bill,  w^r  net  vet  delivered. 
The  House  was  in  ignorance  of  what  was 
to  be  done  with  this  immense  mass  of  pro> 
perty;  aad  waa  it  not  fiidr  Hmtt  whort 
lesseeB  were  coneonad»  thoy  shoaU  ha 
consulted  ?  There  was  nO  person  present 
of  whom  they  eould  ask  a  question  on  the 
subject;  and  an  awful  responsibility  would 
rest  vpon  those  who,  even  on  tho  high  re- 
commendation of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  wonld  allow  Uiis  Bill  to  pass. 
They  should  not  permit  themselves  to  be 
seeiuod  horeafter  of  saorillcing  tbo  bter* 
csts  of  those  they  ought  to  proteOt»  aad 
they  should  not  fui  Lr(  t  titat  tho  present 
Government  Lad  a  MtiHii;r  h'm^  to  do  what 
the  bishops  and  ii^ccie^iastieai  Commis- 
Monors  foquifed.  If  thoy  did  Mi  past 
thli  Bill  Mw>  wmU  thoy  be  iratie  ttf  tmtl 
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Se&sion  ?  He  could  not  think  so  ill  of  the 
EoelesiMtical  autfaoritset  or  the  Gommia* 

Moncrs  as  to  say  that,  if  the  Bill  were  hxr 
and  just  now,  they  would  not  let  it  pass 
next  Session.  What  he  asked  was  a  delay 
of  six  months,  to  give  persons  an  oppor- 
tanity  of  considering  snbjeet.  Surely 
they  should  have  an  opportunity  of  sng- 
gesting  amendments  in  detail,  and  should 
not,  without  consultation  or  cousideration, 
be  eatted  upon  to  pass  ihe  measare  vith 
railway  haste.  The  right  heu.  ChaaoeUor 
of  the  Exchequer  said  it  wfi5  merely  per- 
missive; hut  that  was  the  very  worst  part 
of  it.  They  would  sacrifice  the  interest 
of  the  poorar  daMoe,  who  were  admitted 
to  have  a  heneficlal  interest,  and  sacrifice 
them  for  the  advantage  of  a  few  indivi- 
daala.  There  was  no  pledge  whatever  that 
theEeelesiaetioal  OomuuMumen  wonlderen 
be  hound  bj  that  Report.  The  lessees  were 
handed  over  to  the  bishops  and  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners,  and  deprived  by 
the  Bill  of  that  beoeflciai  occupation  which 
thej  had  a  right  to  expect.  Under  Uioee 
dreamstances  he  implored  the  Government 
to  postpone  the  second  roading  of  the  Bill 
until  Uie  next  Session  of  Parliament. 
-  Ub.  SPOONEB  said,  he  agreed  with 
much  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  ICember 
for  Cockermouth  (Mr.  Aglionhy)  as  to  the 
right  which  the  lessees  had  to  have  their 
interests  fully  considered.  The  Report  of 
tilo  Commiaaioneni,  and  the  original  Bill 
founded  on  that  report,  certainly  did  not 
deal  fairly  with  the  interests  of  the  lessees. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  hod 
alleged  that  the  interests  of  the  lessees 
were  handed  orer  to  one  of  the  parties; 
but  such  was  not  the  case.  He  (Mr. 
Spooner)  denied  the  whole  of  the  argument 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  founded  on 
ihe  aaaumption  that  this  was  a  eompolBory 
Bill.  There  was  not  a  single  bta  of  eompuU 
aion  in  the  whole  Bill.  There  was  very  great 
uncertainty  with  respect  to  the  property 
with  which  the  Bill  proposed  to  deal.  At 
present*  anybody  wanting  to  deal  with  that 
property  had  his  hands  completely  tied. 
The  result  was,  that  purchasers  could  not 
be  found.  It  was  therefore  desirable  that 
that  atate  of  thunga  ahoaU  be  brought  to 
a  dose  as  soon  as  possible^  It  appeared 
to  him  the  best  course  to  pursue  v-a?.  that 
the  parties  interested  oucrlit  to  try  to  re- 
coucile  their  difierencci*,  aud  theu  apply  to 
the  Eedesiaatieal  Gommiasioners  to  ap« 
prove  of  any  arrangement  to  which  they 
might  come.  For  hirnself,  he  thought  the 
Bill  was  a  step  in  the  right  directioa.  As 
Mr.  Aglionbi/ 


the  property  was  at  present  managed,  nei- 
ther party  had  the  full  possession  or  enjoy- 
ment of  it,  and  it  w&s  the  ohjeei  of  the 
Bill  to  get  rid  of  that  system  of  manage- 
ment. He  opposed  the  suggestion  that 
the  seeoirf  reading  of  tiie  afraaild  be 
postponed  fior  six  months,  on  the  gronnd 
that,  if  that  course  were  pursucrl,  -o  much 
excitement  would  in  the  interval  bo  pro- 
duced among  the  parties  interested  that  a 
fair  settlement  of  Ae  qneation  would  be 
much  impeded  when  it  came  again  before 
Parliament  in  the  next  Session.  The  BiU 
was  iu  his  opinion  a  step  in  the  right  di- 
rection, and  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
persist  in  pressing  it. 

Mb.  MULLINGS  entirely  concurred  in 
the  principle  of  this  Bill,  but  in  the  details 
of  it  he  did  not  concur.    He  thought  if 
the  hon.  C^tleman  (Mr.  Spooner)  hsd 
considered  the  whole  of  ihe  details  of  Ais 
Bill,  he  would  have  seen  that  it  was  not 
quite  of  so  perniissive  a  character  as  he 
thought.    There  was  no  notice  whatever 
taken  of  the  rights  or  interests  wHeh  had 
been  called  dormant;  he  meant  thoee apper- 
taining to  the  tenant-right  of  renewal, 
which  had  existed  from  time  imraemoriah 
Those  leasehold  interests  had  been  msde 
the  snhjeeta  of  sale  and  mortgi^,  of  mar- 
riagc  settlements  and  devises;  and  now 
they  were  to  he  disposed  of  for  the  benefit 
of  one  party  only,  namely,  the  Church  Es- 
tates demniiflttottera.    He  would  reeon- 
mend  the  hon.  and  learned  Soiidter  Oe- 
nern!  to  sec  that  words  were  inserted  in 
the  Bill  with  a  view  that  regard  should  bo 
had  to  the  course  of  dealing  with  that  pro* 
perty  for  the  last  century.    If  some  pro- 
vision was  inserted  in  the  Bill  by  which 
the  tenant-right  of  renewal  were  recog- 
nised— and  he  (Mr.  Mullings)  asked  for  no 
more— 4knd  pointed  to  it  as  a  matter  to  be 
dealt  irith,  he  should  fully  approve  of  the 
measure.    It  had  been  said  that  the  Bill 
was  simply  permissive;  but       he  under- 
stood it,  the  8th  clause  couiained  some* 
thing  more  dian  a  permissive  power.  There 
were  provisions  in  the  Bill  to  which  be 
could  not  consent,  and  he  therefore  trusted 
that  the  BiU  would  be  read  a  second  time 
with  the  understanding  that  {twrndd  be 
deferred  till  n(  xr  :-ion. 

Mr.  C  aud  well  said,  if  this  were  a 
Bill,  the  object  of  which  Avas  to  increase 
the  revenues  of  the  episcopal  body,  or  to 
increase  the  dividend  of  the  capitular  body* 
and  to  screen  their  proceedings  from  rf>- 
pular  rcforn),  then  he  could  understand 
the  objection  being  made  to  it  on  the  part 
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of  those  wlio  were  desirous  for  tlie  improve, 
iiioiit  of  the  efficiency  of  the  Church,  but 
ilio  BQl  did  not  in  the  teaat  touch  any  one 
of  those  subjects;  ou  the  contrary,  it  cx- 
pro'^sly  provided  that  nhen  they  had  in- 
creased tho  aggregate  of  the  Church  pro- 
perty they  should  carry  that  increase  to 
the  common  fund  for  the  promotion  of  those 
Church  purposes  to  which  that  fund  was 
uppHcd,  ond  for  tho  increaso  of  which 
that  House,  in  this  Session  of  Par- 
liament* had  unimimoualy  addreaaed  the 
Croirn,  aolemnlj  calling  upon  Her  Majesty 
to  take  every  means  in  Tier  power  for  in- 
creasing the  efficiency  of  tho  Church  from 
its  own  resources.    There  were  two  ])ar- 
ties  intoreetod  •  in  Church  property — tho 
lessors,  who  were  an  eoclosiastical  corpo- 
ration, vivj]  the  lessees.    Tn  former  times 
Parliament  took  care  tiiat  the  Church 
should  not  alienate  its  property.    That  had 
Introduced  a  state  of  law  most  inoonTcnicnt 
as  regarded   the  tenure  of  ecclesiastical 
property.    It  had  given  rise  to  an  exceed- 
ingly disadvantageous  mode  of  vesting  the 
lease  in  one  party,  and  the  reversion  in 
another,  to  which  it  was  desirable  to  put 
an  end.    The  lessee  could  not  dispose  of 
his  interest  in  tho  lease;  an<l,  tin  ro2:ardcd 
the  lessor,  Parliament  had  interposed  an 
obstacle  to  his  obtaining  theroTersion.  It 
was  manifestly  most  desirable  for  tho  pub- 
lic interests,  havin<»  regard  to  the  free  te- 
nure of  land,  to  the  greatest  amount  of 
revenue  to  bo  derived  from  it,  and  also  to 
the  eeonomieal  application  of  that  revenue, 
that  the  system  of  vesting  the  lease  in  one 
party,  and  the  interest  in  another,  should 
come  to  an  end.     Well,  they  appointed 
Church  Estates  Commissioners ;  and  it  was 
now  submitted  to  Fariiament  that  the 
Church,  with  the  sanction  of  those  Estates 


hon.  Gentleman  did.  It  wa^  (i  lu  the  Bill 
eoutaincd  a  wholesome  compulsion  on  tho 
capitular  authorities,,  who  could  not  add  to 
their  owu  revenues;  but  would  hon.  ]\fcni. 
hora  tie  up  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Spooner), 
who  wished  this  recess  to  make  arrango- 
ments  respeotmg  'leasehold  property  bene- 
ficial to  tho  parties,  and  also  to  the  public, 
because  it  brought  land  into  the  market? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth  (Ifr. 
Aglionby)  objected  to  the  Bill  on  grounds 
which  would  be  applicable  if  it  were  a  oom- 
pul.'^ory  Bill.  He  (Mr.  Cardwell)  contend- 
ed that  the  only  object  of  tho  Bill  was  to 
iacrcaso  the  revenues  of  the  Church,  car- 
rying that  increase  to  a  common  fond  for 
the  benefit  of  the  working  clergy  of  tho 
Church;  and  it  did  that  with  the  perfectly 
free  concurrence  of  those  with  whom  the 
Church  had  to  deal.  Under  th^  circum- 
stances, ho  did  hope  the  GoTernment  would 
proceed  with  tho  Bill. 

Mr.  CIILSHOLM  ANSTEY  said,  tho 
parties  interested  in  this  question  wcro  the 
lessees  on  the  one  side,  and  the  lessors  on 
the  other.  If  the  lessee  attempted  to  use 
tlie  machinery  which  this  Bill  pretended 
to  give  him  for  securing  his  rights,  then 
the  Bill  became  compulsory.  That  ma* 
chinery  would  only  operate  for  the  benefit 
of  the  lessor,  and  not  at  all  for  that  of 
the  lessee.  There  was  a  general  feeling 
amongst  tho  lessees  of  Church  property 
against  this  Bill.  They  regarded  it  as  a 
measure  of  spoliation,  and  one  which  would 
not  have  been  introduced  unless  with  the 
view  to  advance  the  interests  of  the  Church, 
and,  above  ail,  of  tho  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners. The  hon.  Member  for  Ciren- 
cester (Mr.  MuUings)  was  perfectly  right 
in  the  view  he  took  of  the  Bill.    If  tho  les- 


('ommissionera,  might  be  safely  alh)wed  to  see  was  inclined  to  take  advantage  of  the 


deal  with  its  property  in  the  capacity  of  a 
Tcaid(»>.  He  denied  that  there  was  any 
compulsion.  There  was  the  Church  on 
the  one  side,  a  free  party;  and  on  tho  other 
the  lessee,  a  free  party;  and  this  Bill  only 
enabled  the  Church  to  deal  with  the  lessee, 
and  the  lessee  to  deal  with  the  Chnrdi  if 
lie  pleased,  and  to  obtain  that  which  his 
(Mr.  Cardwell's)  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
ioie  Cockermouth  (Mr.  Aglionby)  said  was 
a  privilege  for  which  he  would  gladly  pay. 
To  pass  a  compulsory  Bill  so  hto  in  the 
Session,  would  bo  an  nnnmalotis  proceed- 
ing; but  with  all  respect  for  tlie  u[)inion  of 
tho  hon.  Member  for  Cirencester  (Mr. 
Holiings),  as  a  lawyer,  he  could  not  put 
the  same  eoDstmction  on  the  Bill  as  tho 

VOL.  CXYIII.  [tBIBD  SBBIBS,] 


Bill,  his  right  of  renewal  was  gone.  Ho 
(Mr.  C.  Anstey)  thought  it  right  to  warn  tho 
House  agiunstthe  course  of  legislation  which 
had  of  late  years  been  adopted  nt  tlif>  in- 
stance of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commiasioncrs. 
They  had  lost  altogether  that  wholesome 
jealousy  which  Parliament  used  to  enter- 
tuih  of  the  power  of  those  Commissioners, 
who  represented  in  their  own  persons  tfm 
whole  wealth  of  tho  Church  of  England. 
The  Mortmain  Acts  had  been  already  re- 
pealed in  their  favour.  He  should  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr. 
Cardwell)  whether  it  was  likely,  unless  tho 
terms  were  very  favourable  indeed  to  the 
pecuniary  views  of  tho  Church,  that  the 
Bcclcsiastical  CommissionerB  would  eon* 
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ber  for  Nortli  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Spooner), 
a  lessee  of  Church  property,  hikI  wished 
therefore  to  maintain  the  principle  of 
**  tenant-right."  But  he  understood  the 
right  hoo.  Home  Secretary  to  state  to  the 
Honse  some  time  ago,  when  a  qnestioii 
was  put  to  him  in  feferenee  to  this  Bill, 
that  ho  did  not  expect  thnt  it  would  pass 
into  a  lawdurinEr  the  present  Session.  In 
consei^uence  of  that  statement  by  the  right 
hon.  Geottoan.  he  (Ur.  Frewen)  had  not 
taken  upon  himself  the  tnnble  of  consider- 
ing^ what  would  be  the  operation  and  effect 
of  the  measure.  He  had  regarded  the 
Bill  as  a  meant  of  procuring  a  preliminafj 
discussion  on  the  subject,  and  had  been 
under  the  impression  tliat  lo^i.-jlation  woulil 
bo  deferred  to  a  future  .Session.  Tiio 
House  might  judge  of  his  surprise,  there- 
fore, vhen  he  found  that  morning  that  Uie 
Bill  had  been  hronght  down  from  the  Uou^ 
of  Loids  and  read  a  first  time,  and  its 
second  reading  appointed  for  this  evenin^^. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  certain  the  pledge  of  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary  did  not 
apply  to  the  present  Bill,  but  to  the  com- 
pulsory Bill.  His  riglit  bou.  Priend  bad 
not  been  in  the  Honie  sinee  this  measnre 
had  been  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  BONIIAM  CARTER  objected  that 
to  give  power  to  the  Kcclesiasticnl  Commis- 
sioners by  thit»  Bill  tu  frame  rules  and  orders 
now,  would  interfere  with  fbture  legishition. 
I  Ho  feared  also  as  it  was  provided  that  no 


seut  to  an  enfranchisement  which  would 
would  hring  land  into  the  market?  He 
feared  if  they  passed  this  Bill  it  would 
stand  in  the  way  of  a  permanent  and  sa- 
tisfactory settlement  of  the  question  here- 
after.   In  anj  BiU  of  this  nature  it  was 
essential  tbat  regard  should  be  bad  to  the 
right  the  tcnaiit  now  possessed  in  the  cer- 
tainty of  renewal;  and  thi^  terms  should  he 
fixed  uu  more  cquituhle  gtuund^i  than  they 
were  at  present.    As  it  was  not  tfao  policy 
of  the  Church  to  alienate  its  lands,  it  was 
clear  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission- 
ers, if  left  to  themselves,  would  consent  to 
no  terms  of  imfranchisement  which  would 
not  in  effect  amount  to  spoliation  as  against 
the  lessees,  and  the  enhancement  of  the 
ecclcsiaEtlcal  revenues.    The  priiiciplc  of 
opfranchisement  was  good,  but  it  was  not 
jirovided  for  hjr  this  Bill;  on  the  contrary. 
Its  operation  was  obstructed  by  it.  For 
those  reasons  he  would  vote  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Lincoln  (Colonel  Sibthorp),  if 
it  was  pressed  to  a  division. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  in  leav- 
Ins^  it  in  the  power  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Coipmissiooers  to  make  rules  for  the  en- 
franchisement of  Church  leasing,  the  Bili 
did,  in  ^t,  hand  over  to  the  Commission- 
ers the  le<j:Islative  powers  of  thnt  House. 
True,  it  provided  that  the.se  rulr-'  slionid 
be  laid  before  both  Houses  of  rariiuuteut; 
but  what  did  that  mean  ?  Either  that  the 
Government  did  not  know  what  the  law 

ouglit  to  ho,  though  they  were  determined  '  barq^aiii  made  with  any  ecclesiastical  eorpo- 


to 


lei;  i  slate 


on  the  subject,  or  that, 
with  full  information  of  what  these  rules 
ought  to  be,  the  framers  of  the  Bill  had 
not  submitted  them  to  'the  House  as  part 
of  the  Bill  itself,  but  had  given  power  to 
the  CommissiOQers  to  make  and  enforce 
them,  as  laws.  What,  he  shonU  be 
glad  to  know,  was  the  reason  for  this  pres- 
sing hurry  now?  Hero  they  proposed  to 
give  a  ctHiipulsory  jiower  to  the  Comojis- 
sioners,  and  yet  the  operative  part  of  the 
measure  was  to  he  reserved  tilt  next  Ses- 
sion !  Ho  wished  to  see  the  revenues  of 
the  Church  placed  in  a  more  advantne^oons 
positioo;  but  be  could  not  uuderstaud  why 
the  Commissioners  should  have  power  to 
deal  with  existing  interests,  and  the  ope- 
rative part  of  the  measure  he  thus  reserved 
to  another  Session  of  Parliament.  He  trust- 
ed the  Government  would  consent  to  post- 
pone the  Bill  until  next  Session,  and  then 
again  submit  it  to  the  House  witbtbe  rules, 
orders,  and  laws  embodied  in  its  provisions. 
Mk.  pre W]:n  waa,  like  tbebou.  Mm- 
Mr,  (J,  Amtey 


ration  should  be  binding  if  detrimental  to 
that  corporation,  and  that  the  lessors  m 
all  cases  should  be  indemniScd  against  loia, 
that  they  would  make  bari^ain.^  whieU 
would  ultimately  tell  against  the  lessees. 
He  thought,  however,  it  would  be  unwise 
to  refuse  assent  to  the  principle  of  a  Bill 
whieh«weBt  ^o  far  towards  effecting  an  ob- 
ject so  desirable  as  the  enfranchisement  of 
Church  leases. 

Silt  THOMAS  COLEBROOKE  com- 
plained that  they  were  called  upon  to  de- 
cide upon  the  details  of  a  Bill,  without 
havinc^  any  explanation  of  lis  principles. 
It  had  been  said  it  was  a  peruiib^ive  Bill, 
but  the  permission  would  very  much  de- 
pend upon  the  terms  in  which  it  was 
granted,  rarllamcnt  ou^ht  not  to  sanc- 
tion a  Bill  of  this  kind  unless  tlie  principle 
was  clearly  defined  upon  which  the  com- 
mutations would  take  place.  If  the  ques- 
tion was  pressed  to  a  divisioo,  be  would 
vote  against  the  measure. 
Jbe  SOLICITUK  GENERAL  said. 
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ibftt  the  objeotioM  to  the  Bill  teemed  to 

him  to  be  against  its  details,  end  not 
ag^ainst  its  principle.  On  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  it  was  Itardly  fair  to  discuss 
the  former  point,  l  lic  real  object  of  the 
BQl  wee  to  effeet  en  enlranehiiemeQt  of 
holdings,  if  the  lessors  and  losaooe  SO  do* 
tired  it.  The  Bill  could  not  m  any  wny  ' 
prejudice  the  interests  of  lessees,  for  it 
guve  them  power  to  do  that,  namely,  ob- 
leln  an  enmeehisement,  which,  under  the 
proscnt  state  of  the  law,  they  could  not 
obtain.  As  to  the  8th  Clause,  the  hon. 
Goutlcman  the  Member  for  Cirencester 
(Mr.  Mailings)  liad  miitahen  ite  object. 
By  the  present  law  a  party  was  allowed  to 
take  a  large  fine  and  sell  the  interest  of 
the  Church  for  fonrteen  yearB,  when  ho 
might  not  live  three.  liut  by  the  proposed 
measure  the  whole  pradnee'of  eoeh  a  sale 
must  be  reminded,  and  the  incumbent  would 
only  get  the  income  of  tlie  produce  of 
the  sale.  But  it  was  asked,  why  not  at 
onoe  lay  down  rules  end  r^[n1ati<ms  rela- 
tive to  the  terms  at  which  sales  should  bo 
made  to  lessees  ?  Tlio  answer  was,  that 
there  were  a  great  number  of  matters  to  bo 
considered,  not  merely  with  reference  to  lite 
sabjeot  generally,  but  with  regard  to  par- 
ticular cases.  There  wore  leases  of  tithes; 
the  leases  in  the  north  nn  l  outh  of  Eng- 
land differed  in  their  nature;  there  were 
leases  of  mines  and  of  houses,  and  it  was 
impossible  at  onee  to  lay  down  rules  on  all 
these  matters.  Eiperienco  itself  would 
suggest  many  regulations  that  could  not 
be  well  foreseen.  But,  at  all  events,  the 
rules  laid  down  could  not  injure  the  lessee, 
for  all  he  had  to  ^ay  was  that  he  wouUl 
not  make  the  bar;;ain.  If  the  regulations 
did  not  suit  bijn,  he  need  not  buv.  He  did 
not  see  on  what  principle  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  B.  Hall)  eould  objeet  to  this  Bill,  as 
it  was  intended  to  put  an  end  to  a  mis- 
ohievous  system  whieh  he  had  always  pro- 
tested against. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  the  Bill  had  only 
hcen  in  their  possesion  twenty>foar  hours, 
and  they  were  now  asked  to  agree  to  the 
second  reading.  lie  had  great  objection 
t«  legislating  in  thid  way.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solioilor  General  told  them  that 
the  BUI  merely  gave  permission  to  lessees 
to  chani^o  tlieii-  r nr.dition  if  tliov  '^nw  fit; 
but  he  thought  the  case  went  furtiier  than 
that.  They  might  change  their  condition, 
bnt  it  was  to  be  on  terms  ma^  hy  a  eer- 
tain  body  named  in  the  Bill,  namely,  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  It  was  very 
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before  the  House,  some  very  questionable 
purchases  might  be  made,  as  it  appeared 

the  parties  had  power  to  act  in  the  niean- 
tifne.  He  liopcd  the  Bill  would  be  jiost- 
poncd  until  the  public  had  an  opportunity 
of  eonndering  its  provisions. 

Mr.  BAEBOW  oould  not  consent  to  the 
?oenTi(]  rcadinp^  of  a  Bill  which  had  been 
brought  forward  under  circumstances  of 
such  precipitation.  The  Bill  had  been 
only  a  few  nours  in  his  hands,  and  he  had 
had  no  opportunity  as  yet  of  ascertaining 
the  opinions  of  his  constituency  with  re- 
spect to  it.  For  his  own  part,  he  con- 
fessed be  was  anzions  that  enfranehise- 
ment  should  be  proceeded  with,  hut  he 
did  not  very  clearlv  understand  how  (liat 


object  could  be  Attained  bv  the  present 
BUI. 

VxeoomtT  PALHERSTON  thought  that 

everything  that  In!  been  sud  by  the  va. 
rious  Members  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
discussion,  tended  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  be  well  for  the  House  to  assent  to 
the  second  reading,  with  ft  view  to  having 
the  details  of  the  measure  deliberately 
cousidcred  in  Committee.  All  agreed  in 
approving  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
which  was  nothing  more  than  this,  that 
both  the  Church  and  the  lessees  should 
have  powf  r  to  sfll  nnd  buy,  as  they  thought 
fit.  Tho  only  objection  turned  on  the  do- 
tails  of  tho  measure,  and  even  those  hon. 
Members  who  were  not  satisfied  with  the 
details  would  best  accomplish  the  object 
they  had  in  view  by  facilitating];  the  second 
reading,  and  stating  their  objections  iti 
Committee,  so  that  the  Bill  niight  go  to 
tlie  couQtry  with  such  amendments  as  it 
niiglit  appear  to  require.  For  his  own 
part,  he  thoui^lit  it  was  quite  possible  for 
the  House  to  shape  the  Dill  in  the  present 
Session  in  aueh  a  manner  as  to  make  il 
free  from  objection;  but  ev<m  those  who 
wen'  <>r  a  different  opinion,  and  desired  a 
postponement  till  next  Session,  would  do 
well  to  vote  for  the  second  reading,  and 
thus  accelerate  that  particular  stage  in 
which  they  might  most  fully  and  mostle> 
gitimately  explain  t1unr  vi(  ws. 

Mu.  BECKETT  DENISON  did  not 
think,  eonaidering  the  state  of  public  bu- 
siness, that  there  w^as  any  possibility  of 
the  Bill  passing  this  Session.  He  tlmught 
that  the  House  had  been  treated  in  an  un- 
precedented umnuer  in  being  called  upon 
to  giro  its  consMit  to  the  second  reading 
of  a  Bill  whieh  had  been  only  a  few  houra 
on  tho  table.   Ho  should  vote  fur  the 


possible  that,  before  the  rules  were  laid  i  Amendment. 
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simnar  ehaituster,  did  not  raeeive  tbe  Kojal 

Assent  till  the  11th  of  August.  The  re- 
sult of  this  system  was,  that  discussion 
was  cushioned,  and  that  facilitios  were  af- 


Question  put,  "  That  the  word 
Btand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  ITouso  dhidtd: — Ayes  46; 
34 :  Majority  II. 


now 


Noes 


Littofthe  Am, 


Berkeley,  Adm. 
BouTwie,  hen.  E.  P. 
Boyle,  hon.  Cel. 
Broiherton,  J. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carter,  J.  14. 
Cookbui  n,  Sir  A,  J.  E. 
Cock*,  T.  S. 
Cowper,  hon.  W,  F, 
Currio,  II. 

r)u.•k^vorth,  Sir  J.  T.  B. 
Duadas,  Aiim. 
Dundat,  H.  hon.  Sir  D. 

Elliott,  hon.  J.  E. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Ooold,  W. 

Gon!btu'n,  rt.  ham,  U, 
CJrcciK',  T. 
1 1.nvrs,  B. 

Hindlcy,  C. 
Johnstone,  J. 
Labouchcrc,  rt.  hen*  H. 
L»Dgston»  J.  U. 


M'Hr.  L'or,  J. 
Moffatt,  (i. 
Morrit,  D. 
Mulling,  J.  R. 
Oglp,  S.  c.  n. 
Pakingtwn,  Sir  J. 
r.-i'.iiu'rston,  Viact. 
raiktr,  J. 
Price,  Sir  11. 
Soincrvillo,rt.hn.SirW. 
Spoonor,  R. 
TaiuTod.  II.  W. 

T«IUlCQt,  11.  J. 

Thompion,  CoL 

Tollcumrho,  hon.  F.  J. 

Tufncll,  rt.  hon.  11. 

Watkins,  GoL  L. 

WiUon,  J. 

Wilson,  M. 

Wood,  rt.hon.  Sir  C. 

Wood,  SirW.  P. 

TELLERS. 

Uayter,  W.  G. 
Craig,  Sir  W.  G. 


LI«o/<&eNoE8. 


-Anstt-v,  T.  C. 
Barrow,  W.  IL 
BaM,  M.  T. 
IVrocklohxirst,  J. 
Carew,  W.  II.  P. 
Collins,  T. 
Driiibon,  E. 
Duanc,  Col. 
Edwards,  H. 
Elli^  J. 
Forstwr,  M. 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
Frewen,  0.  U. 
Geach,  C. 
rirct'iio,  J. 
Hall.  Sir  B. 
lUleireU,  E.  O. 
Denley,  J.  W, 
Kershaw,  J. 

SiH  BENJAMIN  TTALF.  f^nid.  he  he- 
licved  that  the  counti y  would  regard  with 
feelings  of  disgust  and  indi^fnation  the 
eourse  that  had  heeu  pursued  with  refer- 
ence to  this  Bill.  Uc  ha<\  iinitVn  iiily  ob- 
served that,  when  Bills  were  introduced  on 
the  subject  of  the  temporalities  of  the 
Chnreh,  it  had  been  the  uniform  practice 
to  postpone  them  till  almost  the  last  day 


L.-.<-y,  ir.  C. 
Martin,  J. 
Naa«,  Lord 
X.-.'l.l.  .T. 
iNcwde^'Htr*,  C.  N. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Plo\vden,  W.  a.  C. 
Reid.  Col. 
Sftlwey,  Col. 
Scobeil,  Capt. 
Stuart,  II. 
Walmslcy,  Sir  J, 
Williams,  J. 
Wrightaon,  W.  B. 
Toning,  G.  F. 

TBUSM. 

Ajrlionby,  H.  A. 
Sihlhorp,  Col, 


forded  for  scandalous  jobs  and  abuses.  An* 
other  instanee  of  indeeent  haste  vhieh 

marked  all  these  proceedings  was  cotifaiTicd 
in  a  case  which  came  under  his  own  know- 
ledge.   There  was  a  certain  right  rev. 
Prelate,  who  had  a  deanery  attaobM  to  the 
office  of  l  ishop.    It  was  intended,  hew- 
ever,  bv  tlie  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
to  abolish  the  office  of  dean,  and  an  Act 
abolishing  it  passed  through  both  IIouscs 
of  Parliament.    On  Saturday,  the  9th  of 
August,  Uie  Bill  had  passed  through  all  its 
stages  in  both  Houses,  and  on  Monday, 
the  11th,  it  received  the  Royal  Assent. 
Bnt  on  Sunday,  the  10th,  twenty-foor 
hours  before  the  Bill  was  passed,  this  bi- 
shop got  himself  iiistalliHl  both  as  a  bishop 
and  dean,  and  by  this  ni-^sinnivre  hot  th? 
authority  of  tho  Crowu  uiul  I'arliauient 
completely  at  defiance.   He  hoped  tbst 
they  would  have  no  more  passing  of  Bills 
at  the  end  of  a  Session,  and  thnt  tlift  pre- 
sent measure  would  be  postpuucd  to  give 
them  time  fully  to  consider  its  contents 
and  examine  the  evidence  t^ken  before  the 
Lords'  Committee.    The  episcopal  body 
slsould  have  the  common  decency  to  let 
the  laity  sec  what  they  were  to  bo  called 
on  to  pay  for  their  lands  under  this  Bill; 
for  a  part  of  the  Bill  said  the  Ecclesias* 
tu  al  Commissioners  were  to  determine  the 
whole  that  was  to  be  paid.    Now,  these 
Commissioners  were  the  bishops,  and  be 
did  not  think  they  were  the  parties  who 
ought  to  hftTe  this  power.    There  was  no 
confidence  in  the  Ecclesiastical  ronnnis- 
sioners;  they  were,  in  fact,  a  condcmacd 
body;  and  he  now  told  the  Government 
that  if  they  insisted  upon  passing  thu  BQI 
in  the  present  Session,  he  would  use  every 
influence  in  his  power  to  oppose  it.  It 
was  a  disgraceful  attempt  to  impose  upon 
the  laity  a  eertain  priee  for  the  lands 
whieh  they  held  of  the  Chnreh,  and  that 
price  was  to  be  arbitrarily  imposed  by  the 
bishops  themselves.    The}'  ought  in  com- 
mon decency  to  let  the  nature  of  these 
measures  be  known  in  time.    The  Bill 
had  been  brought  down  from  the  House  of 


of  the  Session,  so  tliat  opportunity  for  •  Lords  no  later  than  last  nicrht,  and  was 
considering  their  provisions  was  utterly  i  circulated  that  morning;  but  the  Govem- 


im^ssible.  The  3rd  &  4th  William  IV., }  ment  had  not  been  able  to  carry  the  see- 
whieh  was  a  Church  Temporalities  Act,  (  ond  reading  by  a  laigcr  majority  than 

did  not  receive  the  Royal  Assent  till  the 
1  1th  of  Anjust;  and  the  3rd  «.t  4th  Vic- 
toria, cap.  illi,  which  was  au  Act  of  a 


eleven.  He  would  (Mier  no  objection  to 
their  ijoin^  into  Cominittfe  on  the  Bill,  if 
there  was  a  distinct  underatuudiug  that  It 
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would  not  be  pressed  to  a  third  reading  Ireland.  So  long  as  the  salary  was  paid 
this  Session  ;  but  if  no  sticli  assurance  bv  Ireland,  there  was  no  thought  of  aboli- 
werc  given,  ho  would  certainly  do  all  in  his  <  tion;  but  wheu  the^xpense  was  thrown  on 


power  to  resist  further  prugross. 


the  Consolidated  Fund,  the  Government 


Colonel  S113TII0RP  agreed  with  the  ■  conteiDplated  rediu  tit  u.  There  wore  cis^h- 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  B.  Ilnll),  that  it  was  a  mi  persons  in  Ireland  who  held  the  ofiioe 
most  unjustifiable  course  for  the  Govern-  ot  paymaster  of  the  ])ulicc  force,  all  of 
ment  to  endeavour  to  take  every  advantage,  ,  whom  liuU  broken  up  their  etitablishnicuts 
end  to  '*daro"  to  foree  down  a  measure  of  |  to  accept  it.  One  offieer,  who  had  been 
this  importance  at  this  lato  period  of  the  ,  thirty  years  in  the  public  anvice,  was  to 
Session.  " " 


be  distuissod  with  Wl.  a  year,  which  was 
Mtt.  AGLIONBY  said,  that  after  the  j  no  compousation  at  all.    He  wished  to  see 
deeiaion  of  the  Honse  in  favour  of  the  |  the  BUI  fall  to  ^  groand,  and  trusted 
second  reading,  ho  should  offer  no  further  ,  that  in  the  next  Session  justice  would  be 

oppo-^itiuii  to  the  Hill  at  present,  but  he  j  done  to  tho  gentlemen  who  were  to  be  dis- 
shoultl  eiuleavour  when  ia  Couimittee  to  mis?cd.  A  great  nuiiiy  cases  ut"  individual 
alter  its  provisions,  lie  should  couimuni-  J  hardship  might,  in  tho  meantime,  be 
cate  with  those  who  were  interested  in  |  brought  before  the  Treaaurj. 
the  question,  which  involved  property  to  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE. 
tho  amount  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of,  QI'KIL  said,  tho  officers  in  question  were, 
pounds;  and  if  there  were  as  many  ohjcc-  |  in  fact,  never  paid  by  the  Irish  counties, 
tions,  after  the  Bill  had  passed  through  !  but  always  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Committee,  as  there  were  now,  ho  should  I  Fund,  thorcforo  the  observation  of  his  hon. 


urge  the  Government  to  withdraw  it  until  Friend  on  that  subject  was  without  founda- 
n^xt  Se««ion.  lie  should  not,  however,  otfer  tion.  The  Government  had  dealt  witli  tlicdo 
any  factious  opposition  to  tho  measure.  ■  olficers  as  tiiey  dealt  with  pubUc  officers 
The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXGUE-  in  England  and  Sootlaud;  when  tbey  found 
QUER'S  own  belief  was.  that  it  would  be  that  they  could  get  their  duties  performed 
very  easy  to  remove  many  of  ihc  ol^ji-ctions  at  a  cheaper  rate,  they  felt  themselves  at 
tu  this  said  Bill  in  rommittco.  i  to  be- j  liberty  to  discontinue  tlieir  services'.  Ue 
licved  tiie  principle  of  tho  niea^uiu  was  i  agreed  that  there  ought  to  bo  some  con- 
sideration for  officers  when  they  were  dis- 
missed; but  that  had  been  done  in  the  pre« 
sent  case  which  was  done  in  all  similar 
ca^cs.  Two  or  three  years  ago  he  oiiercd 
to  put  these  officers  on  the  superannuation 
fund.  They  were  unwilling  to  submit  to 
the  [(Mlui  tiun — declined  to  he  ptit  on  the 
su])oraiinii:itiou  fund,  and,  but  for  a  Clause 
in  thu  Bill,  tliey  would  have  no  compensa- 
tion at  all.  Ue  did  not  know  the  particu« 
lar  cases,  but  tho  same  principle  would  bo 
applied  to  these  offii  i  ?i  as  to  others  whose 
offices  were  abolished.  Compeosatiou 
would  bo  awarded  according  to  the  lengtb 
of  service 

Afu.  Bi:OTJlEirrON  said,  tho  Irish 
constabulary  was  paid  nut  of  the  Consoli- 
dated I'uad,  while  ihut  of  England  was 
paid  by  the  counties.  It  was,  thereforot 
no  question  of  justice  to  Ireland. 

CoiX).VEL  DUNNE  thought  tho  officers 
were  entitled  to  compi  nsaLion.  If  they 
wero  military  officers,  they  should  not  re- 
ceive leas  than  the  half  pay  to  wbich  they 
were  entitled  before  the  Act  passed.  The 
Government  wero  taking  a  wise  course 
ia  abolishing  the  olticcs.  With  the  re- 
duced population  of  Ireland,  there  waa  no 
necessity  for  so  great  a  number  of  itipen- 


bcnoBctal  to  the  lessees. 

Mr.  J.  A.  SMITH  considered  the  Bill 
as  merely  an  experiment,  to  sve  whether 
tho  Church  and  the  lessees  could  come  to 
terms  under  tho  provisions  it  contained. 
But  th'ise  provisions,  if  unaltered,  would 
entail  positive  a:jd  actual  ruin  on  a  great 
number  of  losscof- ;  and  he  was  certain  gross 
injustice  would  be  inflicted,  unless  there 
was  some  proper  legislation  founded  on  tlie 
recoramond  i'iions  of  tho  report. 

Mn.  Sl'UON!:]l  thoujrht  the  hon.  and. 
learne<l  Solicitor  General  had  taken  a  very  " 
correct  view  of  the  eviU  which  existed,  and 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
undertake  the  conduct  of  the  Bill,  it  would 
probably  conui  before  tho  House  in  a  way 
which  would  meet  with  general  approval. 

Main  Queetioa  put,  and  agreed  to;  Bill 
read  2",  and  eommUted  for  TO'^nwrow. 

CONST.\BULART  FORCE  (IRELAiXD;  BILL. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
House  in  Committee. 
Clause  1. 

Mr,.FITZ8TEPUEN  FRENCH  said, 
a  more  unju.«t  measure  than  this  was  never 
proposed.  The  object  was  to  abolish  the 
office  of  paymaster  of  tho  constabulary  in 
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diary  mngistratea  as  sofentj  piid  OBi  of 

the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Mr.  OONOLLY  considcrod  that  tlio 
Lord  Li(nitcuuiit  ought  to  have  the  power 
of  altering  the  numbere  of  the  oonstaba- 
Iwrj  foroo  in  each  county,  city,  or  town. 
Tho  population  of  Limerick  and  Wnter- 
ford  had  increased  3  to  3  per  cent;  that 
of  Belfast,  32;  and  that  of  Galway^dper 
oent}  while  the  population  of  the  raral 
districts  had  decreased,  llence  the  neces- 
sity of  augmenting  the  force  in  those  dis- 
tricts where  there  bad  been  an  increase, 
and  reducing  it  in  othera.  Donegal,  which 
was  the  sixth  county  in  population,  and 
tho  fourth  in  extent  in  Ireland,  was  the 
twenty-sixth  in  tho  uumber  of  its  constab- 
ulary. 

Sir  henry  BARRON  aaid,  that  the 
]ate  Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  proposing  the  rc- 

penl  of  the  com  law<».  hivl  promised  that 
the  people  of  Irclaud  ahould  be  relieved 
from  all  charge  fbr  the  police;  but  thia 
pledge  had  not  been  carried  out.   In  Wa^ 

terford  and  Pone^al  they  were  now  paying 
for  a  portion  of  tho  ])ulicc  force.  The 
amount  was  not  largo;  hut  in  the  present 
imporeriehed  conditimi  of  Ireland  they 
ought  to  be  relieved  from  it. 

Mil.  SCUJJ-Y  «ald,  there  were  1  ,2l'0 
police  in  tiie  county  of  Tipperary,  the  cost 
of  Avhich  was  53,000i.  per  annum.  In  the 
present  state  of  quiet  olT  the  south  of  Ire- 
land, a  large  reduction  might  safely  be 
made.  In  Limericlc»  out  of  ^'20  police, 
185  had  been  charged  on  tho  lour  baro- 
nies, 60  on  the  county  at  large,  and  only 
75  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund. 

Loud  NA.A  S  wished  to  know  if  the  dis- 
placed pnvniasters  would  receive  tho  same 
superannuation  ailovvauce  as  those  who 
had  subscribed  to  the  superannuation 
fand. 

The  CITAXCELLOR  op  the  KXCITR- 
QUKR  said,  he  did  not  propose  to  put 
tbera  on  the  same  footing  as  those  who 
had  contributed  to  this  fundi  but  he  would 
ffivo  them  preci'»elY  the  same  allowance  as 
was  made  to  the  officers  who  had  not  so 
contributed. 

SmDENHAH  NORRETS  considered 
that  the  clause  inflicted  a  cruel  hardship 
on  the  paymasters,  and  he  should  more  an 


QUKU  Faid,  he  was  troatbg  the  paymas- 
ters like  all  other  ofticers  of  the  same 
elas?.  If  the  word^  were  struck  out,  they 
would  ouly  bo  cxcilmg  hopes  that  he  could 
not  fulfil. 

Question  put,  **  That  tho  words  pro- 
posed to  be  Idi  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  <MM;--Ajea  99t 
Noes  6:  Majority  33. 

Clause  agreed  to;  as  were  also  rianses 
2  and  3.    Clauses  4  and  6  iUrwk  oul. 
Clause  6  agreed  to. 
Pfeamble  agntd  in. 
House  resumed  D  i  r  reported;  as  aaiend« 
ed,  to  he  consulered  To-morrow. 

The  Kon«e  adjourned  at  a  quarter  be- 
fore Uiic  u  clock.  , 


HOtJSE  OF  LORDS, 

Friday,  August  i,  1851« 

MiKUTSB.1  Foauo  Bius.— 1'  Lunaiios  (ladis); 
Now  ZetXmA  Settlements}  Crown  Estate 

r.nTing. 

2*  Custome;  Shsep^  Ae.  Contagious  Dtsordeif 

Prevention  ;  Commissioners  o(  Railwajs  Act 

Kopcnl ;    Lands  Cbiuscs  Cuiisolidation  (hre- 

land)  ;  Steam  Navigation. 
Ri-ported— Grand  Jury  Cesa (Ireland);  Medical 

Charities  (Ireland). 
3*  Churches  and  I'li.TjK-ls  (Ircl.iiul)  :  Ecolcsbs- 

tical  Keaidenoes  (Ireland) ;  United  Church  of 

England  and  treland;  Coort  of  Ghaneerjr  asl 

Juiliiinl  roinmittee, 

ItoYAL  AssEXT. — Chief  Justices  Salaries;  Woods, 
ForBstfl,  Ao.  $  Tithe  R«Dtoharge  AeMsnneBt: 
Arrest  of  AbHt-umling  Debtor*  ;  Expen?!'"^  of 
Prosecutions  ;  ILimault  Forest;  Victoria  I'ark; 
Unlawful  Oaths  (Ireland);  Turnpike  Roadi 
fTrolaixl)  ;  Private  Lunatic  AstIuius  (  Ireland); 
Public  Works  (Irobnd);  Local  Aots  (Preli- 
minary Inquiries )  ;  (  haritaWtJ  Iristitiiuons  No- 
tices ;  Commons  Inclosuro  (No.  2):  Ciril 
Bills,  Ac.  (Ireland)  :  Ecclesiastical  Titles  At- 
Hiimption  ;  Militia  Pay;  Soap  I>utios  ;  Copy- 
hold, Jnolosure,  and  Titho  CommisNooti 
Smithfteld  Mnrket  Rottumd  ;  Slook  ia  Ttade. 

PllOMOTiON  IN  THE  NAVY. 
E AUi,  TALBOT  rose  to  move  for  "  copies 
of  si>  Hiuch  of  the  Oideis  in  Council  of 
Juned,  1747|  March     1771;  December 
19,  1804;  June  30,  1827,  and  Augu^^t  10. 


1S40,  as  relates  to  the  proraotioti  of  Cap- 
Amendment,  in  order  to  leave  the  qucs-  \  tains  and  Commanders  in  tbe  Sajj;  iin«l 
tion  of  compensation  on  open  one  to  tbe  [  also  of  any  rules  or  regnbitioas  msdo  bj 

the  Admiralty  for  tbeir  guidance* in  pre- 
venting any  officers  of  tho  Nary  from  ob- 
taining their  promotion;  as  well  as  any 
rules  for  considering  any  officer  of  the 
Navy  eligible  for  promotioii  in  ndditioa  to 


Treasury. 

Amendment  proposed,  "  In  page  2,  line 

9,  to  leave  out  from  tho  word  'discon- 
tinued' to  tho  word  '  »uch,'  in  line  12." 

Tho  CHANGBLLOR  or  thb  EXOEE- 
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the  acttre  senrice  at  sea,  aeoording  to  tbc 
Orders  in  Coonoil."    The  noble  Earl  said, 
his  object  in  movini*^  for  thcso  papers  was 
to  enable  their  Lordships  to  oonsiUer  the 
Bubjeet  of  the  Orders  in  Council  with  re- 
ferenoe  to  the  pFomotion  of  offieen  in  the 
Navy,  so  as  to  prepare  the  vraj  for  a  Afo- 
tion  wliich  he  intended  to  hriiig  forward 
on  a  future  occasion  for  an  Address  to  the 
Crown,  praying  that  these  mles  and  regu- 
lations of  the  Admiralty,  which  were  a 
great  hardship  and  Injustice  to  the  officers 
of  the  Navy,  as  well  as  a  serious  detriment 
to  the  service,  might  undergo  revision  and 
amendment.    Great  dissattsfsetion  existed 
in  the  Navy  on  account  of  these  rules,  the 
effect  of  which  was  to  place  officers  on  the 
retired  list  for  life  who  wished  to  servo 
their  country,  and  to  glTO  a  prefSnreoce  to 
others  who  were  not  entitled  to  special  fa 
vonr.    The  noblo  Earl  gave  a  number  of 
examples  of  officers  who  experienced  hard- 
ship under  the  existing  rules  from  being 
pnt  on  the  retired  list.   The  first  was  the 
ease  of  Rear- Admiral  Sir  Andrew  Green, 
and  the  next  tliat  of  Rear-Admiral  Moore. 
There  was  also  Sir  John  Ross,  who,  al- 
though he  had  not  been  employed  in  a  post 
ship,  had  yet  performed  distinguished  ser- 
vices for  many  years  in  the  Polar  Seas, 
and  now  wis  in  search  of  Sir  John  Frank- 
lin.   Sir  George  Westphal,  and  (Japtnin 
O'Brien,  whose  adventures  in  escaping  from 
a  French  prison  were  so  well  known,  M-ere 
other  instances  of  officers  on  whom  these 
rules  operated  nnfairly.    (Jreat  stress  had 
been  laid  by  the  advocates  of  the  present 
system  of  retirement  on  the  fact  that,  this 
class  of  officers  didnotask  foremploynienti 
but  he  knew  the  case  of  one  officer  who 
had  applied  no  less  than  eighty  times,  and 
yet  he  was  not  employed.    When  those 
officers  were  put  on  the  retired  list  against 
their  will,  and  Sir  William  Parker — whoso 
distinguished  services  he  freely  acknow- 
ledged— was  allowed  to  continue  in  the  per- 
petual command  of  the  Mediterranean  fleet, 
he  thought  it  was  a  refleetion  upon  those 
>vlio  were  excluded  from  service.  Then, 
again,  tliere  was  the  case  of  Ca[itain  Mar- 
tin, who  had  been  for  so  many  years  in 
command  of  a  squadron  of  frigates;  and 
yet  other  officers  having  an  equal  claim 
were  prevented  from  having  n  tnrn.  He 
said,  let  every  officer  have  his  chance  of 

fetting  to  the  top  of  the  tree.  He  (Earl 
'albot)  himself  had  applied  to  the  Admi- 
ralty; and  could  not  get  employment,  but 
why  not  he  could  not  tell.  lie  had  now 
been  fourteen  years  on  shore,  and  felt 
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rusty.   He  thought  the  Admindty  ought 

to  allow  the  time  which  an  officer  had 
served  ns  commander  to  count  in  his  favour, 
and  that  the  Orders  in  Council  ooght  to  be 
modified  so  as  to  permit  officers  to  serve 
a  certain  time  within  the  few  years  pre- 
ceding their  ohtaining  a  flag,  in  order  tO 
prepare  them  for  active  service.  Ho  hoped 
the  Government  would  consent  to  revise 


the  existing  rules,  which  he  bdieved would 
be  only  an  act  of  justice  to  deserving  of- 
ficers, and  would  also  tend  to  the  benefit 

of  the  service. 

Earl  GREY  said,  there  could  be  no 
possible  objection  to  produdng  the  papers 

moved  for;  indeed,  ho  believed  they  were 
already  before  both  TTnnscs  of  Parliament. 
As  to  the  selection  ot  officers  for  flogs,  un- 
doubtedly there  were  suoh  rules;  but  eacli 
Board  of  Admiralty  formed  roles  for  them- 
selves, and  they  were  never  reduced  to 
writing ;  ho  lioped,  therefore,  his  noble 
Friend  would  omit  the  second  part  of  his 
Motion.  [Earl  Tiisor  consented  to  de 
so.]  In  that  case  he  (Earl  Gray)  should 
not  think  it  necessary  to  go  into  the  mat- 
ters alluded  to  by  the  noble  Earl,  further 
than  to  say  that  he  did  not  understand 
from  the  Earl's  statement  what  course  he 
wished  the  Goremment  to  pursue.  It  was 
undoubtedly  very  desirable  for  the  interests 
of  the  service,  to  reduce  the  ineffective  list. 
Out  of  the  large  number  of  admirals,  very 
few*  could  he  employed  on  active  service. 
In  reference  to  the  cases  alluded  to  hy  the 
noble  llarl,  ho  believcil  not  ono  of  thr^e 
officers  had,  at  the  timo  they  catered  liie 
service,  or  for  many  years  after,  any  better 
chanee  of  promotion  than  they  would  now 
enjoy.  The  noble  Earl  nfl'irttpd  that  to 
qualify  a  man  as  admiral,  ho  must  nut  only 
have  served,  but  have  served  recently;  and 
that  was  the  veiy  spirit  of  the  recent  regula- 
tions. He  deprecated  the  practiee  of  eanvas- 
sing  in  Parliament  the  jtanicular  gmunds 
on  which  appointments  to  high  commands 
were  made  by  the  Crown  j  were  this  done 
in  every  case,  the  greatest  blow  would  be 
inflicted,  not  only  on  the  interests  of  tlie  ser- 
vice, hut  on  the  constitution  of  the  country. 
The  nifUe  Earl  Imd  complained  of  Sir  Wil- 
liam Parker  being  so  long  eon^ued  in  the 
Mediterranean;  but  was  it  to  bo  tolerated 
that  when  the  Crown  thought  the  services 
of  a  particular  officer  valuable  in  certain 
cireumstnnees.thathe  ought  to  be  displaced 
because  otlicr  officers  thought  thomselTes  as 
well  qualified  ?  On  this  i)rinciple  even  Lord 
Nelson  himself  might  have  been  removed 
from  his  command.    This  was  a  priueiple 
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wholly  iaadmissible.  If  onj  caso  of  parti- 
ality could  be  made  out,  the  case  would  be 
difTorent;  but  lie  was  certain  this  would 
not  occur  with  reference  to  the  gallant 
Oiiicer  who  had  been  uamod. 

The  DuKB  of  NORTHUMBERLAND 
taidf  he  thought  it  most  desirable  that 
ofiicers  should  know  what  were  tho  rules  of 
the  Admiralty  with  respect  to  promotion, 
so  that  they  might  be  aware  of  what  they 
had  to  expect.  He  shoald  therefore  propose 
that  the  Motion  should  beleft  in  its  integrity. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  said,  that  there 
were  no  such  formal  rules,  and  that  there 
eould  be  no  such  formal  niles,  as  thoae  re> 
ferred  to  in  the  latter  part  of  the  Motion. 
Tfo  believed  tlicrc  was  no  objection  to  f^rant 
tlir  former  part  of  the  Motion  of  tho  uoble 
Eaii  oppottito  (Euri  Xalbot). 

Eaal  TALB0T»  in  replymg,  viahed  to 
advert  to  one  point  alluded  to l^tfao  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Gr<»y)  who  had  succeeded  him  in 
that  discussion.  It  had  been  observed  that 
lie  wanted  only  to  promote  tho  interests  of 
the  profeaaion,  without  at  all  consl<lering 
those  of  tho  public:  now  he  tlioii^jht  he 
could  not  subgtawtittUv  advance  tlie  inter- 
ests  of  the  profcasiou  without  advancing 
thoaeof  the  piiblie  alto. 

First  part  of  Motion  agrud  to;  the 
aecond  negatived. 

House  adjourned  till  Tomorrow. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  August  1,  1851. 

IHiTfVTBS.]    Nkw  AViitT.  —  For  Bfurnpatriok,  V» 
Richard  Ker,  Esq.  C'liiltcrn  HundrcdN. 
Public  Bills — 'i""  Now  Zealand  Settlements; 
Lunatics  (India) ;   CoUcotioa  of  Fiiies, 
(Ireland). 

COUNTY  COURTS  FUUTIIEa  EXTENSION 

BILL. 

House  in  Committee. 
The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  moved 
that  the  following  CJauBO  ahould  be  added 

to  the  Bill , 

"  And  whereas  it  is  provided  by  Act  OA  in 
Viet.  e.  95,  s.  iO,  that  tho  salaries  to  bo  received 
in  any  crisc  )>y  the  Juii?i>9  and  olcrks  of  County 
Courts,  stiall  be  1,200/.  by  a  Judge,  and  600/.  by  a 
elnrk,  he  it  eiMMtcd  tbat  after  the  p;i!wing  of  this 
Act,  tho  greatest  salaries  to  be  rccciveil  in  ;uiy 
ease  by  tho  said  Judges  and  clerks  respoctirely, 
aliall  b«  1,0001.  \ij  a  iudgo,aad  TOOt.  bjr  a  clerk." 

Aa  thejwere  now  going  to  impoee  on  these 
Judges  additional  duties,  incloding  a  very 

important  purt  of  the  business  no^  trans- 
acted in  tho  offices  of  tlic  Masters  in  Chan- 
oery,  he  thought  it  would  oul^  bu  justice 


to  give  thorn  a  commcnsorate  inerease  in 

their  incomes. 

Mu.  W.  WILLIAMS  suul,  he  objected 
to  the  clause.  In  many  oases  the  Judp^cs 
of  thc&c  Courts  were  not  more  than  Imlf 
employed;  aod  as  thej  did  not  in  general ' 
now  receive  more  tlian  1 ,000f.  a  year,  he 
thouo^ht  the  power  which  already  existed 
to  raise  their  salaries  to  l,200i.  would  bo 
quite  sufficient  to  secure  their  adequate  re- 
mnoeration  for  the  additional  duties  to  be 
imposed  upon  them.  No  one  at  present 
knew  what  the  amount  of  thoso  duties 
would  be;  but  should  it  turn  out  that  thejr 
were  not  sufficiently  paid  at  1,2002.  a  year, 
he  shoidd  not  then  object  to  ossent  to  the 
provisions  of  the  proposed  clause.  Tie 
wfMilii  puf^gcst  that,  except  perhaps  a: 
iiiauchester  and  Liverpool,  the  Couiay 
Court  Judges  should  be  invested  i^itb  » 
jurisdiction  in  bankruptcy.  In  some  parte 
of  the  country,  especially  in  Wales,  parties 
experienced  considerable  inconveuicuce 
from  the  distance  which  they  had  to  travel 
tofattcud  the  Courts  of  Baiutruptey. 

Mr.  COLLINS  said,  It  was  his  intention 
to  oppose  the  Clause.  Its  object  was  to 
incrcuso  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  from' 
1,0002.  and' 1,200?.  a  year,  to  1,500/.  a 
year.  He  believed  that  1,000^  a  year 
was  quite  sufficient  to  secure  tho  services 
of  eminent  lawyers,  and  that  1,200^.  a 
year  would  be  abuudant  compensation  fur 
any  additionel  labour  thrown  upon  them, 
lie  was  fortified  in  this  opinion  by  the  de- 
claration of  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, who  declared  last  Session  that  1,0002. 
a  year  was  quite  sufficient  sa1«ry  f»  the 
Judp^es  of  tho  County  Courts. 

.^n;  GEOKGl':  TEC  HELL  was  by  uo 
means  uf  opinion  tliat  the  salary  proposed 
to  be  ipTon  to  the  Judges  of  County  Courts 
was  too  much.  In  tho  county  of  Sussex, 
with  which  he  was  best  acquainted,  tho 
Judges  had,  iu  some  instouces,  to  travel 
1 00  miles  to  reach  theur  Courts.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  it  was  intended  to  give 
tlie  Judges  the  whole  salary  of  l,r;()0/. ,  as 
none  of  them  had  more  than  1,0002.  a 
year  at  present. 

Tho  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  seid, 
that  tho  objeot  of  tlio  dause  was  to  make 
tho  maximum  salary  1,500?.  a  year.  Se- 
veral of  tlie  Judges  had  now  more  onerous 
duties  to  perform  than  others,  and  it  was 
proposed  to  give  them  1,5002.  a  year. 

Mil.  CLAY  said,  that  up  this;  time, 
in  his  opinion,  tho  County  Court  Judges 
had  not  received  sufficient  rcmuneratioa 
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for  their  services.  The  words  "  uot  ex- 
ceeding 1,2001.'*  he  always  understood  to 

-  mean  1,2001,;"  and  yet  they  had  been 
paid  in  most  crises  not  more  than  1,000?. 
This  had  been  adding  insult  to  injury,  and 
he  should  like  to  hear  from  tho  Govern- 
ment that  it  was  intended  to  ha?o  a  mini- 
mum  salary  of  1,200/. 

Sir  GEORGE  STRICKLAND  had 
g^rcat  confidence  in  County  Courts,  and 
wtthed  to  see  their  respectabilily  main- 
tained, and  the  Judges  property  paid. 
They  were  incren?sing  in  importance  every 
day,  and  Iti^  sliould  support  the  clause. 

Ma.  AGLIONBY  would  also  support 
the  Clause,  and  in  the  absenco  of  any  op- 
positiou,  save  that  offered  hy  two  hon. 
Goiitlcracn,  hoped  that  the  Committee 
would  at  once  agree  to  it,  and  would  de- 
tetmine  that  the  minimnm  salaiy  should  be 
1 ,200^  pof  aiuuim. 

Mu.  BECKETT  DENISON  said,  that 
there  was  a  greater  difference  in  tlio 
amount  of  work  to  he  done  iu  ditferent 
distriets  than  there  was  between  1,2002. 
and  1,5002.  a  year.  In  fact,  he  know 
that  some  district-  were  better  worth 
1,500/.  than  otliera  were  worth  1,000/. 
He  found  nothing  in  the  clause  about  a 
miniinom  salary,  and  he  should  prefer  to 
leave  the  proportion  in  the  hands  of  the 
proper  authorities. 

Mr.  mulling S  said,  that  he  should 
support  the  ehmw.  In  some  cases  he 
knew  that  the  Judges  were  monstrously 
orerworked.  He  was  neqnaitncd  with  one 
of  tho  most  active,  wlio  Iiad  assured  him 
that  without  a  deputy  it  wuuld  have  been 
impossible  for  him  to  get  througli  his  work, 
ana  that  his  salary  had  only  left  him  a 
eloar  income  of  700/.  a  year. 

Ma.  J.  WILLIAMS  would  urge  upon 
tiie  Government  to  transfer  the  bank- 
ruptoy  hnsiness  of  North  Wales  to  the 
County  Court  Jnd<je.s  in  the  districts.  It 
was  well  known  that  creditors  in  North 
Wales  lust  thousands  a  year  because  they 
could  not  go  to  Liverpool  to  prove  small 
debts  before  Commissioners  who  did  not 
understand  the  Welsh  language.  He  ap- 
proved of  tb.e  proposition  to  raiae  the 
salaries  of  the  Judges  of  these  Courts, 
and  he  would  suggest  that  the  duties  of 
tho  revising  barristers  photild  be  also 
transferred  to  them,  by  which  means  a 
saving  would  be  effected  of  1,2(^0/.  a  year. 

Sm  JOHN  DUCKWORTH  ozpressod 
hia  approval  of  the  clause,  as  he  thought 
the  County  Court  Judgea  were  not  sufii- 
ciontly  paid. 


Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  ho  would 
not  divide  the  Committee. 

Mb.  HARDCASTLE  said,  he  wished 
to  propose  an  Amendment  that  it  was  ex- 
pedient to  provide  salaries  for  assistant 
clerks  in  those  cases  where  the  office  of 
clerk  is  held  by  the  same  individual  for 
more  than  one  Cotu't.  He  was  assured, 
on  competent  authority,  that  the  duties  of 
the  district  assistaut  clerks  were  by  far 
more  onerous  than  those  of  any  other 
ufHecr  of  tho  Court.  The  Amendment 
which  he  begL'Cfl  fo  propose  would  be  to 
g-ive  300?.  to  tho  assistant  clerk,  such  as- 
sistant clerk  being  an  attorney  of,  and  duly 
admitted  in,  one  m  the  Superior  Courts. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  approved  of 
the  Amendment,  and  would  suggest  that 
as  the  work  was  all  done  by  the  oasistaut 
clerks  throughout  the  country,  the  office  of 
clerk  might  be  dispensed  with  altogether. 

Tho  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCUE- 
(JI'ER  said,  that  tho  Amendment  might 
lead  to  great  abuses.  A  certain  sum  wan 
allowed  fbr  clerks'  work,  and  the  principal 
clerk  very  propody  appointed  a  deputy 
clerk  to  assist  hira. 

Mu.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  the  Amend- 
ment, if  agreed  to,  would  treble  the  ex- 
pense of  tho  County  Court  system,  because 
an  assistant  clerk  would  have  to  be  ap> 
pointed  in  every  district. 

Mr.  COLLINS  said,  it  was  Ids  inten- 
tion to  support  the  Amendment.  In  his 
own  neighbourhood  the  assistant  clerk  hod 
to  keep  his  olfice  o])cn  from  ten  till  fotir 
o'clock,  and  all  tho  remuneration  he  re- 
ceived was  70/.  a  year. 

Amendment  vrithdraum;  Claose  a^eed 
to.    Other  Clanscs  moved  and  agreed  to. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

House  rcaunied.    Bill  reported. 

CUURCU  BUILDING  ACTS  AMEKDME2<T 
BILL. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eoimdered. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  moved 
the  addition  of  the  following  Olauso  after 

Clause  29 

'*  After  iiexc  avoidance,  Bishop  may  cans©  a 
church  to  bo  provided  in  any  benefice  having  a 
population  of  forty  persoiw,  vid  ao  income  exceed- 
ing I'iOl.,  where  there  has  been  no  ofcaroh  for  tan 

years." 

Clause  brought  up,  and  road  P. 

Motion  ninde.  **  That  the  said  Clause  be 
now  lead  a  Second  Time." 

Mr.  FBEWEN  said,  he  must  compliiin 
that  he  had  not  been  fairly  treated  in  this 
matter.  He  tbou^'ht  this  clan{5e  would 
not  apply  to  a  great  number  of  cases  which 
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he  thought  ought  to  be  met  bjr  such  a 
vroTision,  He  objected  also  to  l&e  elaasc 
Wlig  limltcil  to  incomes  of  150^  a  year. 
He  thought,  likewise,  that  tho  clause 
ought  to  bo  made  to  apply  to  benefices 
which  were  now  void. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  could 
nssnro  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Frcwcnl  that 
he  had  cncloavourcd  bond  fide  to  can  y  out 
what  appeared  to  be  the  expressed  wish  of 
the  Hotise  when  this  Bill  was  last  under 
its  eonsideration.  He  admitted  the  clause 
nssntncd  ratlicr  a  strontr  ehfiracfor,  Init  lie 
had  founded  it  on  tho  precedent  whiuii 
enabled  a  bishop  to  compel  a  clergyman 
to  erect  a  parsonage  house.  The  hon. 
Mcuilier  paid  150f.  was  too  liic:!)  a  sum; 
but  he  would  remind  the  hon.  (ientleuian 
that  a  bishop  could  compel  a  clergyman 
with  an  ineome  of  only  IdOI.  a  year  to 
build  a  parsonage.  Where  there  tras  no 
parsonage  hou^o  the  clergyman  could  be 
charged  upon  his  incomo  of  150^.  to 
provide  a  parsonage  house,  the  payment  of 
that  6002.  being  spread  over  a  period  of 
thirty  years.  P.y  this  clause  he  would  be 
charged  ^viih  the  pavmcnt  of  750/.  uiorL', 
which  would  reduce  tho  auuual  value  of 
the  beueflce  to  little  more  than  1002.  But 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  reduced  the  sum 
below  150?.,  then  on  an  ineome  below  that 
sum  the  clergyman  would  have  to  pay  from 
1,200/.  to  1,3001.  over  a  period  of  thu-ty 
years. 

Siii  JOHN  DrCKWORTII  .said,  he 
must  protest  against  the  passiuf^  of  a 
clause  involving  so  important  a  principle 
in  the  way  proposed.  With  regard  to  the 
building  of  parsdnage  houses,  that  was  a 
Icfritimnte  charge  on  the  fund  ?et  apart 
for  the  incomo  of  tho  clergyman;  but  this 
clause  wont  on  a  totally  dmerent  principle. 
As  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Frewen)  who 
introduced  the  claii.^e  first  uf  all,  to  which 
this  was  an  aniendnioiit,  had  stated  that 
the  clause  as  now  altered  was  uui  une  to 
which  he  attached  any  talue*  he  (Su>  J. 
Duckworth)  trusted  the  Government  would 
allow  it  to  be  negatived. 

Mb.  GOULBUUN  said,  in  bis  opinion 
this  Clause  proceeded  in  a  wrong  direction. 
His  view  of  dealing  with  the  case  would  bo 
this  :  that  the  hisliop  sliouhl  exercise  the 
power  which  he  had  of  insisting  that  a 
clergyman  should  live  iu  his  pari:;h,  and 
then  the  building  of  a  parsonage  house 
would  vei*y  soon  be  accomplished. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  if  the 
House  was  opposed  to  the  proposition,  ho 
was  not  disposed  to  press  il. 


.  Question  put,  and  negatited. 

Amendments  made ;  BiU  to  be  read  T 
ro^mofToio. 

EPISCOPAL  AND  CAPITULAR  ESTATES 
MANAGEMEKT  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaTO  the 
Choir.*' 

Mr.  J.  A.  SMITH  asbed  whether  the 

noble  Lord  at  the  head  uf  the  GovernmcQi 
^^-ould  lay  on  tlie  table  of  the  House  the 
rules  by  which  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners proposed  to  be  guided  in  deaUng 
with  the  iessees  of  Church  property  now 
under  the  control  of  the  CutnuilsbionLrj  ? 

LoHD  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  there 
were  uo  rules  that  had  boon  mode  by  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  since  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  therefore  there  were  no  rales 
of  the  kind  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
alluded  which  could  be  laid  on  the  table  of 
the  House.  He  believed  the  Committee 
of  tho  House  of  Lonls  consisteJ  in  great 
part  of  tho  Ecclesiastical  Coiunussioner?. 
and  therefore  it  might  be  supposed 
Commissioners  were  acquainted  with  the 
views  of  that  Comtnittce. 

Sn:  BESM  AMIN  HALL  asked  whether 
hon.  Members  could  be  furnished  witit 
copies  of  the  minutes  of  evidence  taken  is 
tho  House  of  Lords,  before  the  House  pro- 
ceeded further  with  this  Bill? 

Mu,  Sl'UOMEH  said,  the  evidence  h»d 
been  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Sis  BEXJAUm  HALL  said,  tbeBD 
was  brought  down  late  on  the  31st  of  Julj, 
and  read  a  second  time  yesterday  (Thurs- 
day), and  he  had  asked  if  hon.  Meniben 
might  not  have  the  eiidence  printed  sal 
placed  in  their  hands  hefofo  they  proceeded 

with  this  Bill. 

Loni)  JOHN'  EUSSELL  taid,  no  sach 
rules  uf  the  Ecule&ia:>ticul  Commi&siouers 
had  been  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  got  LBURN  said,  the  Committc^e. 
having  uo  duties  imposed  upon  them  bv 
this  Bill,  had  not  framed  any  rules  or 
regulations  with  regard  to  a  measure 
had  Do:       iv«>il  the  assent  of  ParUsmesi 

Sm  ilENllV  WlLLOUGHBYthouglit 
it  was  nut  a  fair  or  reasonable  course  to 
a»k  the  House  to  go  into  Committee  on 
this  Bill  until  the  evideuee  taken  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  was  printed, 
and  in  the  hands  of  Member''. 

The  SOLICITOR  GExNERAL  said,  tiit 
Bill  was  merely-  nf  a  penniMiTe  ebaracMc* 
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ito  object  being  to  enable  ell  parties  to  do 
wbat  they  ooidd  not  now  do,  if  they  thought 
fit  to  avail  themselves  of  llio  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  The  evidence  taken  before  the 
II0U80  of  Lorcia  could  hare  no  bearing 
tipoa  tbat  question. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  thougbt 
the  li^'Ti,  and  leanied  Gciitlemnn  had  civen 
the  best  reason  for  delay.  It  would  be 
luelesa  to  disonss  the  principle  of  dealing 
•with  the  property  which  was  the  subject  of 
the  Bill,  until  tlicy  had  the  evidence  before 
them  on  which  the  Bill  wua  founded. 

Colonel  TnuMPSON  wished  to  have 
Us  lay  intelleot  diBtinetly  informed  whether 
It  waa  or  was  not  Jntended  bj  this  Bill  to 
force  an  ngreement  on  nny  nnwilling  par- 
ties ?  [Several  Hon.  MEMUiius  uu  the  Min- 
isterial beneh:  No,  no!]  Ho  assumed, 
then,  that  it  was  distinetrf  asserted  that 
the  Bill  only  gave  a  power  in  sonic  quarter 
to  legalise  an  agreement  made  between 
consenting  parties.  If  that  was  so,  there 
tSovHA  be  no  objection  to  its  going  into  Com- 
mittee.  Ho  voted  upon  that  assurance. 

Mr.  AGHONBY  said,  the  Bill  was  only 
penuissire.  It  did  not  compel  any  party 
to  enter  into  the  agreement  in  question; 
but  he  was  sorry  to  sny  there  were  more 
contracting  parties  to  those  agreements 
than  two.  There  were  t!io  lessees  on  tiio 
one  hand,  and  the  ecclciiiastical  bodies  on 
the  others  end,  thirdly,  there  were  the 
Church  Estates  Cotnniissioners. 

Mr.  QOULBUEN:  They  were ooiuent- 
ing  parties. 

Mb«  AGLIOKBT  :  Yerj  well ;  but  if 
a  permissive  agreement  eottld  not  be  car- 
ried into  effect  without  the  consent  of  those 
Cointnissioncr?,  he  cntild  rccrard  thorn  in  no 
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system— and  he  (Sir  B.  Hall)  believed  he 

was — and  if  the  noble  Lord  wished  theni 
to  have  a.  fair  Bill,  he  ought  to  give  them 
a  fair  time  for  considerini;  it.  Wliv  should 
they  be  put  in  a  worse  position  iii  that 
House  than  noble  Lords  were  in  the  other, 
where  ample  time  had  been  given  for  con- 
sidering the  whole  subject  ?  The  Com- 
niissioners  had  made  two  rc|>orts.  the  one 
in  January  and  the  other  m  July,  1850, 
whieh  were  most  admirably  calculated  to 
cany  out  the  objects  which  hon.  Members 
had  in  view.  The  principles  on  which  the 
lessors  and  lessees  ought  to  act  were  those 
whieh  were  embodied  in  those  two  reports 
of  the  Commissioners.  If  the  gentlemen 
forming  that  Commission  had  any  leaning, 
it  would  rather  be  in  favour  of  the  episco- 
pal and  eapitnlar  bodies,  and  certainly  not 
in  favour  of  the  lessees.  A  Bill  was  found- 
ed on  those  reports.  Tlie  groinids  on  which 
that  Bill  proceeded  were  greatly  in  fnrour 
of  the  lessors,  though  it  was  said  to  be 
founded  on  the  reports  of  the  Commission- 
ers. That  Bill  was  brought  in  by  Lord 
Carlisle,  «anetioned  by  the  episcopal  and 
capitular  bodies,  and  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners.  Hon.  Members  were  na- 
turally led  to  believe,  when  the  Govern- 
ment brought  in  a  Bill  of  tbat  l<ind,  de^ 
fining  clearly  the  grounds  on  which  enfrnn- 
chiscmcnts  wore  to  go,  that  such  a  mea- 
sure would  have  pasiwd.  The  very  day  on 
which  that  Bill  was  read  a  secotul  time,  an 
objection  was  taken  to  it  by  the  JJishops; 
and  the  only  ground  on  which  it  was  pcr> 
mitted  to  be  read  a  second  time  was,  that 
it  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Commit* 
tee  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  It 
was  referred  to  a  Committee.    Of  whom 


other  light  than  as  pat  ties  tu  the  contract,  was  that  Goniinittco  composed  ?  It  was 
He  asked  the  Government  and  the  right  I  composed  of  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 

bou.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Qoulburn), '  the  Archbishop  of  York,  and  the  Bishops 


under  the  circumstances,  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  the  Bill  until  the 
next  SesMote  of  Parliament. 

Sib  benjamin  HALL  said,  the  no- 
blc  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
uiustbe  aware  that  there  was  a  strong  tool- 
ing in  the  House  that  the  present  system 
of  taking  fines  upon  leases  should  be  abo- 
lished. Everybody  was  agreed  upon  that 
point.  But  the  real  question  was,  whether 
those  hon.  Members  who  wore  the  ropre- 
aentatives  in  Parliament  of  the  lessees, 
and  the  lessees  themselves,  should  have 
time  to  consider  tho  Bill  now  broujrht 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House  ? 
He  contended,  if  the  noble  Lord  was  sin- 
cere ia  hii  wish  %tt  abolish  the  existing 


of  London,  AVinchester,  Lincoln,  Salis- 
bury, Norwich,  Oxford,  and  St.  Asaph. 
[An  Rou,  Mbiiber:  Read  on.]  There 
Were  laymen  hv  (Sir  B.  Hall)  admitted; 
but  there  were  nine  of  the  Episco]*aI  Bench 
and  the  Ecclesiastical  ("omtnissioncrs,  who 
ought  not  to  have  sut  in  a  Uuiumittee  on 
the  Bill,  they  being  parties  interested  in 
the  matter.  The  great  evil  as  regarded 
Select  Committees  was,  that  parties  were 
put  on  them  who  had  a  positive  interest 
either  in  the  progress  or  the  stopping  of 
the  measure  which  was  before  them.  No 
such  pnrtirs  ought  to  appear  in  the  Com- 
mittee, except  as  witnesses.  The  Bill  was 
.  read  a  second  time  in  the  latter  end  of 
April.  It  waa  referred  to  a  Seleet  Com- 
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mitteo  on  the  22nd  of  May,  and  tbose 
right  rev.  Prelates,  being  so  interested, 
sat  on  th  j  P>ill  toi^cther  with  laymen. 
What  was  the  principal  object  of  that 
Bill  ?    It  iras  an  excellent  object.  The 


the  handB  of  the  episcopal  body  ;  the  les- 
sees had  no  power  of  redress  :  and  the 

House  was  now  called  on  to  sanction  such 
a  monstrous  proposition  as  that.  It  was  said 
yesterday  that  it  was  rather  hard  he  should 


second  clause  provided  that  the  Church  |  take  so  actiTe  a  part,  as  he  ilid  not  repre* 
~  '        "   '  -     --  -       -     sent  lessees.    If  lie  (Sir  B.  ifall)  was  not 

the  lepresentativc  of  lessees,  he  should  like 
to  know  who  was.  lie  represented  the 
most  valuable  Church  property  in  exist- 
ence, namely,  that  in  the  county  of  Mid« 
ilUsex.  Ho  represented  tli(>  Church  pro- 
perty in  the  parish  of  Paddington,  the 
annual  value  of  which,  on  the  parochial 
assessment,  was  about  360,0001.  Nearly 
the  whole  of  that  parish  belonged  to  the 
Bishop  of  London.  There  were  2,500 
lessees  there  interested  in  the  passing  of 
this  Bill,  and  ho  would  tindertake  to  say 
tlioro  were  very  few  of  those  persons  who 
t"  :i  knew  wli.it  the  House  was  doin^  with 
ri'iereiice  to  their  interest^.  They  ought 
tu  have  a  Bill  brought  in,  dehued  in  its 
purpose,  and  laying  down  the  grounds  on 
which  enfranchisement  was  to  take  jdace. 


Estates  Commissioners  should  1)0  the 
commissioners  for  carrying  the  Act  into 
execution.  That  was  c^cactly  what  he 
(Sir  6.  Hall)  and  those  whom  he  repre- 
sented desired.  What  were  thoso  Com- 
missioners to  do  ?  According  to  the  third 
clause,  tiioy  were  to  summon  and  examine 
witnesses  and  to  call  for  returns.  That 
ought  to  be  the  very  object  of  the  Church 
Estates  Commissioners  :  and  it  ou2;ht  to 
be  the  object  of  the  Government  that  they, 
the  laity,  who  constituted  the  vast  comuiu* 
nity  of  tho  Church,  should  know  what  was 
the  property  of  tho  Church  through  tho 
medium  of  the  Church  Estates  Commis- 
sioners. What  took  place  in  consequence 
of  those  two  clauses  ?  The  Bill  having 
been  referred  to  a  Committee  on  tfie  22nd 
May,  after  having  been  in  Committee  ex- 
actly two  months,  a  report  was  made  that 
it  was  not  expedient  to  proceed  further 
with  the  Bill.  Tho  Bill  was  consequently 
rejected.  What  followed  ?  There  was  a 
Bill  ready  prepared  by  the  riisliojis,  who 
were  ever  watchful  of  their  own  inter(!sts, 
and  it  was  brought  down  to  the  liouso  and 
printed  on  24th  July.  Now  let  them  look 
at  tho  indecent  haste  with  which  that  Bill 
was  pushed  tln  ongh  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament. Tiie  Bill  now  before  the  House 
was  only  introduced  two  days  after  tho 
report  of  the  Committee  to  which  he  had 
referred,  on  the  24th  .Tulv.  It  was  read 
a  second  time  on  25th  July,  committed  on 
the  28th,  and  read  a  third  time  on  the 
29th.  It  was  then  sent  down  to  the  House 
of  Connnonson  the  3ist  July,  printed  on 
the  follow iiT^  Tnornin;^,  and  they  were 
asked  to  take  the  secund  reading  of  it  six 
or  seven  hours  after  they  had  received  it. 
And  now  they  were  asked,  twenty ^four 
hours  after  they  had  rocetvcd  it,  to  go  into 
Committee  on  the  measure.  He  said  that 
was  a  disgraceful  thing }  and  after  that 
statement  of  facts,  if  tnc  noble  Lord  in> 
sisted  on  pressing  the  Bill,  he  (SirB.  Hall) 
nitist  say  he  was  labouring  under  f5ome 


species  of  e]>iscophobta,  for  which  he  should 
seek  a  remedy  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
proceedings  that  had  taken  place  in  the  ^    ^  ^ 

Honse  with  regard  to  thisBilU  had  caused  and  a  document  was  put  into  his  liaad, 

a  sort  of  eonstertiation  atnonq;  the  Ics'jees   wliicli  was  a  eirenlar  requiring  tho  atten 


and  they  ought  to  reject  this   Bill,  lie- 
cause,  according  to  tlio  t^th  clause,  it  left 
everything  to  be  transacted  by  a  body  who 
bad  not  the  confidence  of  the  country,  and 
to  correct  the  abuses  of  which  an  Act  had 
to  bo  passed  Inst  Session.     The  whole 
powers  of  this  Bill  were  then  to  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  those  who  had  perpetuated 
those  abuses.   The  House  and  tliccountiy 
had  eondcmned  the  Eeelesiastlenl  Commis- 
sioners as  unworthy  of  confidence,  and  yet 
this  was  the  body  in  whom  the  noble  Lord 
would  place  the  power  of  making  rules  to 
determine  the  terms  on  which  sales  with 
lessees  should  take  ]ilace.  Pid  they  suppose 
thai  those  clever  and  astute-minded  pre* 
lates,  having  the  power  to  ride  over  the  au- 
thority of  the  Church  Estate  Commission- 
ers, would  nogloct  the  opportr.niiy  jilacoii 
within  their  reach  ?  He  contendeil,  if  they 
passed  this  clause,  tiutt  they  would  bcduiug 
away  with  the  whole  of  the  l^islationof  Isst 
Sessicm,  and  that  they  would  be  re-entetp 
in<^  that  system  which  bad  cost  ihcni  so 
much  timo  and  labour  to  expose  and  to 
defeat.    He  had  said  that  the  progress  of 
this  Bill  caused  much  consternation  in  the 
minds  of  lessees  of  eee!csin>tieal  property. 
That  luorniug,  upon  coming  into  the  House, 
he  was  met  by  a  body  of  lessees  holdbg 
j  i  i  perty  from  the  Bishop  of  Winchester, 


in  and  about  the  nietropulis.     The  Bill 
placed  the  whole  property  of  the  lessees  in 
Sir  B,  Hall 


dance  of  lessees  to  take  into  consideration 
tho  provisions  of  a  Bill  in  the  House  of 


^  kj  1^  o  uy  Google 


1817 


{Auo.  1, 1851} 


{No.  2)  BOL  IS18 


Lords.  \xf  wbicli  tbeir  interaBts  were  af-  i  Btatement,  Int  upon  tbe  spirit :  and  the 
fe<$ted.  Tbe  meeting  was  to  tako  place  spirit  of  that  statement  vras  that  they 
upon  Monday,  the  4th  of  August,  in  Lant-  would  not  be  ca'.lctl  upon  to  legislate  upon 
street,  in  the  Borough.  Why,  before  tliat  ^  that  subject  during  the  present  Session, 
day,  if  tbe  GoTemment  persisted  in  this  |  That  was  his  itnpresston  %  and  if  he  had 
BUI,  the  very  one  referred  to  would  be- '  left  town,  it  would  have  been  with  that  b&> 
come  the  law  of  the  land,  and  they  would  lief.  IIo  would  willingly  go  into  Commit- 
disposo  of  the  interests  of  these  men  with-  too  upon  the  Bill,  provided  there  was  a 
outgiving  them  even  the  opportunity  of  declaration  that  they  would  not  be  asked- 
being  heard.  Now,  if  these  people,  who  :  to  take  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  this 
were  in  the  vicinity  of  their  House,  had  Session.  In  Committee  tliey  might  make 
not  an  opportunity  of  considering  the  mat-  it  as  good  a  Bill  as  they  could,  and  leave 
ter,  was  it  possible  that  the  lessees  of  tho  ;  it  to  be  considered  in  tbe  mxi  Session  of 
bishoprics  of  Durham  and  York  could  pass  :  Pariiament.  But  if  ibis  promise  were  not 
nn  opinion  on  a  question  so  deeply  affect- '  given,  be  would  oppose  the  Bill  in  eveiy 
ing  their  interests  ?  The  circulur  concludes  '  manner  that  lay  in  his  power, 
by  calling  upon  the  lessees  to  resist  this  '  Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  had  in  vain 
gross  infringement  upon  their  rights,  and  endeavoured  to  learn  what  were  the  objec- 
assnres  them  that  if  they  did  not  look  toltions  entertained  by  the  lion.  Baronet  to 
their  own  interests,  there  was  no  person  tliis  Bill.  If  his  hon.  Friend  had  nifide 
who  would.  That  was,  in  point  of  fact,  any  tanijihlc  objection  aj^ainst  the  uunrsc 
saying  that  the  Bishops  would  not.  He  he  proposed  to  take,  he  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
did  not  object  to  the  prinoiple  of  the  Bill.  |  would  have  been  very  glad  at  that  period 
AVhat  he  objeeted  to  was  the  hurried  mode  of  the  Session  to  spare  himself  aiiy  trouble 
of  legislation  upon  such  an  important  ques- )  with  respect  to  a  Bill  of  this  kiml,  and  to 
tlon,  and  the  mode  in  which  the  principle  postpone  it  to  another  year;  but  really  the 
was  to  be  carried  out.  He  showed,  the  ,  lion.  Gentleman's  objections  were  qnite  im> 
Other  night,  that  two  of  the  most  impor-  palpable.  The  hon.  Gentleman  .said  he 
tnnt  Acts  rclatini;  to  tho  Church  tempo-  had  no  objcotioii  to  the  principle  of  the 
ralities  had  been  hurried  through  Farliii-  l>ill;  and  the  only  fault,  indeed,  that  he 
mcnt  with  the  most  indecent  haste.  He  had  found  with  any  part  of  the  measure 
made  r^erenee  to  the  3rd  h  William  j  was,  with  regard  to  certain  words  in  the 
IV.,  which  received  tho  Royal  Assent  on  8th  clause.  Now,  those  words  were  per- 
tbe  14tli  of  Au2:ust,  1833,  and  tho  3rd  k  fectly  open  to  discussion  and  fimonibuent. 
4th  Victoria,  chap.  113,  which  received  He  (Lord  J.  Russell)  would  gladly  consent 
tbe  Roynl  Assent  on  the  11th  of  August,  to  amend  them,  if  it  shonld  be  the  opinion 
1840.  This  Bill  was  worse  than  either  of  of  the  House  that  any  alteration  ought  to 
those.  They  ini^bt  call  it  a  permissive  ho  made;  but  he  did  not  think  tlie  fact 
Bill,  but  they  might  rely  on  it  its  operation  that  there  wore  two  words  in  one  of  tlio 
would  bo  exceedingly  duugerous.  All  they  clauses  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  objected, 
intended  to  do  was  this— to  pass  this  Bill,  |  was  a  sufficient  reason  for  rejecting  the 
whidi  could  not  be  acted  upon,  but  then  Bill.  The  only  other  ground  on  which  the 
to  say,  wc  have  passed  a  precedent,  and  hon.  Baronet  opposed  the  Bill  was.  that 
upon  that  precedent  we  will  fashiou  our  .  the  history  of  the  measure  was  such,  that 
future  proceedings.  The  exposure  of  the  j  ho  felt  bound  to  object  to  it*  He  (Lord 
ecclesiastical  body  contained  in  the  blue  John  Russell)  agreed,  that  if  it  were  now 
hook  was  fresh  in  tbr*  mind  of  tho  peojdc.  proposed  to  lay  down  positive  rules  in  this 
If  tliey  pushed  this  Bill  tbrou^di  upon  tlio  Bill  with  respect  to  the  cufranchisenuMit  of 
2nd  of  Augubt,  with  tho  full  influence  of  j  the  estates  in  question,  it  might  be  reason- 
tho  GoTomment,  .whra  Members  had  left  able  to  saj  that  there  was  no  time  to  con- 
London,  ihero  would  be  a  greater  feeling  sider  whether  the  conditions  were  fair  or 
of  disgust  tlmn  there  had  been  already  ox-  not;  that  it  was  impossible  to  Ic^'islate 
hibited.  Moreover,  if  this  Bill  were  pro-  positively  on  the  subject;  and  that  the 
ceeded  with,  it  would  be  a  breach  of  failli  *  ought  to  be  postponed.  But  the  history 
on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord.  It  was '  of  this  Bill  was  precisely  similar  to  that  of 
most  distinctly  stated  by  tlie  Government,  many  other  iue>snres  of  the  game  kind, 
when  the  Bill  was  in  tiie  House  of  Lords,  i  After  endeavours  had  been  made  for 
that  it  was  not  likely  that  tho  Bill  would  months  in  a  Committee  of  tho  House  of 
come  down  to  the  House  this  Session. ;  Lords  to  settle  terms  upon  which  the  ecele- 
'VVhen  a  Minister  made  a  statement,  they  |  siastleal  corporations  and  tho  lea.sces  might 
did  not  act  upon  the  strict  letter  of  that .  come  to  some  arrangement  as  to  their  re- 
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tpficti^a  iotflveita,  no  Buch  tonni  Mnld  be  |  and  conditions  upon  which  Gkoidi  Itadf 

agreed  upon,  and  it  was  then  proposed  i  should  be  enfranchised,  ur  the  tenure  should 
that  the  corporations  and  the  lessees  sljould  be  changed,  then  strong  objeciioiiB  miglit 
be  left  to  make  their  own  terms,  and  that '  have  boea  made  against  it.  Ha  did  uoi  nt^ 
no  potiiiTB  terms  thould  be  laid  down  by  that  there  was  anj  reaaooable  givnind  &r 
PariiameDt.  There  were,  therefere,  no  po-  ]  opposing  the  Motion  now  made.  Ho  then* 
pitive  terms  laid  down  bv  this  Bill,  uliich  fore  trusted  the  House  would  agree  to  go 
was  jiermissivo  only  in  its  nature.  Wiint  '  into  Committee;  and  as  to  the  last  objec- 
was  there  in  that  oonelu^iuii  that  was  ob-  i  tiuii,  jealuubv  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 


jeetionable  ?  It  was  not  in  the  object  of  the  |  sion,  that  was  a  matter  whioli  eonid  be 

Bill,  which  was  the  enfranchisement  of  amended  when  they  came  to  the  considenu 


tlu'se  hinds;  and  it  was  admitted  that  the 
oufranchisement  of  those  lauds  was  by  no 
moans  objeotionable.  Then,  were  ti  lere 
any  parties  who  vronld  sofier  damage? 

The  eeele-^iastieal  corporations  could  not 
sutler,  bccauso  they  must  he  consenting 
parties  to  the  enfrancitisemcut.    Tlie  les- 


tioti  of  the  clause  which  appoints  that  bodj 
to  decide  the  question. 

Mft.  HBNLE  Y  remarked,  that  ihe  nobis 
Lord  in  hb  speech  stated,  that  there  wen 

no  reasons  urtred  why  the  House  should 
not  proceed  further  with  tlii"?  V>\\}.  But 
he  uverluoked  the  fact,  timt  parties  wiio 


sees  eould  hardly  be  sofleren  oiUier;  be- 1  were  deeply  interested  bad  no  time  to  bo> 
eauso  they  too  must  be  consenting  parties;  i  come  acquainted  with  its  provisions.  The 


and  if  the  terms  proposed  by  the  bishop  or 
any  ecclesiastical  corporations  were  too 


Committee  of  tho  House  of  Lords  had 
recommended  that  legislation  should  be 


hard  or  severe,  the  lessee  had  nothing  to  |  confined  to  farms  and  tithes;  but  this 


do  but  to  refose  those  terms,  and  he  re 

mained  in  the  same  position  as  before.  It 
might  be,  however,  that  tho  interest  of  a 
third  party,  of  the  greatest  importance — 
the  general  interest  of  the  Ohurcb  and  of 
tho  pabUo-~would  suffer;  but  he  thought 
it  was  n  question  to  be  cnnsidererl  in  Com- 
mittee on  tho  Bill,  whelhc>r  that  interest 
was  sufficiently  guarded.  If  his  hon.  1m  lend 
(Sir  B.  Ilali)  considered  that  the  Bcelesi- 
astical  Commissioners  were  not  proper  per 


Bill  dealt  with  mines,  bouses,  and  other 
descriptions  of  property.  That  was  tho 
principal  reason  urged  in  favour  of  de- 
lay, and  he,  for  one,  thought  the  reasoa 
was  eonelusive.  Tho  arrangements  to  be 
made  under  this  Bill  were  to  be  regulated 
by  an  objectionable  board,  who  might  lar 
(hjvsn  rules  nnd  establish  principles  which 
rendered  the  Bill  virtuaiiy  inoperative;  oad 
when  the  lessees  themselves  eame  to  Psr< 
liaracut  to  legislate  equitably  upon  this 


sons  to  guard  that  interest,  thoy  micrht  snbjeet,'  they  would  be  met  with  the  objcr- 
oousider  in  Committee  whether  the  Churchy  tion  that  a  permissive  law  was  already  in 
Estates  Commissionere  wore  the  persons ,  existence,  whteh  most  have  a  fair  trial  be- 
to  whom  such  guardianship  should  be  con-  fore  any  further  legislation  eould  take  plsee. 
fidcd;  but,  certainly,  there  seemed  notbinu^  One  of  tliL'ir  objections  to  the  Jiill  was, 
unfair  or  unju.^t  in  sayinir.  "  ^Vo  will  pro-  ,  that  they  did  not  know  on  what  ternin  tlio 
vide  that  none  of  tliese  three  parties  shall .  conditions  were  tu  bo  made.  The  nohte 
sufier  damage/*  If  those  three  parttee  ( Lord  said  that  tho  lessees  would  not  be 
consented  to  particular  terms,  then  no  damaged,  bocanse  to  any  change  vnder 
damage  wns  likely  to  result  to  any  of  this  l^>ill  they  would  be  cnnsentincr  parties, 
them.  Ho  (Lord  J.  Kusscll)  certainly  But  if  this  body,  on  whom  he  was  now  de- 
thought  this  was  a  Bill  that  ought  to  be  sirous  to  shift  the  responsibility,  laid  dove 


considered  in  Committee;  for,  if  in  Gom>  { rules  of  which  the  lessees  did  not  approvs, 

mitteo  they  found  that  the  security  of  tho  what  chance  would  they  have  of  cfottin?  :i 
last  interest  lie  hnd  mentioned — for  the  legislative  means  for  dealing  with  tho  nuit- 
iirst  two  could  hardly  be  neglected  or  ter  upon  a  fair  principle  '(  ^'ow,  ho  was 
wronged — was  not  suffieiently  provided  for,  anxious  to  guard  against  such  a  state  of 
they  miiibt  substitute  some  other  body  for)  things  as  that,  and  he  should  support  the 
the  Kcc'ie.->ia.slical  Commissioners.  Tic  must  hon.  Baronet  opposite  in  obtaining  the 
say  he  was  dit^pu.^ed  to  think,  with  rt  ^rard  po.stponement  of  this  measnrc.  It  was 
to  Clause  8,  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Com-  perfectly  indecent  in  the  Guvernment  ts 
missioners  were  not  the  best  body  who  •  force  a  Bill  of  this  kbd  through  tho  House 
could  be  selected  for  carrying  out  the  mca-  in  u  !  :  h  m  r  which  BO  one  eould  have  be- 
s!ire,  and  in  h\n  opinion  tlio  Church  Estates  Hc\  i  .l.  iiure  than  one  half  tho  Members 
Commissioners  would  be  a  better  .body  to  ;  who  hnd  left  London  had  not  tho  roost  di»- 
intmst  with  the  making  of  the  rales.  If  1  taut  imagiuatbn  that  any  legishition  of 
tbi«  Bill  had  proposed  lo  lay  down  terms  i  this  kind  was  to  tak«  plaoo.  Tnei 
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seemed  to  him  to  give  an  opportunity 
during  the  noxt  six  montlis  for  a  few 
transactions,  which  had  au  ugly  naue 
which  he  did  not  wish  to  pronounce,  that 
would  be  the  result  of  the  measure.  If 
the  noble  Lord  thought  that  tho  body 
whom  he  was  about  to  empower  to  make 
these  regulations,  could  do  that  which  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  had 
failed  to  do,  let  them  by  all  means  ]uit 
them  forward  in  the  shape  of  a  l»iU,  and 
bring  thorn  under  discussion  in  the  next 
Seision  of  PArltuuent.  If  thej  were  npon 
a  sound  principle,  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  legislating. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Gommis- 
aioners  were  inclined  to  deny  the  prescrip- 
tive rights  on  the  part  of  the  lessees.  lie 
was  au  advocate  for  acknowledging  the 
right  of  the  tenant,  who  held  a  farm  for 
»  certain  isrm,  to  n  beneficial  interest  in 
the  improTcments  ,he  might  make,  for 
which  compensation  ought  to  be  made  him. 
There  was  no  provision  made  by  which  tho 
interests  of  these  parties  were  to  be  esti- 
mated in  the  renewal  or  commutation  of 
their  leases,  wbich  had  been  practically 
nc'kiiowiedged,  and  bad  aoqnired  prescrip- 
tive, though  perhaps  not  technical,  legal- 
ity, owing  to  the  improrements  of  the  pro- 
perties which  tho  lessees  had  effected,  in 
reliance  on  the  ancient  and  continuous 
practice  of  renewal.  He  shrank  from  the 
■eandal  thtftwoold  be  entailed  on  the  Church 
bjwithholding  that  principle,  and  he  there- 
fore w^ished  to  have  it  fully  recognised. 

Mr.  SPOONEll  snpiwrted  the  Bill,  be- 
lieving it  w.ould  be  for  the  interest  both  of 
the  lessees  and  the  Chnreh,  thai  this  ques- 
tion should  in  some  way  be  set  at  rest. 
It  seemed  to  him  inipor?5ibIe  that  an)- 
tnjusiico  could  be  done  under  its  provi- 
sions, as  before  a  lease  could  be  avoided 
the  consent  of  tho  lessee  as  well  as  of  the 
lessor  mn5;t  bo  first  ol)tained  for  the  pur- 
pose. Tlic  report  which  bad  Ikt  !!  referred 
to,  recorameudc'd  that  in  any  arrangement 
tliat  .might  be  made  with  regard  to  episco- 
pal and  capitular  property,  dae  regard 
should  ho  bad  to  tlie  just  and  reasonable 
claims  of  the  present  holders  of  such  pro- 
perty, so  that  their  rights  were  fully  and 
completely  recognised.  He  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord,  that  the  administration  of 
a  measure  of  this  kind  ought  not  to  he 
intrusted  to  the  Eeclesia-stical  Connnis- 
■ioners,  for  he  did  not  think  they  pos- 
sessed the  confidence  of  the  conntry;  but 
ho  would  have  complete  reliance  iifr,u  fbf> 
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mission.  It  was  most  desirable  to  give 
facilities  for  the  alteration  of  the  present 
system  of  leasing,  due  regard  being  bad 
to  the  reasonable  claims  of  the  present 

holders;  and  he  thought  that  Parliament 
ought,  without  delay,  to  place  the  lessors 
and  lessees  in  a  position  which  would  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  settling  their  pro- 
perty. 

^Iii.  J,  A.  SMITII  considered  on  the 
whole,  that  the  wisest  and  best  course  the 
House  could  pursue,  was  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee; hot  he  could  not  but  be  of  opinion, 
that  a  Bill  of  this  importance  ought  lujt  to 
have  been  introduced  at  such  ri  1  ito  period 
of  tho  Session.  Ho  wished  to  guard  him- 
self from  giving  an  unqualified  assent  to 
the  principle  of  tho  Bill;  and  in  Committee 
bo  reserved  to  himself  the  riirht  of  object- 
ing to  various  portions  of  it,  and  proposing 
such  alterations  as  ho  might  think  neces- 
sary. It  was  iropoasible  not  to  regret  tiiat 
tho  evidence  and  report  taken  upon  this 
question  had  not  been  placed  upon  tho 
tabic  of  the  House.  Ti)crc  was  one  pas- 
sage in  the  latter  document  against  which 
he  must  enter  his  protest.  In  tho  last 
parngrnph  of  the  Report,  he  found  the  fol- 
lowing words  "  And  the  Committee  lnok 
forward  to  tho  result  of  such  vuhiuiary 
dealings  as  furnishing  a  safe  basts  for 
compulsory  enfranchisonient."  Kow,  ho 
would  enter  his  strong  prnte.-it  against  their 
being  taken  for  any  such  basis.  He  did 
not  believe  that  the  interest  of  the  lessees 
would  be  b^t  entrusted  in  the  bands  of 
the  Eeclesiastical  ( •oniini.^sioners,  for  there 
was  one  cireunistanee  wliicli  was  most  dis- 
creditable to  that  body,  and  that  was,  in 
their  dealings  with  the  lessees,  they  charged 
them  5  per  cent,  while  against  themselres 
they  only  charged  three  and  a  half  per 
cent.  U  was  exceedingly  to  tho  honour 
of  the  Bishop  of  Lincoln  that  he  dis»Towed 
all  share  or  knowledge  of  this  rule.  The 
whole  of  the  working  of  this  measure  would 
depend  ujtt.n  rules  to  be  made  by  the  Kc- 
clesiaaticai  Commissioners,  but  which  Par- 
liament «ss  not  to  see  before  the  passing 
of  the  Bill. 

Loud  DUDLEY  STUART  thought  it 
was  oi^y  trilling  with  the  Uouso  for  tho 
GoTemment  to  attempt  to  force  the  Bill 
with  this  indecent  haste.  'Considering  that 
the  interests  of  his  constituents  were 
(b?pp]y  adected  by  it,  and  that  they  had 
not  sutlicient  time  to  consider  its  provi- 
sions, he  would  move  that  the  debate  be 
now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedi 


mauagemenfe  of  tho  Church  Estates  Com-  i    That  tho  i^cbate  be  now  adjourned. 


It 


Digrtized  by  Google 


1823  Suffor  {COMMONS  I  Refimng.  1824 

Mk.  ALCOCK  mentioned  the  ease  of  a  1  Ms.  J.  STUART  objeeted  to  go  into 
numlt  :  r  sub-lessees  of  the  Bishop  of  Committee,  on  the  ground  of  the  House  not 
Wrncln  stcr.  who  would  ho  plaml  nt  the  .  haviiiL,^  h.id  tinip  to  consider  the  Bill;  and 
mercy  of  the  first  lessee,  should  the  latter  Mil.  FKKWEN  moved  that  thi  n(iu>^ 
choose  to  enfranchise.  On  the  ground  that  go  into  Committee  on  thiti  Bill  that  u^v 
snfficient  time  had  not  been  given  for  eon- 1  three  months.  The  Government  nrack 
sideration,  lie  would  vote  agfunst  going  allow  timo  to  consider  the  meaavre. 
into  Commit  too.  Amendment  proposed — 

Mk.  AG  LiONB Y  was  a  lessee,  and  was  To  leave  out  from  the  word  •  that '  to  tte  eai 
interested  still  more  for  friends  whom  he  of  the  Qoestioa*  in  order  to  add  the  wovdi  'tkii 

could   not   now    consult.     IIo   was  very    Douse  will,  upon  this  dar  throo  montli?,  rewltc 

itftf-lf  into  the  said  Coomiittce,'  iii't<  ail  thereof" 

i^uesiion  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 


anxious  to  see  thp  question  satisfactorily 
•settled,  and  he  should  vote  for  going  into 

Committee  and  going  through  the  clauses,  |  posed  to  be  left  ont  stand  part  of  the 
and  in  Committee  endeavour  to  get  the  >  Question." 

objectionf^  wliicli  he  had  felt  ohviatcd,  and  '     The  House  </it>uied      Ajca  48»  Ifoei 


37  :  Majority  11. 

Main  Question  put,  aud  agreed  to. 
HoQse  in  Committee. 
Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  was  ready  to 
consent  to  the  postponement  of  the  cnn- 
sideration  of  the  clauses  till  Monday,  lie 
b^eved  no  one  would  have  more  cause  to 
regret  the  failure  of  the  Bill,  ahonld  it  fnl 
than  the  lessees. 

House  resumed.  Committee  report  pro- 
gress. 


SUGAR  REFINING. 
LABOUCHERB  said,  he  hl^  to 


to  introflnrc  amendments;  and,  if  the 
Bill  could  be  made  more  satisfactory  to 
the  lessees,  he  should  consent  to  Its  going 
on.  He  wished  to  saj  that  in  giving  no- 
tfcc  of  a  Motion  to  substitute  for  t!in 
Church  Estates  Commis»ion  in  this  Bill 
some  other  independent  Commission — he 
did  not  care  what,  bnt  ho  had  suggested 
the  Copyhold  Inclosnrc  and  Tithe  Com- 
missioners— bo  did  not  mean  the  slightest 
disrespect  to  the  Church  Estates  Commis- 
sioners; personally  he  should  be  quite  con- 
tent to  leave  the  matter  entire! j  in  the 
hands  of  those  three  gentlemen,  and  no  i  Mr. 
doubt  tho  publie  generally  felt  confidence  present  a  petition  to  which  be  wished  to 
in  them.  eall  the  particular  attention  <^  the  Iloose. 

Mr.  RICE  expressed  himself  entirely  of  I  It  proceeded  from  twenty-three  of  the 
the  same  opinion  as  the  hon.  and  learned  <rreat  London  snp:ar  refining  houses  for  the 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  that  hom^  market,  lit!  believed  that  in  Lou- 
all  matters  would  be  safe  in  llie  hands  of  i  dou  iliere  were  only  twenty-four  or  twentj- 
the  Church  Estates  Commissioners.  |  five  of  these  firms,  so  diat  it  might  be 
Mk.  MUL lings  would  be  willing  to  regarded  as  the  petition  of  almt^t  the  ok 
go  on  with  tho  Bill  if  he  ^aw  in  it  any  i  tire  trade.  It  was  si^ed  by  Mr.  Marti- 
indicatiou  of  a  considci-ation  for  the  dor-  j  ncau,  Mr.  Davies,  and  indeed  by  all  tbe 
mant  interest,  the  tenant-right,  as  it  was !  groat  sngar  refiners  in  the  metropoBs. 
ealtedt  of  the  lessees.  He  apprehended  The  prayer  of  the  petitiom  rs  was,  that  no 
that  some  lessees  wit!i  .strips  of  church  i  alteration  whatever  should  he  made  i:;  tl.o 
land,  pcrh.ips  adjoining  or  in  the  middle  of  i  law  relatiuij  to  sui^ar  retinini,'  durin,' 
their  frchold  estates,  would  purchase  upon  the  present  Session;  and  they  stated  that 
almost  any  terms;  and  those  purchases  ,  they  had  heard  of  two  proposus  for  alters- 
might  be  taken  as  the  basis  of  future  tion,  one  to  alter  the  system  of  refining  is 
legislation.  '  bond  ffenerally,  and  the  other  to  fil!or 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  quite  agreed  certain  houses  who  manufactured  in  bond 
that  it  would  be  very  unfair  to  take  the  |  for  expoi  t,  to  enter  their  produce  for  heew 
prices  given  in  such  eases  as  the  rule  or  consumption.  Petitioner;!  held  that  tuess 
i)a.si.s  for  a  compul.sory  act;  hut  he  also  alterations  would  injure  tlscir  trade  by  the 
tliought  it  was  r,ather  hard  ujioii  tlie  p.ir-  vexatious  provisions  it  wi»uld  !>e  noit.«- 
lics  referred  to  that  they  were  not  tu  bo  {  sary  to  make  for  tho  protectiou  of  the 
allowed  to  enfranchise,  even  though  they  |  revenue. 

woidd  be  glad  to  do  it  at  a  high  price.       I     Petition  ordered  to  He  on  the  table. 

The  House  divided Ayes  30;  Noes  '  Sir  JOHX  PAKINGTON  rose  to  Wa^ 
51  :  Majority  21.  .  forward  the  following  Motion,  of  which  be 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  Mr.  had  g^ven  notice :~ 

«  That  in  the  ophiion  of  tUs  House  tht  BritiA 


Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
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refiners  of  sugar  ehouM  bo  permitted  to  refine  in 
bond,  and  to  enter  their  manufacture  £««■  homo 
consamption  upon  pftjnieiit  of  tho  ium  dutioi  as 
are  leried  iQon  n&ied  aqgar  imported  Into  thk 
ooantry." 


He  feared  that,  after  the  unezp^tedly 
protracted   sitting  of  this   morning,  he 
should  approach  the  subject  which  he  was 
ftbovt  to  bring  Wore  the  Houae  under 
OODsiderable  disadvantage.    But  he  could 
not  allow  tlio  Session  to  close  without 
pressing  upon  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
Tomment  aud  the  House  a  question  which, 
if  it  did  not  jposseaa  %  Tory  general  and 
widely-spread  interest,  was  of  all  the  more 
importance  to  the  parties  who  were  imme- 
diately concerned.    IIo  approaclicd  that 
■abject  with  no  party  feeling  and  no  party 
object.    His  wish  was  to  make  a  calm 
appeal  to  the  House  and  the  Government. 
He  was  sorry  not  to  see  the  right  hon. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  his 
place;  but  ho  saw  the  right  hon.  the  Pre- 
sident of  tbo  Board  of  Trade  was  present, 
and  he  would  fi«k  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  meet  him  on  this  topic,  not  with 
prelextB  er  ezeoaee,  bnt  in  this  spirit  and 
this  manner,  whether  or  not  by  reason  and 
argumeiit  the  question  could  not  be  Bot- 
tled; whether  on  the  ground  of  consistency 
on  the  part  of  the  GoTernment  themselves, 
and  on  strong  grounds  of  justice,  a  ma- 
terial alteration  ought  not  to  be  made  in 
the  law  affecting  the  refining  of  sugar  in 
this  country.    He  would  put  the  grounds 
of  his  Motion  befors  the  House  as  clearly 
and  as  concisely  as  he  could.    There  wore 
two  classes  of  Her  ifajesty's  subjects  af- 
fected by  the  law — one,  the  refiners  them- 
aehres,  and  the  other  the  Briti^  grower  of 
sugar  in  our  Coloiues.    Ho  would,  in  the 
first  place,  rid  vert  to  the  former  class. 
The  iiL^lit  hon.  Gentleman  op]io;^lte  had 
Just  piuacntcd  a  petition  from,  as  he  said, 
ft  laige  proportion  of  the  London  trade; 
Mid  he  (Sir  J.  Pakington)  was  par&etlj 
aware  that  the  refiners  of  sugar  in  this 
country  were  divided  in  opimou  as  to  the 
expediency  vi  the  change  he  was  about  to 
urge.    He  believed  that  in  the  metropolis 
they  i^erc  so  divided,  and  he  held,  also, 
that  the  majority  of  the  trado  in  the  me- 
tropolis wero  aaverse  to  the  change,  and 
he  would  state  the  leasons  whicb,  in  his 
opinion,  influenced  them  in  that  view. 
But,  taking  the  whole  of  England  and 
Scotland,  a  very  largo  proportion— one- 
half  nnmericaUy"— were  not  only  m  favour 
ofy  but  greatly  desirous  of  the  change  ho 
was  about  to  propose.    They  ah'eaay  al* 

VOL.  CXYIII.  [thdid  aiiuBS.] 
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lowed  ^  refining  of  sugar  in  bond;  thej 

allowed  sugar  to  be  refined  in  bond  for  ex- 
portation, and  had  done  so  fur  the  last 
twenty  years;  but  they  would  not  allow 
sugar  to  be  refined  in  bond  for  home  con* 
sumption.    The  consequence  was,  that  a 
portion  of  the  refiners  who  refined  sngar 
in  bond  for  exportation  wero  exposed  to  a 
doable  harddiip;  they  were  met  in  Ihe 
foreign  market  DJ  the  Dutch  refiners — the 
Dutch  refiners  under  the  law  of  Holland 
received  a  bounty  upon  the  refined  sugar 
they  e.\ported;  the  amount  ho  was  not  pre- . 
pared  to  state,  but  he  was  witbin  die  marK 
when  he  said  the  bounty  amounted  at  least 
to  2s.  6d.  in  the  cwt.    The  result  of  this 
bounty  on  the  p^rt  of  the  Dutch  Govern- 
ment on  tiie  refined  sugar  exported  from 
Holland  was,  that  the  refiners  in  bond  for 
exportation  were  met  by  the  Dutch  sugar 
in  foreign  markets,  and  exposed  to  a  dis- 
advantage so  serious  that  they  were  unable 
to  compete  with  the  Dutch  refiners  in  the 
foreign  markets.    Under   these  circum- 
stances, they  naturally  wished  to  have  the 
option — an  option  they  ought  to  have — of 
being  able  to  come  into  the  home  market. 
He  would  stato  to  the  House  and  to  the 
Ti^Axt  hon.  Gentleman  tlio  course  which 
the  refiners  in  bond  were  obliged  to  take 
to  get  the  sugar  when  refined  into  tho 
home  market.    They  were  obliged  to  ex- 
port it  to  Jersey  or  Guernsey,  let  it  touch 
the  land,  and  then  nr:"ain  import  it  into  this 
country  as  if  it  had  been  e;tported  from  a 
foreign  countiy.    Thereby  they  were  ex- 
posed to  tho  double  freights,  and  tO  the 
hardships  of  every  kind  that  must  result 
from  tlus  circuitous  and  troublcsomo,  and 
perfectlT  absurd  practice.    He  was  as> 
sured  that  one  of  tho  rdbung  houses  in 
this  country  had  last  year  spent  no  less 
than  1,300/.  in  the  charges  that  resulted 
from  the  absurd  process  of  sending  sugar 
to  Jersey  and  Guernsey,  that  it  might  be 
brought  back  to  this  country  as  refined 
sugar  imported  from  abroad.    That  was  a 
part  of  the  system,  and  he  called  upon  the 
GoTcmment  to  defend  it  if  they  could. 
There  were  other  refiners,  especially  some 
of  the  refiners  in  Scotland,  who,  by  scien- 
tific inventions,  had  advanced  very  much 
in  the  process  of  refinement.    They  con- 
Tcrted  at  a  cheap  rate  the  coarser  sugar 
into  rcfinod  sugar;  but  if  tho  Government 
persevered  in  carrying  out  tho  present  law, 
when  thoso  days  arrived  which  they  con- 
templated, when  all  sugars  would  be  on  a 
par  with  respect  to  duty  in  this  country, 
these  refiners  said  their  trade  would  eeaso, 
3  N 


Digrtized  by  Google 


1827 


tUcy  could  not  contend  vith  Buch  disadvan- 
tagefl,  and  it  wotdd  be  impoMible  for  then 

to  come  into  the  mnrket  on  fair  terms. 
With  rpspect  to  the  petition  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  presented,  be 
ft^Hted  at  raee  thai  there  were  wme 
refiners  who,  for  their  own  mtereets  and 
objects — to  which  ha  wonld  presently  nrl- 
rert — were  adverse  to  his  proposition;  but 
there  were  many  others  who  strongly  ad- 
Tocated  that  propoBH{ea»  and  be  eaDed 
npea  tbe  Government  to  meet  him  on  this 
point,  namely,  thnt  the  trade  of  these 
persons  was  seriously  injured,  ami  that  the 
Bovemmenton  their  own  aTowed  principles 
were  bonnd  to  reliere  them.  Hamg  said 
RO  nin  'h  ^vith  respect  to  the  case  of  the 
e:^port  rclrincrs,  he  would  no  more  advert 
to  it,  but  proceed  to  the  nest  part  of  the 
qveetiottr  namely,  that  the  QoTnrnment 
were  bound  in  jastiee  to  our  Cdooies  to 
carry  out  fn'wh-  t)ieir  own  le<TT»lation,  and 
release  the  growers  of  sugar  in  those 
Colonies  from  the  disadvantages  under 
which  ibej  were  placed  bj  this  law. 
It  was  not  his  intention  now  to  enter 
generally  into  the  West  India  question, 
as  he  had  given  notice  of  a  Motion  for 
next  Seemon,  that  he  wodd  eell  Aeatten- 
taoa  of  Parfiament  to  fhe  rab|ect  of  the 
sugar  duties  c;t;nerftny  He  would  only 
advert  to  the  legislation  on  the  sui^ar 
duties,  80  far  as  the^-  atfecteJ  the  question, 
the  law  of  reftriog  in  bond.  Some  might 
think  that,  for  reasons  f  ^tate  poGej,  it 
was  expedient  to  admit  all  sugars  on  the 
same  terms,  and  to  leave  the  West  Indies 
to  the  disadTantages  that  had  been  im- 
posed upon  them;  although  some  might 
think  that  course  v\^j\\t,  he  (Sir  J.  Pakinc:- 
ton)  thought  it  wrong.  Yet  no  one  on 
either  side  of  the  IIouso  would  deny  that 
IP^at  hardship  had  been  inffieted  npon  onr 
West  Indian  Colonies.  Therefore  he  con- 
tended that  in  c?.iTv*Ti^  out  their  own  legis- 
lation, the  Government  had  no  right  so  to 
shape  their  law  as  to  inflict  additional  in- 
jnstiee,  and  that  when  they  proposed  to 
place  all  sugars,  foreign  and  British,  on  an 
equality  in  duty,  they  placed  the  British 
sugar  grower  in  a  position  of  great  disad- 
fantage  and  injury.  At  preeant  there  was 
a  fifferential  duty  of  5s.  6<i.  placed  npon 
brown  clared  sn;rar  in  favour  of  the  British 
grower;  tliat  was  what  the  Government 
professed  to  give  frooi  thcOth  ot  July  last; 
bet  siieh  was  the  opetation  of  their  law 
rcgardini?  the  refining  in  bond,  that  in  con- 
«er]iicncc  of  the  differoneo  in  quality  be- 
tween the  British  growers'  sugar  and  the 
Sir  J,  JPakington 
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foreign  sugar,  at  least  18dL  per  ewi.  waa 

taken  from  their  nominal  differential  du^, 
and  the  differcutiul  duty  that  professed  to 
be  5s.  (yd.  waa  not  more  timi  4<?.  That 
was  not  fair.  He  would  uoi  dwell  upon  the 
Slate  of  the  kw  aa  it  affsets  the  Biitfah 
grower  at  the  pfesent  tame;  he  thought  he 
''iiould  make  the  ar^^ament  stronger  and 
clearer  to  the  House  if  he  anticipated  a 
little,  and  looked  forward  for  the.  neit 
three  years,  and  carried  forward  the  Honse 
to  the  time,  in  1854,  when  all  sugar,  Bri- 
tish and  foreign,  would  be  pi  need  on  an 
equality;  and  he  should  proceed  to  show 
that,  instead  of  eqnaKty  beings  tha  reesll* 
the  Britlsli  grownr  would  be  placed  in  a 
position  of  unjust  disparity  and  disadvaa- 
tage.  After  1854  there  would,  under 
the  Sn*rar  Duty  Act,  bo  three  rates 
(rf  doty  payable;  on  tl^  reined  sugar  im- 
ported, l3s.  4d.  per  cwt.;  Aen  there  wonld 
be  the  white  clavt  1  sugary  and  tbm  would 
remain  the  Briti&h  Muscovado  and  tbe  f»* 
reign  brown  clayed.  The  whole  ef  thst 
sugar  wotdd  pay  the  same  dnty,  naaiiif. 
Ids.  per  ewt.  Upon  the  inferior  sugar  of 
the  East  Indies,  and  upon  the  superior 
sugar  of  Havana  and  Java,  thej  would 
pay  10«.  duty.  He  was  sure  tliat  the 
difference  in  quality  of  those  sugars  wsi 
no  les«^  than  thi-;,  thnt  while  the  ewt.  of 
coarse  raw  sugar  from  tho  J^ast  Indie* 
would  produce  only  50  lbs.  when  refined, 
the  ewt.  of  superior  sugar  from  Havana  sad 
Java  would  produce  as  high  an  amount  as 
Of)  lb«^.  when  refined.  As  the  law  stood, 
all  sugar  was  to  pay  the  duty  in  tho  raw 
state,  and  tiiey  imp<Med  npon  the  inferior 
sugar  of  the  Kaot  Indies,  producing  only 
50  lbs.  from  the  ewt.  when  refined,  the 
same  duty  that  they  exacted  from  the  so- 
perior  sugar  of  Havana  and  Java,  wlitch 
prodneed  90  lbs.  in  the  ewt.  when  rsfiasi 
He  waa  taking  tho  admitted  esctrsmeessost 
but  it  was  unfair  to  expose  the  sngsr  of 
the  East  Indies  to  the  same  rate  of  dut 


iaty 

as  the  sugars  that  came  from  Cuba  sai 
Java.  He  aaked,  therslove,  tbe  Govern- 
ment to  allow  the  refiners  to  refine  the 
sugars  first,  and  then  to  pay  tbf^  dnty;  the 
result  would  be,  to  make  the  duty  an  ad 
ptilsi'Ww  doty;  no  injnstioa  wanM  then  be 
inflicted,  and  the  taferier  sugar,  fHrodasftt 
50  lbs.  to  the  ewt,,  would  be  no  wor^e  off 
than  the  superior  sugar  producing  90  lbs. 
And  here  he  must  remind  the  House  that 
tho  principle  of  the  sngar  duties  was  ad 
valorem,  but  the  prineiple  of  equal  duty 
on  unequal  quality  was  uTiji!<'t  and  vntMt 
to  cony  o«l^  and  all  ho  asked  on  behalf 
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oorWeat  Indian  colonigta  was  that  the 
Qor6nin«Di  would  Ulow  them  to  pay  the 
dnij  whioh  Hm  tngKt  was  really  worth; 

let  tbem  pay  doty  on  what  they  produced, 
and  let  not  GoYernment,  under  tho  pre- 
tence of  putting  the  same  duty  upou  fo- 
rei^  and  British  produce,  infliot  a  great 
practical  disadvantage  on  the  British  grow< 
er.    What  would  be  the  answer  the  Go< 
Temment  would  giro  to  this  Motion  ?  He 
irw  mny  to  obraro  tluit  the  noble  Lord 
ftt  the  head  of  the  Government  was  not  pre« 
sent.    Thot  noblo  Lonlwould  confirm  him 
whoa  he  said  that  an  iuEueutial  deputation 
of  sugar  r^ners  bad  wuted  upon  him  in 
order  to  preai  tiicir  owe  upon  his  attention. 
He  (Sir  J.  ra1nnr;;ton')  was  one  of  a  depu- 
tation on  tho  part  of  tho  West  Indies,  who 
liad  waited  upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ebei|iier  to  rcprcsept  the  injnstiee  of  their 
rnee,  and  timt  fight  hon.  Gentleman  heard 
oourteoiisly  everv  stfttonjent  advanced  by 
the  deputation,  and — with  all  the  discre- 
thm  of  an  official  man — said  nothing.  In 
that  House,  liowevcr,  they  could  not  be 
blandly  smiled  at  and  howed  out,  and  they 
boppd  to  }ienr  the  nnswcr  of  the  (Tovorn- 
uiuut,  aud  iiuw  they  met  a  case  that  was  so 
•Bttrely  finiided  upon  naioii.    He  uw 
opposite  to  him  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
bury  (Mr.  ,T.  WilsAn),  wlio  Imd  formerlv 
expressed  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  and 
«f  sneh  •  ehwaoter  that  he  eould  not  help 
hoping  that  amongst  his  supporters  that 
day  he  would  find  the  lui;.  (Gentleman. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was,  as  lie  (Sir  J. 
Pakington)  was,  a  Member  of  tho  Com- 
nifttee  that  ml  in  1848,  under  the  able 
presidency  of  his  lamented  Friend  Lord 
Goorge  Bentinok.     Tn  that  Committee 
several  sets  of  Resolutions  were  moved, 
amongst  others,  the  hon.  Hemher  for 
Westbury  himself  proposed  a  series  of  Re- 
fiolntions.    Tlio  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  doubt  what  he  stated;  but  he  rather 
thought  that  he  was  correct,  at  least  to 
ikiBextoDl->the  hon«  Gentlenian's  Besoln- 
tions  were  not  put  to  the  Committee,  be- 
cau«*i  on  a  division  it  was  decided  they 
should  not  be  put;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
hffooght  Resolotioos  fbrvard,  and  they 
stood  at  that  moment  in  tho  report  in  his 
name.     He  (Sir  J.  Palnnr^ton)  liarl  spcn 
them  that  day,  and  ouc  of  the  iicsolutiuns 
was  to  the  effect,  "  that  from  the  evidence 
taken  by  the  Committee,  it  appears  clearly 
that  the  present  mode  of  levying  the  duty 
on  sugar,  withont  »uiBcient  regard  to  the 
-variation  of  quality,  imposes  a  great  prac- 
tieai  disadfiatsge  upon  the  pfodaeen  in 


many  of  the  British  Colonies,"  Omitting 
the  words  "  without  sufficient  regard  to  the 
fariataon  of  quality,"  the  EesoTtttion  was 
carried,  nnd  that  licsolution  recognised 
the  principle  for  which  he  (Sir  J.  Taking- 
ton)  was  coDteuding.  The  hou.  Gentle- 
man altenrards,  in  a  discussion  in  that 
House  in  1848,  stated  that  the  privilege  of 
refining  in  bond  would  bo  an  advantage  to 
all  those  colonies;  and  in  the  same  year  he 
expressed  his  regret  that  the  Government 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  for  the 
present  tlicy  could  not  introduce  a  measure 
for  rctiniug  in  bond,  lie  found,  also,  the 
Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer,  in  the  same 
year  (1848),  stating,  "  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that  the  result  of  their  conmnuiication  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  ifcmhor  for  Westbury 
had  led  the  Government  to  conclude  that 
for  the  present  "*->he  (Sir  J.  Pakington) 
begged  the  Honse  wodd  remark  tho  ex> 
prcssion  ■ —  **  thoy  conld  not  introduce  a 
measure  for  refining  iu  bond;  he  was  far 
from  underrating  the  importance  of  such  a 
measure,  if  it  eould  be  carried  into  effect 
with  due  rcg^ard  to  the  interests  of  tho 
revenue,  and  those  engaged  in  tlio  sugar- 
refining  trade."  The  parties  to  whom  ho 
had  Twerred  (the  refiners),  required  that 
tho  measure  should  be  postponed  for  that 
Session  (T848).  He  (Sir  J .  Pakington) 
would  not  pretend  that  any  promise  was 
here  given;  but  when  ho  heara  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  using  the  expres* 
sion  in  1848  tli  it  for  tho  present  li-^  inii-t 
postpone  bringing  in  a  measure  to  carry 
out  those  views,  it  raised  a  presumption  on 
the  part  of  those  whose  interests  were 
deeply  at  stake,  that  it  was  in  the  con> 
templation  of  the  Government  at  some  fu- 
ture day  to  bring  in  a  measure  of  that  kind. 
In  the  speech  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  on  that  ocoasion  there  was  this 
expression: — "With  respect  to  the  pro- 
posal of  allowing  sugar  to  be  refined  in 
bond,  ho  altogether  agreed  with  the  Chan- 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  if  it  were 
possible  to  do  it  consistently  with  the 
security  of  the  revenue,  it  would  be  a  most 
important  boon  to  the  West  Indies."  Tiie 
right  hon.  Gendeman  would  admit  that  if 
he  had  made  so  large  an  admission  as  that 
snrh  n.  menFiirc  would  he  an  important  boon 
to  the  West  Indies,  that  justified  him  (JSir 
J.  Pakington)  in  calling  upon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  show  how  the  revenue 
would  suffer  by  his  conferring  it.  He  must 
now  advert  to  that  class  of  refiners  who  ob- 
jected to  his  proposition,  lie  wished  to 
speak  of  them  iritii  all  poauhle  respect; 
aN2 
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no  bodj  of  mercantile  men  could  be  fouaU  i  biin,  and  allow  the  duty  to  Ue  paid  after 
m  «aj  country  in  a  higher  pooition,  and  |  the  sugar  wm  refined,  the  eonseqneaee 
the   only  all^gatioD  ho  had  to  make  |  would  be  that  the  raw  sugar  would  b«  sold 

a,^in.st  them,  in  respect  to  the  proposed  at  a  price  minns  the  duty,  and  the  brokcr*% 
cimngo,  wan,  that,  like  all  other  human  '.  per  centage  would  be  smaller  in  amount. 
b<jiug!j,  haviug  a  good  thing,  they  wished  Lookmg  to  theoe  rsfiners;  looking  to  any 
to  keep  it.    He  would  state  what  he  be- 1  other  class  wUchhad  an  interests  Ho  ova 

licTcd  to  be  the  secret  of  their  ol>jcct.  in  this  matter,  he  asked  the  Govemmrnt  to 
The  right  hon.  Gontleiuan  had  Paid,  there  hear  in  mind  the  principle  upon  which  they 


were  only  about  twenty-five  reiinors  iu 
London,  and  that  was  toe  secret  of  their 

objection.  Under  the  present  law,  no  man 
could  enter  into  the  refining  trade  with- 
out having  very  large  capital.  When  he 
hoQght  the  augar,  he  had  not  only  to  pay 
the  Tabe  of  thus  sugar,  but  the  amount  of 
doty.  Tho  consequence  was,  that  the 
trade  had  fallen  into  a  verv  few  hands;  and 
be  believed  that  they  practically  enjoyed  a 
monopol  J,  and  that  it  was  their  desire  to 
maintain  it;  and  he  was  told  that  ten  or 
twelve  of  those  gentlemen,  by  acting  to- 
gether, did  and  could  control  the  sugar 
mariiet  to  an  eitent  that  was  perfeotlj  in- 
consistent with  the  interests  of  the  con- 
sumer. That  Tra?5  the  mode  in  which  he 
dealt  with  tho  objections  that  were  made 
by  a  certain  portion  of  the  refiners  in  Lon- 
don to  the  change  of  the  law  which  he  was 
now  venturing  to  press  upon  the  Hous^c. 
As  an  illustration  of  the  mode  of  dml-nn' 
among  a  certain  portion  of  the  Londou 
trade  in  reference  to  the  alteration  he  pro- 
posed, let  bhn  relate  to  the  House  a  little 
incident  ■^^-liifh  omirred  last  month,  and 
wliich  confirmed  the  view  he  had  taken. 
The  House  was  probably  aware— the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wss  well  aware  —  that 
under  tho  present  system  a  fall  took  place 
in  tho  duties  of  is.  on  British  and  is,  Cul. 
on  foreign  sugars.  No  sooner  had  that 
bll  taken  place  on  the  0th  of  July,  than  a 
more  than  proportionate &11  occurred  in  the 
prices  of  sugar;  since  then  the  price  of  sugar 
had  fallen  2s.  per  cwt.,  but  the  price  of  re- 
fined sugar  hail  not  fallen  at  all.  It  re- 
mained now  at  the  price  it  had  been  before 
the  full  ill  the  price  of  raw  suixar,  and 
therctiiie  the  refiners  wore  now  jiockoting 
that  reduction  of  2s.  per  cwt.;  and  the  Bri- 
tish public,  for  whose  intsrest  the  House 
l^lislated,  had  derived  no  benefit  whatever 
from  it.  That  fact  went  a  long  way  to 
show  that  he  had  not  taken  an  illegitimate 
or  uniSur  tIow  of  the  real  object  of  ihese 
refiners.  He  was  sure  the  sugar-brokers 
of  the  metropolis  would  be  opposed  to  this 
change.  They  were  paid  one-half  per  cent 
<m  the  sales  they  make;  and  if  tho  House 
agreed  to  make  the  alteration  proposed  by 
Sir  J,  Pakingian 


bad  acted — to  remember  that  tbey  had 
acted  on  the  principles  of  free  trade  in  ^km 
changes  they  had  made  in  the  cMnmercial 

law,  and  thnt  tlioy  could  not  in  eomnton 
justice,  be  now  infioeneed  by  the  iatereat 
of  Aese  refiners,  or  by  the  interests  of  mmj 
other  body  of  men«  to  re>^i't  tVn  Motion. 
What  were  the  grounds  of  resistance  ? 
Ho  was  very  sorry  not  to  see  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ej^ebe- 
qner  in  his  place;  far  ibongh  he  was  silewil 
with  the  deputation,  he  beliered  the  onlj 
objootinn  bo  could  openly  urge  was  that  he 
apprehended  danger  to  the  revenue.  On 
this  i^oint  he  (Sir  J.  Pakington)  challenged 
the  light  hon.  Gentleman  to  meet  him.  If 
the  revenue  would  be  endangered  by  thd 
change,  let  him  show  how.  He  (Sir  J. 
Pakington)  understood  it  was  said  that  it 
would  be  endangered  in  two  ways — directly 
by  the  diminution  of  duty,  and  indirectly 
by  fraud  upon  the  revenue.  As  to  the 
first  point,  with  respect  to  the  direct  re- 
duction, he  admitted  that  if  the j  made  tlw 
change,  the  result  would  be  this — that  all 
the  inferior  sugar  would  be  refined  before 
duty  paid,  and  all  the  higher  class  sagar 
would  pay  the  duty  and  be  refined  after- 
wards; and  he  admitted  that  if  sochaeteto 
of  things  came  into  operation,  the  revoni:*; 
would  sufier;  but  still  be  would  say  that 
they  had  no  right  to  recruit  their  re- 
venue by  an  admitted  injustice :  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  admitted  tbe 
justice  of  this  change.  He  had  no  objec- 
tion to  a  compulsory  law  that  all  sogrars 
should  be  refined  in  bond.  AB  he  mid 
was,  "  Do  justice  to  your  own  simar  grmr- 
crs."  If  they  thought  the  revenue  would 
sutTer,  why  thon,  if  they  liked,  they  could 
make  it  compulsory  tbat  all  sugar  tor  home 
consumption  ihoiud  be  refined  in  bouuL 
Ho  would  not  object  to  it;  and  as  regarded 
the  revenue,  they  would  derive  a  higher 
revenue  from  tho  suj>crior  sagara»  which 
would  make  up  for  ^e  kea  tiMy  would 
have  on  the  inferior  sugars.  Wtlil  r^ard 
to  the  other  portion  of  the  argument  that 
might  bo  urged,  namely,  the  indirect 
loss,  he  asked  the  right  hon.  Geatlsnaaa 
to  tell  hint  how  it  coold  ootnrf  Tkef 
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xniglit  find  it  necessary  to  mali<^  ti^xr  ar- 
rangements; but  this  was  not  a  ucw  mat- 
ter, for  they  had  been  refining  in  bond  for 
twenty  years.  It  bad  been  done  for  ex- 
portation, he  admitted;  but  they  would 
have  as  much  facility  in  refining  for  home 
coDfiumption  as  tbey  could  have  in  refining 
for  exportation.  The  only  differ^ee  would 
lie  thai  the  transactions  would  b«  on  a  larger 
scale.  He  had  never  heard  of  any  fraud 
on  the  revenue  as  resulting  from  the  prac- 
tice going  on  fur  twenty  years  ui  refining 
jngir  in  bond  for  exportation;  and  he  did 
not  beGeve  there  was  to  mnch  danger  as 
it  was  the  interest  of  some  parties  to  make 
them  beUeve  in  extending  the  principle  to 
nfining  in  bond  for  home  eonsnmptiMi. 
The  hon.  Baronet'oonclnded  bjmonngin 
the  terms  of  his  notice. 

^lotion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That,  in  the  opinioa  of  this  Houm,  the  Biituh 
RcAnen  of  Sugar  should  be  permitted  to  nAno 
in  liorul,  and  to  enter  their  ni.inufacturo  for  Itomc 
consumption,  upon  pay  moot  of  the  aamc  Duties  as 
are  levied  epon  Reflmd  Sugar  hnported  into  tUs 
Ooontiy.'' 

# 

Mb.  LABOUOHBRB  aaid,  it  now  be- 
came his  duty  to  state  to  tlic  House — 
which  he  would  endeavour  to  do  in  as  few 


and  other  sugar-producing  colonies,  and 
by  the  consumers  in  this  country.  But 
this  was  not  at  all  the  (question  before 
the  House.   The  House  was  aware  that 
4.000,0002.  were  levied  on  this  artlele; 
and  unless  hon.  Gentlemen  were  prepared 
to  jeopardise  that  rercnue,  the  only  ques- 
tion for  consideration  was,  whether  there 
were  any  restrictions  whieh  nug ht  safely 
be  removed  as  injurious  or  superfluous. 
Now  he  could  assure  them  that  the  M-holo 
matter  had  beou  repeatedly  looked  into  by 
the  Government,  with  a  desire  to  freo  the 
trade  from  all  restrietions  that  could  pos- 
sibly be  removed  ;  and,  after  full  investi- 
gation, the  Goverument  had  with  great 
relaotaaee  eome  to  the  conclusion  not  to 
disturb  the  present  system  of  separating 
the  refiners  of  sugar  in  bond  for  exporta- 
tion from  the  refiners  of  sugar  for  the 
home  market.    As  regarded  the  case  of 
the  Cohmies,  on  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  laid  great  stress,  he  could  assure  the 
House  he  felt  as  strongly  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  do,  that  it  was  their  duty, 
as  well  ss  their  bterest,  to  free  our  Colo- 
nies, and  especially  our  West  Indian  Colo- 
nics, from  mery  commercial  impediment, 
the  effect  of  wliicli  was  to  fetter  their  in- 
words  as  possible — the  reasons  why,  iu  his  dustry  or  to  interfere  with  their  prosperity. 


opinion  at  least,  they  ought  noi  to  agree 
to  the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  He 

must  first,  however,  express  his  regret  at 
the  unavoidable  absence  of  his  right  hon. 
Priend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  had  devoted  much  attention  to  this 
subject,  received  many  deputations  upon  it, 
and  considered  it  with  everv  desire  to  re- 
lieve  the  trade  from  all  restrictions  from 
whieh  he  eould  liberate  it  oonsutently  with 
the  interests  of  the  revenue,  and  with  a 
view  to  give  to  tlir  British  colonial  interest, 
and  particularly  to  the  West  Indies,  every 
adrantage  it  was  possible  to  extend  to 
them  in  reference  to  this  question.  He 


The  hon.  Baronet  stated  that  the  grier- 

ancc  under  which  the  West  Indian  colo- 
nists suffered  by  the  existing  system  was, 
that  they  exported  their  sugars  in  the 
coarse  state,  oiffering  in  that  respect  from 
the  sugar  exporters  of  Cuba,  Java,  and 
others,  and  tliat  the  consequence  was  that 
as  the  duty  was  paid,  not  on  the  sugar 
when  refined,  but  on  the  sugar  as  it  en- 
tered this  country,  they  were,  in  point  of 
fact,  subjected  to  a  discottragmnent  by  a 
duty  which  was  meant  to  apply  equally. 
Now  this  question  had  been  much  consid- 
ered by  the  Committee  which  sat  in  1848, 
and  over  which  Lord  George  Bentinok 


begged  it  would  be  understood ,  in  the  first '  presided.    It  was  quit©  true  that  the  hon. 


place,  that  he  did  not  at  all  dispute  witli 
the  hon.  Baronet  that  the  restrictions  im- 
posed on  the  refiners  of  sugar,  like  the  re- 
strictions imposed  on  any  other  trade, 
opcratefl  on  them  unfavourably.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  if  sugar  could  be  im- 
ported free  of  duty,  and  refined  either  for 
home  consumption  or  for  exportation,  with- 
out the  Govei^ment  troubUng  themselves 
about  pocuring,  in  the  process,  any  re- 
venue by  the  imposition  of  any  restrictions 
whatever,  all  the  parties  concerned  would 
he  very  greatly  benefited,  and  an  advan- 
iangi  would  be  dwived  by  the  West  Indian 


Member  for  Westbury  (Mr.  J.  Wilson), 
one  of  the  Members  of  the  Committee,  ac- 
knowledged at  that  time,  with  other  Gen- 
tlemen who  sat  on  the  Committee,  that  as 
the  scale  stood,  a  "uh^tantial  grievance 
had  been  made  out  on  the  part  of  British 
producers.  But  did  no  alteration  in  tiie 
law  take  place  in  consequence  of  this  in- 
vestigation ?  The  hon.  Baronet  was  per- 
fectly well  ntrare  that  at  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee — a  recommendation 
made  in  reference  to  tins  special  grievance 
— a  material  change  in  the  law  took  place. 
An  intermediate  duty  on  brown  clayed. 
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between  MuscoTado  and  white  clayed,  was 

agreed  to,  in  oidrr  to  meet  this  particular 
case,     iu  souio  degree,  therefore,  this 
grievance  had  been  dealt  with.    [Sir  J. 
Faki^gton  :  Bat  mj  Motion  is  prospec- 
tive. ]    No  doubt ;  but  the  Motion  did  not 
rofff  to  1 8.'>/^.4  ;  and  in  tho  month  of  Au- 
gust, it  was  quite  sufficient  to  argue  as  to 
what  might  be  or  oo^ht  to  be  done  in 
1851.  Another  alterni'  n,  diminishing  the 
difficulty  complained  of,  had  Leon  made  In 
regard  to  the  luanaijenient  of"  sugar  in  the 
Colonies.    He  believed  that  the  quality  of 
the  sugftrs  hnported  from  British  posses* 
sions  ap|»roached  now  much  more  nearly 
the  quality  of  foreign  sugars  than  at  any 
previous  period.    In  both  the  East  and 
West  Indian  sugar- producing  coloniea  there 
had,  of  late  years,  bem  considerable  im- 
prnvomcnt  in  the  process  of  workinf;  sucrar; 
and  the  result  had  been  that  the  su^^ar 
fi  urn  these  plaeus  competed  favourably  iu 
quality  with  sugars  or  Onba,  and  other 
foreign  sugars  of  sugar-producing  coun- 
tries.   It  eould  not  he  otherwise  than  sa- 
tisfactory to  the  House  to  know  that  there 
was  no  reason  to  suppose  that  there  had 
been  any  diminution  m  reoent  years  in  the 
quantity  of  sui;ar  imported  into  this  coun- 
try from  our  Colonies.  In  ascrrtnining  this 
fact,  he  looked  to  tho  trieuuiai  averages, 
which  appeared  a  fairer  test  than  the 
figures  of  a  particular  year.    lie  admitted 
that  this  year  the  importation  from  the 
West  Indies  had  fallen  off ;  but  he  believed 
that  this  was  chiefly  to  bo  ascribed  to  the 
calamity  which  had  occurred  to  Jamaica — 
the  cholera,  which  had  committed  such 
ravages  in  Jamaica,  had  deprived  that  co- 
lony of  its  required  number  of  labourers, 
and  there  had  been  a  consequent  decrease 
in  its  usual  exportation  of  sugar  ;  but  he 
believed  that  from  none  of  the  other  West 
Indian  colonies  had  there  beeu  any  mate- 
rial diminution.   Taking  the  triennial  ave- 
rages, the  general  residt  was  most  satis* 
factory;  and,  while  considerable  benefit 
had  been  conferred  generally  on  the  revenue 
from  the  entire  importation,  there  was  no 
reason  to  snpnoflo  that  any  injury  had  been 
inflicted  on  the  Ooloniea.   He  would  not 
read  tho  items  ;  but  tho  totals  of  the  tri- 
ennial averages  were  these  :  In  tho  three 
years,  1830  to  1841  inclusive,  there  were 
imported  from  the  British  West  Indies 
2,389,570  cwt.;  from  1842  to  1844,  in- 
elusive,  2,487,401  cwt.;  from  1845  to 
1847,  inclusive,  2.733,718 cwt.;  and  from 
1848  to  1850,  inclasive,  the  total  amount 
imported  was  2,740,649  ewt.;  bebg  a 


trifle  more  tiiaii  in  &e  three  yean  pi«- 

ecdin":.    From  the  Mauritius  the  increase 
had  been  greater.    For  the  first  triennial 
period  there  were  imported  from  the  Mau- 
ritius, 620,734  ewt.;  for  the  second  pe- 
riod, 568,590  cwt.;  for  the  third  period, 
918,313  ewt.;  and  for  the  fourth  period, 
929,099  cwt.;  and  from  the  East  ludifM, 
for  the  fint  triennial  period  there  were  im^ 
ported  740,864  cwt.;  for  the  seeond 
riod,  1,044,1)11  cwt.;  for  the  third  period, 
1,386,169  cwt.;  and  for  the  fourth  period, 
1,381,090  cwt.    While,  therefore,  the  go- 
neral  sunply  of  sugar  had  increased,  to  the 
great  advantage  of  the  reTcnue,  and  to 
the  great  benefit  of  the  consumer  in  this 
country,  it  was  apparent  that  the  gratify- 
ing result  had  not  been  aooomplisfaed  by  a 
saerifiee  which  he,  for  one,  should  greatly 
Inmrnt  —  the   sacrifice,   namely,  of  the 
sugar-producinc"  interests  of   the  British 
possessions.    And  as  to  prices,  those  in- 
terests had  no  ground  for  compldnt.  Tak- 
ing the  last  four  years,  up  to  the  31st  De- 
cember, the  price  of  Mviscovodo,  East  and 
West  Indian  sugar  had  been,  in  IS47, 
22s.  per  cwt.;  in  1848,  22*.  per  owt,;  in 
1849,  26^.  per  cwt.;  and  inl850,27<.per 
cwt.    Thus,  therefore,  the  larger  supply 
to  this  country  had  not  been  accompanied 
by  anything  like  that  ruin  to  the  W^est  In- 
dian eobnies  whieh  had  been  predieted. 
Ho  would  admit,  then,  tiiat  if  sngar^refin- 
in  bond  for  homo  consumption  could 
he  allowed,  it  would  be  a  boon  to  the  West 
Indian  producer;  and  he  thought  that  that 
boon  ought  to  be  granted,  unless  very  se- 
rious practical  objections  could  be  urged  to 
the  concession.    He  would  now,  therefore, 
state  the  real  objections  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet.   The  hon.  Baronet  had 
treated  radiw  lightly  that  petition  from 
London  55ugarVonncrs  which  he  (Mr.  La- 
houchcrc)  had  laid  on  the  table  that  even- 
ing.   The  hon.  Baronet  had  represented 
that  this  p^ition  was  only  signed  by  a 
majority  of  the  sugar  refiners  of  London, 
lie  (Mr.  Lahouchere)  begged  to  inform  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  it  was  signed  by  nearly 
every  one  of  the  sugsif  Tofhusa  of  the  me* 
tropolis;  and  he  further  begged  to  remind 
tho  hon.  Baronet  that  the  ^ncfnr-refiining 
trade  of  London  was  somewhat  larger  than 
tho  whole  sugar-refining  trade  of  the  rest 
of  the  United  Kingdom.   The  hon.  Baro- 
net had  said  that  the  sugar  refiners  were 
divided  in  opinion.    There  was  no  doubt 
that  they  were  ;  but  they  were  dirided 
most  unequally.  Tho  hon.  Baronet  had  sug> 
gested  that  the  aagar  lefinen  of  Qlasgoir 
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and  of  Z«vtrf««l  trera  «f  %  ftsj  <iliF«rent 
opinion  from  tho  ngtr  refiners  of  London. 

But  that  was  not  altogether  the  case.  One 
of  the  sjentlrnirn  v>-\io  had  signed  the  peti- 
tion referred  to  was  Mr.  Tairrie,  the  pro- 
prietor of  OHO  of  tho  moat  oxtonrivo  sugar* 
rtiaiiig  concerns  in  the  kingdom.  This 
gcntleaia  had  a  mfincrr  not  only  in  Lon- 
don, bat  In  Liverpool  and  Glasgow,  and, 
in  signing  the  petition,  he  represented  the 
trade  gonomlly.  Ho  (Mr.  Lobonehere)  do- 
nied  that  among  the  su^ar  refiners  out  of 
London  there  was  anythmg  liko  a  unani- 
mous belief  that  tho  alteration  proposed 
bj  tho  boB.  BoroBOt  would  bo  giiiondlj 
tlaefal  to  them,  or  adrantageow  to  their 
trade.  lie  denied  that  they  were  nt  nil 
satisfied  that  such  a  proposal  could 
be  assented  to  without  subjectiug  their 
troido  to  BOir  lootriotioiM  of  ^o  inott  mu- 
ohiofous  description.  When  tho  ooso  had 
boon  first  snbmitted  to  tho  Government, 
tho  Chancellor  of  the  Kxchequcr  wont  into 
it  with  the  utmost  desire  to  ortiTO  at  a 
oonchisiOD  onabHnf  him  to  grant  a  greater 
amount  of  freedom  to  tho  Biio^ar  refiners. 
He  (Sir  C.  Wood)  saw  repeated  deputa- 
tions OQ  the  subject;  and  ereotaaUy  he 
employed  oooao  m  the  most  oiperieneed 
offioors  of  Bieiso  to  ozamino  into  the  pro- 
cess of  sugar  refining,  and  to  rppnrf  npnn 
tho  effect  which  the  stiprgestcd  change  m 
system  would  havo  upuu  that  process  as 
lespooted  Ibo  intoreets  of  tho  revenae. 
Am  when  that  report  was  submitted  to 
the  sugar  refiners  they  did  not  gainsay  tho 
assertion  of  the  Excise  officers  tiiat  certain 
severe  restriotions  would  be  tteoessnry  if 
the  rcTenue  was  to  be  protected ;  and  they 
replied  that  they  would  nnt  thank  tho  Go- 
verinnr-nt  for  a  boon  ^vl:I^■ll  would  bo  so 
accompanied.  The  hon.  baronet  had  ad- 
mitted that  If  bis  proposal  were  adopted, 
and  tho  refining  in  bond  for  the  home 
market  were  to  be  permitted,  the  system 
would  haie  to  be  made  general  and  com- 
pulsory. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINOTON  had  not  said 
this.  All  he  had  said  was,  that  if  making 
the  system  compulsory,  or  to  meet  tho  ob- 

i'ection  of  the  Government  as  to  reTonue, 
10  weald  hare  ao  obieefion  to  it. 

Mr.  LABOUCHSRB:  Tes;  but  though 
the  hon.  Gentleman  assented,  it  was  a 
fact,  that  the  trade  generally  greatly  oIj- 
jocted  to  rendering  mch  a  system  compul- 
sory. The  Ezdse  offioers  had  said  two 
things :  first,  that  if  such  a  system  were 
to  bo  allowed  at  all,  it  must  be  compulsory 
and  universal,  aU  refining  houses  to  be  on 
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an  equal  footing;  and,  in  the  next  plaoe, 
that  restrietions,  Ibr  tho  oako  of  reTonnOt 

would  have  to  be  introduced,  whieh  would 
be  so  burdensome  nnd  harassing  as  to  in- 
terfere with  tho  actual  working  of  the  coa- 
oemo.  Tho  msons  upon  whieh  tho  latter 
opinion  waa  based,  were  of  a  very  techni- 
cal ehamcter,  not  easily  explicable  to  the 
House;  but,  briefly,  the  cause  necessitat- 
ing restrictions  would  be  this.  Sugar 
ronning  was  not  a  singie,  simple  oporatien. 
You  could  not  take  a  lot  of  sugar,  refine 
it,  and  have  done  with  it.  Were  tbi«i  so, 
the  oheok  would  be  easy;  for  by  the  sugar 
gone  in,  a  calcnlation  might  be  made  as  to 
the  sugar  whidi  ought  to  some  out.  But 
this  was  nnt  the  case.  Aftrr  one  batch  of 
sugar  had  been  refine<l,  a  sort  of  syrup  re- 
maiued,  which  went  to  the  next  batch,  and 
in  this  way  it  might  bo  said  that  sogaf^ 
refining  was  a  poroetoal  ojpefaUon,  the  ro- 
of  ono  working  hem{^  Tised  in  the 
next  workuig — thus  leading  to  a  system, 
on  the  part  of  tho  Excise  which,  if  ex- 
tended, would  be  of  praetioal  ineonvenienoo 
to  the  trade.  The  question  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  was,  why,  if  they  allowed  sugar 
to  bo  refined  in  bond  for  exportation,  not 
allow  the  same  to  bo  done  with  sugar  for 
home  consumption?  It  had  to  be  OOB* 
fjiflnrod,  however,  that  tho  trade  of  sugar 
rchning  in  bond  for  exportation  was  in  tho 
hands  of  very  few  houses.  The  operations 
of  tbsto  firms  were  oondoeted  on  a  great 
scale.  Their  buildings  had  been  eonstruet* 
ed  specially  for  these  extf^7i«tve  operations, 
and  all  their  arrangements  were  of  a  kind 
admitting  of  perfect  security  to  the  re- 
venue. But  it  tho  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Baronot  were  acceded  to,  and  other  par- 
tica  were  to  bo  permitted  to  refine  in  bond 
for  tho  home  market,  those  partiei»  would, 
in  many  instanoes*  havo  to  alter  the  sitna* 
tion  of  thttr  prei^ses,  and  to  build  new 
premises;  and  after  all  this  had  been  done, 
there  would  be  stUl  tho  ritik  of  such  evils 
arising  as  to  compel  the  Government  to 
put  a  stop  to  tbe  whole  ^stero.  These 
were  the  considerations  which  had  been 
plaeod  before  his  right  hon.  Friend  tho 
ChnnccUor  of  the  Bxoheqnor;  and  persons 
of  praetioal  o^erieneo  and  best  informed 
on  the  points  at  issue  having  represented 
the  consequences  which  tb^^  proposed  al- 
t«'ration  would  entail,  bis  right  hon.  Friend 
would  obviously  have  been  wanting  iu  hid 
duty  as  guardian  of  the  publie  purse,  had 
he  allowca  any  relaiation  of  system  likely 
to  injure  so  seriously  the  revcfiuo.  As  far 
as  he  (klr.  Labouohere)  was  iiiiormed,  tbe 
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parties  who  ur^ed  the  change  were  parties 
oafing  two  eatabluhinenta :  one  establish- 
ment for  refining  sugar  in  bond  for  ex- 
portation; and  a  secnnil  establishment,  out 
of  bond,  for  the  supply  of  the  home> 
market.  Now,  it  was  rqnvsented  tiiat  if 
•oeh  parUes  were  permitted  to  work  the 
two  systems  in  the  way  tliey  wished,  the 
greatest  iojustice  would  be  inflicted  on  all 
others  in  the  trado  in  conscqueuce  of  the 
ineqnalitleB  wbioh  would  arise;  and  that 
Buch  parties  alone  would  be  the  gainers  by 
the  change.  In  confirmation  of  the  views 
which  he  had  urged  on  the  House,  be 
could  not  do  better  than  read  the  resoln> 
tions  which  had  bettk  passed  at  a  full 
mee*!ni'  of  the  sugar  refiners  nf  London, 
called  togrtlior  in  April  last  to  consider 
this  proposal;  aud  he  had  no  doubt  that 
audi  a  deelaratton  of  opinion  firom  Indi' 
viduals  who  were  themselves  deeply  en- 
gaged in  the  trado  would  havegrent  weight 
with  hon.  Gentlemen.  The  resolution  was 
•a  fdlowB 

**  Tho  speotal  Inwfaiem  fbr  wbleh  the  meetfai was 

also  gummoncJ,  u.iinoly,  tlio  question  of  refining 
in  bond,  was  then  conaidered,  whoa,  it  being  ua- 
dorstood  that  a  depnCation  of  Seotoh  reflnws  had 
DT'plir  !  to  Govonunent  for  pcmiission  to  refine  in 
bund,  paying  the  duties  on  the  various  extracts  of 
the  nnaln;,  and  the  trado  in  London  having  been 
reqaestcd  to  co-oi>orato  in  promoting  their  objccU, 
la  was  resolved — '  That  in  referring  to  the  ropurt 
made  by  the  officers  of  excise  when  tho  subject  of 
refining  in  bond  was  investigated  by  them  in  1840, 
wherein  it  was  stated,  that  in  order  to  protect 
tho  revenue  from  fraud,  it  was  necessary  to  im- 
poio  inoonveaient  restrictions  on  the  worlting  of 
the  ragar  hoosei,  and  having  fully  considered  the 
present  state  of  thti  puijai-  tr.ulc,  it  (loo-«i  not  ap- 
pear to  this  raeoting  for  tho  interest  of  tho  trade 
to  press  npon  the  Gevemment  at  the  present  time 
the  introduction  of  n  law  for  aUetiag  the  ignteim 
of  working  tho  refineries.*  " 

He  now  subwittod  to  tho  Ilouse  that  under 
iheae  oiraQinsta'DeeB,  and  at  this  period  of 

the  Session,  it  being  proved  that  ibe  great 
body  of  tho  sugar  refiners  were  averse  to 
the  alteration,  on  the  ground  of  the  in- 
equality which  would  be  produced,  and  of 
the  inconveniences  which  would  arise;  and 
it  being  further  ascertained  from  the  most 
experienced  Excise  officers  that  such  a 
change  would  bo  attended  with  risk  to  the 
revenae  if  the  most  soTere  restriotions 
were  not  resorted  to^it  would  be  in  the 
highest  degree  inexpedient  to  agree  to  the 
Kesolution  proposed. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  thought  that  even  at 
this  period  of  the  Session  the  sugar  re- 
finers, who  wore  prcssini^  this  change, 
would  sec  no  reason  to  regret  that  the  hon. 
Baroiict  had  brought  his  proposal  forward, 
Mr,  Lahmtchare 


if  it  were  only  that  it  had  elicited  the 
speech  which  tilie  House  had  juat  heud. 

He  (Mr.  Mitchell)  was  astonished  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  with  his  great  ex- 
perience in  commercial  matters,  should 
haTO  Yentored  to  resist  tiiii  ]Ibti«m  upon 
grounds  so  exceedingly  w^k  and  namnr. 
He  (Mr.  Mitchell)  liad  taken  some  part  in 
this  matter,  and  wished  to  explain  tho 
course  ho  had  thought  it  right  to  adopt. 
Two  or  three  moaths  ago  some  wippr 
refiners  had  nibmitted  their  ease  to  him, 
and  had  represented  that  they  were  very 
badly  Seated.    'Uhoy  desired  him  to  un- 
dwtake  urging  their  chums  on  the  Hoose 
of  Commons,  and  when  he  asked  them  to 
make  their  limited  proposal  general,  they 
answered  that  it  would  be  better  to  cora- 
mouce  by  a  small  Motion  this  year,  and  in 
the  next  Seesion  to  base  on  that  a  mneh 
larger  proposal.  He  then  entered  a  notice 
of  Motion  on  tho  pf\|>er  in  rorapliance  with 
their  wishes.    Subsequently  tiic  hon.  Ba- 
ronet gave  notice  of  a  larger  proposal; 
wad  as  he  (Mr.  MitoheU)  had  seen  no  ob- 
jection whatever  to  tho  principle  involved, 
he  withdrew  his  notice,  and  offered  to  sup- 
port the  hon.  Baronet.  The  case  had  been 
fully  made  oat  that  eyening  by  the  hen. 
Baronei.    It  had  been  proved  that  the 
suitor  re6ners  were  subjected  to  the  great- 
est injustice  in  their  competition  with  fo- 
reign couu tries.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man hlid  the  chief  stress  in  hia  olgeetioiii 
to  the  Motion  on  the  petition  and  resola- 
tion  of  the  London  sugar  refiners.  But 
what  did  these  prove  ?    Simply  that  cer- 
tain gentlemen,  baring  got  a  monopoly, 
were  anxious  to  keep  it.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  a  good  J*  il  as  to  the 
danger  to  the  revenue  which  would  accom- 
pany a  change;  but  ho  had  given  no  rea- 
sons for  that  supposition.  Ho  (Mr.  IfttefaeD) 
placed  yetj  Wtm  roliaaee  vpmt  tho  reports 
of  cither  excise  or  customs  officers.  Theso 
persons  were  trained  in  a  particular  sys- 
tem, and  were  always  disinclined  to  adopt 
any  improvements.    The  right  hen*  Qoh 
tlcman  judged  very  harsldy  in  supposing 
that  the  sugar  refiners  were  capable  of 
defrauding  tho  rcvcouo.    It  was  absurd  to 
suppoM  that  great  capitaUata  would  plaes 
themsdvea  in  the  power  of  then:  werfc- 
men. 

Notice  taken  that  Forty  Members  were 
not  present :  House  counted;  and  Yorlj 
Members  not  being  present,  ^ 

The  House  was  adjouiiied  at  a  %UAltff 
before  ^'ino  of  tho  clock. 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
/Satttrdaif,  Augutt  2, 1851. 

MixcTBS.]  PvRLir  "niixs. — 1*  Gon oral  Board  of 
Uealth  (No.  2a)  ;  Metropolitan  lutorracnt. 

9*  MfltropoUtan  Sewnn ;  OoaMuppers  (Port  of 
London) ;  Lunatics  (India). 

Reptn'ted.  —  Inrerness  Bridj^  (No.  2) ;  Cus- 
toms ;  Shoop,  Ac.  Conta?ioiia  Disorders  Pro- 
rentioii  ;  Coinmissiuncrs  of  ILiilwavs  Act  Re- 
peal ;  Lauds  Clauaus  Coufiolidatiuu  (Ireland); 
.Stcxm  Navigation. 

3*  Meroantile  Marino  Aei  Amendment ;  Medical 
Obaritiea  (Iroland) ;  Grand  Jurr  Cew  (Ire- 
land). 

Their  Lordships  met;  and  having  gone 
through  the  bnnneM  on  the  Feper, 
Hoiue  idjourned  to  Hotklftj  next. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

iSaturday,  August  2,  1851. 

MiN  uTEs.]    PtJiir.ic  Bills. — 1*  Leasehold  Tcnoro 

of  I-inti  (Ii-claml)  Act  Continuance. 
3'  Metropolitan  Interment ;  General  Board  ot 
Health  (No.  3)  ;  Church  Building  Acts  Amend- 
ing rit  ;  Petty  St'ssions  (Iroland);  SuuimaiTr 
Jarisdictiou  (Iroland);  Oonatabnlacy  Force 
(InlaBd). 

THE  CASE  OF  ROBERT  ERSKINE,  AT 

CAPE  COAST  CASTLE. 
Sm  EDWARD  BUXTON  wiAed  to 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonics  r\  qiicstian 
reapecting  the  case  of  Robert  Erskine,  at 
Cape  Coast  Caiitle,  towarda  whom  groat 
enielty  had  been  preedted.  This  peraon, 
having  heen  accused  of  robbery,  was  cru- 
elly tortured  by  order  of  two  oflScers  in 
Uor  Majesty's  senrice,  named  Murray  and 
Stewart,  with  a  view  to  make  him  confeu. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  would  inform  the  IIoubc  of  the 
nature  of  the  correspondence  tiiat  had 
passed  between  the  Colonial  OtHce  and 
the  Coiiiinaiider'>iii-Chief  in  respect  to  this 
matter  ? 

Mil.  11  AWES  said,  if  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  move  for  the  correspondence,  he 
would  he  qoHe  willing  to  assent  to  its  pro- 
dnetion.  The  ease  was  one^  no  donbt,  of 
^eat  atrocity;  but  being  committed  by 
individuals  not  in  the  service  of  the  local 
government,  it  unfortxmately  did  not  come 
within  the  operation  of  the  itatute  for  the 
punishment  of  the  offences  committed  wlth- 
m  the  colony.  The  case  was  brought  sub- 
sequently under  the  notice  of  the  Cora- 
nander-n-Chief,  and  he  (Mr.  Hawes)  would 
read  to  the  Hense  the  conolnding  para- 


graph of  a  letter  which  he  had  received 
Qom  Lord  Fitiroj  SoDrariet,  eonveying 
the  Duke  of  WeOingtoa'a  deoiaien  on  the 

subject : — 

"  In npljr  I havo  to  aoqnamt  you  thi t  h in  Grace 
also  ftda  tiiat  imputations  of  great  scnousne«» 
are  raised  and  supj)orted  by  a  considerable  hodf 
of  evidence  a^puiut  ofiBcon  ia  Har  Migec^'s  ser- 
▼tee;  bnt  having  eonsfderad  the  whole  mnttcr 
with  most  anxifii:s  attn:!ion,  and  h'Auj  rulvi^od 
that  tiio  officers  in  question  Mnnot  be  triod  ar 
punished  by  eoi»i«urlU  fixr  an  efltanoa  eon- 
mitted  noM-  thrt'C  ycara  ago,  his  Grace  is  nt  a  l.  -s 
to  suffgcst  to  Earl  Grey  what  further  jjroctMxiings 
mbUT  be  tekaeagahistthom. 

"  FirzaoT  SoMuaif.** 

The  Hou<io  arjjourned  at  a  qoarter  after 

One  o'clock  until  Monday. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Monday f  Augmt  4,  1851. 

MuDTsa.J  Pmiuo  fiiuji.^1*  Removal  of  Doubts 
as  to  Penalties  on  Assumption  of  Ecclesiastical 
Titles  :  rollcction  of  Fines,  Ac.  (Irolan(i)  ; 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland) ;  Sumjoary  Joria- 
diction  (Ireland) ;  ret^  Swatoas  (Maad) ; 
Goneral  Board  of  Heittk  (NOb  Z) ;  Cutsrimiy 
Association. 

2*  Coal  Duties  (London  and  Westminster  and 
adjacerit  Couiitios)  ;  General  Board  of  Health 
(No.  2a)  ;  Emigiation  Advances  (Distressed 
Districts,  Scotland);  Metropolitaa  lutanmnt; 
New  Zealaad  SetUements. 

iZepsried!.'— MatropoUlMi  Sewwrs ;  Coalwhippen 
(Port  of  London) :  Gotu  ral  BoMid  of  Health 
(No.  3)  ;  Lunatics  (India). 

8*  New  Forat  Doer  Rameval,  Jw. ;  fowraeas 
Bridge  (No.  2)  ;  Sheep,  Ac.  Contagious  Dis- 
orders Prevention  ;  Costoras ;  Commiaaioaers 
of  Railways  Aot  Repeal ;  Steam  Nav^p^ion. 

EMIGRATION    ADVANCES  (DISTRESSED 
DISTRICTS,  SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

The  Babi.  of  MINTO,  moved  that  the 

Bill  be  now  read  2». 

The  Puke  of  NEWCASTLE,  though 
he  would  not  oppose  the  second  reading, 
thought  that  the  Bill  was  open  to  serious 
objections.  He  did  not  complain  of  the 
advance  of  public  money  for  tho  purpose 
propoRod,  being  fully  aware  of  the  distress 
which  existed  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Seotknd,  and  of  the  pnuaeworthy  man* 
nor  in  which  many  of  the  landowners  had 
exerted  themselves  to  alleviate  it;  but  his 
objection  to  tho  Bill  was,  that  it  diverted 
from  their  proper  channel  funds  which  h^ 
been  voted  in  previous  Sessions  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  the  drainage  of  lands 
in  (ircat  Britain  and  Ireland.  He  did 
not  believe  that  there  would  imvo  beta  any 
objeotaon  to  a  diatuMt  grant  finr  the  pur- 
poM  now  propeied;  hut  he  was  iore  that 
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Iho  olW  House  of  Parliament  would  not 
have  sanctioned  this  diversion  of  tho  public 
funds  if  attention  had  beea  drawa  to  it 
earlier  in  the  Session. 

Tho  DuiB  of  ARGYLL  ftgned,  that  H 
would  have  been  better  if  a  ^ttfnot  grant 
had  been  tnken  for  this  purpose ;  but 
though  he  admitted  that  this  money  had 
been  voted  for  promotmg  tho  drainage  of 
Undt,  jvt  h*  tkioiight  that  tho  aoblo  Duke 
hid  put  the  case  somewhat  too  strongly. 
If  they  came  to  the  principle!  of  the  thin?, 
it  was  very  questionable  whether  tho  au- 
vsnoing  of  moBoy  merely  for  improving 
land  was  quite  joatifiable;  but  this  parti- 
cular loan  had  acquired  a  completely  new 
feature  in  consequence  of  the  distress  which 
had  arisen  iu  Ireland.  For  a  long  period 
no  one  had  tokoa  advftiitage  of  die  lou; 
but  when  that  distress  arosOi  il  was  found 
to  be  an  important  auxiliary  means  of  alle- 
viating it,  and  an  additional  sum  had  been 
advanced  for  the  purpose.  Ho  thought 
that  the  loan  was  only  justified  by  the  dis- 
tress; and  ho  could  not  recognise  tho  prin- 
ciple that  Govennuent  should  ieud  money 
to  landowners  any  more  than  to  others  en- 
caged in  business,  unless  there  was  great 
wstress  existing. 

BiUiead2\ 

■ 

MBTROPOUT AN  UTTERMENT  BILL. 

The  Eabl  of  GARLISL&»  mored  that 

(bo  Bill  be  now  read  2". 


sure  their  Lordships  woaM  sol  wish  to 

deprive  those  excellent  and  lahonous  men 
of  any  considerable  portion  of  the  small  pit- 
tance which  they  received  as  a  remuneraiiou 
for  their  lahoins.  In  eonsequsnee  of  the 
impediments  wUeh  had  been  thrown  in  the 
way  of  those  operations  which  the  Board 
of  Health  were  anxious  to  commence,  he 
understood  that  a  great  oomiuerciai  specu> 
lation  was  now  on  foot,  and  he  eertainly 
saw  no  obstacle  to  prevent  the  establish- 
ment of  a  groat  necropolis,  as  it  was  call- 
ed, at  such  a  distance  from  London  as  to 
be  beyond  the  limits  of  the  jurisdietHm  ef 
the  Board  of  Hesldk :  that  would  but  con- 
centrate and  aggravate  tho  evil,  and  no 
compensation  would  be  provided  for  those 
who  were  thus  deprived  of  a  great  por- 
tion of  their  incomes.  However,  that,  he 
thought,  was  a  minor  evil,  compared  with 
those  which  must  ari^c  frfun  the  establish* 
nient  of  a  great  commercial  necropolis. 
He  desired  to  thank  the  Members  w  the 
Board  of  Health  for  their  exertions,  and 
for  tho  readiness  with  which  they  had  lis- 
tened to  the  representations  of  himself  and 
his  clergy;  and  he  had  also  an  especial 
wish  to  iahe  that  opportunity  of  thaahisg 
most  cordially  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (ths 
Earl  of  Shaftesbury),  in  his  own  name, 
aud  in  that  of  the  ministers  of  religion 
over  whom  he  was  called  upon  to  preside, 
for  the  great  sendees  he  had  rendered  la 
the  great  cause  of  sanitary  and  social  re- 


Tho  Bi^nor  of  LONDON  was  desirous  '  form.    Every  succeeding  year  had  tended 


of  expressing  his  regret  that  more  effec- 
tual powers  had  not  been  given  to  the  Go* 
neral  Board  of  Health.  More  harm  than 
good  would  bo  done  unless  full  power  was 
given  to  the  Board  to  purchase  existing 
burial  grounds,  to  comneusate  existing  in- 
terests, and  to  establistk  a  grsst  eompre- 
hensire  system,  under  which  the  sepulture 
of  persons  dying  in  this  vast  metropolis 
should  bo  conducted  with  economy,  de- 
cency, and  a  proper  and  due  regard  for 
human  health  and  life.  Hitherto  the 
dcrgy  had  been  compelled  to  bo  tho  un- 
willing executants  of  an  indecent  practice, 
because  there  had  been  no  means  provided 
for  eztramorsl  intorments.  The  question 
of  compensation,  also,  was  one  that  was 
not  touched  upon.  He  (tho  Bishop  of 
London)  knew  it  was  the  fashion  of  the 
times  to  taunt  tho  clergy  with  unceasing 
attention  to  their  own  pecuniary  interests. 
Kow,  the  clergy  were  in  many  instances 
entirely  dependent  upon  the  burial  fees; 
aud  in  removing  an  existing  evil,  which  had 
grown  up  by  no  fault  of  theurs,  he  was 


to  confirm  him  in  the  opinion  which  he  bad 
long  ago  expressed,  that  they  might  baild 
churches,  and  found  schools,  and  carry  into 
effect  all  those  numerous  devices  for  wliieb 
the  charity  of  this  great  Christian  country 
was  eminently  conspicuous;  yet  they  would 
do  little  good  (in  the  large  towns,  at  Issat), 
unless  they  could  remove  a  great  portion 
of  those  physical  evils  which  sunk  the  la- 
bouring classes  of  this  country  to  the  lowwt 
depth  of  degradation,  and  which  prevsnlsJ 
the  access  of  those  who  would  bring  tiwBi 
the  light  and  consolation  of  the  gospel. 
He,  therefore,  bogged  to  thanV  the  noble 
Earl  for  the  interest  ho  had  taken  in  that 
subject,  and  the  benefit  wlucli  had  rttulted 
from  his  exertions. 

EarlGRKY  n^  -nrod  tho  right  rev.  Pre- 
late that  he  heartily  concurred  with  him  is 
the  tribute  which  ho  had  paid  to  tho  noMs 
Earl  opposite  for  his  efforts  in  the  case  of 
sanitary  rrform.  He  also  concurred  ^rith 
him  in  regretting  that  a  measure  had  not 
been  earlier  adopted  upon  this  matter  m 
interments.    He  had  a  strong  oplnioa  » 
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)Sb  own,  also,  tiiat  the  point  of  tbe  remn- 
iieration  of  the  clergy  was  one  which  most 
undmibtofllj  ought  not  to  bo  overlooked, 
iio  requested  their  Lordships,  however,  to 
retain  their  opinion  until  the  papers  which 
bad  been  moved  for  bj  the  noblo  Earl  on 
the  cro.s3-l)ciiche3  (the  Earl  of  Ilarrowby) 
— the  Minutes  of  the  Board  of  Health  re- 
lating to  the  Metropolitan  Interment  Act, 
flimee  Augiut,  ISfiO-^onld  be  lud  npon 
the  taUe  of  the  House,  wben  be  should  be 
prepared  to  dcfciul  tUo  course  which  the 
Government  had  taken  on  this  quesilun. 

Tbe  Babl  of  SHAFTESBTTRT  begged 
to  expreu  ^  bigb  lense  which  he  felt  of 
the  disinterested  generosity  Avith  which  the 
metropolitan  clergy  had  cntcrtainofl  the 
projpusak  made  by  the  iiuard  uf  iicaltk  ; 
and  be  might  mj  that  in  no  one  instance 
bad  any  obstacle  been  offered  on  their 
part  to  the  sanitary  remedies  which  had 
been  suggested.  It  was  proposed  by  the 
present  BiU  that  a  sum  of  money  snonid 
be  advanced  to  tbe  Board,  for  the  pur- 
chase of  one  or  two  cemeteries,  and  to 
close  a  certain  number  of  qravcyards.  He 
begged  their  Lordships  to  observe,  how* 
erer,  that  the  moment  a  graveyard  wai 
dosed,  the  question  of  compensation  would 
arise,  and  not  merely  of  compensation  to 
the  cler^^man,  but  to  the  churchwardens, 
the  fees  aue  to  whom  amounted  to  nearly 
two-thirds  of  the  whole  amount  charged  on 
burial.  These  fees  could  only  be  covered 
by  corresponding  charges  made  by  the 
Board  of  Health  upon  interments  within 
tbe  gfonnd  which  they  had  parcbased,  and 
consequently  it  would  be  well  worth  the 
while  of  the  cemetery  companies  to  make 
TCry  low  charges  for  burials,  so  that  the 
wbole  mass  <»  interments  wonid  fall  into 
their  hands.  The  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  said  the  other  night 
that  the  Board  of  Health  had  carried  out 
the  great  objects  which  they  had  in  view, 
at  a  sacrifice  of  tbe  minor  object  of  closing 
some  of  tbe  worst  graveyards  in  London, 
and  opening  new  places  of  intcrmont. 
That  ooject,  however,  had  not  been  over- 
looked bj  the  Board ;  but  it  was  clear 
tbat  if  tbey  bad  but  one  ortwo  cemeteries, 
tbey  could  not  enter  into  competition  with 
the  cemetery  companies.  The  Board  were 
resolved  never  to  admit  tbe  unhealthy  and 
disgusting  practice  of  what  was  called 
"pit-burial,"  but  to  commit  only  one 
corpse  to  one  grave.  But  the  effect  of 
this  BiU  would  bo  to  drive  all  the  poor 
barials  into  tbo  bands  of  tbe  estabUsbed 
eemetoiy  comipaiueBi  and  a  measure  better 


ealenlated  to  increase  tbo  Tuliie  of  tbebr 

shares  could  not  be  devised.  One  of  the 
ohjcct?  mn^t  stcndilr  kept  in  view  bv  the 
Board  was  to  dmiinish  the  cost  of  burials  ; 
hot  under  this  Bill  no  prorision  whatever 
was  made  for  tbat  purpose,  and  he  lelt  no 
doubt  til  at,  in  rrry  many  instances,  the 
cost  of  interment  would  bo  greatly  in- 
creased. He  would  now  refer  to  another 
topic,  on  wbicb,  bowofor,  be  would  bo  very  * 
brief.  He  would  put  the  case  d  a  man 
saying,  in  another  place,  that  he  Supposed 
the  Board  of  Health  would  come  to  the 
Qotemment  next  year  lor  balf  a  mitlion 
of  money.   He  would  imagine  also  a  high 

public  functionary  rrplyin!^  that  tlio  impor- 
tant question  for  hiui  and  for  tiie  public 
was  not  whether  they  would  ask  for  it, 
but  wbetber  tbej  would  get  it.  Was  tbat 
the  manner,  be  would  ask  their  Lordships, 
in  wbtoh  a  Gentleman  should  speak  of  a 
public  15oard,  when  be  knew  that  the 
Board  of  Heidtb  bad  not  only  not  demand- 
ed money,  but  had  told  him  that  they 
would  not  ask  for  it  ?  When  those  min- 
utes were  produced,  which  the  noble  Earl 
the  Secretary  of  State  had  promised  should 
be  fortbcominff,  tbey  would  show  tbat  tbe 
fact  was  as  be  had  represented  it,  and 
therefore  he  considered  that  very  hard 
measure  had  been  given  to  them.  The 
Board  of  Health  was  constituted  in  1849, 
and  in  1850,  contrary  to  the  advice  whieb 
they  tendered  to  the  Government,  and  very 
much  against  their  own  inclinations,  they 
were  invested  with  jurisdiction  over  inter* 
meats.  Was  there  anything  agreeable, 
he  would  ask  their  Lordships,  in  sitting  till 
seven,  or  eight,  or  nine  at  night,  coUect- 
iog  evidence  on  this  subject  of  the  most 
horrible  and  disgusting  kind?  Was  it 
nothing  to  examine  the  receptacles  of  cor- 
ruption, and  to  obtain  by  personal  inquiries 
of  the  most  painful  nature,  a  full  know- 
ledge of  the  evils  which  were  to  be  abated, 
in  order  that  an  effectual  remedy  might  bo 
applied  to  them  ?  Was  it  not  clear  that 
every  species  of  opposition  and  misrepre- 
sentation must  be  encountered  on  the  part 
of  undertakers,  cemetery  companies,  and 
ratepayers  ?  The  Board  of  Health  ex- 
pected all  this  ;  but  they  thought  that  the 
Government,  knowing  their  position,  and 
having  imposed  on  them  a  duty  which  they 
did  not  seek,  but  ratber  bad  deeKned, 
would  give  them  an  honest  and  conscien- 
tious support,  when  thoy  fell  into  a  diffi- 
culty which  was  not  occasioned  by  any 
filult  of  their  own.  As  long  as  be  eouUl 
do  80  bo  would  Mm  bis  ooontiys  but  bo 
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must  say  thfti  wlule  men  wefe  aeUng  in  a 

public  capacUjt  tbey  had  a  right  to  «zpeet 
that  the  Govommeht  of  tlio  country  would, 
if  tbey  could  not  bo  counted  auiougst  their 
supporters,  at  least  not  be  ranked  amongst 
the  number  of  th«r  enemies. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  said,  that 
he  would  not  enter  into  the  consideration 
of  discussions  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
other  House  of  FarUAtnent,  out  of  r^ard 
to  the  rules  which  regulated  the  debates 
in  their  Lordslups*  House  ;  but  of  one 
thing  lio  was  morally  c(>rtain,  and  that 
was,  that  no  iuteutional  disresueet  could 
have  heea  offered  to  the  noble  £arl  or  his 
Colleagues.  Come  what  might,  he,  at 
least,  could  never  bo  insensible  to  the  be- 
nefits which  th^  had  conferred  on  the 
pnhUe  health.  The  Gorenment  had  aH 
along  felt  that,  great  as  were  the  difficul- 
ties of  pns'^iii^;  this  measure,  tlic  difficulty 
of  working  it  would  be  still  greater.  Un- 
der such  circumstances,  public  feeling, 
onee  very  istrong  in  faTour  of  such  a  mea* 
aare,  had  gradually  cooled  down.  Never- 
theless, such  were  the  Inherent  advantages 
of  the  measure,  that  he  was  contideut  it 
would  be  got  fairly  under  weigh,  and  the 
henefits  which  had  been  anticipated  from 
it  would  be  realised. 

The  Eaiu.  of  IIARROWBY  considered 
that  the  efi'ect*of  this  Bill  would  bo  tu  set 
up  the  Board  of  Health  aa  a  trading  com- 
pany, azpoaed  to  disadtaatages  to  whicli 
the  cemct^Tv  companies  were  not  subject- 
ed. The  noble  Earl  had  not  removed  any 
of  the  objections  made  to  the  Bill,  and  un- 
leas  he  cUd  so  he  thought  that  the  impres- 
sion among  their  Lordships  would  be  that 
it  would  be  better  to  leave  the  Bill  alone. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  said,  that 
the  GoTemment  thought  it  would  be  prao- 
tieaUe  for  the  Board  Health  to  purchase 
two  cemeteries,  and  close  some  of  the 
worst  graveyards  in  London,  which  with- 
out the  Bill  they  could  not  do.  lie  would 
not  oonoeal  from  their  Lordships  that  the 
Bill  did  not  meet  all  the  objections  which 
had  been  urged  against  it;  but  still  he 
must  leave  upon  them  the  responsibihty  of 
its  rejection. 

TS  ;  ILua  of  SHAFTESBURY  hoped 
that  his  noble  Friend  would  not  divide  the 
House  against  the  Bill ;  but  he  must  re 
peat  his  couvictioa  that  it  woa  ouite  im- 
poaaiUe  the  Board  of  Health  eould  stand  a 
oompetition  with  the  cemeteriea.  The 
money  proposed  to  be  advanced  was  insuf- 
ficient, and  if  the  Board  closed  graveyards, 
and  made  use  of  it,  they  would  hare  to 


eome  to  Parliament  next  jear  for  a  amoh 

larger  sum. 

On  Question,  Reiolrrif  in  the  AJhrnt- 
tive;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

Hoose  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  August  4,  1851. 

Mrwrnsa.]    Pcbuc  Bill. — 3"  General  Board  of 
lloaltb  (No.  4);  Canterbury  AMociation, 

EXHIBITION  OF  1851. 
Loud  JOHN  TvUSSELL  appcaro<l  n*. 
the  bar,  and  said  :  Sir,  iier  Majesty  im 
been  pleaaed  to  giTO  the  following  gnunona 
answer  to  the  Address  rccentlj  preaenlad 
to  the  Throne  firom  thia  Houae 

"  Iler  Mnjes^  has  received  tlio  Address  of  the 
Honw  of  Ponunons,  praying  that  Her  Majesty 
will  be  piusioiuly  pleased  to  direot,  in  taeb  man- 
ner aa  to  Ber  may  scent  fit,  that  the  CiTstal  fa- 
iaoe  be  preserved  until  the  let  of  Maj  nest : 

**  It  will  bo  ncce-'»i.iry  to  con!«idor  carefiilly  the 
engngcmpnts  of  the  RoTal  CommisjiioiitT!; ;  ud 
Uer  Majesty  will  direct  inquiry  to  bo  made  into 
Tarious  matters  of  detail,  which  must  bo  aso«<> 
tained  befiMre  any  decision  oaa  be  made  npon  tkii 
subjeek 

PATOT  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL 
Order  for  Gomniittee  read. 

Mr.  IIENRY  moved  the  postponemeot 
of  the  Committee  until  the  following  Jay. 

Mr.  J.  GKEENE  considered  the  Bill 
before  the  House  worse  than  the  present 
law.  The  aix  months'  specification,  wbicb 
was  the  cause  of  so  much  of  the  evil  and 
robbery  that  existed  witli  respect  to  pa- 
tents, remained  as  bad  as  ever.  The  right 
of  the  inyentor  remained  nnascertained, 
and  he  was  still  obliged  to  come  as  a  sup- 
pliant for  what  was  his  right.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  provisions  for  provisional 
and  secret  registration,  and  considered 
diat  the  appointment  of  examincn  woaU 
lead  to  vexatious  and  arbitrary  intcr- 
feronce  with  the  industry  of  the  country, 
while,  aa  their  decision  would  not  be  &ul. 
It  wonld  not  atop  litigation.  A  aomevhat 
similar  f^jatem  had  been  adopted  in  France, 
but  it  wns  found  so  unsatisfactory  that  it 
wag  soon  abandoned;  and  in  America  they 
liail  au  examiner;  but  allhuugh  he  hid 
very  slight  powers,  his  authority  was  COB' 
sidercd  dictatorial,  and  all  parties  were  dis- 
satisfied with  the  system.  The  Society  of 
Arts  had  gone  fuUy  into  the  subject,  and 
their  able  Committee  hod  given  a  faS  and 
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cImt  report  upon  tiie  evilt  of  tb«  ptwont  I  Then  was  no  dmbe  ihst  tbe  greatest 
system,  and  their  mnedies,  «nd  they  com-  \  varleij  of  opinion  existed  in  thb  country 
demned,  without  reserve,  the  appointment '  with  re^rd  to  the  patent  laws.  He  had 
of  an  examiner  with  such  dictatorial  powers  j  communicated  with  a  great  number  of  in- 
wi  lIioso  proposed  in  the  Bill.    All  the  dividuab  throughout  the  country  on  the 


other  MflieCies  that  had  inquired  into  the 
aohjeot  had  eondemned  the  appointment  of 

an  examiner.  The  only  exception  wn-s  that 
of  the  Financial  Eeform  Association,  who 
reeommMided  an  examiner,  with  very  li- 
nited  powers;  but  as  that  Association  had 
commenced  its  consid.  ration  of  the  ques- 
tion by  doiibfincr  the  right  i)f  inventors  to 
a  property  in  tlio  discoveries  of  their  genius 
or  their  ingcuuity,  he  {Hi,  Greene),  there- 
fore* did  not  place  much  value  upon  the 
decision  of  that  Association.  The  Attorney 
Qeneral  and  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
had  gained  great  credit  from  the  House 
and  mm  the  country  for  a  willingness  to 
give  np  a  portion  of  their  emoluments. 
Now,  there  were  at  present  about  BOO" 
patents  a  year  granted;  and  there  could 
IM  little  dodit  uat  under  the  new  phn  of 
oentralisation  that  nmnher  would  be  in- 
creased to  not  loss  thnn  1,000,  so  that  at  a 
fee  of  51.  for  cverv  patent,  the  receipts  from 
this  source  would  be  some  5,000^.  lie 
beliered  that  in  Mder  to  cany  out  the 
plan  proposed  by  this  Bill,  a  very  numerous 
staff  of  examiners  would  be  requisite,  be- 
cause in  some  cases  it  might  take  a  person 
from  a  fortnight  to  a  month  to  complete 
hia  examination  of  a  single  inyention.  In 
France  an  inventor  handed  in  his  drawings 
and  specification,  and  received  a  receipt 
stating  the  exact  time  they  were  received; 
but  at  the  same  time  dicy  guaranteed  him 
nothing,  but  left  him  to  establish  his  rights 
if  they  were  called  in  question.  Now,  if 
that  were  the  case,  they  might  have  offices 
for  Scotland  and  Irefand  at  Edinburgh 
and  DoUin,  where  these  reeeints  emdd  be 
granted,  and  the  inventor  would  be  sparc<l 
the  trouble  and  oxnensc  of  coming  to  Lon- 
don, which  would  be  entailed  upon  him 
imder  the  present  Bill.  Then,  if  any  daim 
were  made  which  'mhmged  upon  the  right 
of  any  registered  patent,  it  would  become 
a  question  for  a  court  of  law;  and  ho  should 
approve  a  clause  constituting  the  Attorney 
CMoerai  publio  proseeiitor  m  sodL  eases. 
Feeling  that  the  BiU  was  an  inroad  upon 
tlie  industry  of  the  country,  he  should  vote 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Lan- 
eadure  if  he  pressed  his  Motion. 

Ub.  LABOUCHERE  thought  the  mat- 
ters referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  rather  to  be  considered  in  Commit 


subject,  wbtoh  was  one  of  great  intricacy 
and  difficulty,  and  he  did  not  know  any 
question  on  which  he  had  found  such  wide 
differences  of  opinion  existing.  A  commit- 
tee of  the  Society  of  Arts,  composed  of 
most  eminent  and  distinguisli  1  men,  and 
presided  over  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Mr.  M.  Gibson),  had  been 
appointed  to  consider  this  subject;  and, 
at  the  commencement  of  their  inqniriest 
they  thoaght  they  had  a  very  easy  task 
before  them.  He  Relieved,  however,  that 
in  the  end  they  di  tiered  very  widely  as  to 
the  patent  laws  which  ought  to  be  enacted 
for  mis  country.  Though  this  Bill  Tioied 
considerably  in  form  from  the  measure 
sent  down  by  the  House  of  Lords,  it  did 
not  differ  from  it  cssentialiy  iu  intent  or 
snbstanee.  A  petttton*  expremmg  the 
opinion  of  the  Some^  of  Arts  on  the 
matter,  had  been  presented  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  and  the  peti- 
tioners stated  that,  though  this  measure 
was  not  in  sill  respects  snch  as  thej  de- 
sired, they  yet  believed  it  would  effect  an 
immense  improvement  on  the  existing  law, 
and  they  considered  it  most  important  that 
tbe  Bill  should  be  passed  this  Session.  Ho 
(Mr.  Labouohere)  was  satisfied  that  great 
disappointment  would  be  occasioned  to  the 
public  if  this  measure  was  not  passed.  He 
would  venture  contideutly  to  assert  that 
this  Bill,  which  had  recei<red  most  careful 
and  attentive  oonttdcratiou  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  would  effect  great 
improvements  in  the  present  law,  by  pro- 
viding a  more  economical  and  simple  mode 
of  procedure  and  much  more  efficient  ma* 
chinory  than  now  existed  for  oanying  out 
the  law  of  patents. 

Mii.  J.  L.  KICAKDO  admitted  that  the 
Bill  was  an  improTemeat  npon  the  present 
law;  but  he  should  oppose  it,  beoanse  the 
House  and  the  country  had  had  no  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  it.  The  Jiili  con- 
sisted of  fifty-four  clauses,  and  it  was 
rather  too  bad  to  bring  it  m  within  a  fev 
days  of  the  termination  ef  the  Session. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labou- 
ohere) would  not,  he  was  sure,  contend 
that  it  was  to  be  a  final  measure;  and  the 
colleague  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  Boar  "!  uf  Trade  (Earl  Granville)  had 
more  than  tliaibts  as  to  tho  wisdom  of  any 


tee  than  at  the  present  stage  of  the  Bill.  I  patent  laws  at  ail;  but  whether  or  he,  hft 
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(Vr.  Bioaivd»)  amdd  utore  the  light  hon. 

Gentleman  that  the  subject  -vrould  be 
mooted  ncTt  Session,  and  tf.at  a  Commit- 
tee wouid  be  luo?^  for.  Xhat  beiag  the 
iMO,  lie  ihimld  be  glid  to  know  what 
would  be  the  comw  takes  by  the  Gorera* 
ment  if  this  Bill  were  passed,  whea  tuck  a 
Committee  should  he  moved  for. 
Hh.  LABOUCHERE  thought  it  would 


{COHMONB} 

it,  and  that  in  fact  it  was  not 

tecting.  lie  did  not  altogether  approve  of 
the  Bill,  but  should  support  it  bccnuse  he 
and  his  constitucuta  liiought  th&c  it  coa- 
tuned  meoj  improvemeati  on  tiia 
law. 

Sir  JOSHUA  WALMSLEY 
seated  a  maouiaoturmg  commonitj,  mmd 
was  informed  that  thej  considered  it  a 


be  ptemature  to  pledge  himself  now  to  the  j  ^eat  improvement  upon  the  law  aa  it 


course  to  bo  taken  bv  the  Government  on 
a  question  of  this  kind  in  the  next  Session 
oi  i'arlianient.  The  Government  would  in 
tbe  meantime  hare  some  ezperienee  of  the 
Woikuig  of  thia  measure,  and  if  a  fair  case 
couh\  bo  nmdo  ont,  he  had  no  don!it  tlmt  no 
oDjectioa  would  be  made  to  the  appoiut- 
nenl  of  a  Oommittee. 

Hb.  W.  WILLIAMS  believed  tfaepto. 
visions  of  this  Bill  would  afford  encourage- 
ment to  miserable  and  paltry  inventions, 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  trammelliDg 
owr  manufMtiifes  to  an  enonnoiis  eiteat. 
He  hoped,  thevrfove,  thai  the  Goramment 
would  abandon  anj  meainre  on' the  anhject 
until  next  year. 

The  ATTORNBT  OSKBR  AL  said,  that 
it  BUffht  be  supposed,  from  the  objections 
urged  against  this  Bill,  that  it  ctTocted 
some  marvellous  alterations  in  the  substan- 
tive law  of  patents;  whereas,  the  fact  was, 
that  with  tne  exception  of  the  eUnie  re- 
specting the  introdoetion  of  the  inventions 
of  foreign  countries,  about  which  there 
might  be  some  doubt,  the  Bill  did  not  at 
all  altor  the  mbatantiTe  law  on  thia  auV 
jeei»  but  merely  the  machinery  by  whieh  a 
patent  mic^ht  be  obtained.  He  vrn~  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  Jfombrr  who  had  last 
addressed  the  House  ahouid  object  to 
greater  eoonomr  and  eheapneaa  in  obtain- 
ing patents.  The  hon.  Member  aaid,  in- 
deed, that  the  manufacturers  would  be  in- 
jured by  the  taking  out  of  patents  for 
worthless  inventions;  bnt  did  be  not  see 
that  sneh  inventions  wonld  not  be  worth 
taking  up,  and  tho  patents  wnnld  there- 
fore fall  to  the  ground  ?  The  i>ui  enabled 
a  man  who  imagined  that  ho  had  hit  on 
some  Talnable  mTention  or  disoevery  to 
obtain  protection  for  six  months  on  pay- 
moTit  of  r^J..  and  thus  go  into  the  market 
and  obt^m  the  assistance  of  either  scientific 
perions  to  perfeet  it,  or  capitalitto  to  oanr 
it  out;  whereas,  at  present,  it  cost  109t. 
to  take  out  a  piitent  for  England  alone. 

Mtt.  MUNTZ  said,  that  forty -five years' 
experience  in  manufacturing  had  convinced 
him»  that  if  a  man  took  ont  a  patent  that 
ma  wortUen,  «rei7  body  infnnged  npoa 


existed.  lie  had  given  the  Bill  his  best 
consideration,  and  wn-  aho  of  that  opinion. 
He  should  support  it,  but  at  tho  same  tima 
be  msst  say  tiiat  he  entiraly  ouucmied 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke,  that  it 
would  be  well  if  there  were  do  pafeeat  kavn 
at  aU* 

Amendment  wMMrmon* 
House  b  Committee. 

Clauses  1  to  3  anreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Commiasiooen  may  a^poiat 
Kxaujiners). 

Mb.  J.  ORESNE  mmoed  the  oohm 
of  the  words  by  wluMi  tte  ap|iimHiiMiiit  ef 
examiners  was  authorised. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  2,  line 
23,  to  leoTe  ont  mm  the  word  '*  it"  to 
the  word  "  shall,"  in  line  27. 

Mr.  J.  L.  PJrARDO  said,  ho  shonU 
snppfyrt  till?!  A [iHJiidnient,  unless  the  Go- 
vemmcut  cuusuutcd  to  the  introduction  of 
a  profiso  to  the  eflfoet*  that  no  p«s 
was  a  patentee,  or  held  a  beneficial  ii 
in  any  patent,  or  who  nctf^A  profcssionalfT 
in  respect  to  the  obtaining  of  patents, 
ahonld  be  e^;ible. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  eoald 
not  consent  to  th:s  Motion,  as  he  believed 
that  the  appointment  of  examiners  was  one 
of  the  most  important  provisions  in  the 
BilL  .No  dottbl  tlie  appotntmeni  ef  «a^> 
aminm  bad  failed  when  tried  in  otfcer 
countries,  Itiit  tbnt  was  because  their  tJeci- 
sion  was  rendered  final.  Wiiat  was  re^ 
quisite  in  the  person  to  ezamme  into  tke 
claims  of  inventions  was,  great  scienliKe 
knowledge,  united  with  a  jutrtcia'  character 
and  position.  Now  it  was  (liilleult  to  com- 
bine these  two  things;  and  cither,  withuttt 
the  other,  wonU  fidl  to  inepire  tibe  pabfie 
with  confidence.  Tliia  Bill  sought  to  pn>- 
vide  for  the  necessary  combination  of  (Quali- 
ties, by  intrusting  the  judicial  investig». 
taott  and  inquiry,  and  tlie  sifting  of  the 
evidence,  to  the  law  officers  of  the  Cro««, 
to  whom  it  had  hitherto  been  intrustc*d: 
while  the  examiners,  who  would  l»c  men  of 
scientific  knowledge,  should  report  to  them, 
or  aet  aa  tiieir  aaaeaaoia.  in  deeiding  apes 
poiata  ittfolvisff  i^Milifie  ^MattaM* 
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Kb.  J.  L.  BIOABDO  wmdd  TOte  wi^SaaX 
the  clause,  unless  a  proTisioii  was  intro- 
duced into  it,  that  no  patent  nf^^nt  or  pa- 
tentee should  be  appointed  e:camiucr. 

&1a.  LABOUCHERE  thought  there  was 
great  propriety  in  the  Amendment  sug- 
gested by  the  non.  Member  for  Stoke  (Mr. 
Ricardo),  and  his  hon.  Friend  th^  Attorney 
General  would  consider  the  point  before 
nest  ataga  of  the  BUI. 

The  ATTOBNET  GENERAL  said, 
that  his  own  opinion  was  in  favour  of  the 
claoae;  but  he  thought  it  would  bo  do- 
nnible  to  eonnder  the  subject  a  little  be- 
fore it  was  introduced. 

Wk.  J.  L.  RICARDO  said,  that  if  the 
Govcnmiont  would  not  then  accept  bis 
proTiso,  he  would  moTe  it. 

Mb.  COBNBWALL  LEWIS  said,  that 
there  could  bo  no  doubt  as  to  the  propriety 
of  adopting  that  part  of  it  wlilch  related  to 
pitent  agents;  but  he  did  not  see  why  bo- 
«MM  a  man  aocUentally  held  one  patent, 
he  ilioiild  be  precluded  from  examining 
another  of  a  totally  different  description. 

Mr.  J.  L.  RIGA  RDO  replied,  that  he  did 
BOt  dee  how  it  could  bo  arranged  that  an 
•xaminer  of  a  patent  ahonld  only  axandne 
patents  in  uhich  he  was  not  interested. 

Mr.  J.  GRKEXE  called  attention  to  the 
templationsr  which  wore  held  out  to  the  ox- 
aiNBert  of  frandnlently  oMnmunicating  the 
ilifonuation  which  they  had  acquired  by 
means  of  their  olfico,  and  whtob  the/ ought 
to  keep  to  thonisolves. 

Su4  Dt;  LAUY  EVANS  thought  that, 
if  poauble*  no  penMn  who  was  a  patentee 
or  connected  with  patonte  Bhovla  be  ap- 
pointed an  examiner. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  had  no 
doubt  that  the  Commiasionen  would  take 
the  |feataat  oara  aet  to  nomiaate  to  the 
appointment  any  person  who  was  con- 
cerned in  patents,  if  they  could  possibly 
BToid  it. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  aaked  how  it  was  poaaible 
to  ascertain  whether  a  man  was  dabbling 
in  patents  ?  He  was  opposed  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  examiners,  and  should  not 
Tote  Ibr  the  preaent  elansea  unleea  he  was 
assured  that  this  clause  was  an  eBMD- 
tial  part  of  the  Bill,  whieh  he  did  not  want 
to  lose. 

Mr.  J.  L.  RICARDO  then  stated  that 
he  iroald  modify  hia  profiso  with  respect 
to  the  appointment  of  a  patentee  aa  fol- 
lows : — "  Nor  shall  any  examiner  bo  en- 
titled to  act  in  respeot  of  any  patent  in  or 
•gainat  which  he  nay  he  interaited.'* 

lb.  J.  QBBBBB  Mttd,  thatihe  eritet 


want  of  oeufidence  in  the  tmliifUbeM  of 

the  examiners  whioh  the  QovenuBOBt  had 
displayed  by  aflniittincr  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  give  some  such  guarantee  to  tlio 
public  as  that  contained  in  the  proviso  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Bicardo), 
only  afforded  him  additional  fOaiOB  for 
pressing  his  Motion. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  hon.  M emher  waa  not  jnatifiod  in 
saying  that  the  GofemmeBt  distnuted  the 
trtithttihiess  of  the  examiners;  but  they 
desired  to  give  the  public  every  guarantee 
against  possible  malversaUon  on  the  part 
of  those  officers. 

Sill  Dk  lacy  EVAN'S  thought  that 
the  Bill  should  provide  for  the  observanoe 
of  strict  secrecy  by  the  examiners. 

The  ATTOENBY  QENEBAL  aaid, 
that  it  would  bo  very  easy  tO  frame  B  pro- 
vision that  any  ptiblication  except  accord- 
ing to  the  regulation  of  tho  Cummissionera 
should  make  the  party  liable  to  a  severe 
penalty. 

Mh.  WESTHEAD  believed  that  it 
would  bo  doing  an  injustice  to  tho  Lords 
Commissioners  and  to  the  Gentlemen  who 
might  fill  the  office  of  eiaminen  to  aap* 
pose  that  thoy  could  be  00  tneanly  baae  aa 
to  abuse  their  trust. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  stated,  that  tho 
Government  considered  thia  olanae  an  ea- 
iential  part  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  *•  That  the  words  propoaed 
to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause. 

The  Committee  div^Ud : — Ay(^  46  ; 
Noea2:  Majority  44. 

The  following  worda  wove  added  to  the 
Clause : — 

"  And  no  person  so  appointed  shall  act  profc»- 
nionally,  or  othorwiso  practiM  in  any  matters 
relating  to  patents  for  inventiun.s,  nor  shall  .iiiy 
oxaminer  be  entitled  to  aet  with  respeot  to  aav 
patent  in  or  against  which  be  vmf  be  interestod.'* 

Clause,  as  amended,  (agreed  to.  Claose 
5  cup^esd  to. 

On  Clause  6»  empowering  the  Treatary 
to  provide  officers  and  clerks, 

Mr.  J.  L.  RICARDO  askod,  whether  the 
payment  of  the  offieera*  aalartea  wonld  be 
provided  for  out  of  the  fees  or  not  ? 

Tho  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  fees  had  h^on  reduced  to  the  low- 
est amount  possible;  and  it  was  a  question 
whether  the  feea  thin  Uiwered  would  meet 
the  oxigenoy  of  the  ease;  he  thought  tfaej 
would. 

Mr.  J.  L.  RICARDO  said,  that  it  ap- 
peared that  tiie  foea  wen  to  he  pud  into 
the  CoittoBdated  Fundi  and  that  then  the 
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Lords  of  the  Treasarj  were  to  pay  the 
salaries  under  the  Act.  Tie  thought  that 
a  Bill  proposinc^  to  establisli  a  charge  upon 
the  Couaoiidatcd  i^'uud  should  bo  founded 
vpoa  reooltttMnis  in  Committee. 

Mr.  COBNEWALL  LEWIS  said,  that 
the  fees  authorised  to  be  levied  hy  the  Act 
were  to  he  paid  into  the  Exchequer;  aud, 
hy  Clause  44,  the  Lords  of  the  TreMory 
were  to  fix  and  pej  the  salaricB  of  the 
officers.  No  charge  upon  the  Cousohdated 
Fund  wonld  be  created;  but  the  expcns<> 
would  come  annuall)'  under  the  review  of 
Perliameat  in  tilie  shape  of  e  tote  in  the 
Bstimates.  It  wis  considered  thftt  this 
was  the  fairest  principle  to  adopt;  and  thnt 
heiog  BO,  there  was  no  necessity  for  found- 
ing the  Bill  npon  resolutions  in  Committee. 

Mb.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  of  aU  the 
monstrosities  he  had  ever  known  In  that 
Honse,  and  he  had  known  many,  he  hnd 
never  heard  of  one  e^ual  to  tixat.  Tiio 
hon.  and  leemed  Qendemaa  had  taken 
great  credit  for  cheapening  the  proc^  of 
patenting,  and  now  it  appeared  the  public 
were  to  pay  for  it.  They  wore  granting 
privileges  to  a  elaas  of  penoos  at  the  ex- 

pensc  of  tliL'  pnl  lic. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  fees,  no  doubt,  had  been  made  as 
low  as  possible,  and  if  it  were  found  that 
they  would  not  realise  as  mndi  as  woidd 

pay  the  expenses,  they  would,  no  doubt, 
be  raised;  but  tlio  cost  would  be  laid  an- 
nually before  Parliament,  and  the  House 
wonld  fOam  hare  every  opoortnnity  of  ehoek- 
ing  any  improper  expenditure^ 

Clause  agreed  lo. 

On  Ciau&e  7, 

Mb.  J.  GREENE  said,  he  hoped  that 
provisional  registraUon  wooldnot  be  press- 

cd;  and  he  contended  that  a  man  should 
be  called  upon  to  give  a  valid  and  perfect 
descriptiou  of  his  invention  before  he  re- 
esiTea  any  proteetioB  for  it. 

Mb.  MUNTZ,  on  the  other  hand,  com- 

Jlained  that  it  rcqiiired  so  perfect  a  speci- 
eataon  as  to  make  ium  think  the  old  law, 
wluoh  allowed  nx  months  for  the  general 
desQfiption  at  first  put  in  to  be  eompleted, 
was  preferable.  As  this  clause  and  Clause 
9  now  stood,  a  person  might  petition,  and 
his  specificatiou  being  secret,  another  per- 
son engaged  upon  the  same  kbd  of  inven- 
tion, better  calculated,  perhaps,  to  make 
it  perfect,  might  spend  a  great  deal  of 
money,  in  ignorance  that  there  was  any 
person  before  biro. 

Mb.  SPOONBB  supported  Ibis  objeo- 
tion* 


The  ATTOBKEY  GENBBAL  ssid, 

that  the  object  of  this  clause  was  to  give 
an  inventor  six  months  to  perfect  his  in- 
vention. He  would  not,  under  this  clause, 
be  allowed  to  obtain  protoetiQiilbrlnsiB> 
▼ention  whfle  ft  was  in  a  crude  state,  hot 
must  give  a  gpneral  and  correct  outline  of 
the  nature  of  iiis  invention;  and  if  he  did 
not,  ^  examiner  wodd  not  glva  hia  osrti* 
fioate.  He  most  redoee  hb  vagne  idsa 
into  substance — into  what  a  scientific  man 
fOnvf>r?ar)t  the  subject  vrnnlr!  «av  rr^^ 

a  lair  description  of  the  invciiuou,  and  ui 
the  manner  in  whieh  it  would  work.  And 
then,  by  this  clause,  protection,  on  pay- 
ment of  a  fee  of  5i.,  would  be  given  to  the 
inventor,  to  enable  him  to  complete  it,  or  to 
obtain  any  asastanoe  required  to  ewrjit  oet 
Formerly  a  man  could  obtain  protection 
for  nn  invention  for  six  months  by  merely 
£:ivino:  its  title;  and  it  was  then  found  that 
the  six  months  were  employed  in  £khing 
finom  ilie  inventioBS  of  others;  but  it  was 
found  that  the  practice  introduced  by  the 
law  officers,  of  requiring  a  ^^enoral  descrip- 
tion of  the  inventi<m,  had  worked  well, 
preventing  pirating,  while  it  ff^^M^  tiba 
invention  to  he  matured. 

Mr.  SrOOXER  sa?d,  that,  as  the  law 
now  stood,  when  a  person  petitioned  for  a 
patent,  the  Attorney  General  ordered  ad- 
vertisements to  be  published,  in  order  that 
persons  havbg  objections  to  the  granting 
of  such  a  patent  might  come  forward  and 
state  them.  He  understood  that  this  pub- 
lie  notiee  would  now  be  postponed  fsr  six 
months.  It  might  happen  that  two  or 
three  persons  had  turned  their  attention  to 
the  same  subject,  and  had  all  petiUoned, 
each  being  in  ignorance  of  the  others 
having  done  so.  And,  under  this  clause, 
they  would  go  on  working  at  considerable 
expense  for  six  months  in  the  same  igno- 
rance. Ho  thought  tiiat  means  should  be 
provided  of  knowing  what  pateota  wsie 
before  the  Attorney  General. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  if,  on  consideration,  he  did  not  think 
tiiat  this  point  was  soffieiently  provided  fir 
by  Clause  13,  he  would  intiudaee  B  pesiv 
sion  for  this  purpose. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  pregveaa. 

CLAIMS  OF  DON  TACIFICO. 

Ma.  UEQUHART  begged  to  know  if 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  Stato  ftr 
Foreign  Affairs  would  consent  to  laj  spSB 
the  table  of  the  House  the  pspm  m"" 
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nectcd  with  the  settlement  of  the  claims  of 
Don  Fftoifieo  ? 
Vise  n  T  PALMERSTON:  Ihavofio 

objection  to  do  so. 

Lord  DUDLEY  STUART  said,  that 
the  different  Foreign  GoTemments  con- 
cerned in  ftmnging  the  affairs  of  Don  Pa- 
cifico  had  rewarded  their  ConimisRioncrs 
with  honours  and  distinction;  and  the  Bri- 
tish Government  not  having  acted  in  that 
way  towards  the  Oommusionw  employed 
hj  them,  it  had  been  rumoured  through  tbc 
Continent  that  the  Bntish  Govemnient 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  conclusion  of 
the  neffotiations,  and  eoinidered  that  the 
aiTwra  had  not  been  arranged  in  a  way  that 
was  sntisfnctnry  to  them.  ITc  begged  to 
ask  his  nobln  Fi  iond  if  there  was  anv  foim- 
dation  for  such  a  rc^tort,  and  whether  the 
British  GonuniMiimer  had  given  satiafae- 
tion  in  the  discharge  of  liis  duty? 

VrscoFNT  PALMERSTON  had  no  dlf- 
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ficulty  in  informing;  his  noble  Friend  that 
the  manner  in  whidi  die  British  Commis- 
sioner (Colonel  Johnson)  had  peiformed 

the  duty  ini|>o«ed  upon  him  on  that  occa- 
sion, was  entirely  satisfactory  to  Her  Ma- 

n 's  Government.  Ilia  investigation  had 
charaeterised  by  as«dnity  and  dili- 
gence; he  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
GoTemmcnt  themselves  would  have  come 
to  if  they  were  in  the  same  situation.  His 
noble  Friend  must  be  well  aware  that  the 
customs  of  Gofemments  differed  as  to  con- 
ferring honours  and  decnrr\fiong  on  public 
servants.  Foreign  Governments  lavished, 
he  was  going  to  say,  those  rewards;  but 
ihey  ahnost  ceased  to  be  rewards  when 
they  were  given  in  such  a  profuse  manner, 
and  it  was  not  the  habit  of  the  British 
QoTermncnt  so  to  give  them. 

BUENOS  AYRES. 

Mr.  URQUHART  begged  to  r-k  fnr 
information  respecting  the  now  phase  of 
the  relations  between  Buenos  Ayrcs  aud 
France  and  England  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  replied,  that 
the  question  was  a  very  simple  one,  so  far 
as  this  country  was  concemed.  It  was  weU 
known  that  a  treaty  of  peace  and  recon- 
ciliation was  concluded  and  ratified  between 
Great  Britain  and  the  Argentine  Confede- 
ration more  than  twelve  months  ago.  A 
similar  treaty  had  been  negotiated  by  tho 
French  admiral,  Le  Predonr,  on  behalf  of 
Franco.  On  tliat  hcing  sent  home,  certain 
objection^,  relating  mine  to  form  tlian  to 
substance,  were  stated,  and  the  treaty  was 
retransmitted  to  M .  Le  Predour^  to  be  again 
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submitted  to  the  Buenos  Ayreo  Govern- 
ment. A  new  treaty  was  therennon  con* 
eluded  between  Admiral  Le  Prcdour  and 

the  Ars'ontino  negotiator:  thnt  Imd  been 
sent  back  to  France,  and  was  now  under 
consideration  by  the  French  GoTeroment. 
It  required  the  assent  of  the  Assembly; 
and  he  understood  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  great  prepsure  of  business,  the  treaty 
could  not  be  brougiit  under  consideration 
before  the  prorogation  of  that  body. 

Mr.  URQUHART  inqnired.  whether  the 
French  and  Britisli  Governments  had  a 
thorough  understanding  on  the  matter  ? 

YisconiiT  PALHEBSTON  replied,  that 
the  French  and  British  Qoremments  em- 
IkuI  1  in  the  iTifprference  on  a  common 
nnti  identical  principle;  that  principle  being 
to  endeavour  to  restore  peace  in  that  quar- 
ter of  the  world,  and  as  a  basis  to  main< 
tain  tho  independence  of  Uruguay.  Ho 
was  not  aware  of  tho  French  Government 
having  oliaoged  their  opinions. 


RAILWAY  BETWEEN  CAIRO  AND 
ALEXANDRIA. 

Mr.  URQUHART  wished  to  ascertain 
from  the  noble  Lord  the  course  which  the 
British  Goveniment  intended  to  take  with 
respect  to  the  formation  of  a  railway  be- 
tween Cairo  and  Alexandria,  and  whether 
Uio  making  of  that  railway  would  not 
saddle  Egypt  with  a  foreign  debt?  He 
also  desilid  to  know  whether  the  English 
Government  were  bound  to  give  the  Pasha 
of  Egypt  any  compensation  for  the  forma* 
tion  of  that  railway;  and  whether  the  pro* 
position  laid  down  in  the  treaty  of  the  l5th 
of  July,  1841,  for  securing  tho  integrity 
and  independence  of  the  Ottoman  empire, 
and  by  which  a  hereditary  succession  was 
seenred  to  the  Pasha  of  Egypt,  was  to  be 
affected  in  any  way  that  would  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  the  Sultan;  and  whether 
tlie  discrepancy  of  opinion  that  had  taken 
place  between  the  representatives  of  the 
British  Goremment  at  Constantinople  and 
Alexandria  was  tho  result  of  their  own 
proper  motion,  or  the  result  of  instructions 
from  home? 

VisoouNT  PALMERSTON :  In  the  first 
place,  with  regard  to  the  railway,  I  beliovo 
tho  Pasha  of  Iv'ypt  intends  to  conf^ti  iict, 
out  of  his  own  revenues,  a  railway  from 
Alexandria  to  Cairo.  It  is  the  opmien  of 
the  Government  that  such  railway  is  an 
cspetllent  undertaking;  that  it  will  contri- 
bute to  the  prosperity  of  F^gypt,  and  be 
advantageous  to  ail  other  countries  that 
have  commercial  intereonrse  with  that  pro- 
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vince.  The  English  Gorornment  never 
entered  into  any  engagement  or  gnerantee 
of  any  kind  in  regard  to  the  construction 
of  that  railroad;  but,  muloubtedly,  it  is  the 
opinion  of  the  English  Government  that  the 
Pasha  of  Egypt  is  entitled  to  moke  that 
railwaj  out  of  ins  own  funds,  according  to 
the  terms  of  tho  firman  granting  to  aim 
the  hereditary  investiture  in  1841. 

Mil.  URQUnAUT:  Then,  as  to  tho 
discrepancy  ? 

VisroTJST  PALMERSTON :  If  dw  bon. 
Gentleman  will  tell  mc  what  he  means  by 
discrepancy,  I  will  answer  him. 

Ma.  URQUHARf :  One  supporting  the 
Fasbalic  interest;  the  other  supporting  the 
Sultan. 

Vlscou.nt  TALAIERSTON:  Both  act 
under  instructions  from  the  same  source, 
and  tbeir  acts  are  necessarily  in  the  same 
spirit,  and  to  tlio  same  purpose. 

Mk.  T'RQriIAllT:  Will  the  nohlc 
Ijord  tell  mn  whether  the  conditions  laid 
down  ill  ihc  treaty  of  1841,  for  establish- 
ing tbe  hereditary  Pashalie  in  the  family 
<rf  the  Pasha,  are  to  bo  interpreted  as  in- 
terfering with  the  authority  of  the  Porte? 

VwcooiiT  PALMERSTON :  That  fir- 
man  laid  down  certain  conditions  on  which 
the  family  of  Mehcmet  Ali  were  invested 
vith  the  hereditary  Pashalicof  Egypt,  and 
there  is  no  change  in  those  conditions;  of 
course,  tliey  must  be  observed  by  the  Sultan 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Pasha  on  theother, 

TOE  PAPAL  STATFS 

Mb.  CHTSIIOLM  ANSThV  rose  to 
put  a  question  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Se- 
eretarr  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflairs  with 
regard  to  a  cororoanication  which  was  re- 
ported to  have  been  made  froni  the  Tourt 
of  his  Holiness  the  Pope  to  the  Court  of 
Vienna.  It  was  said  that  his  Holiness 
had,  thron2:h  his  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreiirn  Affairs,  cxprcssccl  a  wish  to  the 
Cabinet  of  Vienna,  tliat  it  would  coneert 
measures  with  the  Court  of  Naples  for  tho 
purpose  of  replacing,  as  soon  as  possible, 
tbe  French  garrison  at  Rome  by  a  mixed 
garrison  of  Austrian  and  Xeapollfan  troops, 
or,  more  properly  speaking,  perhaps,  Aus- 
trian troops  alone;  and  that  tbe  avowed 
ohjeet  of  this  change  was  tbe  extinction  of 
all  hopes*  of  a  liberal  p;'overnnient  being 
established  in  Rome,  or  justice  being  dono 
to  the  Pope's  subjects.  Reference  was 
also  made  in  this  document  to  the  interpo- 
sition of  England,  which  was  repudiated 
on  the  jri-ound  that  England  and  France 
had  no  right  whatever  to  proTent  the  Pope 

Viscount  Falnurston 


from  being  the  gaoler  of  his  own  subjects  ; 
and  it  was  stated  at  tbe  end  of  the  doeumeDt 
that  it  was  tho  immediate  object  of  the  cooio 
jnission  that  the  Anstrian  Ambassador 
should  press  it  upon  the  noble  Lord,  and  upon 
influential  Members  of  Parliament.  He  (Mr. 
Anstey)  wished  lo  know  if  the  noble  Lordhad 
reason  to  believe  that  any  such  document 
had  existence  as  that  which  was  said  to 
have  been  so  addressed  by  the  Court  of 
Rome  to  that  of  Vienna;  whether  any  do- 
cument of  that  nature  had  been  communi- 
eatcd,  either  in  part  or  in  whole,  by  the 
Court  of  Vienna  to  tho  Court  of  St. 
James's;  and  whether  any  ai)pUcation  had 
been  raadem  the  part  of  thedonrtofVienna 
to  tho  British  Government  in  tho  terms  of 
that  document — namely,  for  the  expulsion 
of  the  Italian,  Hungarian,  and  other  rcfa- 
gees  from  London,  and  linb  preventien  of 
tho  Italian  loan,  which  was  said  in  the  same 
document  to  be  now  negotiating  in  London  ? 

ViscousT  PALMERSTON  :  No  com- 
munication whatever  of  the  nature  of  the 
supposed  note  bad  been  made  by  tbe  Ans- 
trian Government  io  the  Ooveniment  of 
this  country,  and  the  result -of  such  inqm« 
ries  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
made  on  the  subject  tended  but  to  confirm 
them  in  tho  opinion  that  that  note,  like 
another  which  had  also  appeared  in  news- 
papers on  the  Continent,  was  a  pure  in- 
vention. He  said,  "  like  another  which 
had  appeared,"  because  he  might  qs  well 
take  this  opportunity  of  stating  tliat  there 
was  another  note  which  was  said  to  have 
been  presented  by  the  Governments  of 
Russia,  of  Prussia,  and  of  Austria,  to  the 
Italian  Governments,  assnnng  them  of 
their  support  to  put  down  any  internal  con- 
vulsions that  might  occur.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  made  incjuirios  with  regard  to 
that  note,  and  he  behoTed  that  there  was  • 
no  foundation  for  the  report  of  the  cxis- 
tencc  of  that  note  any  more  than  for  the 
one  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  referred.  2so  application  had  there* 
fore  been  made  to  Her  Majesty's  OoTern* 
ment  in  tho  spirit  of  that  note.  With  re- 
gard to  the  other  question — ns  to  any  ap- 
plication that  had  been  made  for  tho  expul- 
sion of  foreigners  now  resident  in  this  coun- 
try, of  course  it  might  reasonably  be  snp- 
posed  tliat  Continental  Governments  looked 
with  some  degree  of  anxiety — and  ho  be- 
lieved that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
did  on  a  former  occasion  sny  that  there 
were  foreign  Governments  who  looked  with 
some  degree  of  anziety-^at  tbo  procood- 
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logs  of  fofcigners  in  tliis  country;  but  no- 
thiug  had  pasaed  which  amounted  to  the 
**  apnlieatioa'*  which  the  hoo.  and  lennied 
Qentleman  supposed.  Of  eoime,  if  any 
ftpplication  of  that  nature  wvro.  made,  it 
is  obTious  the  answer  would  be  tiiat  tlic 
law  of  this  country  gives  no  power  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  arbitrarilj  to  expel 
any  foreigner  who  resides  here,  and  doos 
not  violate  the  law  of  the  land. 


EPISCOPAL  AND  CAPITULAR  ESTATES 

MANAGEMEJNT  (No.  2)  HI  T  . 

Order  for  Goouiiittee  md ;  HoQao  ill 

Committeo, 

Clause  1  (Power  of  Ecclesiastical  Cor- 
porations, with  approTal  of  Ohnrch  Estate 
Commissioners,  to  sell,  enfranchise,  or 
exchange  Church  Lands,  or  to  purchase 
the  interests  of  their  Lessees). 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  an 
alteration  had  been  made  in  this  eUnae  to 
meet  the  views  which  on  a  previous  even- 
ing had  been  expressed  by  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  addre&sed  the  House  on  behalf 
of  the  interests  of  the  lessees.  The  Bill, 
as  ihe  House  was  aware,  was  merely  a 
permissive  Bill,  to  enable  lessees  and  the 
parties  who  held  church  property  to  come 
to  such  arrangements  as  they  might  thtuk 
fit,  with  the  approbation  of  the  Estates 
Committee  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sion. The  Estates  Committee  would  not 
have  the  making  of  the  bai^gain  between 
iha  parties;  hat  all  fhe  arrangements  en- 
tered into  would  be  submitted  to  them, 
and  must  receive  their  approbation.  It 
had  been  asked,  on  the  part  of  the  lessees, 
that  there  should  appear  some  recognition 
in  the  Aet  of  theur  peculiar  position  in 
reference  to  their  propsrty-HDOt  ni  any 
definite  tenn^  to  l)o  imposed  upon  them, 
or  that  they  should  impose  on  the  capitular 
hodiet-— the  terms  of  tlie  bargain  were  to 
be  left  to  the  parties  themselves  who  come 
into  the  agreement;  but  that,  for  the  gui- 
dance of  the  third  party  who  was  to  ap- 
prove of  the  arrangement,  their  equitable 
right  arif^ing  from  the  qonUnuod  power  of 
renewal  attachiug  to  the  peculiar  nature 
of  their  tonure,  sliouM  he  acknowledged. 
The  wordd  by  whicli  he  proposed  to  carry 
this  object  into  effect  baa  been  taken  from 
tiic  report  of  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  wherein  they  said  it  was  desi- 
rable that  re''«rd  should  bo  paid  to  the 
just  and  reasonable  claims  of  the  lessees. 
In  another  passage  the  same  ehiims  were 
described  as  claims  almost  amounting  to  a 
right  froia  the  long-continued  praetice  of 


renewal.  The  words  he  proposed  to  in- 
troduce into  the  clause  for  the  guidance  of 
the  Commission  in  giving  their  sanction  to 
the  agreements  whidi  might  he  made  under 
the  Bill,  were,  after  the  words  Estates 
Commissioners,  **  who  shall  pay  duo  re- 
gard to  the  just  and  reasonable  claims  of 
the  present  holders  of  lands  under  lease, 
or  otherwise,  arising  from  the  long-eonti> 
nued  practice  of  renewal."  This  would 
not  give  to  the  K.states  Commissioners  any 
power,  either  of  cuucludiug  a  mure  favour- 
able arrangement  for  the  tenant  as  against 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commwsion,  or  of  im- 
posing any  burden  on  the  tenants,  but  would 
leave  them  free  to  sanction  an  arrange- 
ment where  tliey  saw  thai  in  justice  tho 
amount  to  be  received  by  the  Commission 
for  the  enfranchisement  was  less  than  what 
might,  in  the  strict  letter  of  the  law,  bo 
demanded.  He  moved  that  the  words  ho 
had  read  he  inserted. 
Amendment  proposed — 

"  In  ji  1,  \.  12,  .iflcr  '  CommlHsionors,'  to  in- 
sert the  words  '  who  abali  pay  due  regard  to  tbo 
just  and  reasonabto  claims  of  tho  present  holdcis 
oflands  underlease  or  otherwise, nriaiog  from  tho 
long-continued  practice  of  ruiu-wnl.'  ** 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  Uiere  inserted." 
Mr.  PIGOTT'oould  not  nnderstand  who 

the  parties  were  that  were  pressing  on  tho 
Bill  at  this  advanced  period  of  the  .Session; 
but  to  many  hon.  Members  it  was  matter  of 
astonishment  to  find  the  nohle  Lord  per- 
severbg  with  it  under  the  mrcnmstances. 
If  the  measure  were  so  beneficial  as  it  was 
represented  to  be  to  the  lessees,  the  noble 
Lord  would  experience  very  little  difficulty 
in  carrying  it  through  in  the  next  Session 
of  Parliament.  Numerous  lessees  had  bad 
no  time  afforded  them  to  consider  its  pro- 
visions; and,  therefore,  it  was  the  raoro 
important  that  it  should  not  be  further 
pressed  at  present.  If  he  were  in  order, 
he  would  move  that  the  Chairman  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Colonel  SILTHOKP  professed  himself 
willing  to  support  the  tfotion  for  reporUng 
progress.  It  was  the  undoubted  duty  of 
the  Government,  in  his  opinion,  to  afford 
sufficient  time  for  the  claims  of  tho  parties 
most  interested  in  the  provisions  of  tho 
Bill  to  he  suhstantiated.  There  was  some- 
thing exceedingly  sospicious  in  the  hasto 
with  wliich  the  measure  was  being  passed 
through  tho  House. 

Mr.  HEADLAU  did  not  wish  to  pre- 
judice tho  case  of  the  lessees  by  throwing 
out  the  Bill;  but  neither  did  he  wish  to 
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affect  tbem  in  any  way  they  might  think 
prejudicial.  The  course  he  should  take 
was,  that  ho  should  vote  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  words  which  liad  been  proposed 
by  tlie  Solicitor  General,  «nd  vmieii  he 
thought  very  material — then  press  the  Bill 
throufjii  CommitttHS  tnl;in^  core  to  make 
the  Bill  as  good  a  IVill  as  possible,  and  on 
the  third  readiug  to  settle  tlio  question 
whether  or  not  it  would  be  desirsble  to 
proceed  fkirtfier  with  it  in  the  present 


He  submitted,  ns  a  mattw  of  simple  jns- 

tico,  that  the  Li';^islr\ture  was  bound  to 
pay  a  due  and  equitahk^  r»^"p.r<l  to  iiiterests 
of  such  groat  magnitude  and  such  long 
standing^;  and  he  thought  it  essentia], 
therefore,  that  the  words  proposited  by  the 
Solicitor  General  should  be  embodied  in 
the  clause.  It  was  difficult  to  know  what 
would  be  the  precise  operation  of  the  Bill, 
hnt  he  agreed  with  those  who  seemed  dts> 
posed,  on  the  part  of  the  lessees,  to  assist 


gowti,,Ti  It  seemed  to  him  that  many  \U  progi-css  throuj:,'h  the  Committee,  and 
proviBtons  were  embodied  in  the  report  on  i  he  trusted  it  would  come  out  of  the  Com* 


which  the  Bill  was  founded,  whieh  would  |  mittee  hi  a  shape  whieh  would  not  prove 
operate  harshlj  against  the  lessees.   They  i  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  lessees. 


had  enjoyed  for  a  scries  of  years  the  prac- 
tice of  renewinj;  their  leases  on  certain 
fixed  terms;  and  that  practice  would  have 
been  continued  had  it  not  been  for  an 
alteration  in  the  law.  The  House  inter- 
fered, and  deprived  the  "Bishops  of  thoir 
iotorest  in  the  renewal  of  leases,  and  then 


Silt  JOIIX  PUCKWOFvTn  said,  he 
had  certainly  given  his  support  to  the 
earlier  stages  of  the  Bill,  because  he 
tiiought  it  exceedingly  desirable  that  some 
impfOrement  should  be  introduced  into  the 
manaofcment  of  ecch  siastieal  estates;  but 
he  confessed  ho  had  done  so  with  a  good 


the  property  was  placed  in  the*  hands  of  ideal  of  doubt  and  hesitation.  He  had 
the  Church  Estates  Commissioners.   Af- ;  understood  that  this  Bill  was  introdueed 


ter  all  that  was  done,  it  became  very 
doubtful  whether  the  leases  would  be  re- 


hy  the  Government  as  a  sort  of  compro- 
mise between  tlie  ('hurc]i  and  tlio  lessees. 


newed.  ,  lie  did  say  it  was  the  boundcn  i  One  of  the  essential  properties  of  the  Bill, 
duty  of  tiae  Committee  to  see  that  the  ■  as  such  compromise,  was  its  being  permis- 
intwests  of  thed  lessees  were  not  preju*  sive;  but  he  did  say  that  the  rules  which 
diced  by  the  proposed  course  of  legislation,  the  Solicitor  General  had  in  view,  by  the 
This  Bill  was  si)n[)}y  and  purely  permis-  introduction  of  the  proposed  words,  tended 
8i?e;  but  if  a  permissive  Bill  went  to  post-  '.  to  enforce  the  arrangements  intended  to 
pone  a  compulsory  one,  it  would  operate '  bo  made  betwoen  the  parties,  and  gave  a 
injuriously  in  the  long  run.  He  thought  compulsory  character  to  those  arrange- 
tho  Bill  ought  not  to  pass  into  law  withrnit  ments.  That  being  so,  he  must  confess  it 
some  distinct  promise  on  the  part  of  the  .  would  be  his  painful  duty  to  give  his  sup- 
Ooyemment  that  this  Bill  should  be  con-  port  to  any  Motion  that  might  be  made  to 
sidered  merely  a  temporary  measure— that  stay  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill.  He 
it  should  at  a  future  time  be  superseded  contended  ac:ainst  a  perpetual  rl^ht  of  rc- 
by  a  compulsory  measure.  i  newal,  and  lie  was  of  oj>iiiion  that  no  such 

Loud  IIARRY  VANE  said,  his  con-  .  right  existed,  though  an  equitable  ri^ht  of 
stituents  were  vety  much  interested  in  the  renewal  might  arise  from  the  exereise  of 
Bill  before  the  Committee.  He  was  sur-  the  right  of  renewal  for  a  long  series  of 
prised  that  a  measure  involvinjr  interests  years.  He  would  suggest  that  the  mea- 
se multifarious  and  important  should  have  I  sure  should  remain  as  it  was  before— en- 
been  brought  forward  at  so  late  a  period  Itirely  permissive;  and  that  the  agreements 
of  the  Session,  when  many  Members  who  ;  to  he  made  between  the  parties  should  be 
rrprr -"nfed  the  interests  of  tlie  h'^-^ces  of  made  by  themselves,  and  then  subiintted 


Cliurcli  projierty  WL-re  absent,  and  when 
the  body  of  lessees  at  largo  were  unaware 
of  the  manner  in  which  Pariiament  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  their  interests.  He 


to  the  approval  of  the  Church  Estates 
Commissioners,  lie  was  inditfereut  about 
the  party  directly  interested  in  the  pro- 
perty, either  as  lessees  or  otherwise,  as 


agreed  with  the  hon.  and'leamed  Member  '  compared  with  the  re'!;nrd  which  lie  felt 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  Headiani),  |  for  the  interests  of  the  Church  and  the 
that,  although  the  Bill  was  permissive,  it  laity  in  general. 


ought  to  bo  followed  by  a  compulsory  one. 
He  (Lord  Harry  Vane)  thought  some 
guarantee  would  be  given  to  the  interests 
of  the  lessees  by  the  words  wiiich  had 
been  proposed  by  the  Solicitor  Oeneral. 

Mr,  EMdhm 


Sib  BENJAMIN  HALL  said,  the  boo. 

Gentleman  (Sir  J.  Duekworth)  seemed  to 

be  surprised  that  any  oppositi'm  !<>  the 
Bill  should  como  from  the  i-eprc3ciu.i(iu  s 
of  the  ksaees.   The  rosl  ground  of  op] 
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sitioQ  to  llic  VnW,  so  far  as  lie  (Sir  B.  Hall) 
could  undertstaud  it,  was  that  it  should 
have  beou  brought  iu  at  so  late  n  period  of 
the  Session,  and  pressed  tbrouffk  tlio 
fiaoid  with  audi  iadecc  n  t  h  a  .s  te.    M  illion  s 
a  year,  ahnost,  were  involved  in  this  ques- 
tion, and  tliat  was  one  consideration  which 
hod  rendered  it  so  difficult  a  subject  on 
which  to  legislate.     It  was  a  question 
wliich  the  other  House  of  Parliament  had 
taken  no  loss  than  fourteeu  weeks  to  con- 
sider.   Hon.  Members  were  told  that  this 
was  merelv  a  permissive  Bill;  but  it  was 
Ycrv  well  known  tliat  if  this  Bill  was  al- 
lowed to  pass  into  a  law,  it  would  form  a 
precedent  for  future  legislation  ou  this 
subject,  which  would  prejudico  the  inte« 
rests  of  the  lessees  most  materially.  lie 
thouglit  it  very  desirable  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  agree  to  the  introduction  of 
the  words  proposed  by  the  iSulicitor  Gcnc- 
Til,  and,  having  passed  thaeUuse  in  which 
it  was  intended  to  introduce  them,  and 
dins  recorded  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  House,  they  should  cease 
legislation  for  the  presout,  leaving  the 
clause  as  an  instruction  to  Government 
and  the  Church  Estates  Commissioners  for 
future  legislation  on  the  j^uhjcet.  Wlien 
they  found  the  report  ou  which  the  Bill 
was  based  holding  forth  sneh  a  doctrine  as 
this,  that  *•  neither  bishops  nor  the  capitu- 
lar bodies  were  bound  in  obligation  or  law 
to  renew  their  lensei>,"  whcu  Uiey  saw 
sneh  a  monstrous  proposition  as  that  laid 
down,  could  they  wonder  at  the  alarm 
which  had  hocn  felt  among  the  lessees  of 
church  piopi  rty  if  and  they  ought  to  look 
very  carefully  at  any  Bill  which  proposed 
to  legislate  on  ibis  subject.   It  was  not 
fair  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
come  down  with  their  whole  force  to  the 
House  that  evening  to  puish  ihi^  Bill  for- 
ward, seeing  that  they  kncw^  very  well 
this  was  a  pari  of  the  Session  when  they 
could    carry  almost   any  measure.  11' 
ventured  to  suggest  that  they  should  agree 
to  the  words  proposed  bv  the  Solicitor 
General;  and  that  being  done,  the  sooner 
they  broke  up  the  Committee  the  better. 
He  was  of  opinion  that,  as  respected  en- 
franchisement, the  Bill,  permissive  though 
it  was,  would  not  be  attended  with  any 
good  result.    By  a  petition  which  be  had 
presented  that  vcit  night,  it  appeared  that 
in  the  county  of  Midmesex  and  the  neigh- 
bouring counties  the  Bishop  of  London 
was  lord  of  no  less  than  eighteen  manors, 
and  he  had  had  the  power  of  enfranchise- 
ment for  a  oonsiderablo  timci  J'ct  out  of 
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7,000  tenants,  and  although  he  had  been 
repeatedly  asked  to  enfranchi.so,  the  bishop 
iiad  only  cuiranchised  sixty  since  the  Co- 
pyholds Ettfranehiseaie&t  Bill  had  passed, 
lie  (Sir  B.  Hal!)  would,  therefore,  ask 
what  good  was  to  bo  expected  from  a  per- 
missive Bill  of  that  kind  ?  In  the  manors 
of  Homsey,  Hammersmith,  and  Fulham, 
though  there  was  a  great  desire  among 
the  inhabitants  to  build  shops  and  improve 
the  value  of  their  property,  yet  they  were 
prevented  froui  duiog  so  to  a  considerable 
extent  by  the  bishop  refusing  to  enfran- 
clilse. 

Mr.  AGLIO^BY  said,  his  position  with 
respect  to  this  Bill  was  changed  since  the 
Soueitor  General  had  proposed  to  intro- 
duce the  words  in  questaen.    He  was  now 

perfectly  prepared  to  go  on  with  the  Bill, 
and  having  thus  giv<''i  the  J)ill  some  de- 
gree of  cuu^ideratiou,  iho  House  would  he 
enabled  to      whether  it  would  be  right 
to  go  on  with  it  or  not.    He  thought  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  Government  had  been 
rather  harshly  charged  with  wishing  to 
hasten  on  this  measure  unduly.   He  did 
not  think  they  were  iairlj  amenable  to  that 
charge.    With  respect  to  the  interest  of 
the  lessees,  he  (.Mr.  Aglionby)  had  ample 
conlideuce  in  the  Church  instates  Commis- 
sioners.   He  thoiight  the^  would  not  be 
guilty  of  an  act  of  spoliation  towards  any 
ono  interest;  and  ho  believed  they  would 
do  justice  to  ail  parties;  but  it  would  bo 
VL  iy  uard  to  throw  the  settlenient  of  that 
wide  field  of  claims  upon  them  without 
any  indication  of  wliat  was  the  feeling  of 
the  Legislature;  hu,  therefore,  had  no  he- 
sitation in  saying  that  he  would  support 
the  Amendment.    He  had  consulted  a 
great  number  of  lessees  on  this  subject, 
and  they  agreed  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
•Tohn  Rusaeli)  was  noi  at  all  to  blame  for 
going  on  with  the  Bill,  and  that  it  was 
likely  ho  was  consulting  as  well  the  inter- 
ests of  the  Church  as  of  the  lessees. 

Mr.  card  well  said,  that  the  pro- 
posed Amendment  was,  in  truth,  the  hiugo 
of  the  whole  Bill.  He  did  not  understand 
how  the  insertion  of  the  words  in  question 
could  have  much  to  do  with  making  a  con- 
vert of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
CockermoQib  (Mr.  Aglionby).  When  this 
Bill  wasfrst proposed,  that  hon.  and  learned 
Jfembcr  opposed  it,  mainly  on  the  ground 
of  the  lateness  of  the  Session;  that  ob- 
jection could  not  have  been  removed  bj 
the  fact  of  an  alteration  affecting  the 
whole  principle  of  the  Bill  being  proposed 
many  days  subse^ueuUj.  The  Committee, 
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hovoTor,  coiikl  have  very  little  doubt  as  to 
the  catisc  of  his  lion,  aiul  learned  Friciul's 
cliani,^'  of  opinion  iu  that  respect.  Since 
the  Bill  was  lirst  proposed,  it  heemcd  that 
a  large  number  of  persons  had  arrived  m 
town  who  took  an  interest  on  tho  side  of 
the  lessee?.  Now  tlu-To  liml  not  been  a 
corresponding  arrival  in  town  of  those  who 
took  a  peculiar  interest  in  the  enlargement 
of  the  Cotumon  Fund,  and  of  the  increased 
efficiency  of  tho  Church.  lie  (Mr.  Oard- 
well)  was  not  ^o'mg  to  say  whether  tho 
words  which  it  was  proposed  to  introduce 
vere  right  or  wrong,  and  for  this  rea* 
son — that  the  Qovemment  had  taken  a 
statement  partially  out  of  tho  report  in 
question,  and  inserted  it  in  the  Bill.  J-'jarly 
iu  the  Session  u  liiil  was  introduced  for  a 
general  and  comprehenstTO  setUement  of 
this  whole  question.  That  Bill  was  tion> 
pidpred  in  ji  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  who  reported  against  it,  and  ended 
bj  reeommending  a  purely  Toluntary  and 
permissive  Bill.  He  admitted  that  the 
wofiIb  wlilch  were  now  the  suhject  of  de- 
bate, were  contained  in  that  report — they 
wero  tukun  from  two  parts  of  that  report, 
and  from  different  pages  of  it.  The  Com- 
mittee did  not  put  those  words  down  in  tho 
Bill,  and,  he  .submitted,  tlieir  insertion  was 
a  total  change  in  tho  Bill — a  total  reversal 
of  the  policy  which  the  Comraittee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  recommended*  He  would 
ask,  did  it  not  constitute  a  material  altera- 
tion in  tho  law  as  regarded  the  relation 
hctwceu  the  Church  and  the  lessees  ?  Was 
not  this  a  step  on  the  part  of  Parliament 
towaids  the  recognition  of  the  interest  of 
the  lessees  ?  If  it  was  a  change  in  the  law, 
was  it  right  at  this  perio<l  of  the  Session 
to  make  so  important  a  change  under  tho 
circnmstanees  m  which  they  stood  ?  He 
did  not  think  it  was  the  interest  of  the 
Church  that  those  bargains  should  be 
driven  between  tho  Church  and  the  les- 
sees ;  be  thought  a  truly  liberal  policy 
would  dictate  an  opposite  course;  but  he 
did  not  sec  how  the  House  could  legislate 
oil  this  subject  before  they  had  read  the 
cviduuco  on  which  that  report  was  founded. 
The  Committee  had  two  courses  open  to 
them  to  take :  either  to  make  a  rrencral 
comprehensive  and  compul.sory  Bill,  with 
full  advice,  ample  information,  and  plenty 
of  time;  or,  if  they  admitted  they  had  not 
full  adrtee,  ample  information,  and  ade- 
quate time,  then  to  pass  such  a  Bill  as, 
while  it  enahh^d  the  parties,  both  being 
agreed,  voluntarily  to  make  their  own  bar- 
gains, did  not  indirectly  change  the  legal 
Mr,  CardwtU 


relation  between  the  parties*  estabEahed  it 

might  be  improvidently. 

Me.  EVELYN  BENISON  observed, 
that  the  hon.  and  loarued  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Cardwell),  in  stating  that  the  words  of  the 
Amendment  were  taken  from  the  report  of 
tho  Lords,  did  not  accurately  describe  the 
history  of  that  passage  of  tho  report. 
When  the  Royal  Commission  was  issned  in 
1845  on  this  subjeet»  the  Commission,  in 
speaking  of  the  management  of  church 
property,  went  on  to  say,  "  due  regard 
being  had  to  the  just  and  reasonable  in- 
terests of  the  present  holdm  of  such  pro> 
pCTty,  nnder  lease  or  otherwise."  Those 
words  vrere  in  the  Comm;<:  ioners'  report, 
and  they  were  also  adopted  m  tho  report 
of  the  Lords'  Committee.  These  words 
being  so  sanctioned,  he  considered  them  to 
be  open  to  as  little  hostile  obserration  as 
possible,  when  adopted  by  those  who  took 
that  view  of  the  subject.  He  begged  to 
point  out  to  the  notice  of  the  hen.  and 
learned  Gentleman  a  paragraph  eontconed 
in  the  report  of  tho  Committeo  of  the 
House  of  Commons  which  sat  on  this  sub- 
ject, which  stated  thai  ii  was  tho  opiuiua 
of  the  Committee  that  no  satisfactory  con- 
clusion coold  be  arrived  at  on  tho  subject 
of  thr>  .arrangement  between  the  lessors 
and  lessees  of  church  land,  except  by  the 
intervention  of  Parliament.  What  had 
happened  since?  A  change  had  taken 
place  in  the  composition  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commission  as  to  that  part  of  it  which 
had  the  management  of  the  estates.  Those 
Gentlemen  hiS  deeluied  to  adopt  the  rules 
laid  down  and  adopts  by  the  authority  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  they  have  declined  to  make  any 
new  rTiles  themselves.  Whouever  any  ap- 
plicatioB  was  made  to  fhem  on  the  subject* 
their  answer  was,  that  they  were  wwtiog 
for  the  intervention  of  Parliament.  Surely, 
therefore,  nothing  could  be  more  reasoa- 
able,  when  the  Estates  Commissioneia  were 
eaUed  upon  to  express  their  opinion  with 
respect  to  the  transaction-,  that  were  to 
tako  place  between  otbei'  parties,  than  that 
they  should  require  to  have  some  diivc* 
tions  as  to  the  steps  necessary  for  them  to 
pursue.  The  Estates  Commissioners  said 
— **  We  cannot  net  iu  relation  to  these 
parties,  with  whom  we  are  not  put  into  im- 
mediate contact.  As  between  the  lesson 
and  the  lessees,  we  can  have  no  rule  or  guide 
to  direct  us  in  our  course."  How  could 
f  ucb  a  Commission  give  weight  to  transac- 
tions between  other  parties,  when  they  fcU 
themBclrea  utterly  unequal  to  arrange 


^  kjui.  o  i.y  Google 


1869         Mmagtmm         {Au«.4.1S51}         {So.2)B%a.  1870 


inaMeit  whidi  liad  been  pat  into  their  own 

handit  He  thought  it  most  important 
that  no  measure  Bbould  pass  that  House 
wliioh  did  not  include  iu  it  some  direction 
to  Uie  Batotes  Oommittionerf  as  to  the 
OOOrae  ihoy  were  to  pursue  in  rcp^ard  to 
this  matter.  He  coiisideretl  the  Amend- 
ment absolutely  necessary,  and  he  should 
ffive  it  his  support. 

Sp  HENRY  WILtOUGHBT  iras  of 
opinion  that  the  words  sought  to  bo  intro- 
duced by  t!io  Solicitor  General,  threw  on 
these  three  Gentlemen  a  discretion  most 
unfair  and  unjust  towards  them.  Tbo 
Committee  were  pretending  to  do  that 
which,  in  point  of  fact,  would  leave  mat- 
t<»rs  in  tbo  state  they  were  in  before.  If 
he  understood  this  Bill  rightly,  it  applied 
to  every  speoiea  of  property,  indnaing, 
ibr  instance,  houses  and  mines.  Tbe 
House  of  Lnnb  uegativpfl  the  (l(\aling  with 
liouses  and  mines,  as  well  as  rent-charges 
and  annuities,  which  he  should  propose  to 
be, inserted  the  Bill  was  to  praeeed. 
Hi*  firm  conviction  was,  that  the  Com- 
mittee mnst  approach  the  real  pith  of  the 
ease,  and  lay  down  clear  and  distinct  rules 
under  whleh  those  diffbrent  elasees  of  pro- 
perty should  be  treated;  and,  till  they  did 
that,  thcj  would  not  make  any  bem^etal 
altesatiou  in  the  law. 

COLOHEL  SIBTHOHP  believed  the  best 
wny  would  be  to  put  a  stop  to  the  farther 
progress  of  the  Bill  during  the  few  days 
titnf  rernainod  of  the  present  Session. 
.^18  twcntj-four  years'  experience  had 
taught  him  that  if  they  allowed  a  Bill  to 
go  through  Committee,  it  was  in  effect 
passed  altogether.  With  this  feeling  he 
shonld  move  that  the  Chairman  report  pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
■*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  progreia, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  ngaiii." 

Sir  J  A  M  S  G  R  A II  AM  had  not  thought 
it  coneiiitent  with  hi<i  duty  to  support  the 
fiirtber  progress  of  this  Bill,  on  the  former 
oecasioDS  on  which  it  had  been  under  dis- 
enssion.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the  im- 
portance of  the  Bill  was  too  great,  the  pe- 
riod of  the  Session  too  far  i^vaniied,  and 
tiie  attendance  in  the  House  too  thin  fin* 
the  con  iclrvation  of  so  important  a  sub- 
ject. Much  moro  ptrnnc^ly  was  ho  of  that 
opinion  now.  Hu  iiad  uot  been  in  the 
least  prepared  for  the  proposal  onde  by 
the  SoHoitw  General.  This  was  a  matter 
of  the  greatest  importance.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cockcnuouth  (Mr.  Aglionby) 
had  justly  said,  that  it  htTolved  tbe  in- 


terests of  the  lessees  with  raspeet  to  pro- 
perty of  great  valne  and  Tsriety,  and  also 

the  interests  of  the  community,  members 
of  the  Estabhshed  Church.  This  was  a 
Bill,  in  faot,  affecting  the  partial  spiritual 
destitution  of  the  people;  and  thus  regard- 
ed, it  surely  was  a  Bill  which  ought  to  bo 
considered  in  a  full  House.  It  was  to  be 
remembered  tiiat  in  1845,  six  years  ago, 

S moral  rules  were  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
ouse  by  the  Ecclesiastioal  Commissioners, 
which,  in  tho  most  expre^'^  and  (Ir-tinr-t 
terms,  laid  down  the  prineipies  ou  which 
they  had  up  to  that  time  admiuistered,  and 
snbsaqnently  administered,  die  aflairs  of 
the  great  trust  confided  to  them.    lie  was 
glad  that  on  the  last  occasion  when  this 
Bill  was  before  the  House,  he  had  refram- 
ed  from  foUowiug  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chichester  (Mr.  J.  A.  Smith),  beeaose  he 
had  been  deeply  wounded  by  certain  ex- 
pressions which  fell  from  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  at  the  time  he  might  have  replied 
with  hasty  warmth.  The  hon.  Membor  had 
said,  that  those  general  rules  embodied 
principles  which  lie   thought  were  dis- 
honest.   He  (iSir  James  Graham)  would 
now  enter  into  a  fnendly  expostulation 
with  the  hon.  Member  in  respect  to  that 
expression.    His  hon.  Friend  affirmed  that 
the  general  rule  enunciated  by  the  Comniis- 
siouers  estaUliubed  two  different  tables  of 
▼alue,  to  be  allowed  as  between  the  lessors 
and  the  lessees;  the  interest  <tf  the  one 
being  estimated  at  5  per  cent,  and  the 
interest  of  tbe  other  at  3^  per  cent;  in 
other  twms,  that  a  difference  of  the  price 
was  fixed,  which  measured  the  differenoe 
between  the  fee-simple  value  and  the  lease- 
hold value  of  the  proporty.    No  doubt  the 
C'ummistiion  was  composed  of,  fallible  moo, 
who  might  hare  emd  in  judgment;  but 
he  could  not  beliere  his  hon.  Friend,  on 
quiet  (iLTihcrntion,  would  really  say  that 
they  would  act  dishonestly.    He  could  not 
think  it  primd  facie  evidence  of  dishonesty 
that  a  man  shonld  bo  a  prelate  of  the 
Church — that  he  should  hare  risen  from 
the  humblest  ranks  of  the  people,  and 
have  become  distinguished  by  his  piety 
and  his  leanuog,  and  by  tbe  faronr  of 
the  Crown  have  been  exalted  to  the  highest 
station.    Independently  of  the  ecclesiasti- 
cal meiuberfl  of  the  Commission,  was  it 
to  be  said  that  auch  men  as  Lord  Uar- 
rowby,  Lord  Chiehester,  Mr.  Hobhonse, 
Dr.  Nicholl,  or  Mr.  Lefevrc,  would  approro 
of  general  rules  binding  their  discretion 
to  a  jprinciple  which  honesty  forbade  ? 
Ho  (Sir  J.  Gnham)  bad,  up  to  tlus  time. 
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beou  a  party  to  thofte  genorfti  roles*  and» 
to  uso  the  words  of  the  lion.  Member  for 
Cliiche&ter»  he  did  not  think  that,  consis- 
tent wHh  honesty  io  the  discharge  of  a  su- 
orod  trust,  any  other  rules  could  h*T«  been 
adopted.    What  were  the  real  interests  at 
stake  ?   Tliere  were  the  interests  of  the 
leasees  on  the  one  hand,  but  there  were 
ibe  interests  ef  the  great  bodj  of  the 
Chureh  on  tbe  other.   He  had  stated  be- 
fore, and  he  should  never  miss  an  opportu- 
nity of  declaring,  that  he  was  decidedly  op- 
posed to  the  distinction  between  the  "  epis- 
copal*' and  the    common"  funds*  which 
hail  too  loni^  prevailed.    He  believed  that 
by  t!ii»  distinction  an  undue  temptation 
was  bold  out  to  the  right  reverend  Prelates 
of  tbe  Ghnrch,  who  were  allowed  a  nomi- 
nally fixed  but  really  a  fluotnating  income, 
by  being  called  upon  to  pay  a  fixed  sum  to 
the  Episcopal  Fund;  but  who  took  their 
chance  of  what  moto  thuy  could  receive 
out  of  the  Common  Fund.   Tbe  Govern* 
ment  ought  to  put  an  end  to  such  an  ar- 
rangement.   To  the  utmost  extent  consis- 
tent with  law  and  equity,  they  ought  to  do 
thmr  utmost  to  morease  the  amount  of  the 
Common  Fund,  which  was  available  for  the 
spintual  wants  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try.   He  had  never  once  varied  from  the 
opinion  that,  considering  the  extent  to 
wbieb  liUssent  had  q»read  in  this  oountry, 
and  eoasidering  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  not  tiie  representative  exclu- 
sively of  the  Church  of  England,  but  was 
the  representative,  at  the  same  time,  of 
various  dasses  of  Dissenters,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  expect  that  the  spiritual  wants  of 
the  Church  could  at  any  future  period  do- 
rivo  assistance  from  the  general  taxation 
of  the  oonntry.    He  held  Siat  the  property 
of  the  Chinch  itself  must  be  applied  under 
the  direction  of  Farliamcnt  to  meet  her  own 
spiritual  wants.    Then  they  cauio  to  the 
question — what  was  Uie  present  condition 
of  the  Church?  Hewouldieforonljtotho 
second  report  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners.   That  report  showed  thjit  there 
were  dense  masses  of  the  population  for 
whose  snifHual  wants  no  prensioii  bad 
been  made^  and  that  although  great  eWorta 
had  been  made  within  the  last  ten  years  to 
meet  those  wants,  in  this  mctropoliti  and 
elsewhere,  still  the  growth  of  the  popula- 
tion outstelpped  all  theseexairlions.  In  point 
of  &et»  then,  the  spiritual  destitntbn  of 
the  coimtry  at  this  moment  was  as  great 
as  it  had  been  at  the  time  the  Eocleaiasti- 
eal  Commiswoners  were  appointed.  Could 
there,  therefore^  be  a  more  saond  trust 
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than  to  keep  up  the  food  set  apart  lor  tins 

purpose  ?  The  question  was.  What  was 
the  law  and  the  equity  of  this  case  ?  Of 
the  law  there  could  be  no  doubt.  He 
was  not  now  prepared  to  admit  that  there 
ought  to  bo  any  equitable  considerations 
such  as  those  \\-hicli  had  been  suggested. 
Uis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  below  him 
(Mr.  Cardwell)  had  said,  that  m  this 
port  of  the  Lords  there  were  mem ' 
several  different  cases  of  dealing  with  pro- 
perty at  the  will  of  the  lessors,  which  ne- 
gatived either  the  legal  or  the  equitaUe 
pretensaoB  vi  the  lessees.   There  might 
be  such   claims.    He  was  not  prepar* 
e  l  to  neixntive  them.    All  he  said  was, 
that  l'arlta«uent,  up  to  this  time,  had 
never,  either  £tectly  or  indirectly,  given 
its  sanotioD  to  the  proposition.    Was  this 
a  light  matter  they  were  discussing?  He 
had  only  by  accident  seen  the  report  of 
the  Lords.    He  hod  not  &een  the  evidence. 
But  tbe  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
.shire  (Ur.  Newdegate),  who  was  a  lessee, 
and  the  advocate  of  the  lessees,  had  told 
them  the  measure  of  the  value  of  this 
point.   They  wem  now  fiseossing  what 
the  hon.  Gentlonaa  bad  told  the  Lords 
was  a  question  for  years,  of  the  fee-simpltJ 
value  of  the  leaseholds  of  the  Church. 
They  were  discussing  what  were  to  be 
the  transactions  as  regarded  proper^, 
which  was  to  be  estimated  in  millions. 
All  at  oncp,  therefore,  and  without  in- 
quiry, he  could  not  agree  to  a  prineiple 
not  heretofore  sanctioned  by  Paniameot 
There  were  other  objections.    The  reguhh 
tions  bincjing  on  the  discretion  of  the  Com- 
missioners had  been  for  six  years  on  the 
table  of  the  House.    ISo  attempt  had  beea 
made  to  interfere  with  or  to  negative  dien. 
Last  year  the  Committee  over  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mil  It  on  (Mr.  K  Dcnison) 
presided,  and  of  which  he  (kSir  J.  UrahamJ 
had  been  a  member,  in  making  their  re- 
port on  diis  subject,  bad  advised  that  an 
Estates  Commission  should  be  appuiuted. 
They  did  more — they  had  advised  that  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission  should  retain 
the  power  of  laving  down  the  princapks 
in  rerarenoe  to  whiob  the  Estates  Commit- 
trn  w:u'  to  proeecd;  and  that  advice  had 
been  adopted  m  the  Act  of  lust  Session. 
Surely  the  Legislature  had  then  had  sn 
opportunity  of  entering  a  caveat  against 
^ese  regulations.    It  might  be  right  to 
sfvy  now,  for  the  first  time,  that  po^rar 
siiould  be  sjjGu  to  sell  the  property  oi  the 
Chureh.  That  was  tbe  pfOfUsB 
came  down  in  this  Bill,  ■§  uialtei«d»ii«* 
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the  HooBe  of  Lords.  He  would  not  nega- 
tive it— he  would' not  aanotion  it.  He 

sirnplv  protested  against  considering  that 
principle  in  the  last  week  of  the  Session. 
But  they  proposed  to  add  a  principle  still 
more  importeot.  The  words .  iDtrodiioed 
»t  the  instance  of  the  Solicitor  Geucrni 
gave  not  only  tlie  power  to  sell,  but  asked 
that  in  the  process  of  sale  a  favourable 
ooDtidenttioii  should  be  extended  to  the 
claims  of  lessees.  He  would  not  say  now 
that  tmdcr  strict  regulations  such  a  per- 
missive power,  favourable  to  the  lessees, 
might  not  be  exercised  advantageously  to 
the  whole  Chnreh,  as  well  as  to  the  lessees. 
He  was  by  no  means  prepared  to  say  that, 
after  consideration,  he  would  not  give  his 
consent  to  that  proposition.  But,  looking  to 
the  vast  interests  at  stake,  and  considering 
that  they  were  now  dealing  with  the  spi- 
ritual wants  of  tlie  people,  compared  with 
which  their  other  wants  were  as  nothing, 
he  could  not  conceive  it  to  be  right  that 
the  House  duHild  come  to  a  dediion  of 
such  Test  importanee  without  due  oare  and 
deliberation. 

LoKD  JOHN  RUSSELL  owned  that  it 
appeared  to  him  that  ii'  it  was  right  to  con- 
sider at  all  the  question  before  them,  and 
ho  did  think  it  was  right,  in  conformity 
with  the  expressed  wishes  of  the  House  of 
Loi-ds,  it  was  at  the  same  time  perfectly 
right  to  e<msider  on  what  terms  they  could 
agree  to  the  Bill.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
it  was  not  very  fair  in  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
say  that  they  were  ready  to  consider  the 
Bill,  but  that  they  were  precluded  by  the 
late  period  of  the  Ssssion  from  considering 
the  alterations  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. He  found  now,  from  what  he  had 
heard,  that  tlie  lessees  had  bad  greater 
reason  to  complain  than  he  had  supposed. 
What  he  hod  understood  was,  thai  the 
cccl  'siastieal  corporations^  on  the  one 
hand,  were  to  be  empowered  to  make  their 
arrangements  with  the  lessees  on  the  other, 
for  thi»  purohase  of  property;  and  Uiat  the 
Obarsh  Estates  Commissioners  were  to 
have  a  superintending  control;  so  that  nei- 
ther the  Chnroh  nor  the  public  were  in- 
jured. But  from  the  course  of  the  debate 
it  had  appeared  that  nothing  bat  a  strict 
legal  right  that  could  bo  enforced  in  a 
court  of  equity,  was  to  be  attended  to; 
and  that  the  Estates  Commissioners  were 
to  have  no  other  power  than  to  sav  yes  or 
no  whether  an  agreement  came  withb  the 
strict  law  and  equity  of  the  case.  This 
being  so,  he  felt  bound  to  support  the 
view  of  the  Solicitor  General,  unforced 


with  the  opbions  of  several  of  those  who  ie« 
piMentedthe  interests  of  the  lessees.  What 

was  proposed  was — not  what  would  be  com- 
pulsory and  binding  with  regard  to  theChurch 
Estates  Commissioners;  it  was  only  giving 
them  a  certain  latttu^  to  consider  eertain 
things — that  they  might  have  regard  tO 
just  and  reasonable  claims  arising  from  long 
practice  of  renewal.  .  Thei-e  was  no  ques- 
tion as  to  the  character  of  those  Gomnus- 
sioners,  or  as  to  their  fitness  for  their  of- 
fii  o;  twn  of  them  were  appointed  by  the 
Crown,  and  ono  wa?,  appointed  by  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury;  however  appointed, 
no  one  had  found  fault  with  the  individaals 
selected.  They,  in  considering  the  just 
and  reasonable  claitns  of  the  lessees,  could 
not  be  expected  to  go  beyond  what  they 
should  think  were  ttar  and  reasonable  pre- 
tensions. The  whole  question,  therefore, 
resolved  itself  into  this — whether  the  House 
of  Commons  was  now  to  say  that  nothing 
beyond  a  legal  and  equitable  claim — that 
was  to  say,  equitable,  not  in  the  sense  of 
being  fair  and  reasonable,  but  in  the  sense 
of  a  claim  that  could  be  enforced  in  a  court 
of  law — should  be  granted  in  any  case  to  a 
lessee.  He  confessed,  fur  his  own  part, 
that  he  would  have  preferred  to  thb  Bill 
the  plan  proposed  by  the  Commission  ap- 
pointed by  the  Crown,  and  wliich,  in  the 
shape  of  a  Bill,  had  been  placed  before  the 
House  of  Lords.  But,  having  failed  in 
obtaining  the  sanction  of  the  House  of 
Lords  to  that  plan,  it  did  appear  to 
him  that  they  were  not  in  a  condition  to 
carry  out  this  Bill  unless  they  took  care 
that  tlie  interests  of  the  lessees  should  be 
in  some  degree  regarded.  It  was  a  ques- 
tion for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  consider  whether 
there  should  be  any  option  or  discretion  re- 
specting certain  claims  arising  from  long 
practice  of  renewal.  He  was  quite  ready  to 
say  with  hi.s  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham), that  it  ^ya'^  most  desirable  that  the 
Church  should  obtain  iicr  iurther  revenues 
from  her  own  funds,  and  that  there  should 
be  no  applieatilonto  tliat  House  for  aid  from 
the  general  vovonues  of  the  country;  but, 
at  tho  same  time,  ho  did  not  know  that  it 
was  more  objectionable  to  seek  funds  from 
the  State,  than  to  seek  additional  funds  by 
dealing  harshly  and  eontraiy  to  what  was 
just  and  rcasoiiablc  in  regard  to  the  lessees 
of  church  property.  He  would  with  these 
views  support  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
and  leaned  Friend  the  Solicitor  Genend. 
In  doing  80,  it  was  only  saying  that  tho 
House  agreed  to  the  Bill  on  certain  condi- 
tious,  not  compulsory,  but  conditions  that 
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the  Ecclesiastical  Estates  Commissioners 
tlionld  'ktkVQ  power  to  consider  in  eacli  eaee 
what  arrangement  was  most  equitable  for 
the  parties.  It  would  bo  for  the  Ilouse  of 
Lords  afterwards  to  saj  whether  the  Bill 
deserved  approbation  on  these  terms.  If 
the  House  of  Lords  should  not  think  so, 
then,  of  course,  in  the  next  Session,  they 
would  have  to  consider  whether  they  could 
frame  any  other  measure  on  the  subject. 
TX&fbriUDately  there  did  not  seem  any  great 
prospect  of  agreement  with  respect  to  anj 
compnlsnrj  measure.  In  nnv  compulsory 
measure  there  would  have  tu  be  some  such 
element  as  that  which  the  Solicitor  General 
had  i)iuposed.  Fromthat  principle,  he  (Lord 
J.  Kusscll)  wns  not  jjrepared  to  depart. 

Mr.  J.  A.  SMITH  withdrew  the  unwise 
words  which,  as  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  had  mentioned,  he  had 
used  on  the  former  occasion  of  this  Bill 
beini^  discussed.  He  begged  to  retract 
them  most  fully,  and  he  thanked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  tone  and  the 
spirit  in  which  he  had  spoken  of  the  mat- 
ter. He  hoped,  however,  the  right  hon. 
Gentlcmnn  would  permit  him  to  say,  that 
though  ho  withdrew  the  expression,  ho 
retained  the  opinion;  for  he  most  certainly 
thought  the  rules  in  question  westb  unfair. 
Ho  was  fortified  in  his  opinion  by  what 
had  occurred  in  the  Committee  that  sat 
about  four  years  ago,  when  several  of  the 
Commissioners  were  examined,  inelnding 
the  Bishops  of  London  and  Lincoln;  and 
the  conflicting  result  of  that  examination 
brought  eonviction  to  the  mind  of  every 
Member  of  tho  Committee,  not  excluding 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Ripon,  that  it  was  impossible  to  act  upon 
the  rtdc?.  Ho  had  also  reason  to  believe 
that  tho  Church  Estate  Commissioners 
had  refused  to  act  upon  them,  because 
they  thought  them  unfair.  In  tho  ordi- 
nary affairs  of  life  it  would  be  considered 
tinjust  tliat,  ill  the  estimation  of  tho  value 
of  property,  the  seller  should  bo  estimated 
at  one  rate,  and  the  buyer  at  another;  and, 
with  the  greatest  respect  to  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  he  still  adhered  to  his 
opinion  that,  in  that  respect,  these  mles 
were  unfair.  In  justice  to  himself  and  to 
many  other  gentlemen  who  took  the  same 
views,  he  must  protest  that  they  were  as 
strong  and  earnest  friends  of  the  Church 
as  tho  right  hon.  Baronet  himself.  There- 
fore, he,  for  one,  was  not  prepared  to  sacri- 
fice the  interests  of  the  CliurcU  for  the 
benefit  of  the  lessees  of  that  Churcli;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  however  great  the  spi- 
IfOrd  John  Mussell 


ritual  destitution  of  the  country,  and  the 
want  of  the  people  for  fnrth^  apiritnai  in- 

struction  might  be,  he  waa  not  prepared 
to  sacrifice  tlio  just  and  reasonable  rights 
of  the  lessees  even  for  so  important  an  ob- 
ject. He  could  not  consent  to  be  fright" 
ened  out  of  what  he  believed  to  be  the 
just  and  reasonable  rights  of  the  lessees  by 
any  such  legislation,  or  even  by  the  sin- 
cere respect  he  entertaiued  for  the  Church 
to  whidi  he  belonged.       ^  * 

^[r.  CATLEY  thought  that  the  Hoase 
would  agroe  with  him  that  the  observations 
of  his  noble  Friend  below  him  were  more 
truly  espoueut  of  the  wtahes  of  the  Church 
and  ita  fneodt,  than  those  of  the  right  hen. 
Baronet.    Could  dissent  be  increased  by 
any  means  more  effectual  than  by  commit- 
ting  an  act  on  the  part  of  the  Church  d 
gross  injustice  f  The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  had  spoken  of  the  Beclesiastical  Com- 
missioners^  and  wlmtovcr  might  he  said  of 
them  or  of  their  n)otivos  in  tlie  discharge 
of  their  duty,  he  had  uo  doubt  they  would 
reoottoile  it  to  their  own  eiwaeiences.  But 
no  one  could  doubt  that  the  roles  they  bad 
laid  down,  outraged  the  senso  of  propriety 
iu  every  Member  of  the  Committee.  It 
was  said  that  this  was  a  permissive  fiill; 
but  who  was  to  be  the  umpire  ?  The  Mm- 
hers  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  were 
persons  of  estimable  charncter  nr>  dnnbt; 
but  tho  bios  of  their  minds  had  been  aa^n, 
and  all  the  eonclusion  that  could  be  eooe 
to  wa^  that  more  be  d  ] « -  n  left  to  tho  Se- 
f-retarv  or  the  Solicitor  of  the  Commission 
thun  would  have  been  left  had  the  nnmber 
of  Couimisbioncra  been  fewer;  fur  with  the 
fewer  number  came  the  higher  respona- 
bility.    The  value  of  the  property  in  ques- 
tion was  probahlv  not  less  than  thirty  mil- 
lions sterling,  ot  which  the  Church  now 
.  possessed,  or  did  practically  now  possess, 
not  more  than  one*fourth.    Then,  oooU 
any  one  think  it  wns  fair  or  reasonable  to 
take  from  the  holders  of  that  property  an 
amount  which,  if  the  rule  of  the  Commis- 
sioners were  followed,  would,  probabty,  be 
twelve  or  fifteen  millions  sterling?  He 
should  call  it  an  injustice  of  the  grossest 
kind.    And  what  was  the  ground  for  it? 
Church  extension.    But  Tarliment  should 
hare  repudiated  the  principle  before. 
Over  and  over  again  it  had  been  repeated 
and  reiterated  that  the  just  and  reason- 
able claims  oi  the  lessees  should  be  re- 
spected, and  that  the  moral  certain^  of 
renewal  should  be  always  considered  hj 
those  who  dcn't  irith  thoni.    Because  tbcy 
wanted  the  money  Uioy  had  no  right  to  take 
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it  from  those  who  came  the  easiest  with- 
in thoir  power.    Ho  slioulil  certainly  vote 


Ho  sliOulil 

i'or  tho  mtroductiou  of  the  words  proposed 
hj  the  Solidtor  General.  He  did  not  claim 
oradtt  to  himself  for  more  disinterested- 
ness than  other  people  had,  nor  wish  to 
conceal  that  he  was  himself  a  lessee.  But 
in  the  year  1833,  before  he  was  a  lessee, 
and  before  he  hsd  any  ezpeotstion  of  be- 
eoming  a  lessee,  he  had  expvessed  the  same 
views  upon  this  quesfion,  qitite  as  strongly 
as  he  had  expressed  them  now. 

Mb.  SPOONER  said,  that  having  be- 
fore slated  his  opinions,  he  should  not 
have  risen  on  this  occasion  had  not  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  remarke  d  that  he  (Mr. 
^ooner)  was  a  lessee  under  the  Church. 
He  was  sneh  a  lessee  to  a  very  small 
amount;  but  had  the  value  heing  greater, 
he  trusted  that  hh  conduct  iu  that  House 
would  not  have  been  entirely  guided  by 
his  own  interest.  Ue  was  desirous  both 
to  promote  the  Common  Fund  of  the 
Church,  aiMl  to  protect  the  rested  interests 
of  tlin  Ipi'jr'es.  Witli  rr^rd  to  the  in- 
structions brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  Iiad  this  question 
not  been  mooted,  he  should  hare  been  wil- 
ling to  accept  the  Bill,  resting  upon  the 
report,  without  the  insertion  of  those 
words;  but  after  the  turn  the  debate  had 
taken,  and  when  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
told  them  that  the  rights  of  the  leasees 
were  not  to  be  recoo^niscd,  he  could  not  do 
8«;  for  if  the  Bill  should  pass,  the  Motion 
of  the  hon,  and  learned  Ueutleman  being 
negatived,  the  moral  eertainty  of  renewal 
would  bo  taken  awajfrom  the  parties  in 
possession;  and  they  were  bound  in  justice 
to  restore  those  parties  to  the  same  situa- 
tion in  which  they  would  have  been  had 
there  been  no  legislation.  But  there  was 
another  important  consideration — the  in- 
terest of  tho  Church.  If  the  Bill  was 
thrown  out  because  it  recognised  the  just 
and  reasonable  claims  of  the  lessees,  a 
spirit  would  be  stirred  vp  which  would  be 
found  very  difficult  to  manage  in  another 
Session;  and,  if  the  lessees  were  set 
against  the  Bill,  more  injury  would  be 
done  to  the  Church  than  any  benefit  they 
sought  to  confer  by  legislation.  He  im- 
plored the  House  to  pass  the  Bill  with  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learacd  Gen- 
tleman without  delay.  It  involved  no  princi- 
jde  beyond  that  recommended  in  the  report, 
and  only  did  an  act  of  common  justice. 

Mu.  BARROW  observed,  that  the  great 
value  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
attaehed  to  the  property  in 
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question,  had  been  mainly  created  hj  the 
capital  and  exertions  of  the  lessees.  All 
the  buildings  and  inclosures  and  improve- 
ments he  had  ever  known,  had  been  built 
and.  made  by  the  lessees.  Then  he  asked 
if  the  lessees  had  not  a  fair  chum  to  a 
portion  of  the  value,  and  whether  they 
bad  not  a  right  to  have  that  claim  ooa> 
sideced  whm  their  money  had  been  m- 
vested  in  the  eonfidence  of  a  long-eontinued 
renewal  ? 

Mu.  HENLEY  said,  that  everything  he 
had  heard  strengthened  tho  conviction  he 
had  oitertained  that  the  measure  ought 
not  to  be  proceeded  with  tliis  Session. 
No  one  denied  the  justice  of  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but  it  was  said  that  the  Amendment 
would  change  a  permissive  BiU  uto  a  com- 
pulsory one.  But  the  difficulty  was,  that 
the  House  was  a.skcd  to  come  to  a  deter- 
mination upon  imperfect  information,  and 
to  decide  u  great  question  in  a  hurry. 
That  was  what  he  had  complained  of  on 
Friday,  and  ho  felt  it  still.  Without  the 
introductioTi  of  the  words  proposed,  the 
Commi.^siouers  would  not  have  the  power 
to  give  to  the  claims  of  the  lessees  that 
favonrable  conuderation  which  it  was  ad- 
mitted by  all  they  ought  to  have.  But 
the  Hous^  wns  called  upon  to  discuss 
those  words  without  being  prompted  by 
the  usual  motives,  and  without  knowing 
what  was  the  opinion  of  the  parties  most 
concerned,  lie  hoped  the  noblo  Lord 
would  not  pres.s  the  Bill.  It  was  not  fair 
to  ask  tho  iiouse  to  adopt  tbis  or  that 
form  <^  words,  if,  as  had  been  suggested 
on  the  other  side,  the  Bill  was  to  be  i^wn 
out  afterwards.  That  was  a  serious  con- 
sideration. It  had,  he  understood,  been 
suggested  on  the  other  side  to  the  noble 
Lord,  to  let  the  Committee  come  to  those 
words  and  then  to  stop.  Would  it  not  be 
wiser  to  stop  at  once?  There  had  not 
been  time  to  consider  what  tho  eiicot  of 
the  words  might  be,  and  they  might  not 
satisfy  dther  the  one  party  or  the  other.  To 
insert  tho  words  and  then  <^ct  ri  i  of  the 
whole  Bill,  would  not  be  a  very  creditable 
position;  while,  as  he  thought,  they  might 
stop  now  with  credit. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  thought 
the  bearings  of  this  Bill,  and  the  circum- 
stances under  which  it  came  before  the 
House,  were  not  sufficiently  oonsidered 
when  it  was  so  repeatedly  stated  that  it 
was  being  pressed  forward  with  nnduc 
haste.  The  subject  had  engaged  the  at- 
tention of  Parliament  fur  a  long  series  of 

years.  It  had  been  eemiderud  by  Com- 
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mittoes  of  boih  Houses,  uid  itltimftielj  bj  jlcttcr  of  the  law,  and  they  would  form  the 


a  Oonmiission,  specially  appoint«>d  fur  the  criterion  for  a  compulsory  Act.  He  be* 
purpose  of  inquiry;  anil  in  the  directions  iieved  such  a  Bill  would  be  ono  which  he 
to  that  Commissiou  it  waij  hiid  dowa  as  a  I  ought  not  to  support.  He  could  not  per- 
priDciplc  to  pay  duo  regard  to  the  just.and  jceive  anj  reasonable  ground  for  die  alle- 


reasonable  claims  of  the  lessees.  On  the 
report  of  the  Conunissloners  a  Bill  was 
introduced  iuto  the  other  House,  and  was 
sent  before  a  Select  (Jommittcc.  That 
Oooiinittee  coold  not  agree  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure,  but  were  unanimously 
of  opinion  that  it  was  a  question  which  it 
was  not  right  to  leave  untouched  by  the 
Lcgislatnre.  Belieying  that  it  was  neither 
fair  nor  jost  to  the  lessees  to  allow  the 
Session  to  expire  without  facilitating^  ar- 
rangements betn-oen  the  parties,  the  Com- 
mittee (reprodeuting,  as  it  did,  all  iateresls 
m  the  qaestion)  were  iiDanimoits  in  coining 
to  a  conelttsion  that  this  Bill  ought  to  pass 
in  the  present  Session.  The  Bill  was  not 
introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
but  on  tho  reeomroendation  of  that  Com- 
mittee; and  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool was  right  in  the  assertion  that  by  the 
introduction  of  the  words  proposed  by  him 
(the  Solicitor  General),  the  whole  principle 
of  the  Bill  wonld  be  changed,  he  could 


j^ation  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  woxdd 
bo  changed.    He  believed  the  Bill  was  in- 
tended to  do  what  he  wished  to  do  by  this 
addition  to  the  clause;  aud,  looking  at  the 
words,  thej  did  not  give  any  power  to  do 
more  than  carry  out  the  principle,  which 
had  always  been  admitted,  of  recognising 
the  equitable  rights  of  the  l^seeB.    VV  heu 
he  was  told  this  was  a  Tery  late  period  of 
the  Session  to  introduce  such  »  measure, 
ho  replied  that  unless  stops  were  t^■.]^cI^  to 
put  the  question  in  an  amicable  train  for 
settlement,  it  would  bo  as  far  removed 
next  Session  a%this  from  uuy  settlement 
at  all.    He  believed  that  delay  would  be 
most  disastrous  to  the  interests  of  the 
Church,  aud  that  the  exasperation  exhibit- 
ed by  some  who  had  adYocated  the  inte- 
rests of  the  lessees,  wouUl  go  on  increas- 
ing every  year  the  question  was  allowed 
to  reujain  open.    It  was  a  ditticult  ques- 
tion; but  because  it  was  a  di|Scult  ques- 
tion, he  wished  to  see  the  experiment  tried, 


only  say  the  Bill  then  must  be  founded  on  bow  far  the  parties  could  come  voluntarily 


Dio?t  nnju'^t  ]iririciples;  but  he  found  that 
in  their  report  the  Committee  stated,  as  a 
reason  for  recommending  this  Bill,  tltut  it 
would  probably  afford  opportunity  to  par- 
ties to  agree  between  therasdves,  and 
thereby  give  the  foundation,  and  be  a 
guide  hereafter  for  a  compulsory  euact- 
ment.  To  accomplish  that  object,  surely 
the  parties  must  bo  allowed  to  meet  on 
terms  of  fairness;  and  it  wuuld  be  mon 
strous  for  one  jjarty  to  come  i)repar(jd  to 
deal  upon  that  principle  uluite,  which  would 
exclude  the  views  of  the  other  party  from 
consideration.  It  was  perfectly  clear  that 
the  lessees,  neither  in  law  nor  equity,  had 
any  right  to  enforce  a  renewal  of  their 
leues;  it  was  equally  clear  that  though 
the  lessees  had  no  right  either  in  law  or 
equity,  they  had  a  distinct  moral  right  to 
have  their  claims  coii'^i'loi  ed.  Those  two 
propositions  had  been  admitted  throughout 
the  whole  inquiry;  but  without  the  raser- 
tion  of  these  word^  the  Estates  Commis- 
sioners would  be  precluded  from  sanction- 
ing any  arrangement  which  recognised 
that  equitable  view  of  the  lessees'  in- 
terest. If,  then,  the  Bill  was  allowed  to 
pass  without  those  words  being  introduced, 
it  would  be  worse  than  useless;  only  those 
bargains  could  be  ratified  by  the  Com- 
missioners that  wera  founded  oo  tiie  strict 


to  some  arrangement,  and  how  far  it  would 
be  conducive  to  the  true  interests  of  the 
Church  to  allow  those  moral  considerations 
to  which  he  had  referred  to  be  taken  into 

account. 

Mr.  JOHN  STUART  wished  to  have 
time  for  dehberatiou.    From  tho  LaodV 
end  to  the  Tweed  there  waa  scarcely  a 
parish  in  which  there  was  not  property  cf 
tins  kind;  and  lion.  Members  might  be 
sure  their  constituents  would  require  an 
acci/uut  uf  their  conduct  ou  a  matter  so 
important  to  their  intemts.  The  Solicitor 
General  said  they  were  considering  a  Blli 
from  the  House  of  Lords;  but  they  were 
not  —  thoy  were  considering  alterations 
proposed  by  the  Solicitor  Qcneral,  whidi 
had  not  been  sanctioned  by  that  House. 
Ho  believed  the  alteration  was  a  good  one; 
but  there  had  been  no  time  to  consider  its 
real  effect  and  meaning.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bxeter  said  it  would  change  the 
whole  character  of  the  Bill.     The  hon. 
^^enlber  for  Oxfordshi:  .'    aid  it  would  not. 
The  incouaistency  could  uuly  be  accounted 
for  by  the  fact  that  there  had  been  no 
reasonable  time  for  consideration.  He 
(Mr.  Stuart)  looked  upon  this  as  a  great 
national  measure,  and  not  as  any  Govern- 
ment measure;  and  it  would  be  no  dis- 
grace to  the  GoTcmmont  if  they  allowed 
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mffioient  tiineiol»?e  it  properly  oonsid* 
ered. 

Me.  ALCOCK  quite  nflmltted  tbc  prln- 
ciplo  of  tbe  BUI  was  most  desirable,  giving 
as  it  did  facilities  for  the  enfranchisement 
of  elmreh  property,  and  he  thmigbt  it  no 
less  desirablo  for  the  tenant  than  for 
church  property  itself.  But  he  wished  to  ] 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  total  omisdon  of  the  sub-iesaees,  who 
were  not  even  alluded  to.  In  the  heart  of 
Sf>utb%vark  were  sixty-five  acres  of  cburch 
land,  closely  built  over,  and  held  by  two 
lessees  under  tbe  Bishop  of  Winchester. 
Thoae  two  Jesaees  sublet  erery  uonel  of 
It  to  aome  300  wMeweoa,  and  one  of 
these  snb-lessees,  renting  only  to  tbc 
amount  of  1002.  a  year,  had  laid  out 
8,000^  on  his  small  portion,  becanee  the 
property  was  considered  almost  equal  to 
froebolil.  lie  i^ave  this  instance  to  show 
the  marjnitude  of  their  interests;  but  no  ; 
notice  was  taken  of  the  sub-lessees  in  this 
Bill,  and  he  had  therefore  |daeed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Solicitor  General  a  ckuse  to 
that  effect. 

The  SOLICITOR  GKNERAT.  was  un- 
derstood to  say  that  tbe  clause  should  rc- 
ceire  his  attention. 

Mb,  ALCOCK  proceeded  to  observe 
that  although  the  Bill  might  be  permissive 
to  the  church  proprietors  and  to  the  les- 
sees, it  was  not  at. all  pci-missiTC  to  the 
snb-iessees.  The  lessee  might,  by  arrange- 
ment, enfranchise  tbc  land,  and  turn  round 
to  the  Bub-lcssco  and  say,  "  This  is  now 
my  freehold  land;  there  is  no  perniisaivc 
aet  between  ns.**  If  he  understood  the 
Solicitor  General  would  be  willing  to  con- 
aider  the  interests  of  those  parties,  he  (Mr. 
Alcock)  would  not  trouble  the  House;  but 
unless  perfect  security  was  given  them,  he 
should  oppose  the  Bill  at  every  stage. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  tbe  case 
of  the  sub-lessees  was  like  that  of  the 
tenant-iarniers.  The  words  now  before 
the  House  were  merely  the  recognition  of 
a  principle  that  had  never  yet  been  acted 
on.  If  due  time  were  given  for  cou'-'doT  a- 
tion,  such  allowances  mi:;lit  be  made  lor 
the  rights  of  the  lessees  as  would  avoid  in- 
juetice  to  thenii  and  save  the  property  of 
the  Chnrch  from  confiscation.  A  meeting 
was  called  on  this  subject  a  short  time 
aincCy  which  was  attended  by  twelve  gen- 
tlenien  from  the  city  of  London,  and  twen- 
ty-fonr  gentlemen  from  the  country*  and 
they  separated  without  drawing  up  a  peti- 
tion to  Jt'arliament,  because  they  were  cott> 


▼ineed  that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
not  proceed  irith  the  Bill  without  further 

Information.  Under  all  these  circum- 
stances, he  urged  the  Government  to  allow 
time  for  the  definition  of  the  rights  of  tbe 
parties  that  wero  afieeted  by  this  Bill. 

On  Question,  *'  That  the  Chairman  do 

I  report  progress,"  the  Committee  di- 
viikd  :  —  Ayes  20  ;  I^ocs  58  :  Majority 
38. 

The  Amendment  of  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral was  then  agreed  to. 

SiK  HENRY  WTLLOUGIIBY  asked 
tbe  Solicitor  General  if  the  leases  of  farm 
lands  and  titiie  rent-charges  wen  nffectsd 
by  this  Bill  ?  and  called  his  Attention  to 
tbc  report  of  n  Committee  upon  this  sub^ 
ject. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  replied, 
that  the  report  refnred  to  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  been  drawn  up  by  the  very  Com- 
;  mittec  that  framed  this  Bill  in  its  present 
shape.  There  was  no  objection  to  any 
agreements  that  people  might  come  to 
amongst  thetnselves — subject  always  to 
the  control  of  tbe  Commissioners. 

CoLONKi.  SIBTHORP  said,  that  tbe  Bill 
had  been  proceeded  with  in  a  surreptitious 
manner.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Marylebonc  (Sir  B.  Hall)  had  stated 
that  he  was  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  yet 
had  voted  against  it.  Several  of  his  con- 
stituents, men  of  high  character  and  of 
large  property,  had  told  him  that  they  had 
lind  no  time  to  consider  this  Bill;  and  pe- 
titions upon  the  subject,  numerously  signed, 
were  now  bcmg  prepared.  Did  they  mean 
to  deoeiTO  the  public  by  adopting  the  mea- 
euro  in  this  manner  ?  or  would  they  have 
tbe  Bill  printed  that  it  might  be  considered 
by  tbe  public  i  He  thougbt  they  ought  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  judging  of  the  na- 
ture of  the  Bill. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUOnBY  said,  bo 
should  move,  as  an  Amendment,  to  add 
"  the  leases  of  farm  lands  and  tithe  rent- 
charges*'  to  ihe  first  clause  of  the  Bill.  He 
wished  to  know  how  the  Solicitor  General 
meant  to  deal  with  woods  or  mines  held  in 
this  way  by  leases  under  a  bishop  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  mistaken  the  report 
of  the  nonae  of  Lords,  which  proceeded 
upon  certoin  rules;  whereas  this  Bill  laid 
down  no  rules,  but  allowed  the  parties 
to  make  their  own  terms  as  vendor  and 
vendee. 

A m e n d mc  Ti t  withdrawn* 
Ou  tbe  same  Clause, 
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sionera  woold  proceed  exaoilj  on  iho  naw 

principle  under  this  Bill. 

Ma.  EVELYN  DENISON  aaked,  whe- 
ib«r  the  wording  of  thii  dftue  voidd  not 

have  the  c6Fect  of  onabling  ib«  kaioii*. 

ftfter  Imving  effected  arrnngcmcnts  Tvith 
certain  of  tko  lessees,  to  refuse,  if  so 
minded,  to  cuter  into  similar  arrangements 
with  others  of  the  lenees  ? 

Tlic  SOLICITOR  GENEBAL  replied, 
tliat  tlic  clatiae  wonld  hare  no  such  effect 
ns  the  hon.  Member  suggested ;  parties 
must  take  their  chance  of  advant^^  or 
dlsadTtntage  under  the  whole  soope  of  the 
Bill. 

Str  benjamin  hall  objected  to  the 
Ooniniissioiiers  having  the  power  of  strik- 


The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  introduce  the  word 
*'  lessee/'  which  would  make  the  clause 
then  read  thus,  **  such  hargsin  M  sveh 
eorporation  and  Ici^see  shall  think  fit," 
thereby  naininnr  both  parties  who  were  tlie 
objects  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  card  well  thought  they  would 
do  right  to  understsnd  the  position  in 
which  thej  were  placed  bj  the  addition  to 
the  clause  of  tbe  words  proposed  by  the 
Solicitor  General.  The  words  *'  just  and 
reasonable  claims"  were  formally  incorpo- 
rated in  the  langnim^e  of  the  Aet  of  Par- 
liament*  Were  they  sure  that  they  cre- 
actcil  no  legftl  change  by  the  introduction 
of  those  words;  and  that  they  were  not 

makinff  any  change  in  the  legal  and  cquit-  ing  average  incomes,  and  ^en  takingr  those 


ablerdations  of  the  parties?   [A  laugh.] 

Tt  wfts  well  for  GentlemOR  to  lauj^li,  ami 
he  acknowledged  that  they  had  the  iaui^h 
at  their  side ;  hut  would  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  who  was  legally  responsihle 
for  the  elausOt  say  it  made  no  change  in 
their  legal  or  equitable  relations  ?  ITe 
(Mr.  Cardwell)  proposed  the  addition  of 
tho  following  proviso :  *'  Provided  always 
that  nothing  herdn  eontained  shall  be 
deemed  or  taken  to  vary  or  affect  the 
legal  and  eqtiitable  rif^lits,  estates,  and  in- 
terests of  such  ecclesiastical  corporations, 
or  of  their  lessees.** 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  thought 
the  lion.  Gentleman  must  sec  that  the 
clause  was  too  Midc.  *'  Hen-in  contained" 
related  to  the  eatiio  clause,  but  his  objec- 
tion to  it  was  on  other  grounds;  the  pro- 
Tiso  seemed  to  say,  "  We  don't  mean  to 
say  what  we  hnvo  not  said." 

Mr.  OARDWELL  would  not  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  dividing.  He  had 
stated  his  objection,  and  let  the  clause  be 
adopted  on  the  legal  responsibility  of  the 
Solicitor  (icneral. 

Clause  agreed  to.  Clauses  2,  3,  4,  and 
6  agretd  to» 

Clause  C,  whieh  related  to  the  proTision 
in  case  of  incroipo  or  deficiency  of  income, 
in  consequence  of  sales,  4o.,  was  then 
proposed. 

In  reply  to  a  question  from  Hr.  Aou* 

OUBY, 

The  SOLICITOR  GENKIiAL  said,  the 
Church  Commissioners  Act  gave  power  for 
dealing  with  prebendbiries  who  were  willing 

ti)  surrender  their  properties,  on  the  foot- 
ins  of  a  fixed  annnal  income  instead  of  tlie 
fluctuating  and  uncertain  incomes  whieli 
they  hitherto  reucived;  aud  the  Cumuiis- 


averages  as  the  basis  for  fixed    ii  incs. 

Tn  almost  ovcrv  instance  there  had  been  a 
great  and  grievous  mistake.  Tiio  Bishop 
of  Durham  flad  received  80,000^.  more 
than  he  ought;  the  Arehbishop  of  Yoik 
had  received  less;  and  the  Bishop  of  Safit- 
bnry  had  received  1,000/.  a  year  more 
than  he  oup:ht.  How,  then,  was  it  possible 
to  come  to  an  average  of  this  kind  ? 

Clause  ^^rasi  to;  as  was  also  Clause  7. 

Clause  8  (Power  to  Eeclesisstical  Com- 
missioners to  nn1:o  rules  concerning  the 
terms  on  which  sales,  kc.  should  be  made 
to  lessees). 

Tlic  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  moved, 
with  a  view  to  correct  a  printer's  error  in 
the  clause,  tho  substitution  of  tlie  words 
"  Church  Estates  Commissioners,"  for 
•*  Chnreh  Estotcs  Committee.*' 

CoLOHSL  SIBTHOEP  opposed  thedause. 
Tic  had  a  right  to  siqtpose  that  the  Bill,  as 
put  into  his  hands,  was  correctly  printed; 
but  tho  Solicitor  General  got  up  and  in* 
formed  tbe  Honso  that  there  was  a  grave 
printer's  error  whieh  he  proposed  to  amend* 
To  his  mind,  the  opposition  whic  had  been 
given  to  the  Bill  by  the  hon.  Baronet  tb*^ 
Member  for  Marylebono  (fcsir  B.  HallJ  wu6 
a  mere  sham.  When  he  (Colonel  Sib- 
thorp)  wont  to  boy  a  horse,  he  bore  in  mind 
the  advice  "  cnrrat  emptor.'^  TTc  conM 
not  help  feeling  that  ail  along  there  had 
been  an  understanding  between  tho  mem- 
bers of  the  GovemraeDt  and  the  opponeots 
of  the  Bill;  and  when  he  found  tho  Soli- 
citor General  proposins;  Amendments  to  a 
measure  originating  with  the  Government, 
he  (Colonel  Sibthoq)},  for  himself,  eonU 
not  help  saying — 
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Sir  benjamin  HALL  was  glad  tlmt 
the  GoYcrnmcDt  had  testified  some  desire 
to  modify  the  claasc,  which,  as  originally 
framed,  was  intended  to  portert  the  whole 
of  the  legislntion  of  last  Session,  and  to 
place  the  church  property  inextrieably  in 
the  hands  of  the  Episcopal  body. 

Hr.  AOLIONBT  thought,  that  largo 
diserettonary  powers  being  conferred  en  the 
Church  Estate  Commissioners,  and  a  most 
important  trust  being  confided  to  them,  it 
would  be  wise  not  to  hamper  them  with 
rules  and  regulations. 

Mr.  E  VELYX  DEXISON  thought  that 
the  wiser  course  by  far  would  bo  to  with- 
draw the  clause  ^together.  The  words 
that  htd  heon  introdtioed  i&te  ithe  iirat 
elanae  rendered  it  unneeetaaiy.  If  the 
lawyers  were  to  frfimf  't  T^-o'ilrl  much 
add  to  their  duties,  aud  the  rulci^  might  be 
of  to  stringent  a  nature  as  to  deprive  them 
of  that  discretion  which  it  was  desirable  to 
place  in  their  hands.  Tie  would  be  dis- 
posed to  strike  out  the  clau.^o. 

Mr.  lilCE  had  every  confidence  in  the 
ChordiEstatee  Commiaeioaers,  and  thought 
H  would  be  iinneeeBsary  to  fetter  their  dis- 
cretion. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  thought  the  rules 
whieh  the  clause  empowered  the  Commis- 
sioners to  make  with  regard  to  the  sales  to 
lessees,  must  cither  be  vcrv  crcnoral  in- 
deed,  or  so  particular  that  thoy  would  form 
a  voluminous  code.  la  his  opinion,  it 
woold  be  eztravely  inconvenient  to  make 
special  or  general  mlos  which  ahodd  bind 
the  Commissioners  in  nil  cases. 

Mr.  NEVVUEGATE  also  thought  the 
.  clause  would  be  better  omitted. 

Mb.  CATLEY  said,  he  would  movo  that 
this  clause  be  struck  out  of  the  Eill.  Each 
particular  case  in  each  particular  diocese 
ought  to  ho  dealt  with  on  its  own  merits. 
He  had  no  donbi  the  Comoaissionera 
would  act  prudently  and  aeeording  to  pre- 
cedent. 

Mr.  CHISHOLM  ANSTEY  said,  the 
danae  was  permiaatve  only.  He  eom« 
pkuned  that  the  Solicitor  General  bad  not 

yet  answered  the  question  of  tbo  lion.  I'  i 
ronet  tlic  Member  for  Marylobone  (Sir  U. 
Hall).  lie  hoped  tho  clause,  with  the  pro- 
posed alteration,  would  be  retained.  The 
circnmslanetti  under  which  tho  Bill  was 
foisted  on  them  at  this  late  period  of  the 
.    Session  were  most  singular. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  would 
consent  to  the  withdrawal  of  the  clauso, 
and  thought  tho  amendments  of  the  lion. 
Gentleman  tho  Member  for  Winchester 


(^fr.  Bonham  Carter)  might  be  incorpo- 
rated in  the  Bill  with  advantage. 

Sm  BENJAMIN  HALL  said,  that  if  - 
ho  had  known  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Solicitor  General  to  withdraw  this  clausoi 
be  would  have  done  all  he  could  to  oppose 
tho  progress  of  the  Bill.  The  whole  pith 
of  the  Bill  wM  now  tahen  out;  for  the  best 
part  of  it  consisted  in  Parliament  knowing 
wbat  took  place  in  tbo  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
mission. Nobody  could  have  believed,  from 
tho  original  statement  of  the  Solicitor 
General,  that  it  was  his  intention  to  with- 
draw a  clause  wliich  wa.s,  in  fact,  the  only 
salvo  of  the  measure.  Ho  tbonprlit  it  much 
hotter  to  report  progress,  and  o|)po8e  pro- 
eeeding  with  this  Bill,  which  it  was  at- 
tempted to  force  through  the  House  on  the 
4th  of  Aucrust.  Tho  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  excessively  unfair. 

Mr.  EVELYN  DENISON  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat 
down  participated  in  tbo  unworthy  suspi- 
cions of  the  hon.  and  lna,nied  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Youghal,  All  ho  (Mr. 
Denison)  understood  to  be  the  sum  and 
essence  of  the  substituted  clauao  was,  that 
tho  reports  and  proceedings  of  tbo  Com- 
mission should  bo  laid  upon  the  table  of 
the  House  at  a  fixed  period. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  gave  the  Government 
credit  fur  a  desire  to  make  tbo  measure  as 
perfect  as  possible,  by  the  substituUoa  of 
the  new  clause. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Glauaa  as  amended  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  8  ; 
Noes  51 :  Majority  43. 

Clause  9  (Interpretation  Clause). 

ilR.  J.  A.  SMITH  su.£rgestod.  that  tbo 
"  E.statcs  Commissioners  "  be  inserted  in- 
stead of  Ecclesiastical  Comuussiuners. 

AmMdment  proposed,  in  page  5,  lino  30, 
after  the  words  Collegiate  Church,'*  to 
insert  the  words  "  Ecdeaiastical*  Commia* 
sioners." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thh  EXCHE- 
QU£R  s«d,  tho  introduction  of  those  words 

would  affect  other  Eills,  and  suggested  that 
tho  Ameiulnient  should  not  bo  pressed 
after  tho  expression  of  opinion  which  the 
Committee  had  shown  on  ibo  lost  divi- 
sion. 

Mb.  J.  A.  SMITH  thought  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Barouct  would  justify  liia 
pressing  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  supported  tho  Amend- 
ment. It  seemed  to  him  impossible  that 
it  could  affeot  any  other  Billa  in  tho  manner 
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■QggMtod  by  the  Cbftoodlor  of  ibe  Exche- 
quer. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  the 
Amendment  ought  not  to  be  inserted  in  the 
Interpretation  Clause.  It  ought  to  have 
been  proposed  to  hare  -been  inserted  in 
some  other  clause  of  the  Rill. 

Mr.  CHISHOLM  ANSTEY  did  not 
think  that  there  was  any  force  in  the  ob- 
jection of  the  Solicitor  General. 

Mn.  CAYLEY  lioped  that  Mr.  Smith 
would  press  his  Amendment  to  a  division. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  bo 
there  inserted.** 

Committee  <7feMM.*~Ayea  14;  Noes 
33:  Majurity  19. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Kb.  BONHAM  carter  then  moTed 
the  foUowinif  Clause 

That  the  SAtd  Coiimiissioncrs  !«hall,  from  time 
to  time,  giro  to  any  one  of  licr  M^esty's  Prin- 
oipal  Seeretaries  of  State  taeh  infbnnation  re- 
specting their  proopodinj^s,  or  any  part  thrriof,  as 
the  said  PrinciiKil  Secretary  uf  State  shall  rtH|uiro, 
and  shall  twice  in  every  year  amid  to  one  of  the 
Vrinciial  Secretaries  of  St.itt-  a  jreneral  report  of 
tiiuir  proccodiugs  -under  this  Act,  together  with  .a 
schedule  of  all  applications  forenfi^nchisemont  or 
piirch.-i<!<><i  of  intt-reste  of  lenees ;  ^oci^fing  the 
tenns  pro|Kiscd,  tlio  teme  on  wWcli  men  enfhui- 
fliiscinent  or  purchase  shall  liavo  b<H'n  efTocto<J, 
and,  if  refund,  the  grounds  of  such  refusal ;  and 
•▼erj  year  moh  general  reports  shall  be  laid  be- 
fotv  both  llnusfs  fif  r.irl lament  within  six  weeks 
after  the  receipt  of  tho  same  by  such  Principal 
.Secretary  of  State,  if  Parliament  be  sitting^,  or  if 
r.-irli.niiu'nt  be  nnt  sittinrr,  then  within  SiX  Weeks 
after  the  nvxt  mw tijig  tlic reof." 

Sir  BENJAMIN  II ALL  suggested  that 
the  words  "  on  or  belore  the  let  IbnA  ** 
shonld  be  inserted,  instead  of  "  twice  in 

every  year.'* 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  fixing  of  a  particular  day 
sometimes  led  to  great  inoonvenienees. 

Clause,  with  the  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CAYLEY  then  proposed  to  add  a 
clause  limiting  the  duration  of  this  Act 
to  three  ;/ears,  from  the  end  of  the  present 
Session. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Sir  BENJAMIN  HALL  nmposed  a 
clause  to  the  effect,  that  it  should  not  be 
lawful  for  any  ecdesiastient  eorporation  to 
take,  surrender  np,  or  renew  any  leases 
without  the  consent  of  the  Cbureh  Estate 
Commissioners, 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
this  cbiiise  wonld  be  diroetly  contrary  to 
the  effect  of  the  rest  of  the  Act. 

Clause  nefjativcd. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Honseresumed.  Billr^yMrlddaiameDded. 


LOUIS  KOSSUTIT,  AND  OTnERS. 
Lord  DUDLEY  ST  IT  ART,  in  moving: 
"  an  Address  for  a  list  of  any  Addresses 
to  Her  Majesty,  or  Memorials  to  the  Eo- 
reign  Office,  on  the  snbjeet  of  the  libers- 
tion  of  Louis  Kossuth  and  his  Compatriots; 
with  the  names  of  the  places  from  whioh 
addressed,  and  the  number  of  signatures 
attached  to  each  of  them,  statinc  aSwwhen 
signed  by  a  Chairman  on  behalf  of  a  meet- 
ing," observed,  that  tlie  subject  had  been 
rcpcatecll}-  brought  before  the  House,  and 
uuestions  had  been  addressed  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  ForeigQ 
Affairs,  as  to  the  shameful  captivity  of 
Kossuth  and  his  compatriots.  It  wft.s  trap, 
many  of  these  unfortunate  men  had  been 
set  at  liberty,  and  had  come  to  this  coun* 
try.    Ho  hoped  to  hear  from  the  noble 
Lord,  and  to  have  the  noble  Lord's  posi- 
tive assurance,  that  the  rest,  with  Kossuth 
himself,  would  in  a  short  period  aUo  be 
freed.   He  hoped  the  erent  woidd  prove 
so,  for  the  sake  of  the  Turkish  Govern* 
raent,  whose  credit  was  involved  in  having 
consented  to  keep  them  so  lon^f,  in  com- 
pliance with  unjust  demands,    lie  should 
always  consider  the  Turkish  GoTemment 
had  no  right  to  keep  them  in  captivity,  u 
they  had  done  nothing  against  Turkey. 
There  was  a  time  when  the  name  of  Fal- 
merston  was  sure  to  eliett  alond  and  spon- 
I  tancous  cheer;  becansc  the  people  had  con- 
!  fidenoe  that  the  noble  Lord  was  doing  bis 
utmost  on  behalf  r,f  the  oppressed.    But  if 
that  name  were  pronounced  now  in  a  public 
meeting,  he  waa  afraid  it  wonld  be  reeeiTed 
with  far  eaitmer  feelings ;  because  the  people 
considered  the  noble  Lord  had  not  perse- 
vered in  the  same  earnest  and  strenuous 
course  in  which  ho  set  out.    He  (Lord 
Dudley  Stnart)  hoped,  however,  that  Bri- 
tish influence  would  bo  superior  to  that  of 
Austria,  or  Russia,  or  any  other  Power 
wliich,  from  vindictive  or  cowardly  feelings, 
desired  to  retun  these  brave  men  in  cafh 
tivity.    He  trusted  the  noble  Lord  wonld 
state  whether  there  was  any  truth  in  the 
report  that  the  intrii;ucs  and  representa- 
tions of  Austria  had  prevailed  with  the 
Turkish  Government  still  further  to  detain 
these  noble  men;  or  whether  there  was  any 
reason  to  doubt  the  understanding  tbat^ 
Kossuth  and  his  companions  would  be  set 
at  liberty  as  early  as  the  10th  of 
tcmbcr  next  f 

ViscoDXT  rAL;MERSTON  sakl,  he 
should  raokc  no  ojiposition  to  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord.  He  had  often  expressed 
his  opinion  on  the  subjecLoo  vhieh  hii 
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noble  FiieDd's  Motion  was  raised.  IIo 
(ViMotuit  Pabneraton)  bad  alwajs  regret- 
ted that  the  Turkish  GoTemment  should 
have  thought  it  right  and  necessary  to  de- 
taia  BO  long  in  coDfioemenfc  tboae  who  had 
taken  refuge  in  ibe  Tnrkiab  t»ritorj,  and 
wbo»  when  thej  entered  it,  reoel?ed  fit)m 
officers  in  the  Turkish  service  complete 
assurances  of  protection  from  the  Sove- 
reign of  the  country.  Ihc  Uouse  well 
IcMw  tbe  dreuBiataiioes  whieb  led  tbe 
Tnrbiab  Gofemment  to  swerve  from  thai 
engagomont,  so  enterod  into  by  their  of- 
ficers; aud  the  House  knew  ako  tbe  efforto 
and  demonstratioDs  made  by  tbe  Britarii 


liie  Duio.  of  NEWCASTLE  moved 
tbe  omiaaion  of  eertab  worda  in  the  tnt 
clause,  wteA  rdated  to  the  confirmation 

of  the  provisional  orders  of  tho  Gr>neral 
Board  of  Health  for  applying  the  Public 
Healdi  Aot  of  1848  to  llie  town*  inebided 
in  the  Bill.  The  words  of  the  clause  said, 
that  the  provisional  order  shall  hn,  mid 
the  same  is  hereby  contirmcd,  so  far  as  it 
is  authorised  by  the  Tublic  Health  Act." 
He  wished  to  expunge  tbe  words,  "  so  ftr 
aa  it  is  aatboriaed  by  the  Public  Health 
Act."  These  words  led  to  endless  litiga- 
tion, and  rendered  it  impossible  in  many 
cases  to  carrf  inle  effeet  tbe  intentions  of 


and  French  Govemmenta  to  support  the  j  the  LegisUtnre.   This  remark  particularly 

Sultan  in  an  independent  course  of  action,  applied  to  the  town  of  RcadinjLj,  where  the 


It  was  undeniable  that  the  long  detention 
of  these  captives  was  entirely  inconsistent 
with  the  indeeendeot  action  wbieh  it  was 
the  object  of  tho  French  and  Engliah  Qo- 
vemmonts  to  enable  Turkey  to  pursue. 
Her  Miyesty's  Government  had  not  ceased 
to  nae  aU  the  meMis  of  friendly  intereoone 
to  indnoe  tbe  Sultan  to  put  an  end  to  that 
confinement  (that  d(!tontion  rather  than 
confinement),  and  had  received  a  positive 
assurance  that,  on  the  1st  of  September  by 
the  atyle  wbieh  preraUed  in  Tnrkej,  or  on 
tho  15th  of  September  according  to  OUT 
style,  those  men  who  had  been  pri'^oners 
would  be  sot  at  hberty,  and  would  quit  the 
Turkish  territory;  and  there  was  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  that  asaoranoe  would  not 
be  fulfilled. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  be- 
fore One  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Tuesday,  Augmt  5, 1851. 

MiNUTKS.]  Public  Bnxs.  —  2"  Crown  Estate 
Pftvbg:  Collection  of  Fines,  Ao.  (Irelamh  ; 
Copstabnlary  Fore©  (Trdtand);  Summarj  i 

risdictidii  (In-Iarul);  Potty  Sesaioris  (Irelanil)  ; 
Canterbury  Association ;   General  Board  of 
Heattli  (No.  B\, 
lieifortt'd.  —  Metropolitan  Interment ;  General 


Commissioners  under  tho  Act  of  1848 
fuuQii  themselves  completely  paralysed. 

The  Earl  of  0ABLI9LB  did  not  then 
intend  to  oppose  the  principle  of  the 
Amendmont  of  tlic  noble  Duke;  but  he  put 
it  to  his  noble  Friend  whether,  looking 
at  Ae  lateness  cl  tiie  Session,  and  tbe 
state  of  public  business,  he  wottM  not 
withdraw  his  proposition  for  the  present,  in 
order  not  to  endanger  the  passing  of  sani* 
tary  Bills  for  another  year. 

After  a  few  words  firom  the  Bail  of 
Shaftesbury, 

Tho  PrKK  of  NEWCASTLE  consented 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  and  trusted 
that  the  Gorenunent  would  consider  tbe 
whole  subject  intbebiterval  before  another 
Session.  Tho  present  mode  of  bringing  in 
so  many  separate  Bills  of  this  character  in 
a  single  Session,  was  highly  unsatisfa<^ 
tory,  and  ealenlated  to  bring  the  General 
Board  of  Health  into  disrepute.  It  waa 
plain  that  unless  that  Board  was  to  bo 
swept  away  entirely,  its  powers  must  bo 
placed  on  a  different  footing.  Tbe  Go- 
vernment must  either  repoae  implicit  eon- 
fidcnce  in  the  Commissioners,  or  the  func- 
tions of  the  Board  must  undergo  a  re- 
vision. 

LoBD  BEAUMONT  thought  tbe  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Duke  wonid  enable  the 


Board  or  ilealtb  (No.  2a);  Emigration  Ad-  Board  of  Health  to  make  provisional  orders 
vances  (DiBtrcewd  Distrioti«,  Scotlaod)  ;  New  * 

7Mklhi^'\  Srttlrmfnt^ ;  Coal  Dutir><<- f  London  and 


WestlUiUSti  r  111' I  udj.'lOOnt  C0U!itie.i<). 

3*  Lvnatir  ([idLii):  Metropolitan  Sowers; 
Battersea  Piu-k  AincndmcDt  and  Extension ; 
General  Board  of  Health  (No.  2):  Lands 
Claaaes  Consolid.itioii  (Ireland)  ;  Nrcn  hant 
Seamea's  Fund ;  App<^ti»ent  to  OOloes,  Ac. 

GENERAL  BOARD  OF  HEALTH  (No.  9a) 

BILL. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Or- 
der) ;  Bill  reported  without  amendment. 

VOL.  CXVill.    [THIBD  BBBIB8. 


without  confining  themselves  (as  required 
by  the  original  fonn  of  tbe  dause)  within 
the  limits  prescribed  for  them  by  the  law. 

lie  was  certainly  not  inclined  to  assent  to 
any  mch  proposition;  and,  indeed,  after 
w  hixt  had  taken  place  the  other  night  with 
respect  to  that  jwy  aeniitire  body,  the 
General  Board  of  Health,  he  was  rather 
disposed  to  Ivccp  a  sharp  look-out  upon 
them,  to  sec  that  they  did  not  go  beyond 
the  bounds  of  the  law. 
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Tbe  Don  of  NEWCASTLE  wii  war- 
prised  tbat  ihe  noble  Lord  ooqU  bo  so 

grossly  ignorant  (If  lie  woulJ  excuse  him 
the  expression)  of  the  f^tute  of  tho  facts  as 
to  suppose  that  the  Board  of  liciilLii  wore 
eoUdeo*  unleM  thwo  words  were  reti^ned, 
to  tot  contrary  to  the  law  of  the  land. 
They  wero  jn'=t  tiiuoh  bound,  witlu^nt 
the  insertion  of  tiic  words  he  had  proposed 
to  omiti  to  set  within  the  limits  of  the  law, 
M  they  ooold  be  if  the  words  were  retain- 
ed. In  fact,  the  words  were  perfectly  use- 
less, except  in  producing  endless  litigation, 
lu  the  ease  of  the  General  Enclosure  Act, 
whieh  he  had  the  honour  of  ratrodaoing 
into  the  other  Honac  seven  years  ago,  and 
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sobjeet  of  Emmadrenioikp  nancly,  ibst, 
because,  it  claimed  territorial  authority 

by  establlhhing  prelntcs  terming  thera- 
solves  bishops  or  archbishops  of  particu- 
lar sees  in  this  country.  Nobody  had 
denied  the  power  of  the  Pope  to  sand 
bishops  to  this  country  in  A  spiritual  ca> 
paclty,  if  thoy  did  not  take  torritorial 
titles.  The  next  objection  was,  that  the 
Papal  Rescript  put  forward  a  claim  to  tv- 
thority  as  it  over  the  whole  of  the 
Queen's  subject?,  and  not  simply  over  the 
members  of  the  Honian  Catiiolic  4>hurch; 
and  the  third  objection  was,  that  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Sovereign  hod  thereby 
been  invaded.    After  what  had  transpired, 


which  had  since  worked  very  satiMfaotorily,  he  wished  distinctly  to  state  (nnd  he  par- 
the  Enclosure  Commissioners  hud  kept  ticularly  called  the  attention  of  the  noble 


within  the  law,  without  the  restraint  of 
these  words,  and  they  had  avoided  the  liti- 
gation which  had  so  cmbsmssed  the  Ge- 
neral Board  of  Health. 

Amonduiont  withdraum  ;  Amendments 
made;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

REMOVAL  OF  DOri'.T.^  AS  TO  rENAI.TTES 
ON  ASbU MIXTION  OF  KCOLtSlASTlOAL 
TITLES  BILL. 

Older  of  the  Bay  for  the  Seoond  Eead- 

ing  read. 

Loud  MONTE  AG  LE  rose  to  move  the 
Seeoud  Reading  of  a  Bill  which  he  had  in- 
trodaeed,  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
doahta  aa  to  the  penalties  attaching  to  the 
assumption  of  Ecclesiastical  Titles  und  rthe 
Act  which  had  recently  engaged  su  much 
of  the  attention  of  Farluiment.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  the  objeot  of  the  Bill  was  ex> 
actl y  tlic  same*  as  that  of  the  clause  which 
he  had  proposed  a  few  nights  ago  as  an  ad- 
dition to  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assump- 
tion BUI.  That  daUM  had  been  hitrodnoed 
la  the  spirit  of  peaoe;  in  order  to  prevent 
the  mischievous  cf'TiF?qT;r'ncc!;  wliich  he  con- 
sidered might  ansu  under  the  Bill  as  it 
then  stood.  During  the  recent  discussion 
only  one  feeling  had  been  manitoed  on 
all  sides,  namely,  that  of  extreme  regret 
that  any  circumstances  should  have  occur- 
red to  render  legislation  of  such  a  descrip- 
tion neeoisaiy;  and  It  had  alto  been  ad- 
mitted in  the  debate  that  if  all  tliat  tlie 
Roman  Catholics  of  Englond  professed  to 
seek  by  the  recent  act  of  the  Pope  had 
been  asked  for  in  what  was  called  a  rea- 
sonable manner,  no  objection  eould  have 
been  offered,  and  the  Governnicut  might 
have  acceded  to  the  demand.  there 
were  tUreo  points  of  view  iu  which  the 
Betcript  of  the  Popo  hid  been  niado  tho 


and  learned  Lord  on  the  woolsack  to  this 
fact),  that  the  claose  which  he  bad  pio> 

posed  for  the  removal  of  doubts  as  to  the 
exorcise  of  rights  to  which  nobody  had 
objected,  had  been  twice  printed  in  tho 
Votes,  and  it  remained  on  the  noties 
paper  from  the  35th  to  the  29th  ult.,  so 
tlu\t  there  was  not  on'>  rf  their  Lordships 
who  was  not  in  possession  of  its  preeiso 

furport ;  and  the  House  had  therefore 
een  fhlly  forewarned  that  it  would  como 
under  its  consideration.  Tho  noble  L»nl 
went  on  to  soy  that  he  thought  the  pooplo 
of  Ireland  ought,  at  all  events,  not  to  be 
left  in  donbi  and  nnoerlainty  respecting 
the  operation  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Titles 
Assumption  Act,  and  therefort"  In*  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  give  a  second  read* 
ing  to  this  Bill. 

Mowd,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\ 
The  ARQi  c^s  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
he  felt  bound  to  oppose  the  Bil!  on  tbe 
same  gt*ounds  as  those  which  he  had  stated 
on  a  former  occasion,  when  he  entrsated 
their  Lui-dships  not  to  admit  into  the  B91« 
which  had  now  become  law,  the  clanse  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord.  He  moved,  as 
an  Amendment,  that  tho  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  three  months. 

Amendment  tnovedf  to  leave  out "  now," 
and  insert  "this  day  three  months." 

The  LORD  CHANCBLLOil  observed 
that  the  Bill,  as  framed,  instead  of  remov* 
ing  doubts,  tended  to  oreato  a  great  deil 
of  doubt  and  ambii^uitv. 

Tiie  Eaul  of  ST.  OeUMANS  inquired 
whether,  in  the  opinion  of  tho  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  on  indictment  would  lis 
against  a  Roman  Cathplic  bishop  for  col- 
lating a  priest  to  a  benefice,  wliidi  was 
strictly  a  matter  of  jurisdiction  witiun  un 
diooesef 
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The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  replied, 
that  any  act  done  by  virtue  of  the  spiritual 
t>ffice  of  bishop  vroidd  not  be  an  act  of  ju- 
risdiction in  the  sense  intended  by  the 
DobloEarl;  and  the  act  referred  to  ho  con- 
ceived to  be  such  a  one  as  the  bishop 
wottUI  diaohftrge  in  bis  flpiritiul  eharaetor. 

Co  Question,  that  the  word  "  now"  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ?  Eesohed  in  the  Nega- 
tive ;  and  Bill  to  be  road  2*  this  Day 
Three  Months. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  CRIMINAL  JUSTICE 

IMPROVEMENT  BILL. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOii  moved, 
ib«t  tbe  C«mBioiMi'  Ameodmeats  to  tbis 
Bill  be  consid§rid.    He  would  advise  their 

Lordships  to  agree  to  die  Amendments 
which  had  been  made,  with  one  exception. 
The  Commons  had  struci^  out  the  clause 
irbicb  gftve  the  Judge,  wbea  be  directed 
en  amendment  in  an  indictment,  to  be 
made  on  the  trinl,  fho  power  of  discharging 
the  jury,  and  postponing  the  trial  of  a  pri- 
■ener,  so  tbst  no  one  mlgbt  be  taken  hf 
surprise.  The  Commroons  had  struck  out 
this  provision,  thus  leaving  the  law  in  a 
state  which  he  was  satisfied  ^ronl'l  fre- 
quently work  iojostice,  and  therefore  ho 
reoommended  tbw  Lordsbips  not  to  assent 
to  that  alteration. 

The  Motion  was  agreed  to. 

Some  Amendments  agreed  to,  and  others 
duagreed  to;  and  a  Committee  appointed 
to  prepare  Reasons  to  be  offered  to  tbe 
Commons  for  the  Lords  dissgreeii^  to  one 
of  tbe  stud  Amendments. 

LAW  OF  EVIDENCB  AifENBMENT  BILL. 

The  Commons'  AmcndmenlSCOflfujsrstf. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  moved, 
that  their  Lordships  should  dissent  from 
the  Amendment  introduced  by  the  Com- 
mons enabling  wires  to  be  examined  in 
civil  suits  for  or  against  their  husbands. 
He  said  that  this  question  bad,  when  the 
Bill  was  originally  before  their  Lordships, 
been  very  mueh  disottssed*  and  tbat  he  be* 
liered  the  unanimons  decision  arrived  at 
wtt??,  that  it  would  not  he  advisable  to  alter 
the  law  with  respect  to  the  admissibility 
of  wives  as  witnesses.  lie  contended  that 
any  elaose  which  should  render  their  tes- 
timony admissible,  would  be  a  direct  viola- 
tion of  the  confidence  necessary  to  domes- 
tic life;  that  if  such  a  law  woro  to  prevail, 
there  would  no  longer  be  that  nnrestrained 
and  fiimiliar  inteiconrse  between  husband 
and  wife,  which  wn^  p?<?ential  to  real  hap- 
piness; that  an  attgrney  is  not  permitted 


to  disclose  his  client's  secrets,  much  less 
ought  a  wife  to  be  compellable  to  betray 
her  bnsbsad;  and  tbat  if  a  wife  were  com' 
petent  to  be  examined  on  her  husband's 
behalf,  she  would  constantly  be  liable  to 
undue  solicitation  and  pressure  on  his  part» 
in  order  to  induce  her  to  orerstop  the 
boundaries  of  truth.  He  also  moYod  to 
rejrct  tlie  Amendment  of  the  Commons 
which  had  stnick  out  from  the  Bill  the 
clause  i'C(julriug  notibe  to  be  given  when- 
ever  any  party  desired  either  to  give  evi- 
dence himself,  or  to  call  his  opponent.  He 
said  that  this  was  a  most  heneheial  claime, 
which  would  save  much  expense,  by  ab- 
solving parties  from  tbe  necessity  of  at- 
tending in  ooort  from  day  to  day,  in  the 
event  of  no  notice  being;  sent,  and  that 
otherwise  they  would  always  have  to  at- 
tend lest  their  oppoueuts  should  give  some 
testimony  which  they  could  either  contra- 
dict or  explain  away. 

Lord  CRANWORTH  differed  from  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  both  points. 
As  to  tbe  exaninst]0&  of  wives,  he  origi- 
nally thought*  and  he  was  still  of  the  same 
opinion,  that  a  middle  course  outrht  to  ho  ^ 
adopted  between  the  extreme  views  of  the 
Commons  on  the  one  band,  and  the  extreme 
views  of  bis  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
otbeTi  and  that  wives  ought  to  be  competent 
togive  ovidcnco  for  tlieir  husbands;  hut  not 
compellable,  except  in  due  course  of  cross- 
examination*  to  testify  against  them .  There 
were  many  cases,  especially  among  the 
humbler  classes,  M'hcre  the  Avife  acted  as 
the  husband's  a^^cnt,  and  whore  to  exclude 
her  testimony,  would  be  to  deprive  the 
husband  of  the  power  of  estoblishing  a  jast« 
or  defeating  an  nojostf  claim.  He  felt  as 
fnrril  lv  as  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
the  expediency  of  preserving  inviolate  the 
sanctity  of  domestic  confidence;  but  this 
ai^^fonent  did  not  in  any  way  apply  where 
the  husband  voluntarily  tendered  his  wifo 
as  a  witness.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  illustration  with  respect  to  attor- 
neys was,  in  fact,  bis  aigmnent.  He  would 
place  the  wife  in  a  position  analogous  to 
that  wliich  an  attorney  ocenpicd,  who  might 
be  examined  for  his  client,  but  could  not 
bo  forced  to  bcti-ay  his  secrets. 

The  Barl  of  MINTO  strongly  urged 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  wool- 
sack to  yield  to  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  suggestion,  cou tending  that  it 
was  of  tbe  greatest  importance  to  avoid 
any  hazard  of  losing  so  inestimable  a  Bill 
as  that  before  the  TTonse. 

The  Eakl  of  CARLISLE  made  a  si- 

3  P  2 
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milar  application,  saying,  that  in  order  to 
render  quite  safe  a  Bill  of  such  paramotitit 
importanoe,  it  was  adriBftble  to  meat  the 
Commons  half  vay. 

The  LOKD  CHANCELLOR,  howoTer, 
declined  to  yield. 

Lord  CRANWOBTH  then  add,  that 
be  would  not  divide  the  House. 

Amendment  respecting  competency  of 
hu8]>:ind  and  wife,  disagreed  to ;  that  as  to 
notice,  agreed  to ;  other  Amendflients,  dis- 
agreed io. 

House  adjoimed  tOl  To-monow. 

HOUSE  OF  COMHONS, 
T^teedajf,  Avgmt  5, 1851. 

MisutKs.]  FuBUO  Bills.  —  3"  Duchy  of  I-tu- 
caatcr  ( IligbFeak  Ifining  CiMtouw  and  Iffaeral 
Cowti. 

PATENT  LAW  AMEMBMENT  BILL. 
Oidor  for  Committee  read.  Hoiiae  in 

Committee. 

Clause  S  agreed  to. 
Clause  0. 

The  ATTOBNBT  GENERAL  stated 

that  as  this  clause  originally  stood,  a  per- 
son who  npplied  for  a  patent  would  be  en- 
titled to  protection  for  aix  montha  on  de- 
positing a  spedfieation,  and  obtaining  a 
eertificate  from  an  Examiner  that  it  was  a 
true  description  of  the  invention,  and  no 
one  wmtUl  have  an  opportunity  of  opposing 
it  until  tho  period  of  provisioual  registration 
bad  expired,  and  the  inrentor  applied  for 
bis  patent.  It  bad,  however,  been  Bald, 
and  he  thought  there  was  a  good  deal  in  it, 
that  it  would  bo  objectionable  to  prevent  a 
party  whose  rights  wonld  be  interfered 
with  by  the  ne^v  patent,  from  opposing  it 
until  six  months  after  provisional  registra- 
tion, lie  therefore  ])roposed  to  amend  the 
clause,  so  as  to  direct  the  Commissioners 
to  eanse  every  application  made  for  pro- 
visional protection  to  be  advertised  in  the 
London  Gazette^  so  that  any  person  having 
or  claiming  to  have  any  interest  iu  the  in- 
tended patent  should  give  notice  to  the 
Examiner,  within  fbnrtren  davs  after  such 
advertisement,  of  any  objection  he  might 
have;  and  protection  should  not  be  ;j;rantcd 
until  the  J^xaminer  had  certified  buth  that 
tile  specification  oorrecti  j  described  the  in- 
vention, and  that  the  objections  made  to 
the  grant  ought  not  to  be  allowed. 

Clause,  with  amendment,  agreed  to;  as 
were  also  Clauses  10  to  13  inclusive. 


Clause  14  (Law  Officer  to  refer  speci- 
fication and  objection  to  an  Examiner  for 

his  Report). 

Mr.  MITNTZ  said,  he  should  like  to 
know  what  was  the  meaning  of  the  word 
"  utility"  in  the  daose?  Did  it  mean 
that  the  invention  was  to  be  osefiil  to  the 
public  hefor*^  a  patent  would  he  granted  ? 
fic  did  not  tliink  that  any  one  or  two  in- 
dividuals could  decide  as  to  the  utility  of 
an  invention.  He  thonght  it  would  be 
better  if  the  word  were  omitted  altogether, 
and  he  should  take  the  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee upon  it. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  utility"  contemplated  by  the 
clause  was  public  utility;  the  word  had 
been  introduced  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
Manchester  Association,  iu  order  to  prevent 
absurd  and  trifling  inventions  obtatniag  a 
protection,  which  might  stand  in  the  way 
of  subsequent  and  really  useful  inventions. 

Mb.  CORKBWALL  LEWIS  differed 
from  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and 
thonght  that  the  "  utility"  referred  to  was 
private  utility — utility  to  an  individual 
from  an  object  which  had  an  exchangeable 
value. 

Sift  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  tiiat  tiie 

difficulty  was  as  to  the  construction  to  be 
put  on  the  word  "utility."  On  the  one 
band  it  might  be  understood  to  mmi 
pnblic  utility,  while  on  the  other  it  might 
be  regarded  in  the  sense  of  utility  to  the 
person  who  sought  to  obtain  a  patent  for 
his  private  gain;  and  it  was  one  of  the 
inconveniences  arising  from  proceeding 
with  such  a  measure  at  so  late  a  pniod  of 
the  Session,  that  there  could  be  no  oppor- 
tunity of  discupsing  points  of  such  nicety. 
He  entertained  objections  to  this  measure, 
because  it  proposed  to  create  a  set  of  new 
officers,  designated  Examinm's,  who,  it  sp> 
])eared  to  him,  were  to  perform  the  fuuc- 
tion.s  which  had  hitherto  been  performed 
under  the  responsibility  of  the  law  advisers 
of  the  Crown.  It  was  impoesiUe  to  be- 
lieve that  the  law  officers,  before  they 
formed  a  judgment  upon  an  application, 
and  advised  the  Crown  to  grant  a  patent, 
did  not  satisfy  themselves  that  tiie  inven> 
tion  wa^i  likdy  to  be  useful,  and  was  of 
such  a  character  as  to  justify  them  in  re- 
commending tho  Crown  to  allow  an  exclu- 
sive right  to  be  exercised  agaiust  the  coqh 
munity  for  a  limited  period.  He  wished 
to  ask  what  had  been  tho  principle  upon 
which  tlie  law  advisers  of  tho  Crown  hud 
hitherto  recommended  patents,  with  regard 
to  the  two  points — novelty  and  utility  ?  He 
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had  no  doubt,  altliougli  the  law  officers  of '  claim  to  be,  and  should  bo,  heard  before 
the  Crown  were  accomplished  gentlemen,  thp  law  ofiicera  themselves, 
and  had  an  opportunity  of  informing  them-      Hb.  HENLBY  thought  that  it  was  still 


aelTes  with  respect  to  improvements  in 


a  question  whether  the  Examiners  would 


trade  and  commerce,  that  before  advising;; ;  not  discharge  to  a  great  extent  the  duties 
the  Crown  to  grant  excbisive  patents  as  j  of  the  law  officers;  nor  did  be  see  the  good 
against  the  pubUc,  they  imd  called  to  their  ,  of  appoiutitig  them,  when  it  appeared  that 
aid  pertons  who  had  really  performed  the  |  such  asaiBtaoee  of  thialund  as  was  reqwred 
functions  of  the  proposed  Examiners.  The  was  already  provided  by  the  law  offieors  of 
law  officers  had  heretofore  covered  all  " 
those  iuquiries,  but  now  it  was  sought  to 
relieve  taem  alkt^ether  of  the  responsi- 
bifity.  U  appeared  from  tbib  Bill  that 
tbpv  were  to  delegate  the  in(^uiry  to  Ex- 
aminers, on  whose  report — without  exer- 
cising  any  judgment  ui'  their  own,  eiccpt 
within  the  limits  of  aoch  report — ihe  law 
officers  were  to  ground  their  reoommenda- 
tion  to  the  Crown. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  behoved 
that  nnoe  he  had  been  in  office  no  patent 
had  been  granted  for  Miy  inYOnUou  tho 
usefulness  of  which  was  not  apparent. 
[An  Hon.  Member  :  To  the  public,  or  to 
the  mdiridnal  ?]  He  meant  to  the  public 
-~*that  was  always  his  first  considmtion; 
for,  so  far  as  the  individual  patentee  was 
concerned,  he  must  take  his  chance.  As 
the  existence  of  a  patent  right  sometimes 
prevented  others  nom  embarking  in  the 
same  course  of  invention,  he  (the  Attorney 
General)  did  not  think  that  a  patent  for  an 
invention  that  would  be  absolutely  useless 
to  the  public,  ought  to  be  granted.  He 
did  not  consider  that  under  this  Bill  the 
legal  advisers  of  the  Crown  would  be  bound 
by  the  report  of  the  Examiners,  who,  in 
his  opinion,  would  act,  as  it  were,  as  the 
pioneers  of  thd  law  officers,  and  direct 
their  attention  to  the  different  points  of 
each  case.  In  many  cases  which  had  oc- 
curred under  the  c:&istin^  law,  tlie  legal  ad- 
visers of  the  Crown  had  called  in  the  a«- 
■iatanioe  of  scientific  gentlemen,  who  had 
made  reports  to  them,  or  aided  them  by 
personal  suggestions.  The  advico  thus 
obtained,  however,  was  a  sort  of  private  as- 
sistance; and  he  thought  it  would  be  better 
that  puch  assistance  should  be  rendered  by 
por'^ons  before  the  public,  who  were  clothed 
with  a  certain  official  character,  and  who 
were  responsible  to  the  pablie,  whiefa  was 
the  course  proposed  by  this  Bill.  Still  he 
must  say.  thnt  bf^  would  never  consider 
himself  bound  by  the  report  of  the  Ex- 
aminers; and  indeed  tlw  15th  section  of 
the  Bill  provided  that  if  any  person  deem- 
ed himself  aggrieved  by  reason  of  any  re- 
port of  ihe  Examiners,  such  person  might 


the  Crown.     He  thought  that  the  word 
utility"  would  be  better  out  of  the  clause. 
The  ATTORNEY  QENEBAL  said, 
that  he  had  no  objection  to  Strike  out  the 

word  "utility." 

Ma.  KICARDO  opposed  the  Motion, 
because,  although  all  the  gentlemen  ex- 
amined before  the  Committee  coneoired  in 
the  opinion  that  no  tribunal  could  decide 
upon  the  utility  of  inventions,  still  he 
thought  they  had  no  excuse  for  granting 
these  monopolies,  except  on  the  ground 
that  the  inventions  were  beneficial  and  use- 
ful to  the  public.  At  the  same  time  ho 
did  not  think  it.  possible  for  any  person  to 
determine  in  all  cases  whether  an  invention 
would  bo  useful  to  the  public  or  not — that 
was  evident  to  any  person  who  read  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  House  of  Lords. 

Sir  De  L.  EVANS  thought  it  bettor 
that  the  word  should  be  left  out.  The  great 
merchants  of  Manchester  were  desirous 
that  the  word  phnuld  be  left  in.  That  made 
him  more  suspicious  of  the  word. 

The  ATTOBMBT  OENBRAL  moved 
that  the  word  be  struck  out. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  5,  lino  26f 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  and  utility." 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  the  further 
they  got  into  the  Bill  the  more  evident  it 
was  that  they  were  proceeding  in  the  dark. 
The  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  (the  At- 
torney General),  who  defended  tho  word 
**  utility,*"  now  moved  its  omission. 

Mr.  J.  GREENE  said,  that  if  the  in- 
vention was  useless,  it  did  not  in  the  least 
concern  tho  pubhc;  but  an  invention, 
though  useless  in  Itself,  might  oontmn  the 
germ  of  future  utility.  He  thought  that 
it  would  be  better  to  leave  out  the  word. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  said,  that 
what  he  meant  by  private  utihty,  was  util- 
ity which  would  he  useful  to  the  individual 
in  exchange.  That  could  not  be,  ofcOQltCt 
unless  it  was  useful  tn  the  public. 

SiA  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stoke  (Mr.  Rieardo), 
who  had  the  advantage  of  reading  the  evi* 
dence  taken  before  tho  House  of  Lords  on 
this  subject,  which  he  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
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had  not,  had  stated  thut  no  person  could 
read  that  evidence  without  feehng  that  uo 
tribunal  oould  decide  on  the  utility  of  en 
invention.  That  being  so,  he  came  to  a 
different  opinion  frf>m  the  hon.  Member, 
and  would  vote  against  the  retention  of 
the  word.  At  ell  events  if  it  was  retain- 
ed.  the  word  "  public"  should  he  pat  be- 
fore it. 

Mr.  .T.  L.  RICARDO  said,  that  there 
uo  cxeuhu  for  patents  at  a\\,  unless 
their  utility  was  talcen  into  consideration. 
A  patent  in  old  times,  for  instance,  had 
been  granted  for  a  fish-call,  by  whicli  fish 
wore  to  be  indnoed  to  enter  the  nets  of 
fishermen.  Thrt  was  undoubtedly  quite 
a  new  thing;  but  would  the  Attorney  Gene- 
mi  grant  a  patent  for  stich  a  thing  as  that  ? 
Then,  nt^fain,  a  patent  had  been  taken  out 
fur  making  people  go  to  bleep  to  the  sound 
of  soft  music.  That  was  not  only  novel, 
bat  useful ;  but  would  tlio  Attorney  Ge- 
neral grant  pnt'Mita  for  snch  thint^a  as 
these  ?  Would  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman gmnt  a  patent  in  such  a  case  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman's  objections  and 
most  of  the  ohjections  which  had  been 
urged,  applied  to  the  question  whether  there 
should  be  a  patent  law  at  all..  That  was 
to  discuss  the  principle  of  the  BiU.  They 
had  now  arrived  at  a  very  late  period  of 
the  iSession,  and  their  object  should  be  to 
extract  all  the  good  that  was  possible  from 
this  measnrc,  the  House  having  deoided 
that  the  principle  of  patents  should  be  ad- 
Jjerod  to,  at  least  for  the  present.  He  had 
been  asked  to  leave  in  the  word  utility, 
partictdarly  by  the  manufacturers  of  Man- 
chester; but,  from  the  discussion  in  that 
House,  he  wnn  of  opinion  that  it  would  he 
better  to  omit  it. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  *  and 
utility'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided:— 'AjM  1  ; 
Kocs  48  :  Mnjnrity  47. 

Words  struck  out ;  Clause  agrted  to ;  as 
were  also  Clauses  15  to  17  inciuftre. 

Clause  18,  which  limits  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  to  tlic  United  Kinj^dom,  the  Chan- 
nel Islands,  and  the  Isle  of  Man. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  stated  (in  reply 
to  a  question  from  (Mr.  Spooner),  that  the 
present  state  of  the  la  w  [u  oduced  a  great 
deal  of  complication  and  diflicultv;  for  while 
it  was  one  of  the  prerogatives  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  grant  patents  eitending  over  the 
whole  British  empire  (with  the  exception, 
perhaps  of  India,  about  which  there  was 


&ou\o  doubt),  the  local  Legislature  of  a 
colony  had  also  power  to  grant  a  patent 
for  that  colony;  the  consequence  was,  thaft 
patents  wore  granted  by  both  the  Crown 
and  the  local  Legislatures,  and  the  greatest 
difficulty  and  confusion  arose.  It  had, 
therefore,  been  thought  best  to  confine  the 
patents  granted  here  to  the  United  King- 
dom, and  leave  the  Colonies  to  deal  witk 
the  matter  as  they  thourrht  fit.  And,  in 
fact,  this  was  now  practically  the  case. 
For  seebg  the  great  eonfnnon  that  resnll- 
ed  from  this  double  granting  of  pate&fta» 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonie?*  in- 
timated to  the  Attorney  General,  about 
six  months  ago,  that  he  wished  no  patenti 
should  be  issued  for  a  colony  without  eon- 
3ulting  him;  and  without  a  special  CUM  ft 
}(atent  would  not  be  issued. 

Siu  JAMES  GRAHAM  thought  Uiis 
discussion  became  more  complicated  as  it 
proceeded.    Here  was  another  most  im« 
portant  question  incidentally  raised.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Laboucbere) 
had  now  gone  to  the  root  cf  the  wb<Je 
question  of  patents,  and,  in  the  exeveiee  of 
the  lar[;e  powers  entrusted  to  him,  said, 
that  in  future  no  patents  should  be  granted 
which  should  extend  to  the  Colonies.  The 
Government  had,  therefore,  virtually  de> 
cided  that  any  invention  perfected  and  pi^ 
tented  at  great  cost  here,  should  be  nscd 
freely  by  the  colonists.     He  could  not 
conceive  a  stronger  argument  against  the 
principle  of  the  patent  law,  or  one  tiiat 
more  showed  the  necessity  of  postponing 
this  Bill.    There  really  was  nut  time  now 
to  give  due  consideration  to  a  measure  in* 
volvbg  such  interests  as  this  did.  li  omne 
down  but  lately  from  the  House  of  LMds, 
and  nli  eady  thirty  new  clauses  had  been 
introduced  into  it  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.   Besides  the  provisions  respecting 
compensation,  those  with  regard  to  foes 
were  changed;  but  there  were  still  grsat 
objections  to  be  urged  to  them;  there  ought 
not  to  be  a  farthing  paid  for  the  establish- 
ment from  the  public  purse;  the  fees  sh«Ni]d 
be  so  regulated  as  to  pay  the  whole  ex- 
pense of  compensation  to  the  old,  or  of 
salary  to  the  new  otiicers;  the  system  must 
be  made  to  pay  its  own  way.    Clause  by 
clause  the  Bill  would  be  found  to  tcucB 
important  principles  not  yet  fully  discussed; 
and  the  further  the  House  proceeded,  the 
more  they  would  become  aware  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject,  the  insuffidency  of 
the  time  thcj  cottld  now  devote  to  it*  and 
the  inadequate  attdkUnoe  of  Members  n> 
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presentinip  the  great  commercial  and  mo- 1  fining.    la  the  coloni(»  aagar  was  refined 


nufacturinrj  interests.  He  would  not  inter- 
rupt the  progress  of  the  Bill  by  making  a 
speech;  but  he  did  not  see  how  justice  was 
to  be  done  to  so  important  a  subjeet  widiiii 

the  timo  that  could  now  bo  given  to  it. 

Mb.  LABOUCIIEHE  was  very  sorry  to 
find  the  ri^bt  hon.  Baronet  casting  the 
weight  of  his  great  authority  into  the  seale 
of  the  objootora,  hitherto  vcrv  few  in  num- 
ber, to  the  nn<<snio-  of  tin's  VAW  iti  this  Ses- 
sion. The  disappointment  ou  the  part  of  the 


without  nnv  patent,  whereas  in  this  country 
the  refiners  had  to  pay  enormous  royalties, 
He  knew  one  house  which  paid  20,000/.  a 
year;  and  if  the  system  was  good  for  any- 
thing, it  W'as  surely  as  i^ood  for  tho  Colo- 
nics as  it  was  for  tliis  country. 

Mh.  LABOUUHEKE  assured  the  bon. 
Oentleman  that  tho  Bill  did  not  altar  tho 
law  one  tittle  with  respeot  to  sugar  re* 
finincj. 

Mk.  CARDWELL,  notwithstanding  this 


public,  and  the  ineonrenience  sustained  if  assurance,  would  remind  the  Uonse  of  the 
It  ahould  not  pass,  would  be  so  great,  that  case  of  the  sugar  refiners  of  LiTerpool, 

nothing  on  his  (Mr.  Labouchcro's)  part  who  complained  of  this  part  of  the  Bill, 
should  be  spared  to  prevent  its  postpone-  j  and  from  wliom  he  had  presented  petitions 


xnent,  nor  would  he  be  responsible  for  its 
heing  deferred — ^but  of  course  he  was  in 
in  the  hands  of  the  House.    It  would  be 

very  inconvenient  to  bo  discnssint^  conti- 
nually whether  there  should  be  a  patent 
law  or  not;  the  Bill  had  been  read  a  second 
time,  proceeding  as  it  did  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  maintaining  the  patent  law,  but  re- 
moving  glaring  defects  in  it;  and  Gentle- 
men opposed  to  any  patent  law  might  bo 
willing  to  amend  palpable  defects.   As  to 


to  the  House  to  that  effect. 
Mb.  LABOUCHERS  explained,  that 

in  times  past,  patents  did  extend  to  tho 
colonics,  and  that  it  was  only  in  future 
that  patents  with  such  powers  would  not 
be  granted. 

Sm  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  raised  a  question  not  only  of  fiscal 
importance,  but  one  of  great  constitutional 
momenty  and  one  that  alfeeted  in  tho  high- 
ofauses.  the  Attorney  General  had  re- 1  est  degree  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown, 
cast  the  Bill,  nn  l  =;ilit  up  clauses,  and  nuil-  It  appeared  from  the  statement  of  the  Pre- 
tiplied  their  number;  but  it  had  not  been  sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  that  tho 
done  by  introducing  new  matters  and  mak- 1  Crown  had  the  prerogative  of  granting  pa- 


sog  substantial  alterations.  The  money  [  tents  in  the  Colonise.  This  prerogative 
clauses  were,  of  course,  for  the  House  of  bad  boon  been  restricted  by  Her  Majesty's 

Commons  to  settle.  Ministers;  and  now  the  House  of  Commons 

Ma.  HKNLEY  said,  that  the  right  hon.  j  was  called  upon  to  give  legislative  effect  to 
Gentleman  himself  (Mr.  Labouehere)  had  j  this  restriction.  There  was»  also  evidently 
thrown  this  new  apple  of  discord  amongst  \  great  division  opinion  amongst  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  upon  this  subject  Tho 
N  ice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
tho  iiuu8o  of  Lords  (Earl  Grauvilie),  when 
introducing  this  Bill,  expressed  a  decided 
opinion  adverse  to  the  principle  of  patents 
altoc'etlKT.  The  noble  Secretary  for  the 
Ooloaiod  (Earl  Grey)  acrccd  with  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade;  and  now 
it  was  found  that  the  advisers  of  the  Crown 
bad  put  an  end  altoj^etlter  to  patents  in 
the  Colonies.  Was  it  rx^hi^  then,  to  con- 
tinue a  system  in  Eii<;land  which  had  been 
condemned  in  principle  by  the  advisers  of 
the  Crown  ?  And  were  they  to  legislate 
upon  a  question  which  the  divisions  in 
Her  Majesty's  Council  rendered  still  more 
doubtful  ? 

Mn.  LABOUCHEBB  assured  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  he  was  mistaken.  The 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (  Earl 


them;  and  it  seemed  to  him  tbat  a  more 
important  (joo^tion  could  not  have  been 
raised  than  liiat  which  related  to  patents 
in  the  colonies. 

Mb.  FORSTER  was  surprised  at  the 
opposition  tbisBill  met  \^ifb.  ffe  tbougbt 
that  it  was  settled  that  it  should  bo  passi  d 
wiUiout  opposition,  and  tbat  tho  priuciulo 
should  be  discussed  next  Session.  He 
thought  tho  Government  ought  to  re- 
ceive tho  greatest  indulgence  from  tho 
Uoube. 

Mb.  j.  L.  RICARDO  could  not  im». 
gine  what  degree  of  indulgence  the  6<h 

vernment  expected  when  they  brouf^ht  in 
a  Bill  of  6i  Clauses  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  on  so  important  a  subject,  and 

^visbcd  to  pass  it  without  fair  discussion. 

-i  bis  question  of  the  Colonies  opened  up 


the  whnlf^  principle;  and,  not  content  with 
that,  an  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  CardwcU)  Granville)  had  certainly  expressed  an  opin- 
had  fi^sed  also  the  ^esUon  of  sugar  to- 1  ion,  shared  by  the  mujui  ty  of  the  Lorda* 
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Committee,  that  the  principle  of  patent 
lf\ws  wn.^  vicious,  and  ought  to  be  discard- 
ed; but  he  and  all  the  Committee  held  it 
moat  deurftble  that  this  BUI,  remedjing 
monstrous  and  glaring  evihi  in  the  present 
system,  should  pass  into  a  law  at  once; 
and  they  thought  that  the  public  opinion 
of  this  country  was  not  ripe  for  bo  great  a 
change  as  tlie  abolition,  of  patents.  He 
{yir  L;il)Ouchi.rL')  had  not  thought  it  right 
to  e:i;prcss  any  opinion  to  th6  House  upon 
the  subject,  not  consider! ni^  it  to  be  fairly 
before  them.  The  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies had  expressed  no  opinion  upon  the 
principle  of  the  patent  law;  all  he  had  said 
was,  that  there  should  not  be  two  ways  of 
granting  a  patent  for  a  colony — by  the 
Grown  here,  and  by  the  local  Legislature; 
and  that  it  should  ho  left  to  the  local  Lo- 
gisiature,  and  not  granted  by  the  Attorney 
General  here,  at  least  without  reference  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  special  ground 
laid.  But  patents  were  not  done  awaj 
with  in  the  Colonies,  or  forbidden  to  be 
granted  by  the  local  Legislatures.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  determined  to 
oppose  the  Bill  passincj  this  year,  it  would 
hr  vnin  to  contend  with  him;  but  such  a 
result  would  be  a  great  disappointment  to 
▼erj  nuuiy  perBOos,  and  the  law  vonid  be 
left  in  a  most  scandalous  state. 

Me.  HENLEY  apprehended  that  the 
House  was  asked  to  confirm  the  decision 
of  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  and  to 
restrain  the  exercise  of  the  prerogatire  as 
to  the  Colonic*  in  future;  and  this  was  to 
be  done  witli  great  haste  aud  little  con- 
sideration, because  some  five  hundred  peo- 

Ele  had  got  things  locked  up  in  a  glass 
ouse,  and  wanted  to  take  out  patents, 
and  it  was  desired  to  give  them  an  im- 
proved mode  of  doing  it.  Why  not  strike 
ont  this  cfaiuse,  and  leave  ^ts  question 
open! 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  observed,  that  this 
clause  oltotcd  the  law  materially,  and  yet 
did  not  appear  necessary  for  the  objects 
desired  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Labouchere). 

Mr.  labouchere  would  deeply  re- 
gret if  he  should  not  be  able  to  puss  this 
part  of  the  Bill,  bui  certainly  felt  the 
great  importance  of  passing  as  much  of  it 
as  he  could  secure.  He  must  consider 
the  point  in  conjunction  with  the  Attor- 
ney General,  and  let  progress  be  reported 
now. 

H  mse  muned.  Committee  report  pro- 

gretis. 

Mr»  Labouchere 


TII£  ST.  ALBAMS  BBJBEEY  COMMISSIOK 

Order  for  consideration  of  Lords'  Amend- 
ment read* 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  moved,  that  the  House 
should  disagree  with  the  Amondnients 
which  the  House  of  Lords  had  introduced 
into  the  St.  Albwns  Bribei^  CommnsisB 
Bill.  The  first  seven  or  eight  Amend- 
ments had  the  efTcet  .  f  restricting  the  in- 
quiry to  the  last  election;  while  the  Bill  as 
passed  by  that  House  proposed  to  extend 
the  inquiry  to  previous  dections,  at  which 
it  appeared  by  the  report  of  their  Commit- 
tee, that  bribery  h^d  been  practised.  The 
Ameudmcutd  introduced  by  the  House  of 
Lords  wodd  also  be  ineouistent  with  the 
preamble  of  the  Bill,  which  alleged  tbaA 
the  practice  of  bribery  had  prevailed  in 
the  borough  long  previous  t^  the  last  elec- 
tion. Tm  seeondelasa  of  aiteratioifts  vers 
such  that  whereas  the  Bin,  as  it  left  that 
House,  contained  strong  provisions  to  com- 
pel persons  to  give  evidence  (preserving 
them  from  any  inconvenience  by  a  proviso), 
the  House  of  Lords  had  provided  that  no 
party  should  be  compellable  to  give  any 
evidence  or  produce  any  document  which 
might  tend  to  criminate  him. 

Motion  agreed  to;  others  of  the  Iioids* 
Amendments  disagreed  to;  and  a  Commit- 
tee appointed  *•  to  draw  up  Reasons  to  be 
assigned  to  the  Lords,  for  disagreeii^ 
to  Uie  Amendments  to  whkli  this  Hoom 
hath  disagreed." 

THE  MILITARY  KNIGHTS  OF  WTNPSOR. 

CoLOXEL  SALWEY  then  brought  for- 
ward  the  Motion  of  which  he  ha(i  girea 
notice  for  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  ease  and 
claims  of  the  Military  Knights  of  ^Mnd8or, 
as  set  forth  and  referred  to  iu  tlieir  two 
petiticms  presented  to  the  House  open  the 
7th  day  of  August,  1S46,  and  23rd  day  of 
I  February,  1847,  and  which  were  further 
set  forth  and  referred  to  in  the  petition  of 
the  20th  of  April,  1849,  by  seyeral  dee- 
tors,  tax  and  ratepayers  of  the  borough  of 
New  Windsor.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  proceeded  to  some  length  is 
his  statement,  when 

Notice  tsken,  that  Forty  Membei*  wcrs 
not  present ;  House  eaunted ;  and  Fer^ 
Members  not  being  present. 

The  House  was  adjonnod  at  half  after 
Sij[  of  the  clock. 
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HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 
WeAmda^t  Augwi  6»  1851. 

Mkittki.]    Pmtuo  Biiuij—Stpctled. — General 

Board  of  IIlmUH  (No.  3). 
S*  Gantorbary  AMtooiatioD  ;  Coalwliippcra  (Fort 
of  London) ;  SiiimnMT  Juriidtotioii  (Ireland) ; 

Petty  Sessions  (Ireland) :  Co!l(^rtinn  of  Fines, 
iic.  (Irt'lauU)  ;  Metropolitau  lulcrmcat ;  Crowu 
Kstato  Favin;^;  General  Board  of  Health 
(No.  2a)  ;  Kiuie^ration  AdvaiKcs  (T)i«itr<^s?cd 
DUtricUi,  btiotlAiid)  ;  ^iew  Zealand  Settle- 
BMiita ;  Oonitabalafff  Fotee  (Inbnd), 

Their  Lordships  mt/t,  and  having  gono 

through  the  business  on  tlie  Papw.  the 
Uoase  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

W^ncsdai/,  AugttstG,  1851. 

MiMTiB«.]  Nbw  Member  Sworn. — For  Limerick 
City,  the  Earl  of  Arundel  and  Surrey. 

Pcnuc  Biu-s. — 1*  Ports  and  Harbours. 

3°  EpiBcopal  and  Capitoiar  £«tatfla  Maaagc- 
luent  (No.  2). 

ATTENDANCE  OF  MEMBERS  IN  THE 

HOUSE  OF  PEERS. 

Loiu)  JOUX  RUSSELL  then  moved  for 
a  Seleet  Gommtttee  to  settle  the  order  in 

which  'Members  BbaU  accompany  Mr. 
Speaker  on  nil  occnsiori'^  wlien  Her  Majesty 
Bhall  commaud  the  House  to  attend  Her 
Majesty  in  the  House  of  Peers;  to  consist  of 
Lord  John  Russell,  Sir  Charles  Wood,  Sir 
James  Graham,  ^Ir.  Henley,  Mr.  Goul- 
hurn,  Sir  J.  Y.  Bullcr,  Sir  De  Lacy  Evans, 
Mr.  Bernal,  Sir  J.  Duckworth,  Sir  Joshua 
WsdtDsley,  Mr.  Evelyn  Denison,  Mr.  Bro- 
thertoD,  Lord  Marcos  Hill»  and  Mr.  Greene; 
tlirce  to  be  a  quorum.  His  Lordship  re- 
marked, that  on  previous  occasions  there 
had  been  some  want  of  decorum,  and  uou- 
siderable  ineonveiiieDce,  aod  even  danger, 
to  Members,  in  obeying  the  summons  of 
Her  Majesty  to  attend  Her  in  the  House 
of  Lonls. 
Committee  agreed  to. 

EPISCOPAL  AND  CAPITULAR  ESTATES 
MANAGKMENT  (No.  2)  IIILU 
Ordor  for  Third  Reading  read. 
Motion  mode,  and  Question  proposed. 
That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  Third 

Time." 

Mb.  HENLl- Y  said,  that  all  the  further 
consideration  which  he  had  been  able  to 
given  to  this  Bill,  had  only  confirmed  the 
opinion  which  he  had  exprMsed  in  the  first 
instance,  that  (however  paradoxical  it  might 
appear)  this  was  a  measure  which  would 


work  injuriou.sly  both  to  the  Church  and 
the  great  body  of  the  Iciisees.  He  believed 
that,  nnder  it,  good  bargains  would  be  made 
by  certain  rich  parties  in  the  Church;  but 
then,  as  a  drawback  to  the  advantage  which 
the  Church  might  derive  from  such  trans- 
actions as  these,  must  be  considered  the 
risk  that  she  would  run  from  having  to  re- 
invcst  the  money  thus  realised  in  lond  ; 
and,  in  fact,  independent  of  the  <:^reat 
expense  that  must  attend  it,  it  was  hardly 
possible  for  saoh  a  traosaetion  to  take  plaeo 
without  the  Church  selHng  at  a  low  rate 
and  buying  at  a  doar  one.  But  the  great 
body  of  lessees  of  Church  property  were 
persons  who  could  not  afford  to  buy  out 
the  land  they  held ;  and  as  the  tendency 
of  this  Bill  would  be  to  prevent  the  renewal 
of  leases,  the  poorer  classes  of  lessees  would 
inevitably  lose  all  the  benefit  of  theur  hold- 
ings. It  was  quite  clear  that  if,  undo:  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  worked  by  the  richer 
rl.T'sc.s,  a  sum  of  money  was  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commisstoncra, 
they  would  bo  armed  with  a  power  that 
they  must,  and  would,  use  in  refusing  to 
renew  to  the  poorer  lessees ;  and  when 
these  parties  hereafter  pressed  for  some 
legislation  respecting  renewals,  the  answer 
would  he,  "You  have  the  opportunity  of 
enfirandiising,  why  don't  you  ?"  There 
was  one  point  to  which  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Solicitor  Ucneral. 
When  a  renewal  took  place,  there  must  Lc 
a  surrender  of  the  old  lease;  and  this  being 
a  surrender  of  the  prt^rty,  he  doubtc^d 
whether,  whatever  terms  might  be  made, 
it  would  not  be  brought  under  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Bin.  He  objected  to  this  Bill 
on  account  of  the  little  time  which  bad 
been  given  for  its  consideration.  He  did 
not  helicvo  tliat  the  parties  who  took  charge 
of  the  interest:}  of  the  Church  could  be  ex- 
actly aware  of  what  the  Bill  would  do;  and 
he  was  sure  that  the  great  body  of  the 
lessees  had  no  idea  of  the  position  in  which 
they  stood,  or  of  the  effect  which  the  great 
amendments  which  had  been  introduced 
into  this  Bill  in  that  House  would  have 
upon  their  interests.  Considering,  then, 
the  vast  amount  of  property  concerned  in 
this  nmttcr,  and  that  it  was  not  fair,  wise, 
or  decent  that,  after  not  a  fortnight's  eon- 
sideration  of  this  measure  in  hotli  Houaos, 
ParHanicnt  should  proceetl  to  !<  L^-latt^  upon 
so  iinportant  a  matter,  he  uhouid  move  that 
the  BUI  be  read  a  Third  Time  that  day 
Three  Months. 

CoLONKL  SIBTHORP  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion,  expressing  his  opinion  that  the  Bill 
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bad  been  pressed  tbroogli  ibe  House  with 
80  much  haste,  because  it  contained  some 
underhand  proceedings  which  the  Govern- 
ment were  afraid  to  submit  to  the  fair  con- 
•ideration  of  the  parties  ihterctted  in  It. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  lc{VTe  out  the 
word  "  now,'*  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  wordft  "  upon  this  day 
Thrcti  Mouths." 

Mr.  J.  A.  SMITH  hoped  the  House 
would  agree  t  tli^  third  readin^j.  He  was 
not  insensible  to  the  truth  of  the  remarks 
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sioners  had  refused  to  renew  all  leases;  end 

it  was  notorious  that  they  had  proposed 
terms  of  enfranchisement  with  which  it 
was  impossible  to  comply.    Sureljr  it  was 
no  more  tban  justioe  tmit  the  iwlden  ef 
this  proportj  sliould  know  the  principles 
upon  which  the  Church  Estates  Commis- 
sion intended  to  proceed.    However,  be- 
lieving that,  upon  the  whole,  the  Govern- 
ment were  doing  great  good  to  the  losisoi 
by  this  Bill,  and  indeed  had  done  their 
best,  and  were  not  responsible  for  the 
that  had  been  made  with  regard  to  the  :  errors  and  omissions  in  the  measure,  ho 
baste  with  whioh  the  measure  had  been  got ,  ohonld  support  the  third  reeding, 
up.  and  the  lateness     the  period  at  which  \     Mil.  ALCOCK  begged  to  saj«  in  refL-r. 
it  hod  been  prcsentetl  to  the  House;  but  eiiee  to  tlie  intcrest.s  of  the  8ub-le?sec.s,  for 
he  believed  that  the  lessees,  ns  a  body,   whose  protection  the  Solicitor  Ciont-ral  liiul 
were  greatly  iiitorei»ted  in  the  Bill  hecomiug  |  prepared  a  clause,  that  he  was  perfectly 


law.   They  had  been  suffering  most  un- 
justly for  years  from  the  consequences  of 
lei^islation.    As  long  as  they  had  only  to 
deal  with  tbo  Church,  they  were  satisfied 
that  the  interests  of  lessors  would  lead  them 
to  continue  the  practice  of  renewal;  but  when 
the  Leglslatuic  vcsteil  a  largo  portion  of 
church  property  in  the  I'^cclesiastieal  Coni- 
misaioQcrB,  the  lessees  were  plaeud  in  a 
position  of  the  greatesf  difficulty  and  em- 
INUTassmetit.    In  fact,  the  lessees  of  that 
property  had  been  unable  to  deal  M-ith  it  in 
any  way;  they  could  neither  sell  it  nor 
mortgage  it,  and  existing  mortgagee  had 
been  called  in.    This  Bill  might  not  en- 
tirely remove  the  difficulty,  but  it  gave  the 
parties  a  chance  of  dealinc^  with  tiie  pro- 
perty in  some  way  or  other.    It  fell  very 
far  short  of  meeting  the  full  necessities  of 
the  case,  and  he  hoped  it  was  only  a  pre- 
lude to  legislation  which  would  make  a 
settlement  in  regard  to  the  leasehold  in- 
terests of  the  Ghorch  compulsory;  but  the 
present  state  of  unoortunty  so  seriously 
embarrassed  the  lessees,  and  tlieyhad  been 
so  unfairly  dealt  with  by  recent  legislation, 
that  it  was  desirable  that  the  Sossion 
should  not  close  without  giving  them  a 
chance  of  making  some  use  of  their  pro- 
perty.   He  reij^rctted  that  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cambridge  Uni- 
versity (Mr.  Goulhum)  had  declined  to 
answer  the  question  ho  put  to  him  the 
other  day,  and  which  ho  should  have  re- 
peated if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
,  been  present  now,  in  reference  to  the  pro- 
perty now  in  the  hands  and  under  the 
management  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sion— whether  it  would  be  dealt  with  in 
the  manner  in  which  they  would  have  to 
deal  with  property  under  this  BUI  ?  There 
iria  ft  geiml  impiwiioa  thftt  ibo  Commis- 


satisfied  with  the  elaute. 

Sir  henry  WILLOUGHBY  would 
vote  for  the.  third  reading,  though  ho  did 
not  quite  like  the  Bill,  and  muat  say,  he 
thought  the  House  ought  to  know  whst 
was  the  principle  upon  which  the  property 
that  was  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Conunission  was  now  being 
dealt  with.  The  urgency  of  the  Bill  verj 
much  depended  upon  that.  Was  it  the 
fact,  or  not,  that  they  were  refusing  to 
ronow  ?  Were  the  lessees  checlcmatf  d  ? 
Were  they  to  be  compelled  to  enfranchise 
at  nil  hazards  ?  Surely  some  broad  prin- 
ciples, some  more  strict  and  definite  rule 
or  rules,  might  be  laid  down  as  to  tlu^  right 
of  renewal;  it  was  a  verv  awkward  and 
unsatisfactory  position  for  the  lessee  to 
hare  to  rely  npon  the  vague  words  Intro* 
duced  into  the  Bill,  and  which  appeared 
rather  directed  to  the  good  feeling  of  the 
Church  Estates  Commissioners. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  was  gratified  to  find 
that  alt  those  who  had  now  addressed  the 
House  seemed  airreed  with  rc2:iii'd  to  what 
was  honest  and  fair  dealing,  and  were  iiai 
disposed  to  sacrifice  long-established  inter- 
ests. They  admitted  the  fair,  and  reeson- 
able,  and  equitable  claims  of  those  who  had 
had  this  property  so  long,  and  would  not 
support  the  monstrous  proposition  (it  would 
be  supported  by  very  few  in  that  House, 
however  it  might  be  entertained  by  some 
in  another  place),  that  the  lessees  bad 
nothing  but  a  bare  common  right,  the  same 
as  an  ordinary  tenant  from  year  to  year. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russdl)  seemed, 
upon  the  whole,  to  be  holding  the  scales 
pretty  even,  nnd  doing  justice  to  both 
parties,  ii  anything,  the  preponderance 
was  rather  against  the  lessees ;  but  the 
advantage  prupond«»tfld  om  tiM  daiigtt. 
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A  compulsory  system  might  be  ultimately 
Beeessary,  but  some  good  would  arise  out 

of  this  permissive  one.    It  had  been  sug- 
gested that  an  ecclesinstica!  body,  under  a 
permissive  measure,  might  say  to  a  lessee 
applying'  as  totonnt,  '*No,  irewtU  neither 
sell  nor  buy;  we  will  run  out  your  lease;" 
but  he  (Mr.  Aglionby)  did  not  believe  tlmt 
any  ecclesiastical  body  would  dare  to  do 
that*  which  would  be  such  a  palpable  eva- 
sion o£  the  intentions  of  the  L^slatnre* 
Uigber  terms  than  the  lessee  would  give 
might  be  required;  but  still  there  would  bo 
aoiuo  good  gained,  for  it  would  be  ascer- 
tained what  amngements  had  been  at- 
tempted, and  what  terms  asked;  and  if  it 
phould  be  fouud  thnt   th.^  ecclesiastical 
body  were  nut  dealing  1  airly,  Parliament 
would  interfere  and  see  that  justice  was 
done.  He  (Mr.  Aglionby)  had  great  doubt 
dice  whether  the  lessees  would  not  be  sac- 
riBced  by  this  Bill;  but  ho  thought  it  im- 
possible for  any  one  to  get  out  of  the  woi-ds 
BOir  itttrodueed  by  the  Qoveroment.  The 
recognition  was  plain  and  doeided,  that  the 
loTi 2:  continued  course  of  renewal  had  given 
a  i  iLil  t;  and  he  helievcd  the  Commission 
wuuiii  carry  out  the  words  honestly  aud 
fairly.    The  lessees  could  not  he  justly 
deprived  of  a  right — he  would  not  call  it  a 
legal  right,  but  one  hased  upon  the  prac- 
tice of  centuries;  indeed,  he  could  point  to 
statutes  that  might  be  thought  to  favour 
»  claim  in  point  of  law,  hut  he  would  not 
^  upon  that,  but  upon  the  moral  right. 
They  had  been  induced  to  lay  out  their 
money  and  build;  whole  streets  and  towns 
had  been  built  upon  &e  moral  eertainty  of 
renewal.    Would  any  one  say  that  was  to 
he   disturbed    and  swept   away  ?  The 
country  would  not  stand  it,  and  he  did  not 
believe  the  Church  would  attempt  it.  The 
words  introdnced  into  the  Bill  nhkoed  the 
matter  upon  a  fair  footbg,  and  ne  was  for 
possiog  the  Bill. 

.  Mii.  EOUNDELL  FALMER  should 
Imve  Mt  it  his  doty  to  vote  for  the 

Amendment  if  he  oould  helievo  that  the 
House  was  ngrccing  to  a  Bill  committing 
it  to  the  views  of  the  hon.  Memhers  for 
Cockermouth  aud  Chichester;  hut  he  should 
abstain  from  Toting  for  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill,  because  he  was  sure  that,  accor- 
ding to  its  honest  and  its  legal  oonstnic- 
tion,  it  could  not  have  the  effect  of  pledg- 
ing any  eoelesiastical  corporation  to  those 
views.  The  claim  of  the  lessees  was'  a 
clann  by  private  individuals,  for  their  pri- 
vate interests,  against  the  public;  a  claim 
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founded  on  nothing  but  this,  that  a  course 
of  mismanagement  by  those  intrusted  with 

the  administration  of  the  public  interests 
in  respect  of  church  property  had  existed 
for  a  considerable  period,  from  which  the 
lessees,  as  a  hodj,  had  derired  large  bene- 
fits, and  they,  to  a  certain  extent,  had  the 
expectation  of  continuing  to  derive  those 
benefits.  A  similar  course  of  mismanage- 
ment might  have  existed  with  respect  to 
Crown  lands  and  lands  in  Ireland*  where 
tenants  expected  renewals,  because  the 
landlords  had  been  in  the  practice  of  re- 
newing. But  a  man  could  not  acquire  a 
Tested  interest  in  the  mismaoagement  of 
public  property.  He  knew  it  to  be  public 
property;  he  knew  that  no  contract  could 
irivc  him  a  right  to  the  continuance  of  the 
advautagcti  he  thus  derived;  ho  kuew  tiiat 
he  was  dealing  with  publie  bodies,  with 
bodies  responsible  to  the  public,  and  who 
might  be  controlled  and  set  right  in  the 
management  of  the  property  by  Parlia- 
ment at  any  time.  Ko  doubt  tbero  might 
be  some  degree  of  consideration  which  it 
would  bo  fair  and  right,  and  consistent 
with  a  due  regard  to  the  public  interests, 
for  the  Cimrch  Conmiissiouera  to  give  to 
the  expectations  lessees  hsd  been  indneed 
under  particular  circumstances  to  enter> 
tain;  hut  to  say  that  the  expectations 
founded  on  such  abuses  bad  been  encou- 
raged by  the  law  or  the  Legislature,  and 
bad  grown  up  and  existed  in  such  a  shope 
as  to  mnko  an  unalterable  custom,  with 
which  Tarliament  could  not  intprf>^re,  was 
to  state  a  proposition  totally  uufouudcd  lu 
fact.  It  must  have  been  well  known  to 
the  lessees  that  as  long  ago  as  the  reign 
of  Queen  Elizabeth,  when  there  were 
alienations  of  church  property  going  on, 
which  the  Legislature  thought  it  right  to 
interfore  to  prevent,  an  Act  was  passed 
putting  it  out  of  the  power  of  any  eccle- 
siastical corporation  to  bind  the  property 
of  the  Church  for  more  than  twenty-one 
years,  «or  three  lires.  The  lessees  mnst 
have  been  fully  aware  tlmt  their  expecta- 
tions wore  prcenrions.  Whatever  moral 
obligation  the  Church  might  have  con- 
tracted in  particular  caaeA  towards  indi- 
vidnalsy  should  be  taken  into  account;  bnt 
it  wta  a  thing  too  nice  to  admit  of  mea- 
surement by  Act  of  Parliament,  There 
had  been  no  course  of  dealing  which  war- 
ranted the  lessees  as  a  body  in  reekoniug 
on  perpetual  renewal.  The  tonus  had 
been  altered  from  time  to  time.  The 
Church  had  imposed  varving  terms  as  to 


founded  on  no  legal  or  equitable  right — jhnc  and  rent  upon  successive  renewals. 


1911  PaUniLmo  {COMMONS}         AtMndmrntBttt.  1912 


That  was  inconsistent  with  anything  but 
domimoB  orer  the  property.  The  Ghmeb, 
too,  had  been  plsood  in  a  T4ry  different 
position  with  regard  to  its  property  in 
recent  times;  formerly  it  could  come  to 
Parliament  and  obtain  grants  for  church 
ezteiuioo,  Imt  now  it  bad  become  a  set- 
tled rule  that  church  extension  must  be 
provided  for  out  of  church  property.  The 
spiritual  wants  of  the  people  were  admit- 
ted, and  the  inadeqaacj  of  eboreh  pro- 
perty to  provide  for  them,  ami  an  address 
liafl  been  carried  to  the  fo(»t  of  the  Throne, 
praying  tor  tlie  adoption  of  measures  by 
which  the  churcli  property  would  be  umde 
more  available  for  those  vantst  the  House 
had  shown  their  deep  sj^mpathy  for  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  ]>oople,  and  their 
desire  that  church  property  should*  as  far 
as  possible,  be  made  available  for  the  sup- 
ply of  those  wants.  The  public  interest 
nmst  predominate  over  the  rights  of  any 
les'-cc's  und  the  Loi^islature  shonld  not 
wantonly  sacrifice  the  church  property  to 
the  claims  of  any  iudividaals,  unless  tiiej 
found  that  these  dwims  rested  upon  a  solid 
basis  of  law  or  equity,  or  that  some  adjust- 
ment could  take  place  which  might  at  the 
same  time  be  beneficial  to  the  Church,  and 
recognise  as  far  as  was  reasonable  any 
moral  claims  on  the  part  of  lessees.  He 
would  vote  in  favour  of  tlie  third  reading 
of  this  Bill,  because  he  thought  it  went  uu 
further  than  that,  and  invoWed  no  pledge 
whatever  that  there  should  be  any  future 
legislation  on  the  subject  that  would  recog- 
nise any  greater  rigiits  on  the  part  of  lea- 
Bees  than  he  had  referred  to. 

Mb.  HEADLAM  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Commissioners  ought  to  pay  due  re- 
gard to  the  just  and  reasonable  claims  of 
parties  arising  from  the  practice  of  re- 
newal. It  hfM  been  argned  that  no  one 
could  aoqnirc  rights  through  the  misman- 
agement of  public  property;  but  from  that 
proposition  he  must  express  his  dissent, 
reminding  the  House  of  the  case  of  copy- 
holders; he  should  refer  also  to  what  had 
occurred  in  regard  to  Crown  lands,  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  that  the  view  which 
he  impuffued  was  utterly  inconsistent  with 
the  pubuc  law.  The  net  was,  that  Par- 
liament by  its  legislation,  and  ecdettasti- 
cal  bcdirs  by  their  practice,  iu;d  promoted 
the  growth  of  such  rights;  a  particular 
mode  of  dealing  with  reversions  grew  up 
which  conferred  a  right  on  lessees;  and 
now  that  the  House  had  taken  from  the 
les-<eos  the  right  of  rcnewn!  whicii  they  had 
undoubtedly  had,  care  ought  to  bo  taken 
Mr,  Eomdell  Palmer 


that,  by  the  aiteration  of  the  law,  tho 
moral  right  which  thej  had  under  the  cir- 

cumstnuL  -  liould  suffer  no  prejudice. 

Ma.  liARKOW  thought  that  the  epis- 
copal body  would  bo  enabled  to  deal  more 
effectually  with  spiritual  destitution  by  the 
sale  of  rerersions,  than  they  could  bj 
waiting  thirty  or  forty  years  till  leases  ran 
out.  With  reference  to  the  claims  of 
lessecAy  he  challenged  any  one  to  show 
that  one  shilling  had  been  iuTCsted  in 
building,  drainage,  or  onclo.suro  by  the 
Church;  and  the  annual  value  of  the  pro- 
perty held  by  lessees  was  owing  to  the 
investment  of  capital  by  those  lessees  from 
time  to  thne.  When  Parfiamoit  enabled 
the  Church  to  grant  such  leases,  it  en- 
abled the  Church  to  hold  out  inducements 
to  lessees  to  invest  money  in  the  improve- 
ment  of  the  property. 

Sir  MONTAGUE  CHOLMELY  ex- 
pressed his  intention  of  voting  against  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill.  It  had  been 
much  improved ;  but  having  been  proceed- 
ed with  when  the  House  was  so  thin,  be 
thoui^  it  was  not  desirable  to  persist  In 
a  measure  wluch,  under  such  circnm- 
stauces,  would  be  said  to  bare  kieen  smug- 
gled. 

Mr.  HENLET  withdrew  hia  Amend- 
ment. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  *  now  *  stand 

Sart  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agre&i  to; 
lill  read  3***,  Two  Clausea  addtd;  Amend- 
ments  made;  BUI  jpatud,  with  Amend- 
ments. 

PATENT  LAM  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
House  in  Committee. 

Clause  18. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  said,  it  had  been 
alleged  that  great  disappointment  would 
be  felt  if  this  Act  were  net  passed;  but 

though  not  opposed  to  the  amendment  of 
tho  Patent  Law,  he  thought  a  Rill  of  so 

Seat  importance  ought  uot  to  be  forced 
rough  the  House  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  SeastOB.  The  property  in  the  Crystal 
Pnlftee  was  sufficiently  protected  alreadr: 
but  if  he  were  assured  that  no  portion  of 
the  public  money  would  be  required  to 
carry  the  Bill  into  execution,  he  should 
not  be  disposed  to  persist  in  his  opposi^ 
I  tion. 

Mk.  LABOUCIIERK  begged  to  reaunU 
the  hen.  Member  that  the  proteetiim  gnat* 
ed  to  the  ozhibttorsatthe  Qreat  BxbibitiM 

lasied  only  one  year;  but  it  wos  not  on 
their  account  only  that  the  Government 
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thought  It  deBurable  that  this  BQl  Bhonld 

pass  into  a  law.  lie  (Mr.  Labouclicrc) 
■pressed  this  Bill  on  behalf  of  the  great 
bodj  of  inventors  in  this  country,  and  on 
beluklf  of  the  pnb1ic»  who  wore  intereeted 
in  the  carrying  it  into  practical  effect;  for 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  substitute  a 
simple  system  of  obtaining  patents  for  tlie 
eonipliciU«d  one  which  now  existed.  He 
greatly  regretted  thai  the  GoDimittee  had 
been  called  upon  to  consider  a  Bill  of  that 
importance  at  that  advanced  period  of  the 
Session;  but  it  was  not  his  fault  that  it 
had  not  eome  earlier  before  them.  He 
might  remind  the  Committee  at  the  SMne 
time  that  tho  Bill  had  been  sent  down  late 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  where  an  able 
Coonnittee  Bat  upon  it,  and  |;ave  to  the 
meaenre  as  much  conisaderatioii  as  had 
ever  been  bestowed  upon  any  oth«  r  tbat 
had  come  before  Parliament.  He  might 
also  state  that  the  Bill  was  substantially 
the  same  as  that  whieh  eanie  from  tho 
other  Ilouse  of  Parliament. 

Mk.  BROTHERTON  took  that  occa- 
sion to  say  he  regarded  tho  Bill  as  an 
immrase  improremwit  on  the  existing  law, 
under  which  many  poor  men  had  been 
deprived  of  nil  interest  in  the  discoveries 
and  iuventious  which  they  bad  given  to 
the  world,  in  conaequenee  of  not  having  at  ^ 
thdr  disposal  the  means  of  proenring  aj 
patent.    His  constituent.?  would  grsatly  j 
regret  if  the  Bill  were  not  pa=?ed 

Mr.  J.  GREENE  thought  u  iiUl  which 
had  been  introdueed  into  the  other  Honse 
of  Parliament  at  the  eleventh  hour,  ought 
to  be  considered  with  very  great  care  by 
the  popular  branch  of  the  Legislature. 
He  felt  it  his  duty  to  offer  all  the  opposi- 
tion in  his  power  to  the  present  Bill, 
though  ho  admitted  in  some  respects  it  was 
an  improvement  on  tho  existing  law.  The  | 
most  objectionable  part  of  the  Bill,  to  his ' 
mind,  was  the  vesting  in  the  Exambcr  a ' 
power  of  disclosing  to  others,  possibly 
without  intention,  the  secrets  of  an  invcn- ' 
tiou,  which  would  do  away  with  its  value  I 
to  the  person  seeking  to  make  it  the  sub- 1 
jcct  of  a  patent. 

In  reply  to  a  qnention  from  Mr.  Henley, 

The^  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  existing  law,  as  applicable  to  patents 
in  the  Colonies,  was  to  remain  as  at  pre- 
sent, leaving  the  question  of  altering  it, 
as  regarded  the  Colonics,  to  be  discussed 
on  a  future  occasion.  Ue  proposed  to  iu- 
aexi  words  bto  the  present  Bill  whtdi 
would  still  enable  the  Grown  to  grant 
patents  in  the  Colonies. 
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In  answer  to  Mr.  J.  Bell, 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
tl)e  owner  of  a  patent  which  under  tho 
existing  law  applied  only  to  England, 
would  DO  empowered  by  Uie  present  Bill 
to  extend  it  to  another  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  on  payment  of  ono'third  of  the 
fees. 

Mr.  J.  L.  RIOARBO  asked  if  he  was 
to  understand  that  an  inventor  taking  out 

a  patent  for  one  of  the  three  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  would  only  have  to  pay 
one-third  of  the  fees  enumerateil  iu  thu 
eehednle  to  the  Bill  9 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  provision  respecting  tho  payment  of 
cue-third  of  the  fees  only  related  to  pa- 
tents slready  in  existenoe,  whieh  it  might 
be  wished  to  extend  to  any  other  of  the 
three  yuirts  of  the  Uniti^tl  Kingdom  to 
which  tlic  patent  at  present  did  not  apply. 

Mk.  J.  L.  RICARDO  said,  be  found 
that,  so  far  from  the  Bill  hafing  a  ten- 
dency to  cheapen  patents,  it  would  greatly 
add  to  the  expense  attendant  on  their 
procurement.  In  1846,  there  were  494 
pateitts  granted  for  England,  at  a  eost  of 
D3^  each;  178  were  granted  for  Seotland* 
at  a  cost  nf  G3?.  each;  and  90  were  grant- 
ed for  Ireland,  at  a  cost  of  119^.  each, 
lie  found  that  the  eost  of  taking  out  a 
patent  under  the  present  Bill,  which  patent 
would  extend  to  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  woulil  he  175?.  The  aggregate 
coiit  of  the  7G2  patents  taken  out  fur 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  in  1846, 
was  67,866^;  whilst,  if  they  had  been 
taken  out  under  tlie  present  Bill,  their 
aggregate  cost  would  have  been  133,350^ 
He  wanted  to  know  from  the  Attorney 
General  if  tho  Bill  provided  any  means  by 
which  the  evil  of  patents  cosfincr  more 
under  it  than  under  the  existing  law,  could 
bo  avoided  ?  In  other  words,  whether, 
under  the  Bill,  a  person  might  take  out  a 
patent  for  only  one  of  the  three  parts,  in- 
stead of  tho  whole,  of  the  United  King- 
dom  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 

there  was  a  fallacy  in  the  reasoning  of  the 
hon.  O'-ntleman  (Mr.  Ricardo).  The  hon. 
Gentlcutaa  assumed  that  every  patent  for 
which  an  application  miglit  be  made,  would 
proceed  to  its  last  stage,  and  that  the 
applicant  would  he  called  upon  to  pay  the 
three  sums  chargeahlo  at  the  three  ditl'er- 
cnt  stages  of  tho  patent.  But  experience 
had  shown  it  was  not  hit  in  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  to  assume  that  evenr  patent 
applied  for  under  this  Bill  woidd  proceed 
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to  its  last  stage;  for,  of  tho  patoilia  whicli  |  would  hftTO  to  be  sent  up  to  the  Lords 
were  now  annually  taken  out,  a  Terj  large  {  on  tho  next  day,  who  wonU  have  to  con- 
proportion  indeed — he  ftlie  Attorney  Gen-  sider  fifty-four  clauses,  thirty  of  which  had 
eraW  believed  he  might  safely  say  nine-  oricfinated  or  heen  recast  in  the  Lower 
tenths — ended  in  nothing,  and  produced  i  House.  Was  it  worth  while,  he  would  ask, 
DO  benefit  either  to  the  publie  or  to  the  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  Oomnittee  with 


|»arties  taking  out  the  patents.   By  the 

law,  as  it  stood  at  present,  a  man  pecking 
to  obtain  a  patent  was  obliged  to  pay  the 
whole  charge  of  procuring  the  patent 
at.onee*  before  he  had  an  opportunity  af- 
forded him  of  putting  his  invention  to  the 
test  of  experience.  Bnt  the  Bill  hefore 
tito  Committee  proceeded  on  tiiis  princi- 
ple, that,  although  there  would  be  the 
same  number  of  patents  taken  out  ftit  the 
first  stnge  (tf  three  years  a-?  at  present, 
yet,  by  tho  expiration  of  that  term,  tiio 
number  of  patents  would  bo  so  weeded 
of  all  those  whieh  were  not  likely  to  pro- 
duce benefit  to  the  publie  or  to  the  par- 
tics,  tlint  ft  comparatively  small  proportion 


this  Bill  under  those  circumstances? 

Mr.  LABOUCilKUE  wonM  r,  pmt  that 
he  attaebed  great  importance  to  this  Bill, 
and  had  done  all  in  bis  power  to  induce 
the  House  to  prooeed  with  it.  He  was  not 
iiXnorant,  however,  that  it  was  in  the  power 
of  oven  a  very  few  Members,  who  were 
deteimined  to  obstruct  the  passing  of  a 
Billy  to  do  so  by  getting  up  repeated  dis- 
cussions,  and  going  over  again  and  again 
the  same  nri^nmcnts.    Tie  cmi]  1  only  ap- 

Seal  in  such  a  case  to  wiiat  he  was  sntis- 
ed  was  the  public  feeling  out  of  doors,  ami 
to  the  foot  that  a  lai^  majoritf  in  'that 
House  were  exceedingly  desirous  to  see  the 
Bill  pa.«s;  while  at  the  same  time,  he  had 


ould  proceed  to  thoir  final  stage.  Fow  of  \  no  right  to  complain  of  Gentlemen  follow* 


the  original  number  would  bo  renewed  at 

the  end  of  the  first  tliree  years*  and  fewer 

still  at  tho  end  of  the  first  seven  years. 
The  Govcrtunent  had  thought,  on  that 
view  of  tho  case,  that  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  charge  only  a  comparatively 
small  sum  for  the  granting  of  a  ])atent 
in  the  first  instance,  in  order  tliat  if  the 
patentee,  after  a  trial  of  three  years, 
found  his  invention  not  likdy  to  be  sd> 
vantngeous  to  himself  or  tlie  public,  he 
might  he  at  liberty  to  aliandnii  it.  and 
to  do  that  withont  heinu;;  subject  to  the 
serious  expense  to  wliich  he  was  at  pre- 
sent liable. 

Mil.  HBNIiBY  said,  the  Attorney  Ge- 


iug  the  line  of  conduet  which  they  thongfat 

in  accordance  with  their  duty.  The  Bill 
had  received,  in  tho  other  House,  the  most 
attentive  consideration;  and  he  firndy  be- 
lieved that  there  was  a  general  concurrence 
in  its  favour.  With  n^rd  to  tho  other 
House,  it  would  be  for  them  to  consid^ 
whether  or  not  they  would  consent  to  the 
Amendments  which  had  been  made;  bnt, 
knowing  that  a  vast  majonty  of  the  other 
House  atta^ed  great  importanee  to  the 
men''T're  passing  duriuLj  tho  present  Ses- 
sion, and  as  tho  Amendments  did  not  alter 
materially  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  ori- 
ginally intfodneed,  he  bdieved  they  wvnld 
have  no  great  difficulty  in  agreeing  to  the 


ncrnl  had  ns«»nmcd  that  nine-tcntli"  pf  the  '  adoption  of  those  Amendments.    The  Go- 


patents  taken  out  would  prove  worthless. 
If  that  were  so,  the  remaining  one-tenth 
would  be  in  a  worse  position  under  the  new 
than  tho  old  law,  because  the  patentees 
would  pay  a  higher  price  for  their  patents 
(being  obliged  to  extend  them  to  the  three 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom)  than  they 
had  paid  for  extending  them  to  England 
alone  under  the  (jld  law.  When  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  consider  the  compensation 
clause,  the  division  of  nine-tentns  which 
had  been  assumed  by  the  Attorney  General 
would  lead  to  some  con.siderahlo  discussion. 
He  (Mr.  Henley)  woultl  take  tho  liberty  of 
asking  what  prospect  there  was  of  this  Bill 


vemment  had  done  their  duty  in  pressing 
forward  the  measure,  and  it  woold  not  be 
their  fault  If  it  did  not  pass  dortng  the  pre* 

sent  Session. 

{Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  his  rii^ht 
hon.  Friend  appeared  to  bo  satisticd  that 
the  Government  had  done  its  duty;  bat 
that  was  no  reason  why  Members  of  that 
House  sliould  neglect  theirs.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  assumed  a  tone  which 
would  lead  ben.  Members  to  believe  that 
he  conceived  there  was  an  uniUr  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  Committee  to  obstruct  fho 
passing  of  the  15111.  Ho  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
was  not  aware  that  anything  like  unfair 


becoming  law  ?  It  was  understood  that  obstruction  or  veiatious  oppoAtien  had 

Pariisment  was  to  be  proro<;ued  on  Friday.  I  hitherto  been  shown  to  this  Bill.  Ho 
Supposing  the  Bill  passed  throuijh  Com-  |  thoutclit  it  tho  duty  of  lion.  Member?  in 
mtttec  that  day,  it  might  be  read  a  third  that  House  to  canvnss  tho  details  of  this 
time  to-morrow,    and,   as  amended,  it  Bill,  (^uite  us  mucii  a:i  it  was  the  duty  of 
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the  Executive  to  push  it;  and  he  was  not 
aw«re  thai  bon.  Members  would  diseharge 

their  duty  if  thoy  were  to  take  this  Bill 
wholesale,  without  diecussioD  and  without 
in?c9tigatioD,  considering  the  great  im- 
portanee  of  the  stibject  ther  had  then 
vndor  their  deliberation.  He,  for  ODe» 
would  not  be  a  party  to  niiy  a  f^vntious  op- 
position to  the  Bill;  but  he  could  not  un- 
derstand that  hon.  Members  would  dis- 
charge their  duty  by  refraining  from'mak- 
ing  such  observations  or  oltjectious  ns  oc- 
curred to  them  (lur'ncf  tlio  progress  of  this 
Bill.  The  Bill  couid  only  pass  through 
Committee  that  day;  it  mnat  be  reported 
to-morrow  with  large  Amendments,  and  it 
could  not  be  read  a  thir  l  tiiii<^  heforo 
Friday.  The  House  of  Lords  must  con- 
sider the  Commont'  AmeiHiiiients,  and  the 
Oommoiis  roust  have  a  eonferenee  with 
them,  unless  the  Lords  approved  of  tliosc 
Amendments  without  a  conference  with  the 
Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  this  Bill  had  been  moBt  eaTefoIly  oo&- 
sldcred  elsewhere.  What  became  of  that 
very  careful  conaidoration  when  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  now  talking  of  recasting  the  mea- 
tare?  The  Bill,  as  introduced  bv  Iler  Ha- 
jesty's  QoTeniniont,  was  altered  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  ns  rep^nrded 
the  Colonies.  The  clause  they  were  then 
debating  was  introduced  omitting  the  Co- 
lonies; a  disposition  had  been  manifested 
by  that  House  to  deal  with  that  point,  and 
then  after  a  quarter  of  an  hour's  discussion, 
the  (iovcmmeut  told  the  Committee  that 
the  Colonies  were  nothing  compared  with 
the  great  urgency  of  passing  tiiis  Bill. 
Then  came  the  extraordinnry  announce- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  Attorney  General, 
that  nine-tenths  of  all  the  patents  hitherto 
granted  were  utterly  useless  to  the  public 
and  to  the  parties  by  whom  thoy  were  ob- 
tained; and  vet  the  Conunittee  wan  then 
asked  to  make  provision  for  tlic  continu- 
Mice  of  a  sysiem  which  had  been  so  re* 
presented.  That  was  no  answer  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke- 
opon-Trent  (Mr.  J.  L.  Ricardo)  as  to  the 
remaining  one-tenth.  It  was  presumed 
that  only  that  one-tenth  of  the  patents 
-which  mii^ht  bo  frrantcd  would  bo  carried 
through  all  their  stages.  If  that  were  so, 
that  one-tenth  would  be  rendered  more  ex- 
penrive*  so  fer  as  this  Bill  was  concerned, 
than  at  present.  That,  ho  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
said,  was  an  irresistible  argument.  The 
argument  was  only  ptiduttbivo  on  the  part 
of  the  Attorney  General,  as  applied  to  the 
iiine*tenths  ef  the  whole  which  the  hon. 


and  learned  Gentleman  said  would  bo  use' 
less.   Hon.  Members  were  not  to  he  mere 

mutes  as  respected  this  Bill ;  they  must  dis- 
cuss the  Bill.  If  they  were  not  to  discuss 
the  Bill,  it  had  bettor  be  left  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  0ovemment»  to  be  dealt  with  as 
they  pleased. 

Mn.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them  they  wero 
not  to  be  mutes  on  the  occasion  of  passing 
so  important  a  Bill;  oonsidcring,  however, 
that  they  liad  discussed  tiie  Bill  at  two  con- 
secutive sittings  in  Committee,  he  thought 
Gentlemen  opposite  could  hardly  he  re- 
garded as  mntes,  onless  it  was  in  the  sense 
understood  in  Eastern  countries,  wlicre 
mutes  were  employed  to  strangle.  Tlio 
last  time  they  discussed  the  measure,  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
urged  upon  the  GoTemment  whether  it 
would  not  bo  well  to  leave  out  the  Colo- 
nies—doing BO,  as  ho  believed,  not  in 
an  obstructive,  but  in  a  friendly  spirit, 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  part  of  ^e  mea- 
sure which  was  to  simplify  the  patent  law 
of  this  country.  In  the  simplicity  of  his 
heart,  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  adopted  his 
adrice— hoping  that  he  would  have  the 
support  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but 
now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  fiercely  at- 
tacked him  for  having  left  out  the  Colo- 
nics, and  made  it  a  charge  against  the  Go- 
ifwnmcnt.  He  had  nothing  more  to  say 
upon  the  point,  and  he  hoped  the  Commit- 
tee would  pixKseed  at  onoe  to  consider  the 
clause. 

Sir  Db  LACT  EYAKS  ashed  if  there 
did  not  appear  to  be  something  like  a  fae- 

flous  opposition  to  this  measure?  It  was 
important  that  the  public  sbould  know  why 
this  Bill  was  stopped  in  its  jt regress,  two 
or  three  divisions  having  already  taken 
place  upon  it.  Ho  very  much  deplored  the 
onurso  taken  l»y  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  J.  Graham],  and  ho  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  tcii  them  distinctly 
whether  he  was  opposed  to  the  Bill  or  not. 
If  the  Bill  was  lost,  the  responsibility  would 
bo  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Silt  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  he  would 
not  shrink  from  demanding  on  behalf  of 
the  public  an  ample  difcussiori  of  the  whole 
details  of  this  Bill;  and  with  regard  to  the 
fraukncss  with  which  he  hud  expressed  his 
opinion,  in  consequence  of  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Tjabonchcre),  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  did  not 
address  the  obsorvationa  which  he  had 
done  to  the  Committee,  until  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had,  in  Tery  dbtinet  terms. 
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cliarged  bim  with  offering  a  vexaiioas  op- 
position to  this  Bill.  lie  (Sir  J.  Grahaiu) 
altogother  denied  that  eliarge.  With  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  the  omission  of  the 
Colonies,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Ur. 
Labonefaere)  said,  }ie  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had 
expressed  himself  adverse  to  the  inclusion 
of  tlje  Colonies,  and  that  lie  had  desired 
that  they  tthould  he  ooiitleU;  hut  that  now 
he  WM  desiroDS  that  the  Colonies  should 
be  reinserted  in  the  Bill.  He  had  not  ex- 
pressed any  such  opinion.  He  was  dis- 
posed to  believe  that  it  was  wholly  inexpe- 
dient, when  the  Croremnient  had  declared 
tliat  it  was  not  their  intention  to  change 
the  statute  law  of  the  Colonies  in  regard 
to  patents.  In  the  Crown  colonies,  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  would  still  exor- 
eise  his  disoretion  in  directing  the  law  offi- 
cers to  grant  patents;  and  the  Committee 
knevr  that  the  noble  Lord  was  against  ex- 
tending the  law  of  patents;  and  in  the 
rqwesentatiTO  colonies  thej  must  proceed 
by  legislation,  and  they  could  not  fiass  any 
statute  with  reference  to  patents  which 
the  Secretary  of  IState  had  not  the  power 
of  suspending.  Of  course,  the  Secretary 
of  State  would  be  uniform  in  his  opinion, 
and  would  exercise  that  power  of  suspend- 
ing the  extension  of  the  law  of  patents  to 
those  representative  colonies.  He  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  was  ashed,  if  he  was  fitvourable 
to  the  patent  law  as  it  now  existed  ?  That 
question  had  never  heen  debated.  It  was 
not  debated  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill;  and  ho  repeated  the  observation  he 
made  before^that  they  were  in  an  extra- 
ordinary positiim  as  respected  the  manu- 
factures and  the  commerce  of  this  country. 
If  they  were  to  take  the  Goverument  as 
their  guide,  they  had  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  pressing  this  Bill  for- 
ward in  the  House  of  Commons:  and  thev 
had  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  the  other  House  decloi'in^  tUat 
be  was  altogether  opposed  to  the  pnnciple 
of  the  law  of  patents.  Then  they  bad  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  declaring  against 
the  extension  of  patents  by  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  to  the  Colonies;  and  the  At- 
torney General  agreeing  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  charging  hon.  Aleinbers  with 
otferiug  a  vexatious  opposition  to  this  Bill, 
lie  (Sir  J.  Graham)  said,  if  they  looked  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  so  far  from  there 
being  anything  like  united  counsel  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty *s  Govcmnient  with 
regard  to  the  great  question  of  principle, 
it  was  quite  dear  there  was  a  paipabb  di- 

8ir  Ih  if.  Ewm» 


vision  of  opinion ;  and,  while  that  opinion 

was  so  divided,  ho  did  not  think  it  was  at 
all  unfair  on  the  part  of  independent  Mem- 
bers to  ask,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
that  the  principle  of  patents  should  not  be 
altered  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  begged 
to  say,  with  regard  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  that 
while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  repre* 
sented  him  as  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
the  law  of  patents,  he  forgot  to  state  that 
tlie  present  Bill  was  introduced  to  the 
other  House  by  that  noble  Lord,  and  that 
he  took  eare  at  the  time  he  introduced  the 
Bill  to  say,  that  though  he  did  entertain 
views  opposed  to  tlic  principle  of  a  patent 
law,  he  was  conscious  that  he  was  in  a 
minority  upon  the  question,  and  that  the 
country  was  not  prepared  to  adopt  the 
views  which  he  held.  The  whole  «>f  the 
hon.  Members  in  that  House  wiio  had 
taken  any  part  in  that  discussiim  had 
affirmed  the  principle  that  patents  should 
continuo.  Then,  if  it  was  advisable  to 
continue  patents,  the  present  state  of  the 
law  being  defeetivo,  it  was  necessary  to 
change  that  law.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Ripon,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke- 
upon-Trent  (Mr.  J.  L.  Ricardo),  said,  the 
present  Bill  would  have  a  tendency  to 
make  patents  more  costly  than  under  the 
old  system,  inasmuch  as  a  man  would  now 
be  obliged  to  take  out  a  patent,  for  the 
three  parts  of  the  United  Kinc^dom.  But 
the  diiference  was  this — the  patents  which 
at  present  were  not  taken  out  for  Scotland 
or  Ireland  were  those  cf  a  less  valuable 
character.  The  really  good  patents  were 
those  which  were  taken  out  for  the  whole 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  Then  a  patent, 
instead  of  costing,  as  it  did  at  present, 
above  30()?.,  would  cost  only  175/.  Again, 
the  inferior  patents  would  not  only  extend 
to  the  whole  United  Kingdom  instead  of  a 
part  of  it,  but  they  would  be  had  at  a  oost 
of  251.  for  tho  first  three  years  for  the 
whole  United  Kingdom,  instead  of  96/.  for 
one  single  division  of  it,  as  at  present.  Ho 
could  not  but  think,  therefore,  that  iu  point 
of  economy  there  would  be  a  gr^t  advsn* 
tagc  to  all  classes  of  patentees.  "With  re- 
feri'uoc  to  the  charge  of  ve\atknt5^  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill,  tho  ri^ht  hou.  tjcnileman 
the  Member  for  Ripon  had  ^tuely  miieon- 
ceived  what  fell  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Labouchcre).  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  merely  called  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  this  circumstance,  that  if 
they  persuted  in  going  again  and  agwa 
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into  clauses  which  had  been  already  dis- 
cussed on  a  former  occasion,  the  conse- 
qucneo  would  be  the  loss  of  the  measure 
for  the  present  Session.  The  Bill  only 
aimed  at  a  simplification  of  the  process  by 
which  patents  were  obtained;  and  as  re- 
spected the  questions  whether  patents 
Mould  be  extended  to  the  Colonies,  and 
whether  tho  publication  of  a  patent  abroad 
would  vitiate  a  patent  taken  out  in  this 
country,  as  t'lrso  were  matters  not  neces- 
sarily invulveii  in  the  more  immediate  ob> 
jects  and  advantages  of  this  Bill,  the  (xo- 
verament  had  relinquished  them;  but  they 
Bonj^ht  to  achieve  that  which  was  the  ob- 
ject of  every  one,  namely,  the  cheapening 
of  the  process  by  which  a  patMit  mig'ht 
be  obtained.  He  could  not  but  think  that 
was  an  object  in  achieving  winch  the  riglit 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  llipou  might 
have  lent  the  Government  his  assistance. 

Mr.  J.  QREENE  did  not  see  how  legis- 
lation at  the  deventh  hour  of  the  Session 
W!iR  likely  to  romcily  the  serions  iiioonvc- 
nienccs  alleged  to  attach  to  the  existing 
law  relating  to  patents.  He  had  given  the 
existing  law  a  Tery  deep  consideration, 
and  although  he  had  never  taken  out  a 
patent  himself,  he  was  connccteil  with  per- 
sons who  had,  and  he  was  prepared  to 
state,  that  though  there  were  some  evils  in- 
cident to  the  present  law,  it  was  infinitely 
less  objectionable  than  tlie  proposed  one. 

Mr.  ROCHE  said,  ho  entirely  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  the  V'ice-Fresideut  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  that  the  patent  laws 
should  be  abolished  altogether.  They 
might  depend  upon  it  that  nine-tenths  of 
the  patent  inventions  under  any  law  that 
conla  be  passed,  would  be  nothing  less  than 
so  many  stumbling-blocks  in  the  way  of 
improvement.  The  best  thing  the  Covern- 
Tnont  could  do  would  bo  to  withdraw  the 
Bill  altogether.  They  evidently  were  not 
egreed  on  the  subject  of  patents.  For 
himself  he  could  say,  that  while  he  per- 
fectly concurred  witli  tlie  Vice-Fresident  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  subject,  he  was 
entirely  at  variance  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  he  cer- 
tainly thought  it  a  most  disorderly  pro- 
ceeding, that  when  they  were  considenng 
the  ISth  clause  of  a  Bill  in  Committee, 
thoy  should  be  called  upon  to  di  i  -,  a  ge- 
neral question  involving  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  On  that  yo\ni  the  Iloudc,  he 
hoped,  would  allow  him  to  saja  few  words. 
His  hon.  Friend  who  bed  just  spoken  was 

VOL.  CXVIIL    [IBIBD  flBRBS.] 


of  opinion,  as  his  words  would  import, 
that  tho  law  of  patents  o'lLfht  to  be  abol- 
ished; and  the  conclusion  his  hon.  Friend 
therefore  drew  was,  that  they  ought  to 
withdraw  the  Bill,  If  the  rejection  of  tho 
Bill  would  have  the  effect  of  abolishing  the 
patent,  law,  he  could  understand  that  ar- 
gument; but  if  the  only  efi^t  would  be  to 
leave  the  law  as  it  was  without  the  iia- 
provemcnt  wliich  tlie  present  Bill  was  in- 
tended to  make,  he  could  not  comprehend 
it.  lie  appealed  to  the  House  whether 
they  would  not  be  acting  more  in  accor- 
dance with  order  by  going  on  with  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill;  and  if 
it  should  appear  that  that  discussion  would 
occupy  more  time  than  tlie  Session  would 
atfbrd,  then  the  BiU  must  of  course  be 
postponed;  but  he  certainly  was  of  opinion 
that  if  they  would  at  once  proceed  with 
the  consideration  of  the  clauses,  the  BiU 
still  might  pass  this  Session. 

After  some  discussion  on  the  opposition 
offered  to  the  present  progress  of  the  Bill, 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to;  as  were 
also  Clauses  19  to  23  inclusive. 

Clause  24>  with  amendments,  agreed  to. 
Clause  25  struck  out.  Clauses  26  to  48 
agreed  to. 

Clause  49,  providing  for  compensation 
to  present  officers  out  of  the  Consolidated 

Fund. 

Sir  .TA:^fK S  ORATIAM  aslvod  if  the 
Government  could  form  any  cstiniato  of 
the  number  of  persons  who  would  claim 
compensation  under  the  clause,  and  of  the 
amount  of  that  compensation  ?  There 
had  been  a  wto^t  formidable  return  made 
to  the  House  relative  to  tho  expense  of 
patents,  from  which  it  appeared  there  were 
four  offices — the  Home  Office,  the  Signet 
Office,  the  Great  Seal  Patent  Office,  and 
tho  Office  of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  He 
would  read  to  tho  House  a  few  of  tho  per- 
sons in  those  offices  who  received  fees.  In 
the  Signet  Office  there  was  the  first  clerk 
and  his  deputy,  the  second  clerk  and  his 
deputy,  the  third  clerk  and  his  deputy. 
In  the  Great  Seal  Patent  Office,  there  was 
the  patent  clerk,  the  clerk  of  the  hanipcr, 
the  deputy  clerk  of  the  haniper,  deputy- 
seals,  and  his  (Sir  .T.  Graham's)  intimate 
friend,  chailwax,  who  had  since  disap- 
peared. In  the  Lord  Chancellor's  Office, 
there  was  the  sealer,  the  gentleman  of  the 
chamber,  and  the  great  seal  eh  rk.  Tlu  so 
otHeers  all  received  fee.?,  and  he  hciicvod 
it  was  contemplated  to  give  them  compen- 
sation. He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
Government  bad  formed  any  estimate  of 
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the  gvo6s  ftmount  of  com|ieusatioii  which 
would  be  giTOti,  and  whetber  they  were 
prepared  to  state  the  number  of  persons 
who  would  have  claims  for  compensation  ? 
Really,  this  was  a  matter  of  tluo  gravest 
importance.  The  compcusatioa  to  the  Six 
Clerks  in  Chancery  (for  which  he  took  great 
hlftujc  to  himself)  arose  very  much  in  this 
way.  lie  might  entertain  a  wroucf  opinion, 
hut  he  entertained  a  very  strong  opinion, 
that  the  days  of  the  patent  law  in  this 
country  wi  re  numbered.  Ho  did  not  think 
the  law  of  patent  wouUl  ho  long  main- 
tained, and  ussuuiing,  for  the  sake  of  ar- 
gument, thdt  bo  was  right,  tliere  would 
then  he  a  statutable  recognition  of  the 
claims  of  all  these  recipients  of  fees  for  com- 
pensation, not  out  of  the  fund  from  whence 
they  drew  their  incomes,  but  out  of  the 
public  purse.  Tho  patent  law  might  be 
repealed,  and  they  might  have  a  recent 
statutable  claim  for  compensation  in  per- 
petuity. He  had  erred  in  this  particular 
in  the  case  of  the  Six  Clerks  io  Chancery, 
and  he  was  anxious  that  the  error  should 
not  be  repeated.  Tho  offices  which  were 
about  tu  Im-  ubolitiied  only  received  fees 
from  the  voluntary  will  of  the  people,  and 
could  have  no  claim  against  tho  public 
purse.  They  had  not  bad  a  very  amicable 
discussion  this  morning,  but  he  did  throw 
out  this  suiff^estion  in  an  an)icablc  spirit 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Govonuncnt. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  begged 
tho  House  to  listen  to  tlie  figures,  which 
had  been  calculated  on  very  good  nutlio- 
rity.  The  total  cost  of  an  English  patent 
was  d-il.  {js.,  divided  into  two  parts,  that 
of  public  payments  and  private  payments. 
The  private  proportion  of  tlio  gross  amount 
was  221.  l  l<.  47.,  of  which  01.  went  t  > 
tho  law  officers,  and  mi^ht,  therefore,  he 
thrown  out  of  consideration.  Even  then, 
ho  was  told,  they  would  be  able  to  absorb 
at  lenst  one  lialf  of  that  reduci  d  amount 
by  taking  into  the  service  of  tlic  present 
C'oiiuniasion  some  of  the  old  otiiecrs,  and 
of  courso  they  would  not  give  componsa- 
tion  to  any  officers  who  were  still  made 
available.  The  officers  in  the  Home  Office 
discharged  other  duties,  and  were  paid  by 
salary,  and,  of  course,  being  paid  by 
salary,  they  would  continue  to  receive  their 
salaries,  and  would  have  no  claim  for  com- 
pensation. Very  few  of  the  prcscut  offi- 
cers had  tho  fees;  thov  might  take  them, 
hut  they  wore  carried  to  the  public  ac* 
count  in  all  cases  in  which  the  officers  re- 
ceived salarus.  In  the  Secretary  of 
State's,  in  tho  Bignct,  and  iu  tUo  (ireat 
Sir  J,  Graham 


Seal  Patent  Otllces,  the  oiEeers  generally, 
having  other  duties  to  perform,  were  pah 
by  salary,  and  would  therefore  receive  no 

compensation.  He  really  believed,  taking 
away  those  who  wore  paid  already  by  sa- 
lary, those  who  were  otherwise  employed 
and  were  paid  by  salary,  and  those  who 
would  be  employed  under  t!ii:  new  system, 
a  very  small  amount  of  compcusatioa  would 
I  be  necessary. 

Sib  jambs  GRAHAM  wished  to 
know  how  many  would  have  claims  for 
L'ompensation,  and  what  wa.s  the  estimated 
amount  of  that  compensation  i  lie  still 
thought  that  the  Attorney  General  had 
not  notioed  the  observation  he  had  made, 
that  if  they  adopted  this  clause  they  would 
place  these  persons  in  a  new  position, 
giving  them  a  claim  on  the  public  purse, 
and  not  on  the  foes  recmved.  Now,  they 
derived  tlu  ir  incomes  from  patents  taken 
up  voluntarily,  and  had  no  collateral  claim 
whatever  on  the  public  pnrpo.  For  t!ie 
first  time  it  was  proposed  they  sliuuld 
have  a  claim  on  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
and  being  the  first  time,  he  thought  the 
claim  ought  to  be  viewed  with  jealousy  and 
caution. 

Mr.  CORNEWALL  LEWIS  said,  tho 
only  persons  who  would  be  entitled  to  com* 

pensation  would  be  the  clerks  in  the  Sig- 
net Office,  who  were  paid  fees  on  their 
own  account.  It  was  impossible  to  state 
precisely,  but  the  House  might  reckon  with 
groat  confidence  there  woum  not  he  a  veiy 
large  amount  of  compensation. 

Mr.  W.  WILLIAMS  thought  a  more 
distinct  answer  ou<^ht  to  be  given  by  tho 
Government  to  the  question  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet. 

Sin  .TA:\fES  GRAHAM  said,  that  to 
show  he  did  not  wish  to  impt^de  the  pro- 
gress of  the  measure,  if  tho  suggestion  ho 
had  made  was  worthy  of  consideration,  tho 
clause  might  be  agreed  to,  the  Bill  miiritt 
he  reported  to-morro\v,  and  the  aiteraii(iri 
niij^ht  bo  included  by  arrangement  on  tho 
report.  He*  admitted  that  the  amount  of 
fees,  particularly  whilst  the  law  was  in  a 
state  of  chanq-e,  must  bo  nneertnin;  hut  he 
cctuld  see  no  injustice  in  placing  the  com- 
pensation for  fees  received  at  the  will  of 
the  public  upon  the  fee*fnnd  arising  from 
patents  hen  ft  to  he  granted.  That 
fund  might  be  lcr])t  distinct,  and  wliatcver 
tho  Treasury  migiit  award  as  compensation 
to  the  present  officers,  might  he  made  re- 
ceivable from  it.  H6  thought  that  would 
he  a  .strictly  equitahle  arrangement.  Tl)e 
charge  on  the  public  purfto  woidd  be  avoul- 
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ed,  and  compensAtion  would  be  depeudent 
on  the  fees  heneefortfa  received,  just  as 
the  income  noir  derived  by  the  persons 
claiming  compeiisation  was  tlopcndoiit  on 
the  amount  of  fees  received.  It  would  bo 
quite  possible  tu  keeptbe  fee  fund  distinct, 
uid  he  triahed  the  House  to  take  till  to- 
morrow to  oonsider  the  suggostioa  he  bad 
made. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  was  much  obliged 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  his  sugges- 
tion should  be  considered  on  the  Report. 

Mb.  VERNON  SMITH  wished  the  Go- 
vernment  to  state  the  maximum  amount  of 
oompenaation  that  could  be  required. 

The  ATTOIINET  GBNEBAL  saw 
some  difficulty  in  making  an  excoptioTi  to 
the  general  system  of  brinj^ing  all  the  fees 
into  the  Consolidated  Fund.  It  niiglit  be 
provided  that  compensation  should  be  paid 
oat  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  not  exceed- 
ing tho  amount  of  fees  payable  in  respect 
of  patents. 

.Sib  JAMES  GRAHAM  would  rather 
not  raise  »  charge  on  the  Oonsolidated 
Fund.  That  was  the  very  thing  he  wished 
to  provide  against.  The  Attorney  General 
had  told  tho  House  tliut  many  of  the  of- 
ficers were  paid  by  salary,  or  would  be 
made  aTailable  under  the  new  Commission, 
in  both  of  which  cases  thw  would  not  be 
entitled  to  compensation.  lie  went  on  to 
say  that  the  amount  of  compensation  would 
be  small.  If  then  tho  surplus  amount  of 
fees,  aftmr  paying  the  expenses  of  the  Com- 
mission, would  be  small,  those  having 
claims  would  not  be  numerous.  Ho  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  saw  no  difficulty  in  having  all 
the  fees  received  pat^ts  kept  in  a  dis- 
tinct fund,  to  be  diargeable  with  all  the  ex- 
pcnsc:'  rrf"  tlio  now  machinery;  and,  if  there 
was  suiHcient,  to  be  available  for  compensa- 
tion; if  there  was  uot  sufficient,  then  the 
vbole  snrfdns  might  be  applied  as  far  as  it 
would  go.  That  would  be  an  equitable  ar- 
rangement, and  would  steer  clear  of  the 
evil  which  ho  foresaw,  and  was  anxious  to 
avoid,  of  constituting,  in  the  shape  of  com- 
pensation (a  claim  which,  to  say  the  least, 
was  very  doubtful),  a  petpetuaL  charge  on 
the  Constilidated  Fund. 

Mk.  LABOUCIlhitE  observed  that  tho 
hon.  Baronet  had  set  out  by  asking  tho 
Government  to  give  time  to  the  considera- 
tion of  this  sns'E'estion.  lie  could  assure 
tho  hon<  Barouct  it  would  be  fairly  con- 
sidered. The  Attorney  General  would 
•ensnlt  with  the  Treasury  how  far  it  was 
possible  to  meet  the  wtshas  of  the  right 
WKufiannet. 
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The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  amount  of  private  payments  for  patents 

was  very  small. 

Sir  JAMES  GRAHAM  had  quoted 
from  a  return  made  in  the  year  IS49,  giv- 
ing the  greatest  possible  detail  on  the  sub- 
ject of  fees  for  patents.  Unless  there  had 
been  .some  change  since  1849  in  the  Sig- 
11(4,  tlie  Great  Seal  Patent,  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor's  Offices,  fees  were  paid  to  a 
great  number  of  officers.  If  his  sugges- 
tions should  be  worth  the  consideration  of 
the  Government  at  all,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  revise  tho  44th  clause,  whicli  they 
had  already  passed,  and  which  provided 
for  the  payment  of  all  fees  into  the  Conso- 
lidated Fund. 

Mu.  LABOUCHERE  tbouHit  the  offi- 
cer's would  have  some  equitable  claim  for 
compensation,  oven  if  there  was  no  surplus 
from  fees  after  paying  the  expenses  of  the 
new  maehinerv,  because  there  being  no 
snrplns  would  \e  owing  to  the  fees  having 
been  abolished  for  tho  benefit  of  the  pub- 
lic. 

Sm  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  that 
raised  the  difficulty  which  he  wished  to 
avoid.  lie  did  not  wish  to  argue  the  ques- 
tion of  contingent  injunr  consequent  upon 
a  diminished  amount  of  fees.  It  was  pre- 
cisely that  view  of  a  contingent  equitable 
claim  on  the  public  purse  which  luul  given 
rise  to  a  great  variety  of  compensations  of 
a  most  unjust  and  most  inexpedient  cha- 
racter. This  was  not  the  time,  howevert 
to  argue  the  question. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

liemaiuing  clauses  cigreed  to}  Schedule 
agreed  fe* 

The  Honse  resumed.  Committee  report 
progress. 


ADMINISTRATION  OF  CRIMINAL  JUSTICE 
IMPROVEMENT  BILIr-MESSAGE  FEOH 
THE  LORDS. 

'*  That  they  have  agreed  to  certain  of' 

the  Amendments  made  by  this  House  to 
}  tlio  Administration  of  Criminal  Justice 

Improvciuent  Bill,  without  Amendment ; 
I  and  agree  to  one  of  the  Amendments  with 

an  Amendment,  and  di.sagree  to  others  of 

tlie  Amendments;  for  which  disagreements 

tlicy  assign  Keasons." 

Lords  Ptcasons  for  disagreeinf^  to  Amend- 
ments considered: — House  agree  to  the 
Amendment  made  by  tbdr  LNdships  to 
the  Amendments  made  by  this  House ;  and 
do  not  insist  on  the  Amendments  to  wluch 
their  Lordships  have  dtASgreed. 

3  Q  2 
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LAW  OF  EVIDENCE  AMENDMENT  BILL- 
MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

**  That  ihoy  liave  agreed  to  eertain  of 

the  Amendments  made  by  this  House  to 
the  Law  of  Evidence  Amoiulmcnt  Bill 
without  Amendment,  and  agree  to  one  of 


agree  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee.  It 
was  very  desirable,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
eonfoBion  and  scramble  that  was  lo  fte* 

quently  witnessed  upon  such  occasions, 
that  some  order  should  bo  agreed  to.  The 
Committee  considered  this  the  best  mode 


the  Amendments  with  Amendments,  and  |  they  coold  adopt:  but  hereafter,  if  thqr 
disagree  to  another  of  the  Amendments;  |  found  any  inconrenieDce  to  result  from  it, 


for  which  disagreement  they  assign  Rea- 
sons." 

Lords  Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  Amend- 
ments cotmdsredi — ^House  agree  to  the 

Amendments  made  by  their  Lordships  to 
tho  Amendments  hkkIo  l)y  tliis  ITouse;  and 
do  not  insist  on  tiio  Amendment  to  which 
their  Lordships  hare  disagreed. 

ATTENDANCE  OF  l^rEMP^ERS  IN  THE 
HOl'SE  OK  I'EERS. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  brought  up  the 
following  Report  of  tiie  Select  Committee 
appointed  to  settle  the  order  in  which  Mem- 
bers of  tho  TIousc  of  Commons  should  ac- 
company the  vSpeaker  in  all  cases  wliere 
Her  Majesty  cummaudeJ  the  attendancu 
of  that  House  at  the  House  of  Peers: — 

"  The  Select  Comniitt*  c  inted  to  settle 
the  order  in  which  Memben  shsUi  accompany  Mr. 
Spoftker  on  all  oooariofis  trh«n  Her  Majesty  shall 

coiiiiii;ui<l  tlio  Iliniso  to  atti-iiJ  Ilcr  Majesty  in 
tho  Uousc  of  I'ccrs  have  considered  the  matter  to 
them  referred,  and  have  come  to  the  feUowinjcr 

Resolutions,  which  they  have  nirrpod  to  Ri  port  ti 
thu  llutiise  : — '  Hesolv^,  That  it  is  tho  opiuiou  ol 
this  (.'oiiiinittee,  that,  in  order  to  insure  regular- 
ity ill  the  orJur  of  procccdiiiL,'  fnuii  this  House  to 
the  lluuau  of  Lurds,  ou  occasions  ul'  opening  or 
proroguing  Parliament,  every  Member  dc^inuis 


there  ■wnuld  be  an  opportunity  of  making 
any  alterations  that  should  be  thought  ne- 
cessary. 

Mb.  VERNOK  smith  said,  ihat  al. 

though  it  was  desirable  to  prevent  the 
scramble  ^vbich  £<omctimes  took  place  on 
proceeding  from  the  House  of  Comroons 
to  the  House  of  Iiorda,  it  should  he  horae 
in  mind  that  what  was  now  reeonmieiMM 
was  an  Innovation  on  form  er  practice.  He 
begged  nlso  to  observe  that,  according  to 
the  plan  now  recommended.  Members  ar- 
riving in  town  on  the  day  preceding  the 
opening  or  proroguing  Parliament,  would 
not  have  an  opportunity  of  p?itting  down 
their  names  for  the  ballot  next  day.  It 
was  also  quite  new  that  Cabinet  Ministers 
should  take  precedence  of  all  other  Hsup 
hers  of  tho  House.  lie  had  always  und(T> 
stood  that  the  xvords  Cabinet  Minister'* 
were  a  conventional  term  utterly  unknown 
to  the  constitution  or  the  House.  Ths 
distinction  of  Privy  Councillor  was  known 
to  the  constitution,  but  not  that  of  Cabinet 
Minister.  If  his  recollection  served  him 
right,  when  he  attended  the  coronation  of 
WiUiam  lY.  he  walked  side  hy  side  with 
Lord  A1th<np,  who  was  then  Chancellor 


of  attending  Mr.  Speaker  do  communicate  his  in-  j  tho  Exchequer,  and  lead'^r  nf  the  Ilouse  of 
tention  in  writing  to  tho  clerk  of  the  Uouso,  in  I  Commons.  They  took  their  places  there 
caae  tho  House  be  not  sitting,  before  the  hour     ^^^^^^  ^  representatives  of  the  peo^e, 

and  without  any  other  offidal  distinction 

whatovor. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  wished  to  know 
how  a  Member  who  arrived  in  town  on  the 
day  of  the  opening  or  prorogtiing  Psriia- 
racnt,  could  not  get  his  name  placed  on  the 
list  of  those  who  desired  to  acconpsoy  the 
Speaker  ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  that  the 
distinction  of  Cabinet  Minister  was  safi- 

ciently  well  known  to  warrant  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Committee  on  that  point,  ^ith 
respect  to  the  usage  of  the  coronation,  it 
had  been  considered  bj  the  Comnittee; 
but  there  was  an  obvious  distinction  be- 
tween the  occasions  now  referred  to,  and  the 
occasion  of  a  coronation,  becanso  at  the 
coronation  it  was  not  necessary  for  Mem- 
bers to  go  in  any  particular  order,  thers 
being  seats  for  all  when  they  arrived  at 
their  destination;  but  it  was  difiinent  in 


five  in  the  afternoon  of  the  day  pi-ecediog,  and,  if 
the  House  be  sitting,  between  the  how  of  three 

in  tho  adcrnoon  ami  the  rising  of  the  House  on 
the  day  precodiag.  That,  on  the  Uouso  being 
sadmioaea  to  attend  Her  Majesty,  the  Cabinet 
Ministers  pro«?(>nt  fin  imnifdi.iti  ly  follow  tho  Speak- 
er. That,  on  tiie  day  of  meeting  or  prorogation, 
before  any  oilier  baiiDoas  be  entered  upon,  the 
names  of  the  Mcinhrrs  so  sent  to  the  clerlv  bo  put 
into  a  glass,  and  arranged  according  to  tho  order 
in  which  they  eliaU  Iw  drawn  forth  therefrom. 
When  the  Ilouse  is  summoned  to  attend  Ilcr  Ma- 
jesty, tho  Members  now  go  arranged  shall  be  called 
over  l»y  the  clerk,  and  tho  Members  shall  proceed 
in  audi  order  to  the  liouse  of  Lords,  in  ranks  of 
four.  That,  after  the  House  has  been  sununoncd 
to  attend  Ilcr  Majesty,  no  Mojniicr  of  tliis  House 
do  remain  in,  or  cross,  or  pass  through,  any  of  the 
lobbies  or  passnges  leading  from  the  door  of  this 
Hnti?je  to  tliL-  doov  of  tho  llouso  of  Lords,  and  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms  attending  this  iiovise  do  keep 
the  said  patngcs  dear  fit  Members/  " 

Loud  JOHN  RUSSELL  moved,  that 
tho  Report  be  printed,  and  said  that  to- 
morrow he  should  more  that  the  House 
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the  case  of  going  to  tbe  House  of  Lords, 
wliere  it  iru  inpoMuUe  to  find  iHwm  for 
all  the  Members.  With  respect  to  the 
case  of  ^Icmbcrs  wlio  wore  out  of  town, 
bat  who  wisbed  to  attend  tbe  Speaker, 
there  need  bo  no  difficulty,  because  they 
eoidd  write  to  tbe  olerk  to  that  effect. 

'Rc^oTthroughtup,  and  read;  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  To'tnorrow. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  be- 
fore Six  o'elodc. 


HOUSE  OF  LOBDS, 
Tkwrsda^,  Augmt  1, 1851. 

MnruTsa.]   Pobuo  Bixx« — S*  General  Board  of 

Health  (No.  3);  Coal  Duties  (London  and 
Weaiaunster  and  adjacent  Counties) ;  •  Consoli- 
dated Ftmd  (Appropriation). 
RoTAT-    AfnrvT. — Medical  Charitios  (Trcl.ind) ; 
Grand   Jury  Ctjss  (IroUind);  R^prcsoiitaLivo 
Peers  for  Scotland ;  Gunpowder  Stoics  (Liver- 
pool)   Exemption    Eepeal ;   Churches  and 
Chapels  (Ireland) ;  EeeleaiMtfeal  Residences 
(Iroland)  ;  Uiiitt'd  Church  of  England  ami  In  - 
land;  Ecclesiastical  Property  Valuation  (Ire- 
land) ;  InTemess  Bridge  (No.  2) ;  Sheep,  <i'c. 
Contagious  Disorders  Prevention  ;   Customs  ; 
Cocamissioners  of  Railways  Act  Repeal ;  btcam 
Navigation  ;   Canada    and    New  Brunswick 
Boundary  ;    Metropolitan    Spwers  ;  Church 
Building  Acts  Amendment ;  General  Board  of 
Health  (No.  2);  NewForestDecr  Uemovnl,  Ac. ; 
Court  of  Chancery  and  Judicial  Committee  ; 
Ducby  of  Lancaster  (High  Peak  Mining  Cus- 
toms and  Mineral  Courts) ;  Attornios  uiul  Soli- 
oitors  Regulation  Act  AineDdmont;  Canter- 
hwj  Assooiation  ;  Coalwhippera  (Fort  of  Lon- 
don) ;   Metropolitan   Interment ;  Emigration 
Advances  (Distressed  Districts,  Scotland)  ; 
New  Zealand  SetUementa ;  Cooitabuhwy  Force 
(Ireland) ;  Mercantile  Marino  Act  Amebdnient  ; 
General  Board  of  Health  (No.  2a)  ;  Betternca 
Park  Amendment  and  Extension  ;  Crown  Es- 
tate I'iivinir  ;  Lunatics  (India)  ;  Appointment 
to  Urticc's,  Ac.  ;  Collection  uf  Fuius,  iVc  (Ire- 
land) ;  Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  ;  Petty 
Sessions  (Ireland) ;  Lands  Clauses  Cuusolidatiun 
(Irehuid) ;   Law  of  ETtdenoe  Amendment ; 
Adminiitntioa  of  Grinynsl  Justioe  Improve- 
ment. 

PROTESTAKT  WORSHIF  IN  ROME. 

The  Eahl  of  HARROWBY :  Having 
seen  recently  in  tbe  public  papers  a  strong 
desire  expressed  on  the  part  of  many  of 
Her  Majesty's  Protestant  subjects  in  this 
country,  and  more  particularly  on  the  part 
of  the  Protestant  ljriti.^U  inluvbitanls  resi- 
dent within  tbe  walls  of  tlie  city  of  Kome, 
for  tbe  erection  of  a  place  of  public  wurnhip 
within  the  walls  of  that  capital,  I  am  in- 
duced to  address  a  question  on  that  subject 
to  the  members  of  Her  Majesty's  Govcrn- 
meot.   Hitherto  the  Church  of  Rome  has 


refused  to  grant  to  the  Protestant  subjects 
of  Her  Majesty  permission  to  erect  such 
a  bnilding ;  but,  under  existing  circum- 
stances, when  the  -Church  of  Rome  i«5 
making  largo  claims  on  the  tolerance  of 
this  country,  and  indeed  of  all  other  Pro- 
testant countries,  perhaps  the  opportunity 
is  not  ill  chosen  to  apply  again  to  the  Court 
of  Rome  for  that  permission  which  has 
hitherto  been  systematically  and  pertinaci- 
ously refused.  Tour  Lordships  arc,  per- 
haps, aware  of  the  encouragement  which 
has  lilthcrto  been  held  out  by  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  to  all  our  chaplaincies  in 
foreign  countries,  within  which  Protestant 
churches  have  been  established.  Without 
asking  the  Govemment  for  that  assistance 
which  lias  never  been  refused  elsewhere, 
the  parties  to  whom  I  have  just  alluded  are 
nn.Tious  to  know  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  will  use  their  best  offices  with 
the  Court  of  Rome  to  obtain  from  it  per- 
mission to  erect  a  suitable  Protestant 
Church  within  the  walls  of  the  city  of 
Rome  for  the  worship  of  the  Protestant 
Church  of  Bn^nd  ? 

Tbe  Marqukss  of  LANSDOWNE  was 
understood  to  say,  that,  in  consequence  of 
tbe  notice  which  be  had  received  privately 
from  his  noble  Friend  on  this  snbject,  he 
had  made  some  inquiries  regarding  it  at 
the  Foreis^n  Office.  He  found  that  no  ap- 
plication had  yet  been  made  to  tbe  Court 
of  Rome  for  m  erection  of  a  Protestant 
place  of  worship  within  the  walls  of  Rome. 
It  was  true  that  a  Protestant  place  of  wor- 
ship had  been  erected  for  British  subjects 
outside  the  walls  of  the  city  of  Rome,  and 
that  it  was  adequate  for  the  number  of 
persons  who  attended  Divine  service  within 
it.  He  was  confident  that  when  any  just 
complaint  should  bo  made  on  the  subject 
by  the  British  inhabitants  of  Rome  to  his 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Foreign  Department,  his  noble  Friend 
wonhl  not  bo  slow  in  luakinir  npplicatir)n 
for  its  redress.  Any  application  at  present 
fw  tho  erection  of  a  permanent  building 
for  the  celebration  of  the  Protestant  ser- 
vico  of  the  Established  Chnreli.  won!'!  ixtt, 
he  was  afraid,  be  attended  with  success. 
Indeed,  it  was  an  established  maxim  of  the 
Court  of  Rome  to  have  one  degree  of  to- 
leration at  Home,  and  another  lor  itself  in 
all  other  coimtri 

The  Eahl  ut  UAilROWBY  :  The  ques- 
tion, my  Lords,  is  not,  whether  there  is 
any  want  of  accommodation  for  the  worship 
of  our  Protestant  countrymen  at  Rome, 
but  whether  wo,  as  Protestauts,  arc  to 
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enjoy  the  same  liberty  at  Rome  as  the 
Roman  CathoHcB,  nstives  and  foreigners, 
enjoy  here?  The  accommodation  which 
yre  have  at  Finnic  for  Divine  worship  is 
that  of  a  common  granary  withont  the 
walls  ;  and  that  is  not  a  fit  and  decent 
place  for  Divine  worship.  Aa  to  anything 
of  eodesiastical  aplendoar,  that  has  hitherto 
been  entirely  wantin? ;  atul  the  qncstinn 
really  is,  whether  the  C  hurch  of  Home  will, 
or  will  not,  permit  British  Protestants  to 
hare  some  buildinL^  erected  at  tbeir  own 
cost,  appro])riatc(l  to  tlieir  own  worsliip, 
within  the  walls  of  Koine,  just  fi"^,  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  of  every  country  have  thoir 
own  plaoes  of  worship  in  almost  every  town 
in  this  country.  He  hoped  that  the  noble 
Secretary  for  the  Foroicfn  T>opartment 
would  soon  be  called  ou  to  exercise  his  au- 
thority, and  to  make  application  to  tho 
Court  of  Rome  for  this  permission,  in  order 
tli:ii  tlio  sincerity  of  Its  profe<-lo!is  rf»f*poct- 
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Roman  Catholics  can  already  obtain  with 
ease  rwm  and  space  to  worship  God  in  the 

form  which  is  most  agreeable  to  their  own 
ennst  ionces;  but  they  are  not  content  with 
that;  on  the  contrary,  although  they  know 
that  they  have  already  far  more  t|iaii  aof- 
fieient  room  in  their  places  of  worship,  they 
have  put  forth,  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Bishop  of  Rome  himself,  a  proposal  for 
building  a  magnificent  cathedral  to  8t. 
Peter  in  this  city,  where  the  metropolitut 
cathedral  is  dedicated  to  St.  Paul.  Thej 
are  anxious,  too,  to  havf  it  erected  in  pn^at 
splendour.  Surely,  then,  ihcy  cannot  blame 
us  if  we  are  seeking  to  accomplish  a  similftr 
objeot  in  Rome.  As  to  the  difficolties 
thrown  in  the  way  of  Englishmen  dcsiroua 
of  worshippings  Ood  at  Rome  in  that  splen- 
dour which  suits  at  once  tbeir  ritual  and 
tbeir  habits,  I  have  only  to  say,  that  a 
large  sum  of  money  has  been  obtained 
within  the  last  few  weeks,  not  by  indul- 


inp;  toleration  niiirht  be  put  to  the  test !  genees — for  we  must  not  shut  our  eyes  to 


without  any  disguise. 
The  Marquess  of  LATTSDCWNE  was 


the  fact,  that  the  Church  of  Rome  has 
again  bad  reeonrse  to  the  practice  wbicii 


understood  to  say,  that  if  the  noble  Earl '  originally  caused  the  Reformation,  1  mean 


aslccd  htm.  whether  he  thought  that  the 
Church  of  Rome  would  admit  English  Pro- 
testants to  tho  same  degree  of  religious 
liberty  in  Rome  as  English  and  foreign 
Roman  Catholics  enjoyed  in  England,  his 
answer  must  be,  *'  1  am  afraid  not." 

Tho  Bishop  of  LONDON  :  My  Lords.  I 
entirely  eoneur  in  the  conelnding  obsenra- 
tion  of  the  noble  Marquess,  that  little  suc- 
ce«?s  can  he  hoped  fnr  in  cn^c  any  applica- 
tion '\H  made  hy  us  for  penuission  to  erect 
a  Prutestuut  chapel  either  in  the  city  or  in 


the  n;runtiTig  of  indulgences  to  those  who 
shall  subscribe  their  money  to  the  building 
of  this  now  cathedral,  or,  in  other  woida* 
the  tale  of  indulgences — for  the  erection  of 
a  Protestant  eluucli  or  chapel  in  Rome, 
without  an  appeal  to  any  other  argument 
than  tho  attachment  and  love  of  Briiiisih 
Protestants  to  the  Cbureb  of  England,  ito 
ordinanoea*  and  its  ritual  Ilaving  smb 
the  extraordinary  document  which  has  re- 
cently been  promulgated  by  the  Bishop  of 
Rome  calling  upon  all  the  faithful  to  aub> 


any  part  of  the  dominions  of  the  Bishop  of  i  scribe  to  the  erection  of  a  Popish  cathodrsl 


Rome.  The  noble  Marquess  has  well  re- 
marked, that,  whether  wo  look  at  the  past 
history  of  the  Court  of  Rome,  or  to  the 
events  which  are  still  ooenrring  there,  it  is 
evident  that  there  are  (wo  points  of  view 
in  wliich  toleration  is  viewed  by  the  Court 
and  Church  of  Rome,  uami-ly,  the  tolora- 
tiou  whicli  is  to  he  withholden  from  others, 
and  the  toleration  vhieh  is  to  he  claimed 
and  enjoyed  by  themsdves.  It  is  tme  that 
there  h  a  f^ranary  at  Roine  n«ed  as  a  Pro- 
testant chapel  by  our  countrymen  ;  and 
that  it  is  largo  enough  for  those  who  usu- 
ally attend  it ;  hut  our  countrymen  are 
accustomed  to  pay  their  devotions  in  build- 
ing's wliere  the  external  and  internal  deco- 
rations are  proportional  to  the  important 
sacred  objects  to  which  they  are  applied. 
They  ore,  therefore,  not  content  to  worship 
except  in  obuilding  whicli  has  somethiriLT  fil'.e 


in  London,  to  be  governed  by  the  OnHuary 
of  London,  his  Eminence  Cnnlinal  Wise- 
man, I  should  have  deemed  myself  gniltj 
of  an  nnpardonable  dereliction  ef  duty  if  I 
had  remained  entirely  silent  daring  this 
discussion. 

The  Kaiii.  of  IIARROWBY  :  I  wish  to 
know  whether  iier  Majesty's  Government 
has  any  objections  to  lay  on  the  table  the 
correspondence  which  took  place  in  the 
years  1830  and  1840  between  our  ^liuister 
and  the  authorities,  lay  and  ecclesiastical, 
at  Naples  respecting  the  application  ef  cet^ 
tain  British  subjects  to  build  a  chapel 
there  for  Protestant  worfliiji  ?  If  1  recol- 
lect the  circumstances  aright,  npplicatioa 
was  made  by  the  British  consul,  ou  behalf 
of  the  British  residents  at  Kaplea,  to  have 
a  Protestant  chapel  erected  m  that  city. 
If  I  recollect  rightly,  tho  British  Minister 


the  appearance  of  a  temple.  In  this  country  1  was  unwilling  to  interfere.    Land,  how- 
The  Earl  of  norrowhy  ' 
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ever,  was  purchased,  nml  the  works  were 
begun.  The  Archbishop  of  Naples  was 
informed  of  it,  and  immediately  interposed 
hu  prohibition.  Ultimately  the  contract 
was  obliged  to  ho  cancelled,  the  ground 
was  abandoned,  and  the  English  Protest- 
ants were  drivea  back  to  worship  in  tho 
drawing*room  of  the  ooosnlt  where,  I  be- 
lieve, they  still  continue  to  worship.  We 
oni^ht  not  to  shut  our  eves  to  the  tendency 
of  acts  like  these,  especially  when  tho 
Church  of  Rome  is  omnipotent  in  its  own 
ieniporal  dominions,  and  is  aiming  to  ex- 
tend its  spiritual  doTiiination  over  every 
region  of  tho  Continent.  We  have  been 
told  that  a  great  reaction  has  taken  place, 
ft&d  that  the  Pope  is  omnipotent  in  Con- 
tinental Europe.  If  we  deemed  it  lu-cps 
sary  to  complain  of  his  proceedings  in  1839 
and  in  1840,  have  wc  not  increased  cause 
to  complain  of  them  now?  The  noble 
Earl  eondnded  by  fepeating  hia  quea- 
tion. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
that  inquiry  should  be  made  into  tho  subject. 

PATENT  LAW  AMENDMENT  (No.  2)  BILL. 

The  Amendments  made  by  the  Com- 
mons to  the  Bill  considered. 

The  Eaiil  of  MINTO  moved,  that  their 
Lordships  do  agree  to  the  Amendments. 
He  allowed  that  many  alti-ratioiis  liad  been 
made  in  the  Bill,  and  there  weio  lari^e 
omissions  from  it,  which  he,  tor  one,  very 
much  regretted.  At  this  period  of  the 
Session  it  did  seem  almost  too  much  to  ask 
their  Lordships  to  assent  to  these  altera- 
tions; but  as  tho  Bill  was  of  much  import- 
anco,  and  affected  the  interests  of  a  large 
and  iiidustrioiia  body  of  men,  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  might  imlucod  to  over- 
look the  dittieiihy  which  lind  hecn  occa- 
sioned by  the  lateness  of  the  period  ut 
which  it  was  remitted  to  them. 

Lord  MONTEAGLB  observed,  that 
their  Lordships  had  no  means  of  judging 
whether  the  Amendments  wero  right  or 
wrong,  for  they  were  not  eren  printed; 
and  if  their  Lordships  agreed  to  consider 
them  now,  they  would  establish  a  principle 
which  was  cai)ahle  of  nnboiiiuled  ap[)lica- 
tiun.  This  Bill,  after  having  been  maturely 
considered  by  a  Committee  of  thehr  Lord- 
ahips'  House  which  sat  for  six  toon  days, 
and  examined  no  les*;  than  tliii  ty  witnesses, 
was  sent  to  tho  House  of  Commons  a 
month  ago.  This  day  the  Bill  had  been 
reported  and  read  a  third  time  in  the  House 
of  Common'?;  that  the  House  of  (Com- 
mons itself  could  hardly  know  what  it  had 
done,  and  their  Lordships  must  be  nearly 


in  tho  same  state  of  ignornnce.  Ho  was 
aware,  however,  that  certain  alterations 
had  been  made,  which  were  very  material; 
for  instance,  the  alteration  with  respect  to 
the  colonies,  and  the  alteration  with  respect 
to  the  law  of  user,  were  very  material. 
Under  these  circumstances,  a  postpone- 
ment was  a  matter  of  course;  and  if  the 
alterations  made  by  the  Commons  had  tho 
effect  of  restoring  tlie  existing  law,  the  in- 
convenience of  the  postponement  would  be 
less  felt.  The  Bill  made  an  alteration  in 
the  Tory  office  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  him- 
self ;  and  lie  doubted  whether  the  noble 
Tiord  had  been  consulted  on  the  subject. 
[Tho  Lord  Cuaxcellou:  1  have  not.] 
That  disposed  of  the  whole  question.  Here 
was  a  Bill  which  made  an  alteration  in  tho 
office  of  tlie  Lord  Chancellor,  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor  himself  was  good  enough  to  tell 
their  Lordships — what  he  (Lord  Hont* 
eagle)  had  fully  anticipated — that  he  knew 
nothing  about  it.  It  i;inst  he  recollected 
that  they  had  passed  a  Bill  during  this 
Session  to  extend  a  certain  degree  of  pro- 
tection to  persons  who  had  ezbtbited  their 
inventions  in  tho  Crystal  Palace;  and  less 
inconvenience  would  consequently  follow 
the  postponement  of  the  present  measure. 
But  whatever  inconvenioice  might  be  felt, 
their  Lordships  were  not  responsible  for  it, 
and  the  responsihilitv  must  rest  with  those 
who  had  passed  the  Hill  through  two  staj^es 
in  one  day,  and  had  bont  it  up  tu  their 
Lordships  on  the  day  before  the  conclusion 
of  the  Session. 

The  MAHorn^s  of  LANSDOWNE 
thought  that  the  alterations  which  had 
been  made  by  the  Commons  wero,  on  tho 
whole,  expedient;  but  he  allowed  that  some 
time  must  lie  given  for  their  consideratinn. 

The  E  wiL  of  MINTO  said,  tliat.  beein^' 
the  Ben^io  of  the  lluuse  was  against  the 
Motion,  he  would  not  press  it. 

Lord  MONTEAOLE  then  moved  that 
the  Amendments  of  the  Commons  be  con- 
isidered  that  day  month. 

Motion,  by  leave  of  the  House,  vUh- 
Jrawn;  the  said  Amendraenta  to  be  COn" 
sidered  on  lAis  day  tnonth, 

ST.  ALBANS  BRIBERT  COMMISSION 
BILL. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  moved,  that  the 
ITouso  do  njjrce  to  the  Amendments  made 
by  the  Commons  in  this  Bill. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  objected  to  tho 
extraordinary  and  unconstitutional  powers 
eiinferrcd  by  it;  but  he  would  only  insist 
upon  an  objection  which  was  sufficient  to 
defeat  the  measure,  namely,  that  no  notice 
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had  been  given  on  the  paper  of  the  ioien- 
tion  to  move  the  discussiou. 

Ea&i.  grey  observed,  that  there  was  a 
difference  bcttreen  this  Bill  and  tlic  last, 
Iiiasinnc  li  v.-  tliero  was  not  time  in  the  lat- 
ter case  to  consider  tbo  Amendments  made 
by  the  Commons.  This,  however,  related 
to  a  subject  which  had  already  been  dis> 
cusfcd  by  their  Lordships,  and  the  Uoiisc 
of  ConiTiiDns  had  not  intrndueed  nnv  new 
matter,  lie  trusted  that  hin  noble  Friend  i 
would  persevere  in  his  Motion. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  did  not  sec  any 
refi«on  why  the  Aiii<'ii<l!iiciits  should  be 
objected  to,  except  on  a  question  of  form, 
and  tlist  was  not  sufficient  to  justify  their 
rejection, 

Thv  Amendments  wcro  then  agreed  to 
without  a  division. 


of  1851. 


1936 


THE  Kl^rSTOy  ESTATES  AND  THE  FN- 
CT"Mr,I.TLi:i)  KSTATKS  COMMISSIONERS. 
The  K,\iii,  of  KIN'OSTOy  moved  for 
copies  ot  all  the  utliduvit»  made  in  the 
Eneumbered  Estates  Court  in  Dublin,  in 
the  matter  of  the  sale  of  the  estates  of  the 
Knrl  of  Kincjston,  in  the  counties  of  Cork, 
Limerick,  and  Tipperary,  with  reference 
to  the  value  of  the  sud  estates*  and  the 
qualification  of  Mr.  GoUina  aa  a  bud  sur- 
reyor  mid  valuator. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWxXE  ob- 
served, that  there  was  no  nocessitj  for  ac- 


tlio  sale  was  not  good;  but  the  property 
had  been  already  conveyed  away,  aud  the 
purchaser  had  obtained  a  Parliamentary 
title.  This  was  the  ])iiMci|>al  ground  oi 
complaint  contained  in  the  jx-tition;  aiul  ho 
(Lord  Bc-iuniont)  would  say,  that  if  the 
facts  stated  iit  the  petition  were  correct, 
ho  thought  the  noble  Earl  waa  perfectlj 
entitled  to  approach  the  House  and  com- 
plain of  what  had  f  a1<nn  place.  He  trusted 
that  an  inquiry  would  be  made  iato  tho 
eireomstanoes,  and  that  Mr.  Comoiiasioner 
LongHeld,  who  was  well  known  for  his 
great  ability,  would  be  afforded  an  oppor- 
tunity of  giving  some  explanation  of  his 
share  in  the  transaction. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  thought  it  was  of 
the  greatest  importance  to  the  working;  of 
the  Encumbered  Estates  Act,  that  tho 
Commissioners  should  have  a  full  opportu- 
nity of  explaining  and  answering  the  mat- 
ter in  ilsat  petition. 

Tlie  Kart.  of  MOUXTCASIIELL  said, 
he  knew  a  caac  of  a  i^alo  having  been  ad- 
journed in  the  same  court,  and  fixed  upoa 
to  take  place  on  a  certain  future  day;  yet 
a  privnto  ^alc  had  taken  place  before  the 
appointed  time. 

The  Earx.  of  HINTO  said,  it  waa  not 
regular  to  have  such  charges  made  agunat 
the  Commissioners,  at  a  time  when  no 
Doble  Lord  was  in  a  condition  to  answer 
them. 


ceding  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl,  as  |    The  Earl  of  MOXTNTCASHELL  said, 

all  tlio  aHMavits  to  whicli  he  referred  could   that  wa?  tho  last  opportunity  he  should 
bo  purchased  for  the  small  sum  of  2d.  or  od.  i  have  of  calling  attention  to  the  subject  for 
Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  that  his  noble  some  time.    lie  had  also  to  observe  upou 
Friend  (tho  Earl  of  Kingston)  had  entrast-  tho  publication  of  the  under  valuntioD  of 


ed  him  with  a  petition  on  the  same  sub 
jcct  to  which  his  Motion   referred.  It 
stated  that  the  landed  property  of  tho  pe- 
titioner amounted  in  value  to  the  sum  of 
280,000/.,  and  that  it  had  been  brought 
into  the  Encumbered  Estates  Court  at  the 
suit  of  a  single  creditor,  to  whom  a  sum  of 
200^.  only  was  owing.    Several  lots  were 
put  up  for  sale,  but  as  no  bidders  appeared, 
tho  Cliiff  CoiTim!a<'ioncr  pnldicly  adjourned 
the  proceedings  and  left  the  court,  follow- 
ed by  a  large  number  of  persons,  who  wore 
in  attendance  on  the  occasion.    The  agent 
for  the  petitioner  ul>o  "(initt^Ml  tho  court, 
under  the  impression  that  the  sale  had 
been  adjourned  ;  but  .Mr.  Commissioner 
Longfield,  at  the  request  of  some  persons 
who  said  that  they  had  come  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bidding,  ofTcrcd  to  put  up  any  lots 
that  might  be  caded  for,  and  ;i(  cordin::jlv 
lot  47.  and  other  lots,  were  put  up,  and 
pomo  of  these  were  sold.    The  petitioner 
was  advised  that  under  these  eircumstanoes 


the  projM'i  ty,  to  make  it  look  as  if  it  had 
sold  woll;  ami  \h<'r<i  was  also  another  plan 
pursued,  namely,  that  of  leaving  out  tho 
reversionary  value  of  property. 

The  MAiiQiTEas  of  LANSDOWNB  also 
deprecated  the  practice  of  making  any 
such  charges  as  could  not  then  be  fairly  met. 

The  Eabl  of  MOUNTOASHELL  said, 
his  general  charges  were  notoriona  in  Ire* 
land. 

Tho  Motion  was  understood  to  be  agreed 

to. 

House  adjoumcd  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE   OF  C0HM0N8. 
Thurtdaf,  Augtut  7,  li$51. 

Unrons.]    Pqbuo  Bnuk— 8"  Fatmt  Law 
Amendnenl. 

'  THE  EXHIBITION  OF  1861. 
Colonel  SIBTHORP  then  said,  that 
be  wished  to  ask  the  President  of  the 


Digitized  by  Google 


1937 


Patent  Law 
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Board  of  Trade,  vrhother  certain  indivi- 
duals liad  not  been  adniitlcd  into  the 
Crystal  Palace  on  the  Sabbath-day  ?  And 
whether  some  of  them  had  not  availed 
themfldves  of  that  opportunity  to  copy 
certain  articles  therein  deposited  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCITERl-:  said,  that  since 
tlio  hou.  and  gallant  Otficer  gave  notice 
of  this  questioD,  he  had  made  tome  ia- 
quiries  with  a  view  to  ascertain  what  it 
was  that  coidd  haro  given  rise  to  the 
statement  which  he  had  just  made.  He 
found  that  the  general  me  had  heen  to 


AmmdmetU  BiU, 


Mr.  CORHBWALL  LEWIS  said,  that 
one  of  the  points  upon  Avhich  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  llipon  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  had  objected  to  this  Bill  was, 
that,  while  the  amount  which  would  be 
realised  l)y  tlic  fees  to  be  talccii  under  it 
■was  uiieertain,  it  proposed  to  nuthoriso 
the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  to  make  a  fixed 
charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund,  for 
the  payment  of  compensation  to  persons 
whose  offices  and  emoluments  had  been 
abolished  under  the  Act.  He  was  fuUj 
prepared  to  admit  that  there  was  eonsideiw 


prevent  all  worfcieg  or  admission  into  the  able  weight  in  that  ohjeetion;  hnt  at  the 

Crystal  Palace,  except  for  necessary  pur- '  same  time  lie  was  rot  prepared  to  accede 
poses,  on  the  Sabbath.    The  Executive  tu  the  sugscstion  which  was  mode  on  the 


Committee  had,  howerer,  thought  it  ex- 
tremely useful  and  desirable  to  preserve  a 

record  of  the  nrtielcs  exhibited,  so  far  as 


preTions  uj,  that  a  fee  Aiad  thwM  he 

created,  and  that  the  whole  frame  of  the 
BiU  should  be  altered,  so  as  to  allow  of 


they  were  allowed  by  the  exhibitors;  and  j  this  change.  The  Government  were  not 
for  that  purpose  certain  gentlemen  had  '  prepared  to  alter  the  Bill  to  the  extent 
heen  admitted  into  the  hnildin^,  with  a  j  which  would  in  that  caso  he  requisite;  and 

view  to  try  some  experiments,  with  respect  he  might  mention  tliat  the  recent  course  of 
to  the  best  mode  c  f  taking  photographs  of  legislation  had  not  been  in  favour  of  the 
some  of  tlio  principal  objects,  especially  creation  of  separate  fee  funds;  uud  he  need 
works  of  art-^'for  it  appeared  that  it  was  only  refer  to  the  ease  of  the  fee  fnnd  in 
necessary  that  these  experiments  should  the  Court  of  Chancery,  which  had  ktelj 
bo  tried  when  the  building  was  almost '  come  under  their  consideration,  to  show 


empty,  and  also  that  the  light  was  unfa- 
vonraUe  for  that  purpose,  exeq»t  during 
the  hours  when  the  puhUe  was  admitted, 

from  ten  o'clock  in  the  morning  to  seven 
o'clock  in  the  evening.  Under  these  cir- 
eomstanees  the  EzeentiTe  Committee  felt 
thttnselTes  justified  in  allowing  a  gentle- 
man, who  was  very  skilful  in  this  branch 
<ji  art,  to  have  admission  on  two  occasions, 
for  the  purpose  of  trying  the  requisite  ex- 
periments. 

Coi.nxKL  SIBTIIOE?  asked  whether  it 
was  true,  that  a  work  of  art  whieh  had 


that  the  sense  of  that  Mouse  was  not  in 
faronr  of  ereatiog  a  fee  fnnd  for  the  first 

time.  The  scheme  of  this  BiU  seemed, 
on  the  whole,  to  bo  simple  and  effectual, 
and  to  provide  an  easy  mode  of  accounting 
for  the  receipts  and  of  meeting  the  dis- 
bursements, under  the  control  of  that  House, 
with  the  single  exception  of  the  clause 
relative  to  compensation;  and  he  hoped 
that  the  alteration  which  he  proposed  in 
Clause  49  woold  meet  the  objections  whieh 
were  urged  against  it  on  the  previous  day. 
Ttistead  of  giving  the  Treasury  the  power 


heen  purchased  by  Mr.  Tudor,  had  been  '  of  awarding  compensation,  and  of  making 
SO  mneh  damaged  from  being  photographed  j  a  charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund,  he 
on  Sunday,  that  he  was  compelled  to  dc-  proposed,  while  retaining  for  the  Treasury 
<dine  it  ?  the  power  of  awarding  compensation  to  the 

Mr.  LA60UCHERE  said,  ho  regretted  officers,  to  enact  that  its  amount  should  be 
to  say,  that  in  trying  these  experiments,  I  provided  out  of  sueh  mon^  as  might  be 
one  work  of  art  was  partially  damaged,  in  j  provided  by  Parliament  for  that  purpose, 
altering  its  ]  n  i»;  n,  with  a  vi  to  the  Tlie  amount  of  compensation  would  thus 
better  application  of  the  photographic  pro- 
eess«  That  was  the  only  instance  in  which 
any  work  exhibited  had  recei7ed  auj  da- 
mage, and  commnii'u  afions  were  now  going 
on  with  the  owner  witii  a  view  of  giving 
him  ample  compensation. 

•  PATENT  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Order  for  considering  the  Amendments  in  the  Signet  Office;  but  as  two  out  of  tho 

to  the   Patent    Law  Amendment  BiU  three  holders  were  dead,  there  would  only 

read*  be  one  person  entitled  to  compensatioo* 


bo  put  on  tho  same  footing  as  the  sala- 
ries; and  no  compeniation  could  be  paid 
to  any  officer  without  a  vote  of  that  House. 

He  apprelu Muled  that  security  would  thus 
be  atiorded  against  unnecessary  expense. 
With  regard  to  the  patent  offices,  the 
holders  of  which  would  bo  entitled  to  com- 
pensation, he  found  that  there  were  three 
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Then  there  was  ono  patont  office  uiiilcr  tho 
Privj  Sell;  nm!  another  (the  clf-rk  of  the 
Ilanaper  OtHce)  under  the  Great  Seal,  the 
letter  being  held  by  a  clergyman  named 
Thurlow.  to  wlioni  il  was  rrantod  by  Lord 
Chnnrrlldr  Thurlow;  and  llicic  was  also 
the  clerk  of  patents,  appointed  by  tho  At- 
torney General. 

The  ATTORNBT  QENBRAL  having 
proposed  some  other  Amendmenta  of  minor 
import  fincp, 

Siii  JAMES  GRAHAM  said,  that  ho 
WffoM  this  aa  an  interim  arrange, 
ment,  as  it  had  been  opened  ly  the  Presi- 
dent of  tho  Board  of  Tr.uii-  nnd  tho  Attor- 
ney General;  and  as  it  was  no  doubt  diffi< 
oiuit  to  oaleaiate  the  amount  of  fees  before- 
hand, it  might  not  therefore  have  been  fair 
to  fix  tho  oompenBation  exclusively  on  the 
fund  to  be  so  received,  lie  should,  how- 
ever, have  been  very  sorry  to  make  a  per- 
manent eharge  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund 
for  compptipntinn  under  an  intcruvi  arrange- 
ment. He  thought  that  the  arrangement 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Secretary  tor  tho 
Treaaury  was  perfectly  unobjeetionable, 
because  it  brought  both  the  payments  on 
accnnnt  of  salary  and  of  compon'^atTon  tin- 
der the  coguisanoe  of  i'ariiament  in  an  an- 
nual rote»  and  was,  therefore*  qnite  dif* 
feront  from  a  eharge  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Mb.  LABOUCHBRE  said,  he  hoped 

the  House  would  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
then  read  a  third  time.  He  admitted  tliat 
his  proposition  could  only  be  justitied 
by  the  period  of  the  Session,  and  the  ne- 
oessity  thore  was  for  tho  Bill  being  sent 
up  to  tho  House  of  Lords  immediately. 
CInitsr'  added. 

Bill  lead  o  ,  and  passed  with  Amend- 
ments. 

ATTENDANCE  OF  MEMBERS  Ui  THE 
nOUSE  OF  PEERS. 

Ou  the  Motion  of  Loiu)  JOHN  liUS- 
SELL, 

Re$olved-i~**  That  it  is  expedient  to  insure  re- 

Silarity  in  the  order  of  prucir.lin;:  iVom  this 
ouae  to  the  Uouso  of  Lords  on  octfa«ioo«  of 
(^«oing  or  Proroguing  ParUsoMnt  :** 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  then  movud,  in 
aeeordanee  with  the  recommendations  of 
tha  Oommittee— 

That  «v«r7  Member  desiroin  of  attending  Mr. 

Speaker  f?n  rotnmunicato  his  intention  in  writing 
to  tho  Clerk  of  the  llouae,  in  case  the  House  be 
nsi  sitting,  bstet  tho  hour  of  Sin  hi  tha  ofter^ 


nood  oil  tho  tlay  preceding  ;  an<i  if  tho  Ilouse  bo 
■sitting,  Uvttrooa  the  hour  of  Three  in  the  after- 
noon aod  tho  rising  of  the  House  on  the  day  pre* 
cedittg-*' 

Mr.   VERNON  SMITH  eomplained 
that  the  attendance  in  the  House  the  day 
previously  should  bo  made  a  condition  to 
accompany inj^  the  Speaker  to  tiie  iiouse 
of  Lords.    Tlie  rule  was  that  there  should 
be  uiiliinit(Ml  necoss  to  the  House  of  Lords 
on  tlii^  ocLMsion  of  Her  Majesty's  visit; 
but  it  was  iuund  necessary  from  the  con- 
fusion whieh  had  arisen  on  a  former  ooea- 
sion  to  make  some  regulation  on  the  aul>> 
ject.    Such  a  Resolution  as  that  proposed 
might  be  necessary  on  the  occasion  oif  the 
first  meeting  of  Parfiament;  bat  he  did 
not  think  it  necessary  when  large  numbers 
of  McmijLis  had  left  town.    Ho  thonglit 
the  pltui  proposed*  that  Members  who  wero 
desirous  of  attending  the  Speaker  to  the 
House  of  Lords  should  communicate  their 
intention  in  writing  to  the  clerk  of  the 
Himse,  would  Le  very  incoiiveiiient  to  hon. 
Gentlemen.    In  his  opinion  thu  most  eon- 
Tenicnt  rule  they  eould  adopt  wonld  be 
that  nli    embers  who  were  present  in  the 
House  within  five  or  ten  minutes  after  the 
Speukur  took  tho  chair  on  any  occasion 
when  they  were  to  he  called  to  attend  Her 
Majesty  in  the  House  of  Peers,  should  put 
down  their  names  in  order  that  they  niii;}it 
be  diawn  to  determine  their  precedence. 
He  thought  it  would  he  advisable  to  follow 
the  plan  adopted  at  coronations,  when  hon. 
Gcntleuicn  drew  for  the  choice  of  places. 
There  seemed  no  reason  why  the  arrange- 
ment should  be  made  over  night ;  tho 
mornini:^  would  be  time  enough.  As  to  tha 
second  Resolution,  that  the  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters present  should  immediately  follow  the 
Speaker,  he  (Mr.  V.  Smith)  had  no  desire 
to  indulge  in  e<mstitutional  pedantry;  but 
he  saw  a  great  objection  to  Cahinet  Min- 
isters hciiijx  selected  in  this  wav.  Tito 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Rusziell)  seemed  to 
presume  that  Her  Majesty  would  prefer 
seeing  Her  Cabinet  Ministers  round  the 
Speaker;  surely  She  would  desire  to  soo 
him  surrounded  by  the  representives  of  tho 
people.    The  House  knew  no  official  rank 
upon  that  occasion..  He  (^rr.  V.  Smith) 
w Mild  take  the  sense  of  t)ie  House  npou 
ihui  Resolution,  which  appeared  to  involvo 
an    nnnccessarily    unconstitutional  pro- 
ceeding. 

Sm  pi: XIIAM  XORREYS  had  a  great 
objection  to  tlic  rt  striotinn  imposed  by  the 
first  Uesolutiou,  that  uo  i^Ieraber  bie  al> 
lowed -to  attend  Her  Majesty's  sumnuma 
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vhIms  he  hftd  gono  through  a  certain  form 
the  day  before ;  Members  \vci*e  not  bound 

to  coniniunlcalc!  with  tlic  clerk  previous  to 
the  meeting  of  Parliaiiicnt;  many  Mem- 
bers arriving  just  before  could  not  comply 
irith  this  rale.  The  case  wonld  be  much 
simplified  if  the  House  of  Lords  would 
give  the  Hotisc  of  Commons  room  to  obey 
tho  Queen's  summons,  and  not  fill  up  part 
of  the  space  that  ought  to  be  kept  clear 
for  them.  He  (Sir  D.  Norrcvs)  would  pro- 
pose to  ouilt  the  first  RcsdUition,  and  let 
the  tliir<l  run — "  That  on  tiic  ihiv  of  nicct- 
iug,  or  piorugutiou,  and  before  other  busi- 
ness, the  names  of  Members  then  present 
bo  put  into  a  glass  and  arranged  accordinu; 
to  tho  order  in  which  they  shall  be  drawn 
forth  therefrom."  Members  coming  iu 
tabseqontly  might  draw  ttomhers  as  thoy 
entered  tho  House.  Between  efeiy  10  or 
20  Menihcrs  a  mosscncrgr  night  gO,  in 
order  to  prevent  ])rc's8urc, 

Sm ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  thought,  that 
though  Cabinet  Ministers,  as  snoh,  might 
not  be  allowed  precedmice  on  the  occasions 
in  r^nPHtioTi,  the  IToiise  ^vould  probably  be 
diiij)Oiied  to  recognise  a  distinction  between 


to  be  provided  elsewhere.  He  objected  to 
the  third  Resolatton,  whieh  would  giro  a 

power  to  tho  Serjeant-nt-Arms  to  remove 
Members  from  the  lobby  nnd  passaires. 
He  supposed  the  next  suggestion  would  bo 
to  give  the  8erjeant«t»Arms  power  to  re- 
move Members  from  the  floor  of  that 
House.  If  tlie  Resolution  were  adopted, 
it  would  be  illegal,  unless  it  had  the  con- 
currence of  the  Crown  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  for  nothing  but  an 
Act  of  Parliament  could  deprive  him  of 
his  riffhts  ns  a  Mouibor  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  as  a  British  subject.  He 
had  Tisited  the  library  that  morning,  and 
Imd  searched  for  precedents  in  the  Jour- 
nals of  the  House;  and  nowhere,  from  the 
period  of  the  Tudors  to  the  present  time, 
could  ho  find  any  refereneo  whatever  to 
the  office  of  Cabinet  Councillor.  The 
Cabinet  Council  was  an  invnniion  of  com- 
paratively modern  and  corrupt  times,  for 
the  purpoiio  of  screening  Ministers  from 
their  responsibility  to  ^e  Privy  Council 
and  to  Parliament.  Mr.  Hallam,  the  emi- 
nent historian,  said  that  tho  Cabinet  Conn- 
cil  was  not  recognised  by  tho  constitution 


Fmy  Couneillors  and  other  Members  of  or  the  law,  but  was  a  private  arrangement  of 


the  House.  Ho  conceived  that  there  would 
be  a  dispo=itiMt!  to  allow  the  Cabinet  Min- 
isters precedence,  if  they  would  bn  content 
to  share  it  with  tho  rest  of  the  Members 
of  the  Privy  Council;  and,  subjeot  to  that, 
it  seemed  advisable  to  adopt  the  precedent 
mentioned  by  tho  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  V. 
Bmith).  This  would  be  but  an  experiment, 
liflwever,  and  a  different  arrans^ement  eould 
l>e  adopted  hereafter,  if  thought  moro  con- 
venient. It  was  very  desirable  to  adopt 
8omot,plan  to  secure  order,  although  the 
avenue  connecting  the  two  Houses  was 
now  broader  than  the  passage  from  the  old 
House  of  Commons,  where  Members  had 
really  sustained  personal  injury,  and  one 
—almost  the  father  of  the  House — was 
thrown  down. 

Mr.  CHISHOLI^r  AXSTBT  supported 
the  objection  of  the  hon.  Baronet.  The 
scandalous  arrangements  of  the  other 
House  rendered  unavoidable  that  confusion 
which  took  place  on  suoh  occasions.  A 


Ministers  between  themselves,  and  that  any 

Minister  who  chose  tho  secrecy  of  a  Cabi» 
net  Council  might  obtain  absolute  impunity 
for  any  crime;  whilst  Mr.  Justice  Cole- 
ridge said  that  no  indietment  could  be 
brought  ac:nin8t  a  Cabinet  Minister  in  that 
capacity.    The  question  was,  therefore, 
should  this  House  lightly  set  tho  example 
of  recognising  by  name,  and,  so  fhr  aa 
that  recognition  went,  of  sanctioning  the 
existence  of  a  conspiracy  so  illegal  and  so 
dangerous  ?    Should  they  say  that  the 
Cabinet  Councillors,  as  they  were  called, 
who  had  seats  in  that  House,  ought  to 
usurp  the  privilcEjo  of  tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  the  chair  ?    There  was  but  oue 
superior  recognised  iu  that  House,  and 
that  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
now  so  worthily  filled  the  chair;  he  was 
primus  inter  pares;  but  if  this  Resolution 
were  adopted,  it  would  be'  the  Cabinet 
Councillors— not  the  right  lum.  Gentlwaan 
— who  would  be  at  the  head  of  the  Com- 

For  tliesc  reasons  ho 


mens  of  England. 


House  with  GoG  Menib(M-s  was  summoned 

to  nttfnd  iu  a  body  where  there  was  not  '  (Mr.  A nstey)  should  vote  against  the  Roso- 
room  lor  120.  He  did  not  care  whose  I  iution,  and  all  the  succeeding  Resolutions; 
likult  it  was — ^whether  of  the  House  of  { and  also  against  proceeding  in  any  manner 
Lords,  or  of  Mr.  Barry,  who,  he  dared  to  I  with  the  question  during  the  present  See- 
say,  had  made  as  c^nod  a  job  in  buildinsf  i  sion  of  Parliament. 


that  House  as  ho  was  now  making  of  the 
House  of  Commons;  but  it  was  not  the 
UniA  <tf  the  latter,  and  the  remedy  onght 


Mr.  T.  GREENE  was  understood  to 
say  that  he  did  not  think  the  Rqwrt  and 
the  Reioltttions  culled  for  tiio  Btrong  Inn* 
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gaage  which  had  just  been  indulged  in  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Yougiinl.  lie  (Mr. 
Greene)  bad  ottcu  witnessed  the  confusion 
which  prevftiled  when  the  Houm  bad  been 
summoned  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
had  seen  the  ri:;ht  lion.  Gentleman  in  the 
chair,  as  well  as  his  immediate  predeces- 
sors, pressed  upon  in  a  most  unseemly 
manner  on  such  ocoastons.  It  was  uot 
upon  tlio  Motion  of  a  Cabinet  ^finister 
that  this  subject  bnd  been  first  brought 
forward.  Originally  it  was  proposed  that 
the  Privy  Counmllon  in  that  Home  should 
bave  precedence;  but  they  being  too  nu- 
merous,  it  was  thought  to  be  only  a  matter 
of  courtesy  to  giro  the  Cabinet  Ministers 
precedence. 

Sir  benjamin  HALL  objected  to 
the  Resolution,  on  the  frrouiul  that  incon- 
venience would  arise  if  Members  were 
obliged  to  writo  previously,  expressing 
their  wish  to  attend.  He  propOiod  the 
following  Amendment 

"That  every  Member  desimus  of  attciifiinn;  'Mr. 
SpMker  shall  put  his  luuuo  in  a  glass  when  tho 
Houe  is  tammoned  to  Attend  Her  hl»j6ttj ;  and 
that  the  Members'  iiann's  shall  bo  drawn  by  the 
dork  from  tho  glass,  and  in  such  order  aa  tboy 
iiiav  bo  drawn  tbey  sIibQ  prooeed  to  the  Honse  of 
Loide." 

Sir  DENHAM  NORREYS  said,  the 
proposition  had  been  already  made,  with 
this  exception,  that  tho  hon.  Baronet's 
Amendment  involTed  this  diffieulty,  that 

after  the  Black  Rod  should  have  summon- 
ed the  House  tn  tho  bar  of  the  other 
House,  they  would  proceed  to  the  ballot. 
Nothing  eonid  be  more  Incongmons  or  tm- 

jtroper  than  that  ]>r()ce('iru);j;.     The  ques- 
tion shoukl  be  put  in  an  iiMellii2,ible  form, 
by  allowing  the  arrangomcnt  to  be  made 
before  Black  Rod  came  to  summon  them. 
Mu.  T.  HOBHOUSB  had  no  wish  to 

nttaph  niidne  importance  to  thi^  sui'ject, 
but  thought  that  wlicn  they  were  about  to 
establish  a  prineiplc  they  should  take  care 
thftt  it.  was  a  just  one*  and  not  sacrifice 
any  constitutional  principle,  as  they  would 
do  by  passing  the  Resolutions.  As  repre- 
sentatives of  tho  people,  they  ought  to 
bear  in  mind  that  they  were  eqnal  among 
tbenuelvcs.  If  there  was  to  be  any  pre- 
cedence, let  it  he  that  which  was  observed 
elsewhere;  let  a  baronet  have  precedence 
of  an  esquire,  and  a  Privy  Councillor  of  a 
baronet.  Cabinet  Ministers  had  no  real 
status  in  this  country:  the  Cabinet  Coun- 
cil was  an  unconstitutional  body,  which 
originated  iu  the  reign  of  Charles  the 
Second.  There  was  one  point  to  irbich 
Mr,  T.  Greene 


ho  particularly  wished  to  call  attention— a 
|>oint  which  deserved  tho  notice  of  the 
Lords  themselves.  Iu  that  House  every 
£u»Utj  waa  given  to  the  Lords  for  attend- 
anee;  seats,  and  every  accommodation, 
were  provided;  hut  tho  House  of  LorJs 
did  not  grant  similar  accommodation  to 
the  Uouso  of  Commons.  Even  of  the 
small  space  allotted  to  the  Membsrs  of 
that  House,  half  was  filled  by  stranger* 
before  the  Mom  hers  could  enter  it.  He 
should  certainly  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  bon.  fiaionet  (Sir  B.  Hall),  and  tbs 
House  might  rely  upon  it  if  they  estab- 
lished tho  propo'sod  [irccedent,  a  reformed 
House  of  Commons  would  upset  it  witbia 
five  years. 

Mb:  M*6REG10R  obaerred,  that  Mem- 
bers were  now  goinjj  to  tho  co'i ntry,  and 
they  would  find  the  people  considered  that 
their  representatives  were  frequently  placed 
in  a  verj  inricUoas  position.  He  thought 
some  reguhitions  ought  to  be  adopted  to 
prevent  disorder  on  these  nrcn'^^^n'^;  and 
he  conceived  that  the  ballot  mij^tit  be 
adopted  witbont  a  formal  vote.  He  sbodd 
readily  grant  precedence  by  courtesy  to 
past  and  present  Cabinet  Ministers;  bat  a 
Resolution  to  that  effect  would  be  uacoo- 
stitnttonal. 

Sib  Db  LACY  EVANS  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not,  by  attach iii'j'  too  much 
importance  to  the  question,  expose  theia- 
selves  to  ridicule  out  of  doors. 

Amendment,  bv  leave,  withdrawn, 

SiuBKNJAMiX  HALL,  with  a  view 
to  remove  the  objection  taken  to  tho 
Amendment  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mal- 
low, would  propose  another  Amsndmcnt 
with  an  alteration  in  the  words.  * 

Another  Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  lo.ivo  out  from  the  word  '  do*  to  the  end  of 
the  (Question,  in  order  to  add  tho  words  '  put  Ui 
n.imc  in  a  gln.ss  ;  and  half.nn  hour  after  the  oMtt* 
ing  of  the  Uouw  the  Members'  Names  shall  Iw 
drawn  from  the  plass,  .ind  in  such  order  as  titer 
may  be  drawn  tlie  Mi-mbers  sliall  [u-nri-i.^d  to  tho 
House  of  Lords,  in  rauks  of  four,'  instead  there- 
of.** 

Loud  JO  UN  RUSS  1;LL  observed,  that 
be  bsfl  moved  the  a{>puintment  of  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  subject,  because  he  under- 
stood tluit  a  desire  existed  to  render  the 
proceedings  more  orderly  on  the  occasions 
to  wbieh  the  Resolutions  bad  referenee. 
He  was  responsible  for  having  moved  the 
appointment  of  that  Committee.  When 
the  Committee  met,  he  certainly  propowd 
tiiat  a  precedence  bhould  bo  estabHdildf 
which  was  ant  the  pxecedenee  contsbed  ia 
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these   Resolutions.    The  precetlunee  ho 
proposed  wftB,  tliat  the  Speaker  should 
name  fonr  Jfcmbrrs  to  ftccompany  him, 
thinkin;*   it  desirable  that  tlio  Members 
who  moved  and  seconded  the  Address,  for 
iii8taiic6p  ahoold,  on  the  proner  oceftsionB> 
attend  the  Speaker  before  otner  Memhera. 
Howcvo!-,  that  propopnl  wns  unnntmmisly 
negatived  by  the  Committee,  and  the  pro- 
poaal  now  before  the  House  adopted  in 
preference.    That  was  to  him  entirely  a 
matter  of  hulifftTcnc'i*.    All  be  wag  anx- 
ious for  was  that  the  House  should  agree, 
if  possible,  without  a  division,  because  it 
was  not  a  question  on  which  it  was  desir- 
able to  proceed  to  a  division:  and  if  the 
Resolution,  as  amended  b}'  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebono,  met  the  approval  of 
ihe  Honse,  he  hoped  it  would  he  adopted 
withont  a  diviabn,  in  aceordance  with  his 
tnggestions. 

Question,  "That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  ?tniul  part  of  the  (^Uiestion," 
put,  and  ncyaiined; — Words  added. 

Vain  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
c^reed  to* 

Se»olved — *'  Thai  vmj  Membor  deiirooa  of 

attonding  Mr.  Speaker,  do  put  his  name  in  a  1 
glass  ;  .hkI  half  an  lioiir  after  tbu  meeting  of  tho  \ 
Houso  tlio  Mcinbt  rs'  X.iiucs  shall  be  drawn  from  t 
the  elass,  and  in  such  order  ns  they  may  be  drawn 
the  Members  sluUl  proceed  to  tho  House  of  Ijords, 
in  nnks  idkm," 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  after  this  House  has  been  snminoned  to  | 
attend  Hor  Mi^ti^,  ao  Member  of  this  House  do 
remain  in,  or  owii,  or  pau  throngb,  anj  of  the 
Lobbies  or  PhMages  leading  from  too  Door  of  this 
House  to  tliL>  Door  (jf  tho  House  of  Lonls  ;  and 
that  tho  Serjeant-at-Arms  attending  this  Houbo  do 
keep  tbe  aaid  Passages  dear  of  Members." 

Ma.  CHISHOLM  ANSTEY  wished  to 
know  whether  Hembera  were  to  be  pre- 
vented following  the  Speaker  to  the  House 
of  Lords  until  the  absent  and  the  stray 
Members  bail  been  found  to  nce'tr.pany 
biiu  thither  i  lie  had  certainly  uudcrstuud 
ihat  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  B.  Hall)  was  to  be  substituted  for  the 
whole  of  the  Resolutions  prnpot^ed  on  the 
part  of  the  Government;  and  finding  that 
was  not  so,  he  (Hr.  Anstej)  would  insist 
eo  dividing  the  House.  Thero  was  no  pro- 
per place  reserved  at  tho  bar  of  tlie  TTouse 
of  Lords  for  the  accommodation  of  tlio 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
place  understood  to  be  set  apart  titer c  fur 
tiie  aoeommodation  of  Members  was  full ; 

1 


of  lawyers'  clerks.  Parliamentary  agents, 
and  unsttoeessful  candidates  for  seats  in 

tho  House  of  Commons.  He  wanted  to 
knoV  from  tbo  noble  Lord  whether  any  ar- 
rangements were  to  be  made  to-morrow  for 
keeping  open  for  hon.  Members,  not  only 
the  square  part,  to  which  they  were  usually 
confined,  but  tbe  u  bole  space  below  the  bar 
of  tbe  House  of  Lords  open  ? 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL  said,  in  a  com- 
munication made  to  them  by  the  Lorda, 
the  Committee  received  a  ])ositive  assur- 
ance tliat  the  whole  space  bcbjw  th^^  liir, 
which  was  said  to  he  intended  iur  the  ac- 
commodation of  Members  of  the  House  of 
Cominon.-i,  would  1)e  kept  reserved  for  tho 
House  of  Commons.  The  Committee  were 
likewise  informed,  that  there  would  be 
space  provided  for  300  persons  below  the 
bar — at  all  events,  during  a  division  in  the 
House  of  Lords  the  other  day,  146  Peers 
were  assembled  in  that  place.  He  might, 
therefore,  assume  that  150  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  might  be  aeoom* 
modated  below  the  bar,  and  that  was  as 
largo  a  number  as  was  likely  to  attend. 
It  was  certainly  to  he  dosired  that  persons 
who  had  no  right  to  be  ihen  shonld  not 
be  allowed  to  bo  prcsr  iit  tnmorro\v,  or  on 
similar  occasions  in  future,  to  the  exclusion 
of  Mcmhtii  s  of  the  lIoui>e  of  Commons. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Qentlwian  (Mr. 
Anstey)  objected  to  the  Resolution  before 
the  House.  He  (Lord  John  Russell)  had 
always  understood  that  the  greatest  incon- 
venience had  been  experienced  in  going  to 
tho  House  of  Lords  on  former  occasions  by 
the  Members  immediately  following  tho 
Speaker,  who  were  pushed  and  driven 
about  by  persons  who  crossed  them  as  the 
Speaker  passed  into  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  hoped  such  conduct  ns  that  would  not 
be  repeated  in  future.  Ho  trusted  also 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Anstey)  would  not  persist  in  dividing  tbe 
House  on  the  Resolution. 

Stu  1>RN!T.\M  NORRKVS  suggested, 
tiiat  uuuibercd  tickctii  should  he  issued  to 
Members,  and  that  they  should  be  admits 
ted  to  the  space  below  the  bar  of  tho  House 
of  Lords  according  to  the  numbers  marked 
oa  the  tickets. 

CoLOHBL  SIBTHORP  said,  if  he  was 
not  fortunate  enough  to  obtain  a  prise  in 
the  ballot,  being  anxious  to  pay  all  duo 
respect  to  his  Sovereign,  he  would  natu- 
rally be  anxious  to  make  the  best  endea- 
vour in  his  power  to  obtain  a  place  below 
tho  bar.   In  that  effort  he  might  be  taken 
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into  cnatodj,  if  the  Resolution  before  the 

ITouse  vrorc  ntrropd  to.  Then  the  li)(|uiry 
would  arise,  "  Where  is  the  lion,  dud  gal- 
lant Member  for  Lincoln?**  [Laughter.] 
Locked  up,"  would  be  the  answer;  "  pos- 
Bihlv  iti  the  Crystal  Palace."  Tie  olijectod 
to  any  hon.  Member  being  prevented  pay- 
ing the  respect  which  he  wished  to  render 

to  his  SoTereipr»> 

Viscount  PALME  H  ST  ON  bcL^gcd  to 
rcminrl  the  TTrni«p,  that  there  was  nothing 
new  in  the  Kesuhitiun,  ior  an  exactly  simi- 
lar one  had  been  passed  on  the  oecasion  of 
Her  Majesty's  coronation.  He  merely 
mentioned  that  circumstance,  as  an  idea 
seemed  to  prevail  in  the  House,  that  in 
passing  that  Resolution  thej  were  estab- 
lishing a  rale  for  whioh  there  was  no  pre- 
cedent. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  wished  to 
know  how  long  Members  wore  to  rwain 
in  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  f  Was  it 
to  bo  till  the  next  Se   i  i  ? 

Loud  JOHN  RUS.sKJ.L  obsm-ed,  tliat 
if  any  Member  insisted  upua  Im  right  of 
passing,  he  did  not  know  that  the  Serjeant- 
at-Arms  would  have  any  right  to  keep  him 
in  custody  at  all.  The  farranffcmcnt  was 
one  which,  after  all,  roust  be  left  mainly 
to  the  good  taste  of  hon.  Memb^v  them- 
selves to  carry  out. 

Mu.  HUME  would  remind  tlio  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport,  that  the  power  of 
the  Seijeant-at-Arms  ceased  as  soon  as 
Parliament  was  prorogued. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCUttANK:  Then 
the  Kesulution  is  of  no  use. 

Mr.  HUME  considered  it  was  necessary 
that  some  means  should  bo  adopted  for 
l<cepiii^  the  passages  clear  during  the  co- 
remonv. 

Motion,  by  leave,  witlulrawn. 


]nit 
the 


SAra>INIA  AND  NAPLES. 
Sir  Db  LACY  EVANS  rose  to 
two .  questions  to  the  nubio  Lord  at 
head  of  the  Foreign  Oflieep  and  he  hoped, 
for  the  8nl;e  of  humanity,  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  able  to  answer  them  satis- 
fttotorilj.  It  was  well  known,  upon  the 
most  ttttezeeptlonable  authority,  that,  in 
eonsequonee  of  the  refuge  which  Piedmont 
had  given  to  the  thonsniuls  of  Italian  T-e- 
fugees  driven  out  from  other  parts  of  the 
peninsula  for  political  causes,  the  Austrian 
Government  had  seen  fit  to  interfere,  and 
that  the  constitution  of  PiiMlinont  was 
threatened  Mith  dnt^q'cr.  Tfe  tlipn  asked, 
whether  they  might  expect  that  tiio  Go- 


vernments of  France  and  England  would 

unit  ■  i'l  order  to  give  all  the  support  in 
their  power  to  the  GoTernment  of  Pied- 
mont, wjth  a  view  to  maintaining  its  aa> 
tion;il  iiidependcnee,  and  the  preservation 
of  those  institutions  now  cptnhlished  in  that 
kingdom  ?  The  next  question  that  he  bad 
to  put  was  wiUi  reference  to  the  state  of 
Naples — a  fur  more  -painful  topic.  They 
had  it,  on  the  authority  of  the  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  (Mr.  Uladstone),  that  the  present 
pracUee  of  the  GoTemmentof  Naplei,  with 
regard  to  persons  who  were  real  or  sup- 
posed political  offenders,  was  such  as  to 
be  wholly  opposed  tu  roligion,  oiviltsatioo, 
and  humanity.  They  had  it  on  the  same 
high  authority,  that  the  constitution,  whidi 
wn"?  ppontancotTsly  c^rantcd  to  the  people  of 
iS  aples  in  1848,  had  been  violated  in  eveiy 
particular;  that  the  King  of  Naples  had 
imprisoned  a  majority  of  the  represeota^ 
tives  of  the  people,  a?ul  that — 

Mr.  B.  COCHRANE  rose  to  order.  He 
a»kud,  if  it  was  permitted  by  the  rules  of 
the  House  to  make  attacks  on  foreign 
countries,  when  there  was  no  poni* 
bility  of  making  the  attack  subject  of  d»> 
bate? 

Mb.  SPBAEEB  said,  the  hoo.  and  g*l- 
Innt  Member  was  entitled  to  put  a  qnes^, 
but  not  to  enter  upon  any  matter  that  WSI 

likely  to  lead  tu  a  debate. 

Sir  De  LACY  EVANS  would  not  mshe 
ony  further  obserrations,  but  would  confine 

himself  to  the  question  which  he  liad  put 
upon  the  paper.    The  question  was  as 

follows  : — • 

"  From  a  publication  entitled  to  the  Wjliert 
considcnition,  it  appears  that  tlnTc  aro  .tt  present 
above  20^00  persons  confined  in  the  prisouol 
Naples  for  alleged  political  oflbnoes;  that  thett 
j.riMiiii  rs  liave,  with  extremely  few  exceptions, 
1)0-11  ti.us  immured  in  violation  of  tlie  existing 
law^  of  the  country,  nnd  without  the  slightest 
loirnl  trial  rir  public  inquiry  into  their  respecliTt 
Ctises  ;  tli.it  ihvy  include  a  lato  prime  minirtir 
and  a  m.ijority«of  the  lato  Neapolitan  Parliament, 
as  voli  as  a  large  proportion  of  the  moat  respect- 
able and  inteilii^nt  euwaoa  of  sooietf :  that  (Jmm 
prisoners  arc  chainctl  two  and  two  top-thor;  that 
thoMj  cbaiiM  arc  never  undone,  day  or  utghi,  for 
any  purpose  whatever,  and  that  they  are  soifernf 
rvlinements  of  barbarit.\  and  cruelly  unknown  in 
any  other  civilised  country.  It  is,  consequently, 
ntkcd,  if  the  British  Minister  at  thu  Court  o{ 
Naples  has  been  instmoted  t^  tmjioj  bis  ff>od 
offioet  in  the  aaue  of  hnnuuii^i  fbr  (lis  dinlss* 
tion  of  these  Imnentoble  se? eritiss,  sod  with  wlat 
rt>suk  r 

Viscount  FALMERSTON  :  With  rc- 
ferenco  to  the  first  question  pat  by  my 
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hon.  and  ffallani  Friend,  I  hsre  to  say 
that  Her  Majesty's  GoTeromcDt  hnro  at- 
tached cjrcat  importance  to  tlio  imlcpeml- 
cncc  of  the  kingdom  of  Sardinia,  and  Imvc 
lucked  with  great  Interest  and  anxiety  to 
fhe  good  working  of  the  constitution  there 
established  ;  Ijut  iiotliiiig  hus  oOCttired  to 
lead  Ilcr  Majesty's  (Jovernrnont  to  appre- 
hend that  that  independence  is  in  danger 
Irom  any  encroaebments  or  assaults  from 
any  foreign  Power ;  and  the  manner  in 
ivhicli  that  constitution  has  been  liitlicrto 
Avorked  by  tlio  concurrence  of  tlu>  Sar- 
diuiau  people  and  the  Sardiniau  Soveieigu 
entitles  us  to  entertain  the  mostfSBrvent 
hope  and  expectatuMi  thai  it  will  continue 
to  be — as  it  at  present  is — a  model  worthy 
of  imitation  by  all  tbc  nations  of  Europe: 
an  example  of  good  goTemment  which  is 
not  only  highly  honourable  to  tiie  people 
and  SovcrciD^n  of  the  country,  but  wliicb 
is  also  calculated  to  inRpirc  liopes  of  im- 
provement in  other  couiitricB  where  similar 
institutions  have  not  yet  been  brought  to 
bear.  With  regard  to  the  second  ques- 
tion, I  may  say  that  Iler  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment, in  common  with  all  the  leading 
men  of  this  country — who,  I  presume, 
bare  all  of  them  road  the  pamphlet  to 
which  my  bon.  and  gallant  Friend  Las  re- 
ferred —  have  received  with  pain  a  con- 
firmation of  those  iuiures»ioug  that  had 
been  created  bj  varioos  accounts  we  had 
received  from  other  quarters  of  the  very 
unfortunate  and  calamitous  condition  of 
the  kingdom  of  Naples.  It  has  not,  how- 
ever,  bfl«n  deemed  a  part  of  the  duty  of 
Ihe  British  Govemment  to  make  any  for- 
mal representations  to  the  Government  of 
Naples  on  a  matter  that  relates  entirely 
to  the  internal  alfairs  of  that  country. 
At  the  same  time,  I  thought  it  right, 
seeing  that  Mr.  61adstone'><»whom  I  may 
freoly  name,  though  not  in  bis  capneify  of 
a  Member  of  Parliament — has  done  him- 
selfi  as  I  think,  very  great  honour  by  the 
course  be  pursued  at  Naples,  and  by  the 
course  lie  has  followed  since  ;  for  I  think 
that  when  you  see  an  Ensflish  ncnt!L'nmn, 
who  goes  to  pass  a  winter  at  Nupled,  in. 
stead  of  confining  himself  to  those  amuse- 
ments that  abound  in  that  city,  instead  of 
divin;^  into  volcanoes,  and  explorinj^  exca- 
vated cities — when  we  see  hini  going  to 
courts  of  justice,  visiting  prisons,  descend- 
ing into  dungeons,  and  examining  great 
numbers  of  the  cases  of  unfortunate  vic- 
tims of  illegality  and  injustice,  witli  a  view 
aUcrwards  to  enlist  public  opinion  in  the 
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endeaTour  to  nlUiedj  AcM  abniM— I 
think  that  is  a  course  that  does  honour  to 

tlie  person  who  pin-s:ur-s  it  ;  and,  concur- 
ring in  opinion  with  hini  that  the  influence 
of  public  opinion  in  Europe  might  have 
some  useful  effect  in  setting  such  matters 
right,  I  thought  it  iny  duty  to  send  copies 
of  his  pamphlet  to  our  Ministers  at  the 
varions  Courts  of  Europe,  directing  them 
to  give  to  each  Goremment  copies  of  the . 
pamphlet,  in  the  hope  that,  by  affording 
them  an  oppoi-tunity  rf  ri'ading  it,  they 
might  bo  led  to  use  their  influence  for  pro- 
moting wiiat  is  the  object  of  my  bou.  and 
gallant  Friend^a  remedy  for  the  erib  to 
which  he  has  referred. 

GREECE. 

toBD  DtJDLBT  STUART  wished  to 
put  the  following  question  to  the  noble 

Lord  the  Socrctarv-  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  :  Whether  the  Government  will  take 
into  consideration  the  propriety  of  appoint- 
ing a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  man* 
ncr  in  which  the  sum  paid  annually  by 
En^lnnd,  Frnneo,  and  Russia,  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  of  Greece,  has  hitherto 
been  expended;  and  to  ascertain  in  what 
manner  it  would  be  desirable  for  the  in* 
terests  of  Greece  to  lay  out  that  large 
sum  for  the  futun;  ?  By  tlio  treaty  with 
Greece,  when  that  kingdom  was  tirst  es- 
tablished, this  country,  in  conjunction  with 
Franco  and  Russia,  guaranteed  a  loan  to 
the  Greek  Government.  There  was  a 
stipulation  in  the  convention  then  come  to 
of  a  very  peculiar  character,  under  which 
one  would  suppose  this  country  never  would 
be  called  upon  to  pay  any  money.  Never- 
theless, by  the  practical  workini(  of  that 
treaty,  England  had  heea  called  u|)on  to 
pay  annually  a  large  sum,  amounting  to 
40,0001.,  on  account  of  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment. 

ViscoujJT  PALME  EST  ON  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  by  the  treaty  which  was 

made  in  respect  to  Greece,  it  was  thought 
that  seciuity  luul  he.  n  taken  against  any 
liability  heiii;^'  iiieuri  ed  by  the  three  Powers 
for  the  paynieiit  of  the  interest  of  the  loan 
granted  to  Greece.  The  stipulation  of  the 
treaty  was,  that  the  first  produce  of  the 
Greek  revenue  should  be  applied  to  the 
payment  of  the  interest  of  the  debt,  and 
then  in  reduction  of  the  debt  itself,  and 
after  that  the  surplus  was  to  be  applied  to 
tiie  current  service  of  the  State,  lie  was 
sorrv  to  pav  that  from  first  to  last  that  en- 
gagement bad  been  disregarded  by  the 
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Greek  Govennnentt  and  the  consequenee 

had  been  that  a  liability  had  been  incurred 
by  the  three  Governments.  That  had  been 
made  tho  subject  of  repeated  representa- 
tions and  communications  between  this 
country  and  the  Goven  i  i  t  of  Greece, 
and  also  botwcon  tho  iSiitish,  the  French,  ' 
and  the  Russian  GoTernments;  He  re- 
gretted to  say,  that,  hitherto,  those  reprc- 
sentaUons  and  communications  had  not  led 
to  any  definite  result.  He  was  bound  to 
say,  that  it  was  less  excusable  on  the  part 
of  the  Greek  Government,  because  if  that 
Goveiinnciit  had  properly  managed  its 
fiiianciiil  ali'airs,  it  wuuhl  have  liaJ  anip!<J 
moans  of  meeting  the  demands  upon  it. 
Tho  defieleucy  of  its  revenue  was  the  ex- 
cuse which  the  Greek  GoTcmment  put  for« 
ward;  but  that  arose  very  much  from  the 
irrerrular  and  inadequate  nrrnnjromcnts  for 
collecting  the  revenue,  as  well  as  from  tho 
reckless  expenditure  when  tiiat  revenue 
was  raised.  He  was  also  afraid  there  had 
been  a  laxity,  arising  in  a  great  degree 
from  an  indisposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Greek  Government  to  submit  to  that  con- 
stitutional systt'in  Avliicli  was  forced  upon 
them  in  1832,  by  tin  i n  urroctiou  of  the 
Greek  people;  and  which  they  had  endea- 
voured to  evade,  practically  by  means  tend- 
ing very  greatly  to  dimimsh  the  financial 
^pso^^rces  of  tliat  oonntry.  It  was  needles.H 
for  liim  to  say  tiiat  circiitnstatioef^  occurred 
last  year  wliicii  rendered  it  diihcull  for  the 
English  Government  to  seek  any  settle- 
ment with  Greece.  He  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  commnnicnto  on  this  matter  with 
the  Governments  of  Franco  and  Russia, 
with  ft  view  of  making  some  impression  of 
a  sense  of  right  and  justice  on  toe  Govern- 
ment of  Greece. 

INCOME  AND  PROPERTY  TAX 

COMMITTEE, 
^fu.  lir.Ml',  in  moving  that  the  evi- 
dence takoti  licforc  the  Select  Committee 
on  the  Property  uiui  iucumo  Tux  ho  laid 
upon  the  table  of  tho  House,  complained 
of  tho  unfair  way  in  which  he  had  been 
treated  throughout  the  whole  of  this  ques- 
tion. When  he  first  voted  for  the  imposi- 
tion of  the  income  tax,  it  was  to  enable  Sir 
Robert  Peel  to  carry  out  those  reforms 
which  had  been  so  long  next  liis  heart;  and 
when,  in  ]  845,  a  renewal  of  that  tax  was 
demanded,  the  career  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  been  so  successful  that  he 
was  not  willing  to  crnnip  his  efforts.  But 
when,  in  the  present  Session  of  Farlta* 

Viscount  ralmerston 


ment,  he  succeeded  in  limiting  the  dara> 

tion  of  the  tax  to  one  year,  ho  obtained 
leave  to  place  the  whole  qnestion  before  a 
Select  Committee.  Every  obstacle  hod 
been  thrown  in  his  way.  The  Committee 
was  not  constituted  for  one  month  after 
the  time  he  had  obtained  leave  to  have  it 
appointed.  He  then  told  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  give  him  three  or  four 
Members  whom  he  bad  promised  to  place 
on  the  Committer*,  and  that  lie  wonld  leave 
the  nomination  of  the  rest  to  him.  That 
offer  waa  accepted,  and  he  abided  by  it. 
The  Committee  sat  nine  timcB.  ami  ex- 
aiiiined  seventeen  witnesses.  With  the 
exeeption  of  three,  they  were  all  public 
oiiieers  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Department. 
Not  one  of  these  persons  gave  evidence 
which  it  was  not  important  should  go  be* 
fore  tho  public;  not  a  parti'  le  of  it  was 
evidence  which  could  be  coutradicted,  or 
required  to  he  pnt  forward  side  by  side 
with  evidence  which  tended  to  modify  it| 
but  the  Committee  refused  to  agree  to  & 
resolution  by  which  that  evidence  would  be 
placed  in  the  possession  of  the  House. 
The  fullest  informatitfn  ought  to  be  given 
upon  every  subject  connected  with  the 
incidence  of  taxation.  If  changes  were 
contemplated,  the  public  ought  to  know 
what  those  changes  were,  and  whethw 
they  could  lie  made  with  justice  and  safety. 
Tiie  e'fect  of  the  inquiry  in  this  instance 
had  been  to  orove,  that  for  nine  years  the 
income  tax  nad  been  attended  with  in- 
equality  and  injustice,  which,  ho  believed, 
might  have  been  removed  the  first  year  it 
was  imposed.  The  Committee  bod,  by  a 
majority  of  seven  to  four,  decided  against 
the  publication  of  the  evidence,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  himself  and  the  hon.  Mciuher  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck).  But  who  were 
the  seven  who  objected  ?  The  Chancellor 
of  tho  Exchequer  ami  his  two  nominees, 
and  tho  Gentlemen  from  the  op]>osito  side 
of  the  House,  who  did  not  want  any  pro- 
perty tax  at  all.  lie  could  not  understaud 
how  any  member  of  the  Government,  or 
any  free-trader,  could  wish  to  conceal  tint 
evidence;  but  so  it  was,  hy  an  unnatural, 
inconsistent  combination  the  evidence  was 
to  be  suppressed.  He  said  again,  an  "  is* 
consistent  combination,"  for  the  Chancellor 
of  tho  Kxehequer  could  not  carry  out  free 
trade  without  a  tax  on  property  and  in- 
come; and,  if  he  was  sincere  ra  his  support 
of  that  liberal  policy,  why  did  he  join  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bucks  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
and  the  protectionists  iu  stiliiug  the  iS' 
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quiry  ?  There  was  no  evidenee  given  Wore 
the  Comniittce  which  ought  not  to  bo  in 
the  hands  of  every  individual  in  tho  coun- 
try, if  the  House  would  not  call  for  that 
evidence,  it  was  in  his  possession,  and  it 
should  go  forth  to  tho  public*  Bat,  with 
the  view  of  diffu^in?  general  informntioii 
and  general  knowledge,  ho  ventured  to 
appeal  to  the  House  to  allow  of  this  evi- 
dence b«ng  published  in  a  regular  waj. 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  put— 

"  That  the  Minutes  of  the  Evidmee  taken  be- 
fore tho  Sulect  CoiMuiittoc  on  Income  and  Pro- 
perty Tax  be  laiii  tiL-turo  tliis  iIout.c"." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tue  EXCHE- 
QUER had  listened  with  a  great  deal  of 
pleasure  to  tho  greater  part  of  tho  speech 
of  the  hen.  Gentleman;  because  it  was  a 
satisfactory  ])roof  that  ho  had  recovered 
from  his  recent  illness,  which,  he  was  quite 
sure,  was  regretted  and  deplored  by  every 
one*  But  he  could  not  say  he  had  listened 
with  any  pleasure  to  the  unjustifiable  at- 
tack which  the  lion.  ^lember  had  inndi; 
upon  himself  and  upon  other  parties.  His 
boD.  Friend  had  stated  Tory  truly,  the 
question  of  printing  the  efidenco  was  dis- 
cussed in  Committee  at  some  length,  and 
the  majority  came  to  the  conclusion  tliat  as 
the  evidence  was  so  incomplete  it  was  in- 
expedient to  lay  it  before  the  House.  The 
fiMt  was,  a  great  deal  of  the  evidence  taken 
would  be  contradicted  by  other  evidence; 
and,  to  print  that  which  was  imperfect, 
might  mislead  the  public*  But  when  the 
lion.  iM<  iiiL(  r  spoke  of  unnatural  combina- 
tion, he  should  re;neniber  how  his  Motion 
was  carried,  n[KMi  wliich  the  Committee 
had  been  appointed.  ^Mr.  HuMt;  had  never 
asked  for  any  combmation.]  When  the 
hen.  Member  said  he  voted  on  the  same 
side  f^s  tho  hon.  Member  for  Bucks  in  tlic 
Committee,  bo  would  remind  him  that  Mr. 
Disraeli  and  a  large  proportion  of  Members 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  voted 
with  the  hon.  Jlcmner  (Mr.  Ilunu')  tn  limit 
the  ta.\  to  one  year,  dibtinctiy  disavowini: 
tho  intention  of  having  any  inquiry  ut  all. 
His  hon*  Friend  ought  not  to  run  away 
with  the  notion,  that  in  that  combination 
those  who  voted  with  him  agreed  with  him 
ia  the  principles  of  free  trade,  or  in  the 
object  which  his  hon.  Friend  himself  had 
In  view.  He  (the  Chancelior  of  the  Ex- 
chequer) was  not  quite  aware  whom  his 
hon.  Friend  considered  as  his  nominees," 
unless  they  were  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westbury  (Mr.  Wilson),  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Canterbury  (Mr.  Ellioe) ;  but  they 

VOL.  OXVm.  [imBD  mutti.] 


happened  to  Tote  in  the  Committee,  one 

each  way.  He  trusted  lis  hon.  Friend 
would,  in  future,  bo  more  cautious  in  mak- 
ing insinuations  so  utterly  unjustifiable  in 
fact.  With  regard  to  the  question,  whe« 
thcr  the  House  should  interfere  to  order 
the  jirinting  of  evidence  which  the  Com- 
mittee, after  full  information  and  full  know- 
ledge  of  the  facts,  thought  it  inexpedient 
to  print,  the  House  would  not,  he  believedt 
entertain  that  question  for  a  moment.  Ho 
thought  the  Committee  came  to  a  wise 
determination.  The  evidence  as  it  stood 
would  be  impwfect,  and  would  give  incor- 
rect views  to  the  public;  and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  not  overturn  tho  deter- 
mination of  the  Committee  not  to  print  the 
evidence  at  this  stage  of  the  inquiry — a 
dctermiuation  which  they  had  come  to 
after  long  discussioui  and  which  he  be* 
licved  to  bo  right. 

JOSHUA  WALMSLEY  regretted 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
not  acceded  to  tho  Motion;  but  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  entirely  beside 
the  question,  and  had  not  favoured  the 
House  with  a  single  reason;  he  merely  said 
the  majority  of  the  Committee  opposed  the 
production  of  the  evidence.  But  that  ma- 
jority was  composed  of  seven  to  four,  threo 
Members  being  absent,  as  well  as  the  Chair- 
man himsdf.  Whether  the  evidence  went 
forth  from  the  House,  or  not,  it  must  go 
fortli,  and  probably  at  quite  as  early  a 
period  as  if  authorised  by  the  House.  He 
wished  it  to  ^o  forth  in  a  regular  way,  and 
that  the  public  might  have  the  opportunity 
of  rebutting  or  confirming  that  evidence, 
bearing-,  as  it  did,  on  the  great  (jucstion  of 
direct  and  iudiicct  tn.vatiou.  if  it  was  im" 
perfeet  it  could  be  made  more  perfect  here- 
after; and  he  trusted  the  House  would 
support  the  Motion. 

Mil.  W.  WILLIAMS  advocated  tlio 
printing  of  the  evidence,  on  the  ground, 
that  there  were  many  precedents  of  evi- 
dci'.eo  being  printed  before  the  inquiry  to 
which  it  related  was  complete.  The  with- 
iioldiug  the  evidence  would  render  the 
Committee  perfectly  useless,  and  would 
reflect  no  credit  on  tho  Government. 

Loud  JOHN  RUSSELL  would  not  offer 
any  observations  on  the  general  question ;  but 
he  wished  to  refer  to  the  statement  whidi 
had  been  made,  that  if  tho  House  deter- 
mined not  to  have  tlie  evidence  printed, 
still  hon.  Members  would  give  the  public 
that  evidence.  Such  a  course  would  be 
very  irregular,  and  a  contempt  of  the  au- 
thority of  the  House,  and  a  proceeding 
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wliicli  odiild  not  bo  juiUfiod  \n  My  Momber 

of  tho  lTou*e. 

Mr.  UiiQUIiART  expressed  surprise 
»t  the  itate  of  the  benehoi  on  whioh  he 
Mt.  Hera  was  a  qoostion  of  (ho  ato^t 
importance,  and  lie  was  left  .iltsolutoly 
alone,  tiie  only  represontutivo  of  tho  Oppo- 
sitiuu  and  of  tho  old  Tory  party,  who, 
whoR  thore  waa  a  conntry  party  in  foot, 
and  not  in  name,  did  represent  tlic  nocos- 
sity  of  burdens  boinr^  placed  on  those  who 
could  properly  bear  them.  Ho  was  also 
onrpriMid  at  tho  argument  of  the  CltancoU 
lor  of  the  Bzehequor.  that,  beoause  the 
inquiry  was  not  complete,  the  evid;  tic>^ 
ought  not  to  be  printed.  The  idea  of  cvi- 
danoe  beifig  oompleto  on  the  aubject  of 
taxation,  passed  his  conceptioo  of  tho  ex- 
travan"ant  and  the  absurd.  Thf^y  wrro 
only  at  tho  commencement  of  the  end. 
They  were  only  taking  up  the  principle  of 
dirMt  taxation,  which  thoy  dropped  years 
nt^o,  and  whioh  had  been  oompletolj  for- 
gotten. 

CoiX)iiBL  THOMrSON  said  :  1  am  sure 
the  Chaneellor  of  the  Bxcbequw  deaires  to 

preserve  tho  income  tax;  and  I  desire  to 
see  him  successful,  because  I  stand  here 
in  the  name  of  the  working  classes,  who ' 
aire  made  to  pay  at  eloTen  timeB  tho  rate 
of  tho  rich  by  indirect  taxation.  The  hon. 
Mrmlmr  for  Montrose  also  declares  he 
desires  to  preserve  the  income  tax;  but  he 
took  a  strange  way  of  doing  it,  when  he 
united  with  those  whoso  olijuct  was  to  put 
it  down  altnc^etbcr.  And  further,  thori'  i'* 
a  grand  fallacy  in  tho  argunieiita  of  tho 
sopportors  of  his  side  of  tho  question. 
'Woen  hon.  Gentlemen  call  for  a  diminished 
tax  on  industrial  property,  they  always 
mean  on  temporary  incomes,  tl.ouiil)  they 
have  endeavoured  of  lato  to  avoid  the 
term.  Now,  it  is  as  fair  that  a  property 
hdd  for  a  term  of  years  should  pay  tlie 
tax  for  a  term  of  years,  as  that  a  ]>ropevty 
held  for  ever  should  pay  tlie  tax  for  vwr; 
there  ia  not  a  fiirthing  of  inequality  in 
the  case.  On  the  whole,  therefore,  he 
must  cfo  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer  in  preference  to  tho  Member  for  Mon- 
trose; and  he  was  gled  to  have  had  the 
opportunitv  of  stating  the  reason  why. 

Mk.  HUME  e.vpiuined,  that,  in  using 
the  word  *'  nominees,"  he  adopted  the 
phraseology  of  the  Chaucellor  of  the  Ex- 
obequer,  wlio  had  insisted  on  nominating 
throe  Members  of  the  Committee.  He  had 
done  his  duty  in  bringing  the  subject  for- 
ward, and  he  left  it  to  tiie  House  to  decide 
iipoa  it  as  they  ahould  think  fit 


IIouso  ditided : — Ayes  15;  Noes  15. 

There  bcin':^  only  thirty  Men^bers  pre- 
sent, the  liousc  was  adjourned  at  a  quar- 
ter before  Nine  o*eloek. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

Friday^  August  8,  1S51. 
Mi:rvTM.3    Ptmiw  Btixs.— Rotju  Assm.— 

CoHsnHiiritod  Fund  (Approprintinn)  :  Mi  rrhant 
.ScatJii,  ii'ii  i'unJ ;  Episcoiuii  and  CupituUr  Es- 
tates MniLigoment  (No.  2);  St.  Albans 
Bribtrj  Coininisftion  ;  Poor  Uclief  Act  Con- 
tinuanefi  ;  General  Board  of  U^tb  (No.  3): 
Co:il  Diitios  (LondoQ  aoA  WcMtmiiiitar  and  M- 
jfvcent  Countios). 

I'ttOTESTANT  WORSHIP  IH  FOUEIGN 

COUNTRIES. 
Tiie  Eaiil   of  SHAFTESBURY 
mo7ed^ 

■ '  That  an  humble  Addrm  be  pressated  to  Bar 

Majesty,  prnyiiig  that  Ilcr  Majesty  will  he  grjv- 
cioiisly  j)lensoil  to  dii-oot  that  a  Cireular  bIuiH  bo 
addrcsfcti  to  the  several  Ministers  of  Her  Maji  sty 
at  Foreign  Courts,  niid  also  to  tbo  Consuls  where 
they  diflolni'ge  diploraatio  Fuoettimt,  IttStrnctins; 
thorn  to  reiM-rt  ilic  Fncilitii's  which  are  offered 
in  tho  several  Countrios*  in  \vliii  k  they  reside  for 
fho  Erection  of  Protestant  <  iiupcls,  and  for  the 
Formation  and  Regulatton  of  Protcjftant  Burial 
Grounds;  and  also  on  tho  I^ws  which  proTail  in 
the  Mtwal  Countries  whoro  tho  Rotn.in  Catholic 
Roligion  is  esUbli.'<hcd,  toachiag  tti»  ezerciae  tt 
tliat  Proteatrat  Kcligioa." 

On  Question*  agreed  fo ;  asd  Ordered 
aeoordingly. 

PROROGATION  OP  THE  PARLIAMENT. 

This  being  tho  day  appointed  for  the 

Prorogatiou  of  tho  PaHinment  by  Tiii: 
Qdeex  in  Person,  Her  Maje.sty  entered 
the  House  soon  after  Two  o'clock,  accom- 
panied by  the  Prince  Albert,  and  attended 
by  th('  Greiit  Officers  of  State. 

The  Qurex,  bptn*:::  seated  on  the  T!m>i'.e, 
and  tlio  Commons  (who  wore  bciit  furji 
being  come,  with  their  Speaker, 

Mr.  speaker  made  the  following 
Speech  to  IIeu  Majesty  : — 

•*  Most  Gracious  SovEnEiox, 
"  We,  Your  Majesty's  faithful  Com^ 
nions,  attend  Your  M^csty  at  the  close  of 
n  h\borious  Session;  and,  in  tendering  to 
Your  Majesty  our  last  Bill  of  .Supply  for 
the  Service  of  the  Tear,  wo  Ikivc  the  siiti?- 
faetiuu  of  staliiit;  to  Your  Mujesty,  that 
owing  to  tlie  continued  ble.«»sing8  of  peace 
^btch  Providence  has  vouchsafed  to  ue, 
end  the  eommereial  and  matrafacluring 
}  I  ^  L  rity  of  the  eountry,  the  revenue  has 
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so  far  improved  as  to  enable  us  to  make  a 
considcrnble  reduction  in  the  public  bur- 
dens.   Wo  havo  Ruhstitutcd  a  moderate 
duty  on  houses  fur  the  tj.x  hitherto  levied 
on  windows,  and  we  have  thus  corriod  into 
BtUl  farther  effeot  the  wwk  of  sftnitary 
refomi,  which  ha*  distingoished  the  legis- 
Ifttiott  ol  former  SeestonB.   Our  attention 
has  bUki  been  directed  to  Tariom  meaaures 
for  the  improYod  adminifltration  of  jaBtieo. 
We  hate  modified  the  lavr  of  endence  so 
at  to  aeeore  a -more  complete  and  aatisfac- 
tory  investigation  of  truth;  wo  have  sim* 
pli6ed  many  of  tho  details  both  of  criminal 
and  civil  procedure;  and  wo  confidently 
hoj)c  tliat  tlie  important  addition  we  havo 
made  to  tlie  judicial  establishment  will  so 
far  facilitate  the  appellate  juriadictiou  of 
the  Court  of  Cliancery,  as  also  tlio  Judi- 
cial Ciuiiiiiiitec  of  Your  Majesty's  Trivy 
Council,  that  tho  expenses  and  delays 
which  hare  hiihwto  been  inseparable  from 
their  prooeedfaiga,  will,  for  the  future,  bo 
materially  dimmished.    The  aBBomptiou 
of  certain  eeeleBiatUcal  titlee  eonferrod  by 
a  foreign  Power  baa  been  to  qb  a  Bubject 
of  much  anxious  and  patient  deliberation. 
We  approached  this  difficult  and  delicate 
question  in  the  spirit  in  which  Your  Ifa* 
jesty  was  graciously  pleased  to  recommend 
it  to  our  attention;  and  wo  trust  that  the 
measure  which  wo  have  passed  may  ho 
found  eftectual  to  prevent  any  further  at- 
tempt to  encroach  on  Your  Majesty's  su- 
premacy, without  in  any  degree  infrini^ing 
ou  tho  great  principle  of  religious  liberty. 
It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  advert  to  other 
meaaureB  of  minor  importanee,  but  exert- 
ing a  material  influenee  on  tiie  condition 
of  the  induBtriouB  daaaeB,  wlneh  have  been 
matured  daring  the  preaeni  Seaaioa.  When 
carefully  reviewed,  they  will  maniftat  our 
earnest  desire  to  preserve  the  prerogatires 
of  tiie  Crown,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
promote  the  aocial  improvement  as  well  as 
the  moral  and  physical  welfare  of  all 
classes  of  Your  Majesty's   subjects.  1 
have  now  hinnbh-  to  pray  Your  Majesty's 
Royal  Assent  to  tho  Bill  entitled  *  An  x\ct 
to  apply  a  Sum  out  of  tho  Consolidated 
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Fund  to  the  Service  of  the  Y''ear,*  and  to 
a[)[)ropriate  the  supplies  wo  havo  granted 
in  tho  present  Session  of  Parliament. " 

And  ilr.  Speaker  delivered  the  Money 
Bill  to  tho  clerk.  Tho  Royal  Asscut 
was  then  pronounced  to  several  BiUs. 

HER  MAJESTY  was  then  pleased  to 
ma^Le  a  most  Gracious  Speech  to  both 
Houaea  of  Parliament,  oa  £(m1owb 

"  My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen, 

"  I  AM  glad  to  bo,  able  to  release 
you  from  your  AtteudaDce  in  Parlia- 
nienty  and  I  thank  you  for  the  Dili- 
gence with  which  you  have  performed 
your  laborious  Duties. 

"  I  CONTINUE  to  maintain  the  moat 
friendly  Relations  with  Foreign  Powers. 

I  AM  happy  to  be  able  to  congra- 
tulate you  on  the  very  considerable 
Diminution  which  has  taken  place  in 
tl) e  A  frican  and  Brazilian  SlaveTrade. 
Tiie  Exertions  of  My  Squadrons  on  the 
Coasts  of  Africa  and  Brazil,  assisted 
by  the  Vigilance  of  the  Croizen  of 
France  and  of  the  United  Slates,  and 
aided  by  the  Go-operation  of  the  Bra- 
ziHan  Government,  have  mainly  cozu 
tributed  to  this  Result. 

Gentlemen  ef  the  Houte  of 

"  I  THANK  you  for  the  Readuiess 
with  which  you  hare  granted  theSnp- 
plies  necessary  for  the  Service  of  the 
Year. 


"  My  LordSf  and  Gentlemen, 
*'  It  is  satisfactory  to  observe,  that, 
notwithstanding  very  large  Reductionn 
of  Taxes  the  Revenue  for  the  past 
Year  considerably  exceeded  the  Public 
Expenditure  for  llie  same  Period. 

"  I  AM  rejoiced  to  find  that  you 
have  tlicrcby  been  enabled  to  relieve 
My  People  from  an  Impost  which  re- 
stricted the  EujoymeuL  of  Light  and 
3  R  2 
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Air  in  their  Dwellings.  I  trust  that 
tills  EDactment,  with  others  to  which 
your  Attention  has  heen  and  will  be 
directed,  will  contribute  to  the  Health 
and  Comfort  of  My  Subjects. 

I  THANK  you  for  the  Assiduity 
with  which  you  have  applied  your- 
selves to  the  Consideration  of  a  Mea- 
sure framed  for  the  Purpose  of  check- 
ing the  undue  Assumption  of  Eccle- 
nastieal  Htles  conferred  by  a  Foreign 
Power. 

*'  It  gives  Me  the  highest  Satisfac- 
tion to  find  that,  while  repelling  un- 
founded Claims,  you  have  maintained 

inviolate  the  s^reat  Principles  of  Reli- 
gious Liberty  6o  happily  established 
among  us. 

"The  Attention  you  have  bestowed 
on  the  Adijui!:-t ration  of  Justice  in 
the  Courts  of  Law  and  Equity  will,  I 
trust,  prove  beneficial,  and  lead  to 
further  Improvements. 

"  I  HAVE  willingly  given  My  Con- 
sent to  a  Bill  relalinir  to  the  Adminis- 
tration  of  the  Land  Revenues  of  the 
Crown,  which  will,  I  hope,  conduc  e  to 
the  better  Manaofcraent  of  that  Depart- 
ment, and  at  the  same  Time  tend  to 
the  Piomotion  of  Works  of  Public 
Utility. 

*•  It  has  been  very  gratifying  to 
Me,  on  an  Occasion  w  hich  h  is  lirou^ht 
many  Foreiuuers  to  this  Count rv,  to 
ob^)ervc  the  S;/irit  of  Kiiii]i!r>s  aud 
Goodwill  w  hich  so  <xencr;illy  jirevailed. 

"  It  is  My  anxious  Desire  to  pro- 
mote amonir  Nations  tlie  Cultivation 
of  all  those  Arts  wiiich  are  fostered  by 
Peace,  and  which  in  their  Tarn  conti  i- 
bute  to  maiutoiu  the  Peace  of  the 
World. 

"  In  closing  the  present  Session  it 
is  with  Feelmgs  of  Gratitude  to  Al- 
mighty God  that  I  acknowledge  the 


Obedience  to  the  Law  which  anunates 
My  People,  Such  a  Spirit  is  the  best 
Security  at  once  for  the  Progress  and 
the  Stability  of  our  free  and  happy 
Institutions/' 

Then  the  LORD  OIIANCELLOE.  bj 

Her  Majesty's  Coiiiiikkk],  said— 

"  My  Lords,  and  OcntUmeriy 

"  It  is  Her  Majesty's  Royal  WUlaod  Pkft- 

sure,  tliat  this  Parliament  be  prorogued  to 
Thursday  the  4th  day  of  September  next, 
to  be  then  hero  hoklca;  and  this  Farlia- 
went  is  accordingly  prorogued  to  ThttndAj 
tho  4th  day  of  September  next." 

Her  Majkstt  and  Princo  Albert, 
tended  by  the  Officers  of  State,  as  before, 
tUua  retired,  and  the  rest  of  the  as^emblj 
immediately  disponed. 


UOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
Friday,  Attgmt  S,  1851. 

TUE  BALLOT  FOE  PllECEDENCE. 
Ma.  WAKLET  Mid.  that  he  jost  ob- 

fprml  the  Prime  Minister  place  his  paper 
in  the  glass  for  ballutln^;.  Now  he  thought 
it  was  not  right  that  the  First  Mirii>tor  c' 
the  Crown  should  be  placed  iu  ihut  pwai- 
tion.  The  noble  liord  sboitld  either  ae- 
company  Hr,  Speaker,  or  follovr  imme- 
diately after  him.  He  hoped  that  that 
would  be  the  general  uudcrdt&ndlog  of  tiie 
House. 

Mr.  VERNON  SMITH  said,  he  h<^ 
that  would  be  the  genera!  luiderstandinEf. 
He  should  have  been  perfectly  nalr  to 
have  acquic5?ced  in  the  proposal  whieli  the 
nuble  Lord  submitted  to'  the  CoiDinitcee, 
that  Mr.  Speaker  should  select  four  Ifeta- 
hers  to  accompany  litm;  the  right  bon. 
GeiiUoman  would  then  have  selected  the 
four  principal  Members  in  the  Honao.  in- 
cluding the  leaders  on  each  side,  vbiek 
would  iiave  been  perfectly  sati.-factorv. 

[When,  at  a  subsequent  hour,  the  naixies 
were  drawn.  Lord  John  Russell's  was  the 
42nd,  Ur.  Hawes  tho  114th.  Locd  Fol- 
raerttou  iho  127th.] 


lOMAN  1SLAM)S. 
Mr.  VRQUHART  vishea 
ther  the  GoTernment  contemplated,  dorisf 
l^eneral  Spirit  of  Loyalty  and  willing  |  (he  recess,  making  snj  alteratioa  m  th« 
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stato  of  things  that  now  existed  in  the 
Ionian  Islands? 
Mr.  ha  WES  said,  he  hardlj  knew  hoir 

to  answer  the  hon.  Gentlenipn,  his  ques- 
tion had  hccn  put  in  so  vague  a  manner. 
Ucr  Majesty's  Governmcut  were  quite 
prepared  to  consider  anj  grieyances  that 
might  be  complained  of,  and  to  redress 
them. 

Mil.  URQUHART  said,  there  was  an- 
other qaestioD  on  which  he  tbonght  he 
WM  entitled  to  n  positive  answer.  In  the 
absence  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  he  bad  to  ask  the 
noble  Lora  at  the  head  of  the  Goreninient, 
whether  th«re  was  any  truth  in  that  re> 
port*  which  appeared  to  be  sonictbinj^  more 
than  a  rumour,  of  an  intention  on  the  part 
of  tho  Govemmeut  to  cede  these  islands  to 
Greece  ?  He  expected  the  noble  Lord  to 
conti-ftdict  tluit  rumour.  A  speech  bad 
recently  been  made  bv  Sir  Henry  Ward 
which  gare  rise  to  the  rumour.  lie  asked 
the  noble  Lord  for  spedflo  infbrmatton  on 
this  subject,  and  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  reco;^nisc  the  statement  mado 
by  Sir  Henry  Ward  as  to  the  intended 
rarrender  of  these  islands. 

Lord  JOHN  RUSSELL,  in  reply,  uid, 
it  was  enough  to  say  that  there  was  no 
truth  whatever  in  the  rumour  as  to  the 
•orreoder  of  the  Ionian  Islands  to  Greece. 

Snbjeet  dropped. 

lUCOME  AND  PROPERTY  TAX 
COBCMITTEE. 
Mr.  WAKLBY  said,  that  the  diTision 

which  had  taken  place  on  the  preceding 
evening  tipon  the  Motion  nf  bi^  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Hume)  for  printing  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Income  Tax  Committee,  had 
ended  hi  so  unexpected  and  unsatisfactory 
a  manner,  that  he  felt  himself  called  upon 
to  renew  tho  Motion.  He  should  tlicre- 
fore  move,  that  the  evidence  taken  by  the 
Income  Tax  Committee  be  laid  upon  tlio 
table  of  the  House  and  printed.  He 
thought  it  his  duty  to  take  the  sense  of 
the  IIouso  upon  this  Motion,  because  he 
understood  that  evidence  of  gi-eat  impor- 
tance bad  been  laid  l/efure  the  Committee, 
and  be  was  quite  sure  that  the  additional 
evidence  which  would  be  adduced  when 
the  Committee  met  next  Session  would 
IT  r  a  blue  book  of  such  enormous  size 
that  no  one  woidd  be  ohio  to  dl-rcst  it 
(whatever  their  appetite)  in  time  lor  legis- 
lation during  the  Session.  * 

Lonu  JOHN  RUSStlLL  said,  that 
though  he  was  not  »  Member  of  the 


Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee, 

Set  he  wae  informed  that  the  Commtttco 
ad  decided  by  a  majority  of  seven  to 
four  as^ainst  tbo  publisl/nij;  <>f  the  evi- 
dence in  an  incomplete  iiiauucr,  that  evi< 
dence  bearing  upon  two  different  questions, 
neither  of  which  was  closed  by  the  Com- 
mittee. Tie  hoped,  tberefore,  that  tho  sub- 
ject vrould  bo  nlh)\ved  to  stand  over  until 
the  next  Scsi^ion  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  HUME  oonndered  there  was  no 
one  question  ui  to  much  interest  to  the 
people  as  the  manner  in  which  taxes  were 
raised.  The  taxes  in  this  country  were 
most  unequally  distributed.  The  poor 
were  heavily  oppressed,  whilst  the  rich 
were  permitted  to  escape.  Those  who 
prevented  the  evidence  being  printed,  were 
those  who  were  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
direct  taxation;  and  they  were  aided  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  E.Kcbequer,  who 
maintained  that  no  amendment  coidd  bo 
made  in  tbo  present  mode  of  collecting 
the  Income  Tax.  He  could  not  under- 
stand upon  what  ground  tho  noble  Lord 
at  tbo  head  of  the  Government  was  op- 

Eoscd  to  the  printing  of  tho  evidence  that 
ad  been  already  taken. 

Mil.  J.  WILSON  said,  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  unable  to  proceed,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  illness  of  the  chairman 
(Mr.  Home)  in  the  midst  of  the  first 
branch  of  the  inquiry. 

Mu.  HENLEY  hoped  that,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee,  the  House  would 
be  disposed  to  listen  to  him,  etipeeially  as 
he  had  given  no  TOto  on  the  occasion  when 
the  Committee  decided  against  printing 
the  evidenep.  Owina:  to  tho  temporary 
illness  of  their  chairman  (Mr.  Hume),  the 
honour  had  been  conferred  upon  him  of 
placing  him  in  the  chair.  There  were  two 
brandies  of  liiquirv  before  the  Committee 
— one  was  as  to  the  mode  of  collecting 
the  tax;  and  there  were  aeTeral  valuable 

witnc-^.se.-.  on  tliat  point,  summoned  from 
Birinin^;liaiii  ami  Maiielu'stcr;  but  tlieso 
!ie;itlemcn  were  unable  readily  to  '^ct  such 
information  as  would  render  them  capable 
of  answering  the  questions  which  the  Com- 
mittee desired  to  put  to  them.  They  bad 
not  arrived  in  town  when  tbo  Committee 
determined  upon  closing  their  labours  for 
tho  Session.  That  was  one  reason  that 
induced  the  Committee  to  decide  against 
piiMisbing  tbo  evidence.  Another  renoon 
tliat  leil  the  Committee  to  the  same  con- 
clusion was,  that  some  hon.  Members  of 
the  Committee  requested  th.at  mmc  i^cn- 
tlemen  who  were  here  from  the  United 
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in  ^fadriil:  aiul,  if  8o,  wbctlier  the  grant 
of  siieli  rrutestant  Iniriul  grounJ  had  been 
uceoaiuanicd  hj  such  oouditious  as  wore 
unfit  nir  •  emliaed  mttion  to  impoM, 
as  it  would  be  unbecoming  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  accept  ?    He  wished  fur- 
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Statei,  who  had  come  to  y'mt  the  Exhibi*  ]  Government  for  a  Proteitaiit  burial  plaM 

tion,  and  who  wore  competent  to  givo 
cvidL'iic'o  as  to  the  nio«l(.'  of  taxing  property 
in  the  United  States,  should  be  cxauiiaod. 
The  Gommittee»  to  niit  the  eonvenienoo  of 
these  gentlomen,  went  out  of  its  way,  and 
heard  their  evidence.     There  wore,  he 

thought,  two  gentlemen  examined.  This  wa^  .  tiicr  to  ask,  whetlier  the  Government  were 
a  new  branch  of  inquiry,  and  eonsequently  '  prepared  to  lay  on  the  table  the  paper* 
opened  a  new  branch  of  the  subject.  It  j  relating  to  the  case  of  Captain  Pakenham, 
was  the  consideration  of  these  circum-  who  was  exiled  from  Florence  as  a  Pro- 
stances  that  led  the  Committee  to  decide  tcstant,  and  of  Mr.  Healey*  a  Protestant, 
agatntt  the  ^blieation  of  the  evidence; '  who  had  been  compelled  to  leare  Rome  ? 
and  for  that  decision  he  wonld  have  given  Viscoumt  PALMBRSTON  would  first 
his  Toto  if  lio  had  had  tlie  opportunity  of  |  reply  to  the  two  hist  questions  put  by  the 
doing  so,  because  he  felt  it  would  be  only  hdn.  Baronet.  There  was  a  correspondence 
throwing  dust  in  the  eyes  of  the  public  if  now  going  on  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
the  eridence  were  given  in  the  imperfect  j  vernment  and  the  Qoveramenta  of  Bemo 


form  in  which  it  had  been  collected 

Mr.  j.  L.  RICARDO  said,  that  tiic 
public  were  as  well  able  to  judge  upon  the 
matter  of  evidence  as  the  hoo.  Qentteman 
(Mr.  Henley).  The  public,  he  believed, 
would  attach  much  more  Talnc  to  the 
ovidenco  if  it  were  now  withheld  from 
them*  than  it  poenbly  m  ight  deserve.  He 
did  not  think  that  evidence  of  any  great 
importance  in  its  present  imperfect  condi- 
tion; but  they  micht  be  sure  that  tiio 
public  wonld  conelirae  that  there  was  some- 
thing in  it  which  the  Government  did  not  j  consisted  in  this — that  a  chaplain  mt^t 
Avish  to  publish,  ond  in  that  ca>^c  the  right  be  appointid,  >Yhose  salary  should  be  pro- 


and  Florence  with  regard  to  the  cases  of 
Mr.  Ilealcy  and  Captaio  i'akenhani;  but 
as  that  correspondence  was  still  in  pro- 
gress, he  should  not  fed  it  eoosistent  with 
his  duty  to  lay  ony  part  of  it  upon  the 
table.  With  regard  to  the  first  question 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  relative  to  the  Con- 
snlar  Act,  wherever  there  was  a  Oonsnl  er 
Vice-Consnl  of  tlua  ooontry,  the  Secrelaij 
of  S(ate  was  empowered,  on  the  applica- 
tion of  the  British  inhabitants,  to  extend 
to  them  the  benefits  of  that  Act,  wUdi 


hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  i»f  the  Kx 
chequer  would  liud,  in  propo&ing  his 
Budget  next  year,  a  greater  difficulty  in 
obtaining  the  Income  Tax.     He  hoped 

the  Government  would  reconsider  this 
matter,  as  no  evil  could  follow  from  pub- 


vnled  for,  in  the  tirst  place,  by  the  sub- 
scriptions of  the  resident  community,  the 
Secretary  of  State  being  empowered  to 

give  a  sum  equal  to  that  subscribed  from 
the  money  voted  for  Consnlnr  pf  rvire-. 
The  British  residents  at  Rome  had  had  a 


lishiog  the  evidence,  and  much  evil  niight  j  chapel  for  some  time — [Sir  R.  Iroub  :  A 


be  the  consequence  of  withholding  it 
Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  Tlint 

the  Minutes  of  Evidcuce  taken  before  thu 

Committee  be  laid  bef<m  this  House." 
The  House  divided  i-^AyeB  50;  Kocs 

62 :  Majority  12. 

THE  PROTESTANT  CHURCH  AT  ROME 
AHD  IN  SPAIN. 

Sm  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  whshcd  to 
ask  the  noble  Secretary  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs several  questions  of  which  he  had 
given  him  notice.  He  begged  first  to  ask 
whether,  in  the  event  of  the  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  being  dis])03ed — 
as  it  was  said  they  were  —  to  erect  a 
church  in  Borne,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment  were  prepared  to  givo  tlie  Consular 
protection  to  such  church  ?  Also,  whether 
the  Government  had  heard  of  nnv  nMnlicn- 


granary] — and  if  they  applied  to  be  al- 
lowed to  place  themselves  under  the  provi- 
sious  of  the  Consular  Act,  he  was  not 
aware  of  any  reason  why  their  applicatioa 
should  be  refused.  Of  course,  it  must  be 
understood  that  that  Act  did  not  enable 
Her  Mnjesty's  Government  to  exercise  any 
authority  w  ith  regard  to  such  chapels  other 
than  might  be  consistent  with  the  laws  of 
the  country  in  which,  thoy  wore  established, 
With  respect  to  the  burial  ground  at  Ma- 
drid, by  the  ancient  treaties  between  this 
country  and  Spain,  British  subjects  ia 
Spain  were  entitled  to  construct  burial 
grounds.  A  long  correspondence  had  taken 
place  with  regard  to  a  burial  ground  which 
for  MUie  time  past  the  English  residents 
had  had  at  Madrid,  but  which  was  too  near 
the  centre  of  the  city  to  be  in  conformity 
with  t)io  recent  laws  for  extramural  intcr- 


tion  which  had  been  made  to  tku  ^pauioii  i  mcuU  uiloj^tedby  the  GoTCmmcntof  Spain. 
Mr,  Ssnte^  ^ 
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The  Brilltb  GoveniEioiit  Iwd  been  in  cor- 1  CoDsular  departmenti  and,  in  thtt  abMooe 

rRspondencft  with  the  rrovcmmcnt  of  Sjiuin  ]  of  Mi*.  Potre  on  leave,  Mr.  Freeborn  would 

ba  the  naUral  Aod  onljr  orgAQ  of  copowu- 
uication* 

S»  ROBERT  H.  INGLIS  wiehcd  to 


on  the  Bubject  of  chunL'in«j  their  burial 
ground  for  a  new  otio,  and  thcv  had  at  last 
gmwtd  tbe  naoanary  periQiMion  for  thtt 
fatpMmi  but  he  was  sorry  to  say,  that  that 
permiMHon  had  undoubtedly  been  accompa- 
nied by  ooudiiions  which  wuiq  ruprcaeoted 
by  the  Spanitb  GoTenmient  as  nrlting  out 
t$  the  laws  of  Spain  in  regard  to  religious 
opinions,  but  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  learned  witli  considerable  pain 
aud  itigret.  He  had  promised  bis  bon. 
Fdeod  (Sir  B.  loglis)  that  ho  would  lay 
on  the  table  such  part  of  that  corrospon- 
dcnce  ns  he  thought  might  bo  intercstinjc: 
to  the  Ilouae,  and  bo  now  begged  to  pie- 
•entii. 

Mk.  BAILIiIB  OOCHRANK  boggfld 

to  innuiro  wlio  was  now  the  officifil  or;:^au 
of  communication  at  Rome  for  Her  Aiujca- 
ly's  Government  ?  Was  it  Mr.  Petre  or 
Mr.  Froeboni?  Was  Mr.  Consul  freo- 
born  the  rooogoiaod  orgaa  of  onr  Govern- 
nont  ? 

ViacoDHTPALMiiliSTOiN'.inroply.said, 
tiut  Mr.  Petre  woe  ettaofaed  to  the  miwioii 
fkt  Floreaoe,  And  hold  a  diplomatic  charac- 
ter, which  was  nut  abated  by  the  eiieum- 
stanco  of  tho  vacancy  in  tlie  i^lorontine 
mission.  He  was  thereforo  tho  dipiomfttie 
oi^AQ.  Mr.  Freebonif  tho  ContuU  was 
orgwi  for  ftU  motten  pertniniiig  to  the 


know  whether  tho  sanction  of  Hor  Mnjeaty's 
Government  had  boon  i;ivcu  to  an  oruinanco 
of  the  Government  of  Malta,  rofurring  to 
the  Churoh  of  Rome  as  the  domiQant  reli* 
ligiou  in  that  island? 

Mil.  HA  WES  was  understood  to  state, 
that  the  ordinance  was  not  yet  law,  that  it 
had  not  ofiSoially  reached  the  Seoretat^  of 
Stato,  and  that  there  were  oertara  altera- 
tions of  tho  penal  code  proposed,  sonic  of 
wliich  Her  Majeaty'o  QovorjMtteut  oould 
uut  auuruve  of. 

SuDjcot  dropped. 

PHOROGATTON  OF  P ARLI AMK.N'T. 
Message  to  attend  Ubh  MAJEtiTr ;  tho 
House  went,  when  the  Royal  Aiaent  was 
giren  to  aeveral  BiUa. 

After  whioh  Hm  HAJStnnr  waa  pleased 

to  make  a  most  gracious  Speech  from  the* 
Throne  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

Then  the  hovvt  Crantti.lou  decb\red 
Hcit  Majesty 'a  Iloyal  Wiil  and  Pieasuro 
that  this  Parliament  be  prorogued  to 
Thursday  the  4th  day  of  September  nest. 

The  House  sopaiatod  ttt  twwtj  mmntaa 
to  Three  o'elook. 


APPENDIX- 


PAPAL  AGGRESSION-^ECCLBSIASTICAL  TITLE8. 

A  Belter  JReport  0/  the  Speech  of  Mu.  P.  H.  HOWARD,  a*  <2eUeerM2  on  12, 

I80I,  <n  Vol.  eziv.»  p.  451. 


Mr.  r.  H.  nOWAIlD  expressed  his 
desire  to  address  the  House,  because  ho 
would  not  appear  to  shrink  in  the  hour  of 
peril  fr(jin  the  defence  of  his  faith,  which 
was  now  bound  up  with  the  f^reat  cause  of 
religious  liberty.  A  retrograde  step  on  the 
part  of  a  natbn  or  LegisTatorn  always  led 
to  harsher  measures;  and  tho  spirit  of  per- 
Mention,  like  other  passions,  waa  only 


strengthened  by  gratification.  He  hoped 
to  defend  his  creed  with  what  Whitbread 
had  called  "  intrepid  moderation;"  violence 
and  insult  bad  been  described  by  a  French 
philosopher  as  a  sign  of  error.  No  one 
knew  better  than  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Northumberland  (Sir  G.  Grey),  who 
had  spoken  of  the  nnanimity  of  the  move- 
ment against  the  so-ealied  Fapal  aggres- 
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sion,  that  tho  effort  to  get  up  an  anti- '  If  tho  noble  Lord  cnnsidcrotl  the  law  to 


Catliolic  domotistnition  in  that  cnnnty  liad 
utterly  failed^  and  his  knowledge  of  the 
north  of  Englftnd  must  have  informed  him 
that,  in  tho  eonnty  of  Durham,  there  had 
hrcn  no  coimfy  iiicoting,  in  the  propor 
sense.  None  hail  lioeti  held  i;i  the  wealthy 
county  of  Lancaster.  What  had  been  tho 
case  in  wmie  of  the  largest  town  in  the 


h;ivo  been  violated,  wliv  did  he  not  prose- 
cute those  who  had  committed  that  viola- 
tion ?  But,  seeing  that  the  law  oflSeeia  of 
the  Grown  had  been  unable  to  institute aaj 
«iii'h  prnsccuti'in,  he  (Mr.  Tlowartl)  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  no  aggression  had  taken 
place.  liut,  though  the  noblo  Lord  was 
silent  vpon  the  question  of  aggression,  be 


empire  ?    Hod  not  Leeds  petitioned  the  went  very  far  to  seek  for  precedent.s.  He 


House  to  guard  rflijjinns  frrofloni  ?  l>!r- 
mingham  had  refused  to  address  Her  Ma- 
jesty; and  in  Cartifile,  the  town  ho  (Mr.  P. 
H.  Howard)  roprcsonted,  the  town-council 
had  not  felt  it  their  duty  to  thnwV  the 
Prime  Minister  for  addressing  a  letter  in 
November  to  the  Bishop  of  Dorham.  The 
Prime  Minister,  who  had  made  strong 
ch.irges  against  the  Tatholic  religion,  eulo- 
gi.sed  the  Church  of  England  as  a  very 
toierant  Church.  Praise  ill-bestowed  might 
degenerate  into  satire.  What  did  twenty- 
bI>1iop.s  of  the  Estalilisliniont  designate 
tho  creed  from  which  th(  v  aifected  to  de- 
rive their  own  orders  ^ — as  tho  iuculcator  of 
"  blasphemous  fables,  and  dangerous  de- 


ceits. There  were  relatives  of  tho  Sove- 
reign who  belonged  to  tho  Church  so  de- 
nounced— Ferdinand  of  Coburg,  Priuco  of 
Portugal,  and  tho  Princess  Victoria,  of 
Coborg,  Duchess  do  Nemours,  The  late 
Qncen  of  tho  BolT'ans  was  connected  by 
marriage  with  the  (^uccn.  The  Bishop  of 
Oxford  said,  **  Who  needs  to  be  told  that 
Romanism  is  a  system  that  so  saps  honesty 
in  men's  minds  that  tlicrc  is  nothing  dis- 
honest that  may  not  be  deemed  holy,  and 
nothing  that  becomes  subject  to  its  control 
that  is  not  tiled  by  its  pollution?"  Were 
these  words  wliicli  tho  Prime  ^Minister 
thought  tolerant  t  If  they  were  so,  what 
was  intolerance  ?  These  were  words,  ut- 
tered not  in  the  heat  of  debate,  but  ealrolj 
in  Morton  College,  when  their  aiitlsor  was 
tcnchins;  in  the  University  with  uiii  'li  tlio 
names  of  Wykeharn  and  Chichcic  were  as- 
sociated. Then  tho  Bishop  of  Durham 
proposed  the  suppression  of  all  monastie 
orders  in  England  and  Scotland — a  mrn- 
sure  of  most  positive  persecution,  iu  tlic 
long  oration  with  which  the  first  Minister 
of  the  Crown  had  prefaced  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  measure,  his  words  upon  the 
direct  question  were  very  fnv.  He  did  not 
prove  that  the  law  had  in  any  respect  been 
▼iolated}  and  if  the  law  was  not  violated, 
where  was  Iho  aggression  ?  The  law  was 
jiot  a  uiattoi-  of  sentiment  or  poetry,  it  was 
a  course  of  action  and  of  conduct,  rest- 
ing on  precise  definitions  and  e&ftctmenta. 


arraigned  tho  ])o!icy  of  a  diptant  potentate, 
tho  Emperor  of  Austria,  who  had  lately 
ascended  the  steps  of  that  time-honoored 
throne,  whieb,  in  the  graphic  language  of 
Na]iolnon,  never  died.    The  predccr?*or  of 
that  monarch,  tho  Kmpcror  Joseph,  lost 
the  brightest  gem  of  the  Imperial  crown, 
the  Austrian  Netherlands,  by  liis  inter- 
ference with  tho  rolt!::fious  principles  of  bis 
subjects;  and  he  Iteliesed  tiie  present  Sove- 
reign had  acted  wisely  in  the  steps  he  hsd 
recently  adopted  with  reference  to  the 
Church.    The  noble  Lord  icfcrrod  to  tijo 
Synod  of  Thurles,  as  an  instance  of  eccle- 
siastical interference  with  the  principles  of 
religious  liberty;  but  was  it  a  singular  cir- 
cumstance to   see  religious  In^trnctors 
taking  part  in  educational  disputes  f  When 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham}  in* 
trodnoed  a  measure  connected  with  edaes^ 
tion,  was  it  not  defeated  by  the  combined 
('p[iosition  of  the  Wc-lcvRn-^  and  other  re- 
ligious bodies  ?   Then,  as  regarded  the  nar 
tional  system  of  education  in  Ireland,  hsd 
it  not  been  opposed  by  the  great  majority 
of  the  clergymen  nf  tlu-  E.^tal)]ished  rhiirch 
in  that  country  i    He  did  nut  mcotioa 
these  ca.ses  in  the  way  of  blame ;  but  to 
show  that  on  all  questions  of  education  the 
spiritual  guides  of  the  ponplo  folt  it  their 
duty  to  tnkf!  a  part;  and  he  might  say  that 
it  was  a  duty  intimately  associated  with 
the  discharge  of  their  spiritual  functions. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  roundly  chsiged 
tho  Roman  Catliolics  with  being  guilty  of 
an  act  of  aggression  iu  the  recent  change; 
but  against  the  opinion  of  the  right  faeo. 
Gentleman  he  would  set  that  of  a  noble- 
tnan,  once  Socretary  for  Ireland — a  noble- 
miui  who  had  earned  for  himself  a  decided 
reputation,  ercn  in  the  estimate  of  his  op- 
ponents, during  his  administration  of  the 
atVairs  of  Ireland,  and  who  had  <ri^in 'd  a 
European  reputation  by  that  nobie  treaty 
known  as  the  Elliot  Convention,  which 
limited  the  sad  horrors  of  an  unnatural 
contest,  and  led  to  a  system  more  in  ac- 
cordance with  tho  legitimate  principles  of 
regular  warfare.    [The  hon.  Member  here 
read  some  passageafirom  the  pamphletof  Ao' 
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Earl  of  St.  Germans,  to  tho  effect  that,  as 
ve  gSTO  nothing  to  the  Roman  Catholic 


When  it  was  asserted  that  the  Pope 
claimed  rale  over  all  England,  ho  would. 


Church  in  England  heyond  the  toleration  in  refutation  of  that  statement,  refer  to 


extfnded  to  every  religious  Lody,  so  wo 
should  not  iutcrtVro  nitli  its  intenuil  or^r-i- 
nisation,  any  more  than  wejutcrfered  with 
that  of  Proteetant  Dissenters;  and  that  the 
lav  ought  to  ignore  the  cxisteneo  of  a 
Roman  Catliolic  Arehbishnp  of  Westmin- 
ster, or  Bishop  of  Fljmouth,  just  as  it  had 
liitherto  ignored  the  office  of  vicars-apos- 
tolic]    The  opinion  of  so  enlightened  a 


tho  Lettor-  Ayiostolic  of  tlio  Tope  hinirJclf, 
from  which  it  was  evident  that  tho  bu- 
prcme  Pontid'  did  not  speak  of  England  as 
England,  hnt  simply  with  referenee  to 
those  professing  the  Roman  Catholic  be> 
lief.  Instead  of  heing  nggrpssive,  it  spoke 
only  of  tho  increasing  numbers  of  Catholics 
in  this  conntry,  and  of  the  necessity  that 
existed  for  their  being  under  the  sole  go* 


noldeman  niiglit,  lie  tliouglit,  he  weighed  vcrnmcnt  of  bishops  deriving  their  titles 


n':'fijnst  that  of  tlio  Homo  Secretary,  (jr  of 
any  other  Geutleaum  who  had  eliaracterised 
the  late  Papal  act  as  an  a^^ression.  But 
what  had  the  celebrated  Lord  Castlereagh 
said  upon  the  question  i  f  a  C'nfliolie  hier- 
archy ?  He  argued  against  the  idea  "  that 
any  evil  or  difficulty  arose  from  the  exist- 
ence of  the  Roman  Catliolic  Church  in  an 
episeopal  form  in  Irelaiul.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  was  of  opinion  that  the  power  of 
government  incident  to  bishops  was  in  it- 
self fTo  tonto  a  salutary  reduction  of  the 
external  authority  of  the  See  of  Rome,  and 
that  ho  much  preferred  the  ministry  of 
bisliops  to  that  of  vicars-apostolic,  who 
irere  merely  missionaries,  removable  at 
pleasure,  and  bomul  implicitly  to  ohey  all 
orders  fi-oin  the  i'ope."  No  language 
could  be  more  apposite  to  tho  present  oc- 
casion than  this,  though  it  was  spoken 
many  years  ago.  The  argument  used  by 
Cardinal  Wiseman,  in  his  Appeal  to  tho 
people  of  England,  that  tho  title  and  office 


and  their  particular  cures  from  j)laces  con- 
nected with  kindred  and  home  names. 
But  it  w&s  said  that  this  was  an  attempt  to 
supersede  tho  government  of  the  bishops 
of  the  Estnltlis^hcd  Church.  Now,  no  such 
accusation  wns  made  in  tho  cose  of  Canada, 
where,  by  express  treaty,  the  Catholie  re- 
ligion was  recognised.  The  Catholic  re- 
ligi(  n  wa$  as  much  established  in  Lower 
Canada  as  was  the  Protestant  religion  by 
the  laws  uf  this  country.  There  was  a 
Roman  CathoKc  Bishop  of  Qoeheo*  and 
there  was  a  Protestant  Bishop,  with  con- 
terminous jurisdiction.  This  showed  that 
we  had  not  acted  up  everywhere  to  those 
vigorous  jprinciples  which  it  was  fancied 
had  been  laid  down  upon  this  matter.  In 
other  countries  the  course  pursued  by 
Catholics  in  this  country  was  followed  out. 
There  was  a  Latin  Patriarch  at  Constan- 
tinople, who  exercised  his  functions  with- 
out giving  any  offence  to  the  Ottoman 
Porte ;  and  at  Antioch  there  were  throe 


of  bishop  was  not  a  dignity  in  the  sense  in  !  patriarchs  belonging  to  the  ^yriac,  tho 
which  the  SoTerei$rn  was  said  to  be  the  Greek,  and  the  Latin  Churches.  Much 


fountain  of  honour  and  dignity,  had  never 
yet  been  refuted  by  any  speaker  or  writer 
on  this  question ;  and  he  was  certainly 
surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Ox- 
ford (Mr.  P.  Wood)  assert  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  a  bislmj)  to  he  created  without 
the  Fauction  of  the  Crown.  He  must  have 
forgotten  that  for  the  hrst  300  years  of 
the.  Church,  tho  Christian  religion  and 
Christian  forms  were  maintained  in  direct 
opposition  to  tho  Imperial  Government. 
JJuring  those  300  years  every  Emperor 
held  the  title  of  Ponttfex  Maxtmus,  and 
bitterly  persecuted  all  Christians,  who, 
while  they  gave  obedience  in  mattcr.s  tem- 
poral, held  their  religious  opitiions.  and 
followed  the  forms  uf  their  Church  in  de- 
fiance of  the  secular  power.  As  a  ease  in 
point,  St.  Augustine,  in  our  own  country, 
wa«  hishop  some  time  before  tho  conver- 
sion of  i^itheldrcd  had  converted  the  peop  c 
of  BogUuid  to  the  Christian  religion. 


had  been  said  with  reference  to  the  Pasto- 
ral which  had  been  recently  issued  ;  but 
that  Pastoral  was  addressed,  not  to  the 
people  of  England,  but  to  the  clergy,  se- 
cular and  reguUr,  and  the  faithful  of  tho 
archiliocese,  Tt  •was  an  adtlre.sa  that  ap- 
plied exclusively  to  l.'atholics,  and  it  wonld 
bo  acknowledged  as  an  axiom  that  a  legal 
document  could  affect  those  only  to  whom 
it  was  addressct].  The  highest  and  great- 
est authority — if  ho  might  without  impiety 
quote  IXis  words  on  that  occasion — had  said, 
'*  Whose  superscription  is  this  f the  Sa- 
viour of  mankind  having  thus  declared  that 
to  he  the  manner  in  whieli  the  definition 
of  a  uocTiment  could  he  rightly  ititorprett'd. 
The  umch-ahused  Pastoral  was  addressed 
to  the  members  of  the  Catholic  faith,  and 
to  them  alono;  and  if  any  further  corro- 
borative testimony  wa«?  required,  it  must 
bo  found  in  those  emphatic  prayers  that 
wore&eetod  to  be  recited  wtertiie  sac* 
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rific«  of  tbe  tnass»  and  wMcb  eertoinly  I  etdedly  oontntvmie  tbfel  hieU  ProtooUtm 


the  Pnmc  Ministor  could  not  say  wore  in 
tended  for  thoso  «»f  any  <»tlier  but  the  Ca- 
(liolio  ereed.  From  the  observations  of  Ui9 
legftl  officer!  of  tho  Crown  upon  tbii  mem- 
sure,  it  appeared  to  be  one  that  iutcrfcrod 
witli  80I1U'  iif  f  l;n  Tiinst  important  charities 
and  trusta  of  the  country.  It  was  a  mea- 
sure wliick  invoWod  an  aggression  ujton 
tbe  private  rights  of  property  more  nnjaat 
than  any  that  had  ever  been  attcniptc>l 
sinpc  ho  had  hnd  the  honour  of  u.  scut  in 
thui  lluudc.  liut  he  ventured  to  tell  ilio 
OoTemment  that  not  only  tb«r  legal  inge- 
nuity but  their  physical  endurance  would 
be  highly  tested  before  they  were  able  to 
earry  into  effect  this  persecuting  enact- 
ment. He  would  aay,  tbat  protcotion  at 
between  their  bishops  and  themielvcs  the 
Roman  ruthoHos  ncrdc  l  nnnc;  and  if  the 
Prime  Minister  should  have  been  led  to 
suppose  tbat  they  did  so,  tbo  address  whieb 
bad  been  presented  to  Cardinal  Wisoman 
from  the  great  body  of  their  most  talented 
and  distinguished  laymen  would  moat  do- 


tlicy  required  none;  they  only  naked  to  he 
let  alone,  to  enjny  their  own  re1i^rir>ii^ 
liberty  iu  an  unendowed  Cknrch.  wliieh 
elaimed  nothing  from  thia  oountry  but  that 
toleration  whlok  woold  permit  them  to 
mriintain  its  own  creed  and  defend  it 
against  that  of  others  who  attocked — and 
might  God  defend  the  right !  So  oonvincod 
was  he  of  tho  justice  of  his  cause,  and  of 
its  high  and  imprci^^nable  poiition,  that, 
luimblo  as  he  was,  he  had  not  flinched 
from  encountering,  and,  he  believed,  an- 
swering the  argumenta  of  tbe  First  Mnaiatar 
of  tbo  Crown.  Ho  only  claimed  for  his 
poorer  feHow-roligiouists  that  toleration 
whiuh  ho  was  willing  to  oonoode  to  all;  and 
if  he  had  said  ought  to  hnrt  the  ereed  of 
any  one,  it  had  been  most  alien  to  his 
thoughts.  TTc  had  only  sought  to  Ttndi- 
oate  his  own  creed;  and  he  trusted  ho 
should  never  say  anything  that  would  rio- 
late  the  aanotity  of  the  temple  of  raligiooi 
froedom. 


DIFFERENTIAL  DUTIES  (SPAIN). 


A  BeUer  JReport  of  iU  Reply  of  Mr.  ANDERSON,  deliwred  March  27,  1851,  in 

Vol.  exT.,  p.  683. 


Mr.  ANDERSON  replied :  With  rc^rard 
to  tho  Motion,  he  said,  that  he  regretted 
to  find  from  the  obsenrationa  of  his  hen. 
Friend  tho  Member  for  Montrose,  and  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  }.I ember  for  Man- 
chester, that,  notwithstanding  his  (Mr. 
Anderson's)  explanation  of  tho  difference 
in  principle  between  an  endeavour  to  obtain 
free  and  fair  competition  for  our  merchant 
shipping,  and  to  remove  obstruutiuns  to 
Internationa!  comnicrco— «n  endeavour  per- 
fectly consistent,  as  he  considered*  with 
tlie  jiriii('i]»u  s  nf  frri-  trivle  —  they  per- 
si»tetl  in  confounding  it  witn  the  iovyiojj;  of 
retahatory  duties  on  forcitjn  produce,  be- 
cause foreign  countrii>s  might  levy  high  du- 
ties on  our  produce.  He  maintained  that  tho 
projjosition  v.  hic!i  he  had  brought  forward 
rested  on  a  totally  dill'erent  principle.  It 
was  calculatod  to  promote  the  freedom  of 
trade  by  free  and  fair  competition.  He 
would  never  for  an  instant  ho  so  absurd  as 
to  propose,  that  because  »Spaia,  for  iu- 
atauco,  thought  proper  to  levy  a  duty  uf 


from  100  to  150  per  cent  on  the  produce 
of  our  fisheries,  as  he  liad  already  suted, 
we  should  therefore  put  a  duty  of  100  ta 
150  ]>cr  cent  ou  her  wool,  and  tliiii  ob* 
struct  and  enhance  the  cost  of  our  nmnu- 
facturiug  industry,     ilis  object  was  to 
cheapen  the  cost  and  imprave  the  meant 
of  n)avitimo  transit,  and  to  show  that  we 
'  eniihl  do  so  without  detriment  to  any  other 
British  interest.     After,  however,  what 
had  been  stated  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Poreiga  Department,  and  the 
strong  op".:iinii;^  as  to  tlio  injustice  of  this 
part  of  the  commercial  policy  of  Spain, 
which  had  been  pronounced  on  both  sides 
uf  tbe  Ilouse,  he  felt  that  ho  should  better 
promote  the  object  which  he  had  in  view 
by  leaving"  it  for  the  ]>re-ent  in  tho  hands 
of  the  noble  Lord,  ih;;u  oy  pressing  bis 
Motion  to  a  division^  and  would,  therSsre, 
with  the  leave  of  the  House,  withdraw  it. 

Ma.  BANKKS  and  otlicr  hon.  Gentlc- 
mcu,  however,  called  for  a  division,  and 
th«  House  dtykled* 
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T.  AN  Aet  to  amtnd  the  PMaeogen  A«t,  1840. 

U.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Inclosuie  of  certain 
Lauda  in  pursuance  of  tbo  Sixth  Anuual  iieport 
of  tbo  InehMiira  Commifaioden. 

III.  An  Act  to  ai>})<y  tlie  Sinn  of  Ei'jlit  Millions 
out  of  tbo  Con»oli(iat«d  Fund  to  the  Senrioo  of 
tlia  Twr  One  tbotmad  eight  hondred  and 
fifty-one. 

IV.  An  Act  to  enable  Ilor  Majesty  to  appoint  a 
Vicc-ChaaoeUor  in  the  room  of  Sir  Jamet 
Wigram,  resigned. 

V.  An  Act  for  the  Regulation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Royal  ^Larinc  Forces  while  on  Shore. 

VL  An  Act  for  punishing  Mutiny  and  Desertion, 
and  for  the  better  Payinonk  of  the  Anny  and 
their  Quarters. 

YII.  An  Act  to  amend  .in  Act  of  tbo  Parliament 
of  Ireland  of  tho  Twenty-fifth  Tear  of  King 
Ocor^j  tho  Third,  for  e\])!aining  .nnd  amending 
»uvcTal  Laws  for  tho  Eiicourageuient  of  Agri- 
culture, so  far  ae  relate*  to  Lemie*  for  the  £ne- 
tion  of  Mills. 

VIIL  An  Act  to  extend  tho  Provisions  of  the 
Designs  Act,  lS50,and  to  <;ivc  Protection  from 
Piraoy  to  Fcrsone  exhibiting  new  Inventions 
in  the  Ezhihition  of  the  Wonce  of  Induetry  of 
all  Natiuiis  in  One  thoiunnd  eight  hundred  and 
fiily-ouc. 

IX.  An  Act  fbr  raising  the  Sum  of  Seventeen  Mil- 
lions seven  hundred  and  fifty-six  thoii^nnd  six 
hundred  Pounds  by  Exchequer  Bills,  ior  the 
Service  of  tho  Tear  One  thoiiaand  eight  hun- 
dred and  fifty-onf». 

X.  An  Act  to  iiidcjuuify  such  I'crsoiis  iu  the 
United  Kingdom  as  h.-ivc  omitted  to  qualify 

.  tiwmielTee  fax  Offloes  and  Enploymenbs  and 


to  extend  tho  Time  limited  fbr  those  Purposes 

reB[)octivoiy. 

XI.  An  Act  ior  the  l>ctter  Protection  of  Fenona 
under  the  Care  and  Control  of  other*  m  Ap> 

prentices  or  Sorv.uits;  mid  to  enable  the  Guar- 
dians and  Oversoers  ut  tlie  Poor  to  institute  and 
conduct  Prosecutions  in  certain  Ciscs, 
XTI.  An  Act  to  eontinuo  tho  Duties  and  Prn'^ts 
arising  from  I'roperty,  Professions,  Trades,  and 
OIBeea,  and  to  amend  the  Aot  impoung  tho 
same. 

XIII.  An  Act  to  regulate  tho  Sale  of  Arsenic. 

XIV.  An  Act  to  aiiii-nd  tho  Law  for  tlic  llcf^is- 
traUon  of  certain  Persons  ooauuoiUy  known  as 
'*  Componnd  Honeeholdcre,"  and  to  fiicilitato 
the  Exc'rci'O  liy  .-^uch  Persons  of  their  Ki'.'Iit  to 
vote  in  the  Election  of  Borough  Members  to 
serve  in  Parliament. 

XV.  An  Aft  to  .imend  tho  Court  of  Ohaaoorj 
{ Iri  li'tid)  ilegul.%tion  Act,  1850. 

An  Act  for  the  hotter  Mana;;oment  and 
Control  of  tho  Iliglnvays  in  South  Widt  s. 

XVII.  An  Act  further  to  cxpl.iin  and  amend  nn 
Act  for  tho  Uegulation  of  Process  and  Practice 
in  the  Superior  Courts  of  Common  Lair  in  /rtf- 
land. 

XVIII.  An  Act  to  contiiiuo  the  StAmp  Duties 
granted  by  an  .\ctof  the  Fifth  and  J^i-vtli  Years 
of  ller  present  Majesty,  to  assimilate  tho  Stamp 
Duties  in  Great  JU-ilidii  .md  Ireltin<l,  ai»d  to 
make  Regulations  fur  collecting  and  managing 
the  same. 

XIX.  An  Act  for  tho  hotter  Prevention  of  Of* 

fences. 

XX.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Remedies  provided  by 
the  Beoemible  Leasehold  Converaion  Act,  for 
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the  Recovery  of  Foo-farm  Rents  under  that 
Act,  to  ail  other  F«e-£»rm  Renu  in  IrcUmd  re- 
Berred  upon  Grnnta  of  Land  in  whieh  the  Gnw- 

;  have  no  Reversion. 
XXI.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Sixth  and 
Seventh  Ye«r«  of  Her  Majesty,  to  nn)end  an 
Al  t  of  ttio  Nineteenth  and  Twentieth  Years  of 
King  t!'  vnje  tlic  Tliird  for  empowering  Grand 
Juries  in  Irclatid  to  present  Hridgcs,  and  Tolls 
to  be  p*id  for  passing  the  wuue  in  certain 

XX TT.  An  Act  to  continue  tli>-'  Surv.  v  r>f  '7a  .;/ 
Britain,  Berwick-iqxtn- Tweed,  atul  "Jio  <■/ 
Man. 

XXIII.  An  Act  to  author!/*'  fm-  a  further  Period 
the  Advance  of  Money  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  to  a  limited  Amount  for  carrying  on 
FubUo  Works  and  Fisheries  and  Employment 
of  the  Poor. 

XXIV.  An  Al  l  tn  aniond  the  Act*  ftr  ibo  gmt- 

ing  of  Sites  for  Schools. 
ZXV.  An  Aet  to  improve  the  Law  of  Landlord 

and  Tenant  in  rrlation  to  Kmbirmenta,  to  grow- 
ing Crup^  .seized  lit  Execution,  aud  to  Agricul- 
tural Tenants  Fixtures. 

XXVI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Brittfh  White  Herring  Fishery. 

XX^'II.  An  Al  t  ti'  uiiu/nd  certain  U>r  tlio 

Improvement  of  I'ruons  and  Triistiu  DiBciplino 
in  SeotUtnd. 

XXVIII.  An  A.'t  for  the  WoU^ordcriDg  of  Com- 
mon Lodgitig  Houses. 

XXIX.  An  Act  for  fitrther  eontinning  certain 
temporary  Provision*  cooeoraing  Ecclesiastical 

Jurisdiction  in  Eiufland. 
XX,\.  An  Act  to  continue  an  Aet  for  authorizing 
the  application  of  llighwajr  Kates  to  Turnpike 
Reads. 

ZXXL  An  Act  to  coritlMu  -  nn  Ar!:  to  amend  tbe 
Lawn  relating  to  Liian  SiK  n  tic. 

XXXII.  An  Act  to  8U>;K>nd  llio  ranking  of  List* 
and  the  Ballots  and  Enrolments  for  the  Militia 
of  the  United  Kingdom. 

XXXIII.  An  Act  to  enlarge  the  Period  aUomd 
for  compounding  for  Assessed  Taxes. 

XXZIV.  An  Ace  to  eneonrago  the  Establishment 
of  Lodging  Ilou-^i  ??  for  the  Labouring  Classes. 

XXXV.  An  Aet  to  extend  the  Iicuofit«  of  certain 
Provisions  of  the  General  Merchant  Seamen's 
Act  relating  to  Apprentices  bound  to  tho  .Sea 
Service  to  Apprentices  botmd  to  the  Sea  Ser- 
vice by  Hoards  of  Guardians  of  tho  Poor  in 
Ircl  ••>■!.  ,md  to  enable  such  Guardians  to  place 
out  IJnys  in  the  Naral  Serrlee. 

XXXVI.  An  Aet  to  repeal  the  Duties  payable  on 
Dwelling  llousos  according  to  tho  Camber  of 
Windows  or  Lights,  and  to  grant  ia  lieu  thereof 
other  Duties  <n\  Iii]:a]  ited  Houses  according  to 
their  annual  Value. 

XXXVII.  An  Act  to  continue  certain  Tonpifce 
Acts  in  Gre«xt  Mritain. 

XXXVlIL  An  Actto  freilitnte  Arrangenicnts  for 

tl»e   Ivclii  f  of  TiirnjiiKO  'J'ru-ts,  and  fo  iii.il.'^ 

rrrtain  Provisions  rcspccliug  Exemptions  from 

Tolls. 

XX.XiX.  An  Art  to  exempt  Burgesses  and  Froo- 
laen  in  certain  Cases  from  tho  Operation  of  an 
Act  for  the  better  assessing  and  collecting  the 
jPoor  Kates  and  ilighwaj  Kates  in  T99p»%  of 
Small  Tenements. 

XL.  An  Act  for  Maniai" in  India, 

XLL  An  Act  to  regulate  the  Salaries  of  the 
Chief  JiatiQ««r  tho  Court  of  <liMen*li  Beocli  tad 


the  Chief  JnitiM  of  the  Cotttt  of  Common 

Pleas. 

XLU.  An  Aet  to  make  better  Prorision  ftr  the 

Management  of  the  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land 

Revenues  of  the  Crown,  and  for  the  Direction 

oi'  I'ubiic  Works  .ind  Buildings. 
XLIII.  An  Act  for  disafforesting  the  Foreet  of 

UainauU  in  the  County  of  Kttex. 
XLIV.  An  Act  to  continue  certain  Actlftir! 

bting  Turnpike  Reads  in  Jrtiemd. 
XLV.  An  Aet  to  eontinne  an  Aet  of  tiie  Fifth  and 

Sixth  Years  of  Uf'r  jirr^ent  M.ajosty  for  amend- 
ini:  the  Law  relative  to  i'nvat«  Lunatic  Asylurus 
in  Jiil  iii'l. 

XLVI.  An  Act  to  amend  Two  several  Acts  of  Iler 
M.njesty'8  Reign  enabling  the  Commisaionera  of 
Iler  Majesty's  Woods  to  purchase  Lands  for 
and  to  form  Victoria  Park;  and  to  ind«mnify 
the  Trustees  of  Copyhold  Lands  held  in  trust 
fr.r  Ib  r  Majesty. 

XLV  11.  An  Act  to  continue  the  Exemption  of 
InliaUtanta  from  Liability  to  bo  rated  as  Mch 
io  respect  of  Stock  in  Trade  or  other  Propertj 
to  the  Relief  of  the  Poor. 

XLVIII.  An  Act  to  continue  an  Act  of  the  Sec- 
ond and  Third  Years  of  Uer  prsieat  llajestr, 
**  To  extend  and  render  more  eflbetoal  for  Five 
Tear:-  an  Act  passed  in  the  Fourth  Ye.ar  of  Hit 
late  Majesty  Heortjc  the  Fourth,  to  amend  an 
Act  passed  in  thc  Fiftie^  Year  of  IBs  Majesty 
^?t  *>r7^•  tlie  Tljird,  for  preventing  the  adminis- 
tering and  kiking  unlawful  Oaths  in  L  vUitui," 
as  the  same  is  amended  by  an  Act  of  tbo 
Eleventh  and  Twelfth  Yean  of  Her  Mi^j's 
Ileign. 

XLIX.  An  Aft  (o  n  peal  an  Act  of  the  Eleventh 
and  Twelfth  Years  of  iler  present  Majesty,  for 
making  preliminary  Inquiries  in  oertain  Ca 
of  Ajiplication^  fir  Local  Acts,  and  tO 
other  Provisional  in  lit  n  thorfof. 

L.  An  Act  to  amend  tho  Public  Ili-alth  Act.  and 
an  Act  of  tho  Third  and  Fourth  Years  of  King 
Wifliam  the  Fourth,  in  rc»iioct  of  the  Asscsa- 
hwnt  of  J  itbe  and  Tithe  Bent^$hu|p»  fiur  eor> 
taia  Rates, 

LL  An  Aet  to  antborife  fbr  a  fhrCher  Feriod 

tho  Applicatioti  (if  Monov  f  ir  (In-  Pui-poscs  of 
Loans  for  carrying  on  i'ublic  Works  m  /«- 
land. 

LII.  An  Act  to  facilitate  the  more  speedy  Arrest 

of  absconding  Debtors. 

LI  11.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  continue  tho 
Copyhold  and  indosure  Commissions,  and  to 
provide  for  tho  Completion  of  Proceedhigs  nn- 
dcr  the  Tithe  Comnint  ition  A^  's. 

LIV.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  indosure  of  certain 
Lauds  in  pursuance  of  a  Special  Beport  of  the 
Indosure  Commi*  ionrrs. 

LV.  An  Act  to  aim  ml  the  Law  relating  to  tbo 
Exj>en8es  of  Prosecutions,  and  to  make  further 
l^rovision  ibr  tbo  ApprebeosuHi  and  Trial  of 
Ofl^ders,  in  oertain  Cases. 

L^'I.  An  Al  t  to  sanction  the  Service  by  Post  of 
Notices  rchitive  to  the  Proceedings  oif  oertain 
charitable  Ittstitatiotw,  aad  to  make  fiuiher 
Provision  as  to  the  Sanriee  of  such  Kotieee  in 

future. 

LVII.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  JjM 
relating  to  Civil  Bills  and  tho  Courts  of  Quar- 
ter Sessions  in  Irtland,  and  to  transfer  to  the 
A'isistaiit  Barristers  certain  Jurisdiction  asto 
Insolvent  Debtors. 

LVIIX,  An  Aot  to  defhj  tho  ChMse  of  tho  Hf, 
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Clothing,  anil  rontinfr'  nt  and  other  Expenses  of 
the  Disembodied  Mihtin  ia  (Jreat  Britain  sod 
Inlcaid:  to  grant  AUowaucca  in  certain  CaiM 
to  SulKutoni  OfRecrs,  Adjutants,  Poymaater?, 
(^uartcrmaatcra,  Surgeons,  Assistant  Surgeous, 
Surgeons  Mmtes,  nnd  Serjeant  Majors  of  the 
MOitin ;  and  to  authorise  the  Employment  of 
the  Non-comniissioued  Offlcen. 

XI^-  An  Art  to  ooiitiniH"  crrt.iin  of  the  Allow- 
ances of  tho  Duty  of  Excise  on  Soap  used  in 
HanufiwtuTeB. 

LX.  An  Act  to  prevent  f:!io  Assvunption  of  cer- 
tain Ecclesiastical  Titles  in  respoct.  of  Tlacus  in 
tho  United  Kingdom. 

LXI.  An  Act  for  providing  a  Metropolitan  Mar- 
ket und  Conveniences  connected  therewith  in 
lieu  of  the  Cattle  Market  at  SmilhjUld. 

LXII.  An  Act  to  alter  eertain  Duties  of  Customs, 
and  to  enable  the  Treasurj  to  regulate  the 
Mode  of  keeping  the  Account  between  tho  Re- 
ceiver General  of  Customs  and  the  Bank  of 
England, 

LXIII.  An  Act  for  tho  Settlement  of  tlie  T^mm- 
dnries  between  tho  Provinces  of  Canada  and 

IjXIV.  An  Act  to  rr'[H-al  the  Act  for  oonstituting 
Conunissioners  of  iUiivrnys. 

LXV.  An.  Act  to  continue  certain  temporary 
Provisions  relating  to  the  Collection  of  Grand 
Jvary  Cess  in  Ireland  ;  and  also  to  provide  for  ' 
the  due-  Annexation  of  an  isolated  District,  ' 
formerly  of  tho  County  oiJ!?uUi$t,  to  a  Barony  j 
of  llw  Oonnty  of  WidUcw^  tor  tho  Pnrpoaes  oT  I 
Grand  Jury  C«ss  and  other  Purposes. 

UCYI.  An  Act  for  rebuilding  the  Bridgo  over  tho 
River  AV««  at  tho  Town  of  JmerMU,  and  im- 
proving the  Appro.iehes  thereto  :  and  for 
amending  the  Acts  relating  to  llighUud  Roads 
and  Bridges. 

JuXVII.  An  Act  to  repeal  so  much  of  an  Act  of  i 
the  Twelfth  Year  of  King  Oforge  the  Third, 
relating,'  ti>  the  making,  keeping,  and  Carriage 
of  Gunpowder,  as  exempts  therefrom  certain 
Gunpowder  Magmiinei  and  Stores  near  Liver' 
pool,  and  to  mak--  <  fi-!nin  (<  iiiTMir;My  IVovi-ions 
with  regard  to  the  said  Magazines  and  Stores. 

LXV  III.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  better  Distri- 
bution, Support,  and  ^^.ln:lgcnl^^^  of  Medical 
Charities  in  Ireland  ;  .nud  to  am  end  an  Act  of 
the  Eleventh  Year  of  Her  M.ijc»ty,  to  provide 
for  the  Exocntion  of  the  Laws  for  the  Relief  of 
the  Poor  in  IMand. 

LXIX.  An  Aet  t<>  iriii'iniie  an  Act  of  the  Twelfth 
Year  of  Her  present  .Majettty,  to  prevent  the 
spreading  of  contagious  or  tnfcetioos  disorders 
among  Slieep.  Ca(th\  and  otie'r  Animals. 

LXX.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  certain  I'ro- 
Tisions  of  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Aet, 
1*^15,  no  thr  a=!  relates  tn  In  firnd. 

LXXl.  An  Act  lu  repeal  cerUun  Statutes  relating 
to  tlio  Irt'th  Branch  of  tho  United  Chttfeh  of 
Enalaad  and  Ireland. 

LXXn.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  tho 
Laws  relating  to  the  Ereetiun  ami  Endowment 
of  Churches  and  Chapels  and  Perpetual  Cura- 
cies In  Irdand. 

JLXXIIT.  An  Act  to  ronsolidato  and  amend  the 
Law^  relating  to  Ecclesiastical  Rosideitccs  in 
Ireland. 

LX  X  !  v.  .\n  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  tho  Eleventh 
and  i  w'  lfih  Years  of  Iler  M.ijesty,  relating  to 
Poor  Rate  Poundage  and  tlio  Valuation  of 
Eoelosiastio*  iVnovcrty  in  Jrekmd;  and  to  pnu 


vide  r  I  '.he  Renewal  of  Leases  of  Lands  dii* 
appropriated  from  Bishopries. 
LXXV.  An  Aet  to  ammd  and  eontinm  tho  Ma* 

tropolitan  Sewers  Acts. 

LXXVI.  An  Act  to  extinguish  tho  Riglit  of  tho 
Crown  to  Deer  in  the  New  Forest,  and  to  givo 
Compensation  in  lieu  thereof ;  and  for  otJmr 
Purposes  relating  to  tho  said  Forest. 

LXXVII.  An  Act  to  alter  and  extend  the  Powers 
of  an  Act  of  tho  ^iuth  and  Tenth  Years  of 
Her  Majesty's  Reign,  intituled  An  Aet  to  em- 
jwwer  til':  CcmmissioHCi  s  of  IIi  r  MiJ-  st^'g 
Woods  to  form  a  Koyal  J^ark  in  Battersea 
Fields  in  ike  Comtyof  Snrrey. 

LXXVIII.  An  Act  to  enntinno  and  amend  an  Act 
for  estabhbhiug  an  Utliue  tor  the  Benefit  uf  tha 
Coalwhippers  of  tho  Port  of  London. 

LXXIX.  An  Act  to  consolidate  aud  amend  the 
Laws  relating  to  tho  Regulation  of  Steam  Navi- 
gation, and  to  die  Boat«  and  IJghts  to  bo  oar* 
ried  by  Sea-going  VesseU. 

LXXX.  An  Aet  lor  conllrroing  a  certain  Pro- 
visional  Order  of  tlie  General  Board  of  Health 
for  applying  tho  Public  Health  Act,  1848,  to 
the  Borough  of  Great  TtfroMmtft  in  tiw  County 
of  Norfolk. 

LXXXl.  All  Act  to  authorize  the  Removal  from 
India  of  Insane  Persons  charged  with  Offences, 
and  to  give  better  Effect  to  Inquisitions  of 
Lunacy  taken  in  India. 

LXXXII.  An  Act  to  simplify  tho  Forms  of  Ap- 
pointmentit  to  oertain  Offices,  and  tho  Manner 
of  passing  Gnnts  under  the  Great  SeaL 

LX,XXin.  An  Act  to  jmprovo  the  Administra- 
tion of  Justice  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  and 
in  tho  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Priry  GoonolL 

LXXX IV.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  an  Aet 
empowering  the  Catil'  ibunj  AsscKiialiou  to  dis- 
pose of  certain  Lands  in  i\ew  Zealand. 

LXXXV.  An  Act  Airther  to  amend  an  Act  of 
tho  Sixth  Y«HT  of  King  WtUiam  tlm  Fourth* 

to  consolidate  and  amend  the  I^aws  relating  tO 

the  Constabulary  Forco  in  Ireland. 
LXXXVT.  An  Act  to  regnlato  tho  AAurt  of  tmi 

taiti  Srttlemcnts  cstahlislied  hy  the  ZtO- 
Li»d  t'otnpany  in  New  Zt  alaitd, 

LXXXVll.  An  Act  to  regulate  ccrUiin  Proceed- 
ings in  relation  to  the  Elections  of  Ropreoenta* 
tive  Peers  for  Scotland. 

LXXXVIII.  An  Act  for  amending  the  several 
Acts  for  the  Regnlation  of  Attornies  and  Soli- 
citors. 

LXXXIX.  An  Aet  to  amend  f!ie  ^letropoHtan 
Interment  Act,  1850,  and  to  authorize  tho 
Adraneo  of  Poblio  Money  to  a  limited  amoimt 

for  the  I'urpn'jef!  of  the  said  Aet. 

XC.  An  Aet  fur  the  itetter  i'oUcction  of  Fines, 
Penalties,  Issues,  Aiuerciantents,  and  forfeited 
Rccoirni^ances  in  Jr^  l'iii'!. 

XCI.  An  Act  to  .luthorizo  tho  Application  of 
Advances  (out  of  Money  now  authoriied  to  bo 
advanced  for  tbo  Improvement  of  lAttded  Pro- 
perty) to  fiicilitate  Emigration  from  oertain  dis- 

ti-iets  of  Scolhiiul. 

XCII.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Acta 
rehiting  to  oerti^  Oflbnoes  and  other  Untten 

an  to  which  Justiees  of  tlie  Peaco  exerolso 
Summary  Jurisdiction  in  Ireland. 

XCIII.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  the 
Acts  regulating  the  Proceedings  at  Petty  Ses- 
sions, and  the  Duties  of  Justices  of  tho  Peace 
out  of  Quarter  Sessions,  in  Ireland. 

XCIV.  An  Act  to  delino  and  amend  tho  Mineral 
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CustomB  of  ocTtAin  P»rt«  of  tho  Hundred  of 
U^h  Fcak  in  the  Coantf  of  Derby,  Part  of 
the  PowHwioiH  of  Her  Mnjosty's  DuchT  of 
jAiwagtcr :  to  rnako  Provision  for  th<-  l»  tt<  i- 
Adnunintriition  of  Justice  in  the  Darinoto 
Ooart*  therein ;  nnd  to  iinprore  the  Fraotice 
nnd  Proceeding  of  the  said  Courts. 

XCV.    Ati  Act  for  tmnsfcrrinp  the  Duties  of 
paving,  lighting,  watering,  nnd  cleansing  Parta 
of  the  Crown  Eatate  in  the  District  of  the 
Rf/renft  Porlr  and  eertoin  Stre<^  and  Places 
iit      !ff:ii  'nt(er  from  the  CommiaAioncrs  acting 
under  several  Acts  of  Their  bte  Majesties ! 
King  Gtoraff  the  Fourth  and  King  WtUiavi  the  I 
Fourth  to  tha  Parishes  ;  and  for  transferring 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  said  Commissioners  over 
certain  other  places  in   Westmttut^  to  the 
Commiasioners  of  Uor  Majcttj's  Woriu  and 
Pubtio  Buildings  ;  ai»d  fbt  other  Purpoees. 

XCVI.  An  Aci  to  aawnd  tha  MeroaatUe  Marine 
Act,  ISdO. 

XCVU.  All  Aai  to  amend  the  Cliiireh  BaOdbif 

Acts. 

XCVIII.  An  Act  for  confimiing  certain  Provi- 

sional  Orders  of  tho  General  Board  of  Health. 
XCIX.  An  Aot  to  amaod  (ha  Law  of  Eridenoe. 


C.  An  Act  for  further  improiifilg  the 
tion  of  Orimiual  Juitioe. 

CI.  An  Act  to  apply  a  SwD  out  ef  the  Consoli- 
(l;it«'<l  Fuml,  and  certain  other  Sum?,  to  tiio 
Service  of  the  Year  One  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  Afty-one  ;  and  to  appropriate  the  Sup- 
jrfantod  in  this  Se55ion  of  Parliament. 

Cll.  A  a  Act  to  amend  tho  Acts  relating  to  the 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  and  to  proride  for 
winding  up  the  said  Fond,  and  for  the  better 
Management  thereof  in  ^  meantime. 

cm.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisioikal 
Orders  of  the  General  Board  of  Health. 

CIV.  An  Aot  to  facilitate  the  Managemenfc  and 
IniproTcment  of  Episcopal  aad  Capitalar 
iC^ tales  in  Knglaixd. 

CV.  An  Act  to  continue  an  Act  of  tho  Four- 
teenth Yoar  of  Hor  Majesty  for  charging  the 
Malntenanoe  of  eertafti  poor  Persons  in  Unions 
in  England  and  Wals  upon  tho  Coinru'm 
Fund  ;  and  to  make  certain  Amcndincati  ia 
the  Laws  for  the  Relief  of  the  Poor. 

CVI.  An  Act  for  appointing  Commissioners  to 
inquire  into  the  HxistoQca  of  Bribery  in  the 
Bomgh  of  A.  ^OiMi. 
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LAN  Aot  for  repairing  and  managing  tho  Roads 
Fi.  from  tho  Brighthelnitton  Road  at  Jhtewa^ 
to  Band  Crott,  aad  from  Pytcoabe  to  we  An- 
field  Road  at  Pitjfmui^  Cemmmt,  is  tlie  County 

of  SutMH, 

ii.  An  Aot  for  the  ImproTement  of  the  Sewerage 

of  the  Borough  of  /Aticetttrr,  and  for  uiakin?^ 
otlier  Provisions  for  the  Sanitary  lU'^'uktliun  of 

BUCll  r.nfough. 

lii.  An  Act  for  building  a  Bridge  over  Ousclmi'H. 
with  Approaches  thereto,  in  the  Borough  and 
County  of  A'  umttlc-upoiv-Tync. 

iv.  An  Act  to  make  tlio  Limits  of  the  DcuMbury 
Gaa  Aet  eomroensurate  with  the  whole  of  thie 
Pariah  of  D-^'sbury  ami  tlio  TnXTii'-hip  of 
Bailey  in  tho  Parish  of  BalUtt:  and  to  author- 
ize the  raising  of  a  further  Sum  of  Money. 

T.  An  Aet  for  rendering  valid  certain  Letters 
Patent  granted  to  John  Laird  of  Birkailttad, 
Shipbuilder. 

tL  An  Act  for  eatablishing  new  Markets  and 
Market  naeoa  In  the  City  of  AirJkim.  for  abol. 

ishinp  the  Corn  Tol's  ami  for  rrinilatin^'  the 
Markets  and  Fairs  withm  tho  said  Cit>  aiid 
the  Suburbs  ther(»of,  and  for  other  Purposes, 
▼ii.       Act  for  alti  i-iii;r  and  amcmlin;:  Thi>  WtiU 
vnn-ih  Comium  lucioauro  Act,  lU  Oeo.  3,  Cap. 


72 ;  for  authorizing  a  Partiiioa  of  the  WalU 
worth  Comnunt  Estate;  forinoorporatingthe  Go- 
vernors and  Guardians  of  the  Poor  of  the  Par. 

ibh  of  Saiuf  }fytr:/  X'  lvinfftoH  ia  the  County  of' 
SurrfUt  and  for  enabling  such  Goreruors  and 
Gnardiaiu  to  erect  a  new  WorklMNue;  for 
altf>rinn-  and  amending  the  Acts  54  G<^o.  S, 
Cap.  113,  and  tlie  1  Geo.  4,  Cap.  41,  relating 
to  tho  eaid  Parish ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

viii.  An  Act  for  amending  an  Act  passed  in  the 
Forty-second  Year  of  tlje  Reign  of  His  Ma- 
jesty KiiiL'  G'orij':  tho  'I'hini,  lur  draining  :ind 
improving  certain  Fon  Lauds  and  Low  Grouada 
in  the  Parishes  of  DcmAamMaglui,  WmbU' 

Sr.nc  nardotjA,  and  i^MMr,  in  the 
C'liuuty  of  y</)jolk. 

ix.  An  Act  to  confirm  the  Issue  ti  oertain  Shares 
in  the  Reading  Cemetery  Company ;  to  ena.blo 
the  Company  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money ; 
and  lor  other  Purposes. 

X.  An  Act  for  Relief  to  the  several  Townships  in 
the  Parish  of  MandtetUr  from  the  Befeir  of 
Highways  noi  dtmte  Within  mieh  Townahift 
rcKpectirely. 

xi.  An  Act  to  extend  and  amend  the  Provisions 

of  tho  Act  rolatin^  t'^  t',.  -7' -i^  Vrf  o/„i 
Paimwick  Di^trici  oi  iiuupikc  iload  m  the 
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County  r.f  Oloi«^tkr,  »inii  to  cmto  ft  filrtbcr 

'i'erm  ttiercio. 
An  Aot  to  •mend  und  extend  the  Provtalons 

of  thf  Art'?  rrlating  to  tho  Chffltnham  and 
f//f.f ^/  Uisirict  of  Tiirnpiko  Roada  io  t\n- 
<  ii:>t?  of  GloueetteTfUiA  to  creote  *  ftirtht  r 
Term  tl)crcin. 

liii.  An  Act  for  keeping  in  repatr  the  Road  from 
Appleby  in  tho  County  of  Wettmtrrfhind  t  j 
Kiri/y^n- Kendal,  and  from  OrUm  to  tUe  Turn- 
pike Road  near  iSAof*,  imd  from  Etghgata^  near 
Trhnj,  throtigh  A7,■^^;/  ^fc^jAcMt  tO  ifer^ff 
Brofujh  in  the  eaid  (Jaunty. 

slv.  An  Aot  for  incorpomting  "The  Scaibor«mh 
Gaa  Company,"  for  enabling  the  Company  to 
miso  a  further  Sum  of  Money  for  better  sup- 
plying tlir'  Borough  of  Searhorou^  with  Gu-i, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

xt.  An  Aet  to  lunend  nnd  extend  tho  Prorisions 
of  in  Act  for  widening  and  improving  the  nund 
le.idiug  from  the  Turnpike  Road  in  tho  Town 
of  Tentcrdtn,  through  Woo-h-limch,  to  Ware- 
home,  and  th'j  Ro.ul  I.  nding  out  of  tho  Turn- 
pike Road  in  the  Tari-sh  vf  JJ'  tlursdcn,  through 
Woodchureh,  to  AppUilerf,  in  the  County  of 
Kcni  ;  and  to  create  a  fiirthor  Term  tbereiA. 

xri.  An  Aet  to  provide  for  tlie  AHemtioti  or 
Kxtingiiiiihnu'nt  of  tlu>  oxi^tin:,'  I^i^'Lts  in  the 
Freemen's  Pastures  In  tho  Township  and  Bo- 
ron^ of  Bar&epocl  in  the  County  or  Durhatn, 
nnd  for  tlio  Appropriation  and  Mana«r<"ment  of 
such  Pastures  ;  for  vesting  in  tho  Bo<ly  Cor- 
porate of  tho  Borough  the  Harbour  Duet  ro- 
OoiTable  by  tbem ;  and  for  other  Pnrpoees. 

zvii.  An  Aet  to  atnend  an  Aet  passed  fn  the  Third 
Year  of  tho  Reign  of  King  (jcor'W  the  l-'onrth, 
intituled  An  Act  for  more  >  J]'':rtuaUij  rfpdiiriuij 
ihe  Roads  from  Nether  Bridg(>  to  I^rens  Bridge, 

au'f  from  tli'  ii'-r  thnJWjh  thf.  Town  of  Millff;!<ip 
to  lij^uH,  luul  from  t)u'  Toivn  of  MiUtlir<ij»  />_' 
ITanghridge,  ami  from  t  If  nee  to  join  th>-  l\>v<>n- 
«yke  Tumpih'  Road  war  Ciawthrop  Uail,  tti 
Uie  Coteniy  of  Westmoreland. 

XViii.  An  A<'t  for  moi-o  offcrtually  rrTiairiiig  thi> 
Kood  from  Jicrk  Fen  Lane  in  the  Parish  of 
MktenhaU  in  the  County  of  Suffolk  to  LittUt- 
pnrt  in  tho  hlc  of  Ehj  and  County  at  Cambridge, 
and  oiiier  Koads  therein  mentioned  in  the  Coun- 
ties of  Norfolk  and  Suffolk. 

SAX.  An  Act  to  authorize  tho  Con'struetion  of  a 
Bridge  across  the  Lower  Turunike  Road  lend- 
ing fVom  (h  rcnmch  to  ll'oohoiVAiandtbioorosii- 
iag  of  a  Footpath. 

XX.  An  Act  ihr  maintaining  tn  repair  scv<era1  Roadt 
Icaditiu  from  and  through  the  T»iwn  of  W'iv-  Ug- 
comht'  in  tl\c  County  of  Somerset,  and  tbo  llo;ids 
alining  thereto  in  the  Counties  of  Somerect 
nr^d  P''vou. 

xxL  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Chester  and  Ilohjhead  Railw.iy  near  Banffor  to 
Port  Dinorwie  and  dtermrvon. 

3udi.  An  Aet  io  amend  some  of  tho  Froristons  of 
the  Acts  relating  to  t!n  Hrhlvl  and  E.r-  !  r 
B.-iilway  Com^ny,  and  to  ^rant  to  such  Cum- 

?any  oertnin  Powers  of  holmng  Shares  in  other 
^idertnkings. 
xxiii.  All  Act  for  empowering  the  Stockton  and 
Darlinijton  Railway  Compsnr,  and  their  Ta's- 
•ora,  the  Wear  Valley  Railway  Company  and 
the  i^d^e*tMi>uffk  and  Itedear  Railway  Com- 
pany, to  raise  moro  Money ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

acxir.  An  Aet  for  repairing  the  Road  kadiiif  from 


Shrewshtiy  to  T!ridipwrtht  and  MToral  Otiiw 
Roads  tborciu  mentioned, 
sxr.  An  Aet  to  ennblo  the  SeeUith  Cenirat  Rail- 

way  Coiupnny  to  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Mminy. 

xxri.  An  Aet  Ini  uiaking  a  Railway  from  JJalcs- 
v'ort.'t  t  il  Ikcdti-  nml  Ifaddiscfte,  with  n  itranuh 
therefrom,  to  l>e  oallod  "  The  JUaUtumrthf  Bec- 
clft.  and  Haddheof.  Railway." 

x\\  ii.  All  Aet  for  enubliii-,'  tlio  North  British  Rail* 
way  Company  to  enlarge  their  Station  at  Mdm* 
6tiivA,  and  to  make  oertain  shwt  Railways  there 
and  at  Dalkeith;  :unl  for  otlu;r  Purposes. 

xxviii.  An  Act  for  iimkiag  a  Uraneh  Railway  from 
tho  London  oivl  IV  jckvuall  Railway  to  Bayden 
Square,  Whilt'chapcl :  and  for  amonding  somo 
of  the  I  'owers  of  tlio  Acts  relating  tv  tlm  London 
<ii.'l  I'lackwall  Railway  Conjpany. 

zxix.  An  Act  for  extending  tlie  Benefit  of  the 
Royal  Kaval  Sehooi  to  Children  at  present  in- 
eligible to  bo  ailrnittod  therein,  niul  Air  .luthori?,- 
ing  tho  Establishment  of  a  Chapel  in  connexion 
with  the  said  Seliool,  and  for  amending  the  Aeta 
r.'latinrr  thereto. 

x:\x.  All  Aet  for  extending  the  Time  liinitcd  for 
widening  the  London  and  Blacktcall  Railway, 
and  for  making  the  Bi-anohes  to  the  London  and 
&tint  Kathffnne  Books  r  ibr  ereeting  a  Station 
and  other  Woi-'as  nt  Rhf<l\<\i  ,  U  in  the  Parish  of 
Saint,  Anne  ;  and  for  amending  tho  Acts  relat- 
ing to  the  said  Railway. 

xxxi.  An  Act  for  continuing  tho  Term  and  amend- 
ing and  extending  tho  Provisions  of  tho  Aot  re- 
lating to  tho  Western  District  of  th»  Bidmtlld. 
and  Laneaster  Turnpike  Road. 

xxxii.  An  Art  to  enable  the  Company  of  Propric- 
toi  s  oftl;  ■  R'  nf'<,  Cmal  to  enlarge  the  Rescr- 
Toir  on  the  River  Jircttt ;  and  to  amend  the 
Acts  relatbg  to  the  Canal. 

xxxiii.  An  Act  to  amend  "  The  Ln'cfftar  Water- 
works Act,  1S47,"  to  make  certain  Alterations 
in  tho  Works,  and  to  extend  tho  Period  for  emu- 
pleting  iuoh  Works  ;  and  al»o  to  authorico  an 
Amin)[!cment  with  the  Local  Board  of  Health 
for  the  Borough  of  !.■  ic-  .<l-  r. 

xxxiv.  An  Aet  for  continuing  tbc  Term  of  tbo 
Derbyt  A^Mome,  and  Hwaice  Road  Aet,  at^ 
for  other  Purposes. 

XXXV.  An  Act  for  the  making  of  Railway  from 
M'l-tfirld  in  the  Coimty  of  Snsscx  to  join  the 
Railway  from  Tmdfriitye  Wells  to  near  Jlas- 
titian  of  the  Soitth-fasttm  Railway  Company, 
and  to  !>•  e.<!leil  *'  The  Mayfifld  R.-iilway." 

xxxvi.  An  Act  for  supplying  the  Inliabitautfi  of 
the  Town  of  11*7111%  and  a^jncent  Plaoes  witli 
Water. 

xxxvii.  An  Act  for  repairing  and  managing  the 
Roads  from  the  North  I->ud  of  the  Town  of  Ser6|r 
in  the  County  of  Dt-rhy  to  Slieff'  ld  in  the  County 
of  Vori", and  from  Diiffiddio  H'lrltUA'rfA  in  tho 
('  iiiity  of  Di  rl'U. 

xxxviii.  An  Aet  for  erecting  and  maintaining  now 
Pablle  Offices  for  the  County  of  Aberdeait  (br 
nlterin.'         i  n!:irging  the  present  Kccord 
fico  of  lliKj  Ccdiiiy,  jind  for  other  Purposes. 

xxxix  .\n  .Vet  to  aiiih  Tize  certiin  Alteration^  in 
the  Lino  and  Levels  of  tho  MaJton  and  Dnff^fld 
Junction  Railway,  and  to  amend  tho  Act  relat- 
ing thereto. 

xl.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the  (?/ou- 
ectUr  and  Bean  F««v«(  Railway  in  the  Parish 
of  Wcfthimi  in  the  Oooiitf  flf  <7{0ir«e«lM*  to  the 
City  of  Hereford, 

xU.  An  Act  to  ««tttinM  the  Term  of  tho  Aet  of 
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t1i«  Sixth  Year  of  George  tho  Fourth,  Chapter 
Fifty^ne  (Local),  so  far  as  relates  to  Uie  Turn- 
piki-  K«i:nl  between  Manchest-:r  and  Ami^  tufutw 
in  the  Parish  of  Athtim-uitdcT'Lifnc  all  ia  the 
Ootintjr  Pahitine  of  Lanauterf  whI  to  niako 
?).  tter  Provision  for  the  Repair  of  the  Rood  ; 
and  I'ur  other  Purposes. 

sdii.  An  Act  to  improve  tho  Town  of  Ifanvirh,  to 
reclaim  Part  of  the  Foreshore  of  Uani'l  h  Har- 
bour, and  to  construct  Quays  and  a  r.ti-,  aad 
for  other  Purposes. 

Zliii.  An  Act  toeuabletbc  CommcrcialDock  Com- 

Cmy  to  purchaiie  and  enLirge  the  East  Cotmtry 
ock  ;  to  construct  a  Tramway  to  connect  their 
Dooks  with  the  Dtytjgni  Bninch  iUilw«j ;  and 
fi>r  other  Purpowe. 
xliv.  An  Aef  to  .iutliorizo  a  Deviation  in  the  Line 
of  the  Kiiiaruqf  and  Vak'ncia  llailwajr,  and  to 
continuo  and  revive  the  Powers  granted  by 
"  TIio  Killariif')/  and  V-iJ'         l!ailway  Art, 
1^*17,  "  for  the  cuiupulwry  rurt;hase  of  Land.s, 
and  to  extend  the  Period  by  such  Act  limited 
for  the  Completion  of  tho  ^id  Railway. 
xIt.  An  Act  to  enable  tho  Great  Nvrtfieni  Rail- 
way Company  to  construct  Stations  at  Knotting- 
ktfmd  Wuktsjield;  to  increase  their  Capital ; 
to  enlarge  their  London  Station  t  to  amend 
their  Acts  ;  and  for  (ither  Pur|)ose8. 
xlvi.  An  Act  to  auttiorize  Deviations  of  the  H^it-f- 
field,  Il4)lhcrhtm,  Dirnslnj,  Wakefield,  Hud- 
ilersjkld,  and  6"'"^  ilailw  iy  between 
and  Barnghy  ;  aud  to  umeuJ  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  said  llailway. 
xlviL  An  Act  for  altering  the  Name  of  tho  Leeds 
and  ThirA  Railway  Company  to  the  Name  of 
llio      . -Af  Northern  ll;iilway  Company,  for  ex- 
tending the  Time  for  Completion  of  certain 
Worke,  for  regnlatinf  the  Capital  of  the  Com* 
pany,  and  for  other  Purposes 
xlviii.  An  Act  for  cnablmg  Arrangementa  with 
reference  to  tlic  Purchase,  Lease,  or  other  Use 
by  the  GroU  Weittrn  Railway  Cornpriny  nf  the 
Wills,  Somerset,  and  Wat^moulk  liaiiway,  the 
Gloucester  and  D^ym  Fore$t  Railway,  and  the 
South  Wales  Railway  rospectireiy,  to  be  ittacv- 
oJ  ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
slix.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  Docks 
at  Baglan  £m  in  tlie  County  of  Gkuncrgan, 
with  a  Branch  Line  of  Railwaj  to  the  &)vth 

i.  An  Act  l«*r  repairing  the  Road  from  tho  Town 
of  Slroitd  in  ilio  County  of  GfoueetUr,  through 
Pt><-h~oml,  into  the  City  of  Gloiurgter. 

li.  All  Act  for  extending  tho  Powers  of  Pri'-c's 
Patent  Candle  ('ompany  in  relation  to  Letters 
Patent  for  Inventions  a,pplicable  to  their  Under- 
taking. 

lU.  An  Act  to  en.ablo  the  Sintlh  W>fJc»  Railway 
Company  to  nuke  a  new  Railway  in  the  Fontt 
of  D&m,  in  lieu  of  the  itailwaf  already  author- 
i/>  '!,  to  construct  now  Lines  at  Canlij  and 
Jiritton  Ferry,  and  to  make  an  Alteration  iu 
the  Lino  and  Levels  of  their  Railway ;  and  for 
other  I'urjKi'ifs. 

liii.  An  Act  for  laciiitating  the  Conversion  by  the 
8otUh  Dovon  Railway  Company  of  Lo«n  into 
Capital,  and  for  enabling  the  same  Company  to 
eflbet  Arrangements  between  different  Classes 
of  Shareholders  for  tho  Oreatioiiof oew Shares ; 
and  ibr  other  Pnrpoees, 

lir.  An  Act  for  makine  a  Railway  from  the  EHu' 
hur(ih,  P-rtJ,.  <t,i.l  />"  ,  '  It.iilw.ay  at  or  near 
to  MiUon  in  the  i'oruili  of  LeucJuxrt  to  the  Ci^ 


of  St.  Andrew,  to  bo  oalJad  "  The  St.  .^jmImim 

Railway." 

Ir.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  tho  Acts  re- 
lating to  tho  J-Aliaburgkf  Fcrtk,  ami  Lhmdee 
Railway  Company,  and  to  grant  fhrtlierPowen 
to  the  said  Company. 

Iri,  An  .\ot  to  amend  tho  Acts  relating  to  tho  EaU 
Lanoitkhre  Uaitway  Company,  and  to  enabla 
the  Compaaiy  to  iitcraMe  their  Canitai  and 
Tolls. 

Ivii.  An  Act  to  regulate  and  inereaae  Uw  Capital 

of  tho  Midland  llailway  Company,  and  to  coo- 
firm  and  legalize  the  Creation  and  Issue  of  cer* 
tain  Fifty  I'ouud  .Shares,  and  the  Application  of 
the  Proceed*  of  each  Shares ;  and  for  otlier  Pur- 
poses. 

Iviii.  \n  Act  to  facilitate  Intcrcour>'-  !•<  twooa  the 
E'lstt  rn  Union  and  certain  other  Railways;  to 
alter  certain  Chantee  upon  the  Eattem  Cnim 
Piailway  and  the  S^otemontft  JiaTigataon ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

lix.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  passed  in  the  Sixth 
Yearofthc  Reignof  King(ff</r«7t' the  Fourth, inti- 
tuled Act  for  re}>airinp  and  maintaining  the 
Road  from  ifuddersfield  in  the  West  Ridinn  of 
the  ComUy  of  ¥ork  to  New  Uaj  Ue  Pariah 
of  RochdaJe  «n  ike  Comty  of  Laneaster,  i0tC4  « 
}jr<r,,^h  to  Toothill  Lane  ti'  fh-'  .-■u  f  Riding, 
and  for  making  a  i«'U'  Road  from  Buckjtoiie* 
to  the  Highway  leading  from  Rippondes  la 
Stainland  at  or  H'  -ir  to  Barklsland  Schoul,  aad 
to  continue  the  Xtrm  thereby  granted. 

Lx.  An  Act  for  managing  and  repairing  the  Road* 
leailing  from  Utloxetf.T  to  Stoke  near  Stonf^ 
and  from  Afillicieh  to  S'.indon,  in  the  County  of 
StajTonl. 

ku.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Term  and  mLt»  tha 
Provisions  of  Two  Acts  relating  to  the  Buck' 

inghiim,  L^ck-leg,  and  Banbury  Turnpike 
Road,  and  of  an  Act  relating  to  the  TovcceiUr, 
Bracking,  and  WeaUm  on  tE$  Orem  TampOM 
R"  111,  and  to  consolidate  tba  ManagaaiBDit  tt 
the  said  Turnpike  Roads. 

bdi.  An  Act  to  antboriie  certain  DoviatioM  of  the 
Stanuiniian  and  Borrenvstouneft  Railway. 

Ixiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Dundee  and  Arbroath 
Railway  Comjxany  to  <mlarge  their  pn^sent  Ter- 
minal Station  in  Diuvict,  and  to  amend  tlks  Acts 
relating  to  the  Company. 

Ixiv.  An  Art  to  alter  i'n-  Coii^tittiti.):!  oftho  '"•,'pj- 
niittec  for  the  ADaii-s  of  the  Estate  of  the  Tra»> 
toes  of  the  Liverpool  Docks,  to  aathoriae  tin 
Estnl>Iisliinfnt  of  an  Emigrants  Ilome,  at;d  tn 
alter  and  amend  tlie  Acts  relating  to  the  Ltoes^s 
and  Ilarbonr  of  iu'c  r/«x,/. 

Ixv.  An  Act  for  extcndin:^  the  Provivi.,ii<  ^  t'  « 
Westoit-supe r-A\fare  Improvemeut  and  Mvcei 
.\ct,  and  for  granting  further  Powwa  nlatiaf 
to  the  Sewage  of  the  Town. 

IxtL  Ao  Act  for  constmeting  a  Railway  from  ike 
Tivethe  in  St.uioti  of  the  FAtgUwn  Umm  Rail- 
way to  Bunqay  in  Sufolk. 

Ixvii.  An  .Vet  for  the  better  Improrement  and 
gulatii  n  of  thr"  r.orrniirli      SunderUutd  in  the 
County  oi  Darluim,  and  for  uiher  Purposes. 

Ixviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Company  of  Preprie 
tors  of  the  Uayling  Bridge  and  Causfwr.y  {r» 
construct  a  Railway  from  their  Docks  aui 
Wliarves  at  Langstone  to  join  the  Londttn, 
Briahlon,  and  South  Coaat  Railway  at  jfai  iaf 
in  the  Connty  of  SMitAaayton. 

Ixix.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Cheat  CtntndQm 
Consouuirs  Company. 
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1x1.  Aa  Aet  to  niter  an<l  enlnrffo  the  Power*  of 
the  Reatlim  Wator«rork«  Conmany,  and  to  an- 
thui  ho  ail  EiiABsioii  9i  the  Woriisof  th0  Viul 
Comptin/. 

Int.  Aa  Aet  Hv  nMkinf  »  Kallwnj  fram  War- 

)•/*...//"/;  to  Altrinr!,,!,,!,  with  <i  liranth  to  j»iin 
tho  liifk-tihi'vl,  Jjane-athire  atwi  Chetkira 
Junction  Uailwny  at  Lnwtr  Walton,  to  bo 
cnlloil  the  Wnfriiiijtm  and  AHrinelumAmUion 
Ikiilway  ;  and  for  oth«r  I'virposeft. 

Ixxii.  An  Act  for  onablinf  the  Maryport  and 
CMid0  lUiiwajr  Ooupmijr  to  mftke  a  Deri*- 
tk«  fn  tfieir  Line  of  Railwaf,  iind  iaerMMe  their 
Capital  ;  mid  fov  other  l'iir])o»osi. 

IxxUi.  An  Aot  for  oointruetinf  and  maintalaiiig 
•Qttqr  aaitatbRr  W«ilw  «|  JMb  MMii  1«  Uie 
t'ountf  «f  MvilwRki4Mtf;  nd  1^  otiwv  Pms 

fom». 

faniv.  An  Aot  to  rstiiy  and  eotiflnn  eertiiin  8ab> 

srriplioriB  and  Pavmontf  mado  hy  or  on  behalf 
of  ttiu  JSoulh  Wukg  Itailway  Coinpany  to  otlier 
Railway  Companies. 

Izzr.  An  Aei  to  amend  the  Aot  relating  to  the 
Omt  North  of  Scotland  Railway  Oompnny. 

Ixxvi.  An  Aet  to  roncw  the  Term  and  oontinuo 
tho  Powers  and  Provialona  of  aa  Aot  paaaofl  in 
th*  Pint  Year  of  tha  Balfn  of  Hit  Majeaty 
Kini;  0''or<!.-  ttie  Fourth,  intituled  An  Art  for 
mvri  eifictuuih)  rtpMting  ntui  inifn-ovinu  sevc- 
rtU  l^Hriett  of  lulllieabiiry  Tnrnjnh.'  Ro'kIs, 
nud  iitfier  Rtxnh  crmncctfd  f/  -  f .  r  '/A,  i« 
iivuntics  of  Willi,  Ikrka,  and  oloucosltT,  so 
fiw  as  relates  to  tiio  First  and  Second  Districts. 

IsxtU*  An  Act  to  authoriie  the  Chcrkif  Water* 
wotlts  Oompany  to  raise  a  fiirther  Sum  of 
Money. 

IsEviii.  An  Act  tor  the  better  raising  and  seearing 
«  Pdiid  Ihr  •  ProTfskm  tar  the  Widows  and 

Chiidren  of  t!i  >  Ministers  r»f  the  Free  Clnirch, 
and  for  the  kIows  and  Ciiildicn  of  tho  I'ro- 
Aaaors  holding  Professors  Offices  hi  anf  College 
oonri'^ft'^fl  -viih  llie  said  Church. 

Ixxix.  An  Act  for  tlHi  furtiier  Amendment  of  tlie 
Acts  relating  to  tho  MemthuUf  Oorporallen 
Waterworks. 

Issx.  An  Act  to  explnfn,  amend,  and  enlarge 
some  (if  the  I'l iivi->iuii«<  of  the  Acts  ndating  to 
TIm)  Ureal  Southern  <md  WuUm  Railway 
Company ;  and  to  omMo  tho  laid  Company  to 
raise  further  rapitd^and  to  ooMtnot  a  Dock 
or  liasiu  at  Cork» 

Ixxxi.  An  Act  for  enabling  tho  Cfreat  Wettem 
Rnilwny  Company  to  construct  a  StatiOB  and 
W<*rka  at  AiU>ii-Jiu'ta-Biiniiii(ihiitn. 

Izxxii.  An  Aot  to  provide  for  thu  Repair  and 
Maintenance  of  tho  OaUiodial  Choioh  of  Maint 
Patrick,  Dublin. 

Ixxxiii.  An  Act  for  aiUhorifing  certain  Deviations 
in  tho  T<m  VaU  EacUntim  Railwa/f  and  for 

Othoff  PiVpOOOB. 

Ixxxir.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Yorl\Xr\vcagth-, 
and  Berwick  Railway  Company  to  abandon  a 
Portion  of  their  Bi$hop  AndcUmd  Bmnoh  Rait- 

yfny.  nnd  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  a  new  Lino 
of  itailway ;  and  to  extend  the  Time  for  the 
Pnrehaae  of  Lands  and  Completion  of  Works  on 
certain  Lines  of  Railway  anUiorized  to  be  made 
in  the  Cotuity  of  Durham;  and  for  otlicr  Pur- 
poses. 

Izzxr.  Aa  Aot  for  iaoilitating  tho  Tnosmimion 
to  and  from  tho  TMfc,  ItmautU,  emd  Btrwttk 
Railway  of  tho  Traffic  of  thr  lu,,  Grrt  n 
Branch  of  the  C7'<rcnc«  Kailwav  ;  lur  enabling 

VOL.  CXViU.   [iimui  S£Rm] 


the  York,  Nmo<Ml*t  and  Barwifk  Rallvaf 
(;oiii|i:uiy  to  hold  Rharee  hi  tho  Wert  Ditrfurw 

Uailwav  ;  fur  granting  fiirtlior  Powers  to  their 
l^esaors,  tho  Great  North  of  EngUtnd^  Clartnee, 
mtd  Harttfpoot  Jmtf^m  nail  way  Company,  and 

thi>  Jlirl/r;  1  >,„■!;  r\nd  Railway  ' '(  iiiT-any,  in 
pofereijcc  to  their  CaijilJil  ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

Ixxxvi.  .An  Act  for  amending  tho  A^t  TClatia|[  tO 

tho  Electric  Telegraph  Company. 
Ixxxvii.  An  Act  for  tho  Restoration  of  the  Standard 
la  the  Elvev  Dee,  and  for  granting  i^ber 
Po«refO  to  tho  Hlvor  D«e  Company, 
Ixxxviii.  An  Act  to  authorize  thr  Acquisition  by 
tbo  Midland  Railway  Company  of  the  Estate 
and  Interest  of  tho  XoMit  ami  Br«Mtri  Rail* 
way  Company  in  the  J^ed*  aih-f  Brartfnr'f  Hail- 
way,  and  to  empower  the  Midland  K^vilway 
Company  to  raise  Money  for  such  Purpose, 
Ixxxix.  An  .\ct  for  extending;  and  enlar^'ing  tho 
I'awtTs  of  the  Jk>llm,  Jihtckbui^i,  Chikcroe, 
atid  We$t  Yorkthire  Railway  Company,  for 
ebanging  tho  Kamo  of  tho  Company,  and  Ihr 
other  Pnrposee. 
xo.  An  Aet  fur  supplyincr  with  Water  the  Town 
of  Stockton  in  tho  County  of  i>urAaia,  and  the 
Subnrbo  thereof,  and  tbo  Towns  of  iffdtfbsAo- 
raitijh  nnd  Yarm  in  the  North  Iti  ling  of  tho 
County  of  yori:,  and  the  Subiirhs  thrrrof  re- 
spevtivt'ly ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
xci.  An  Act  to  continue  "  The  Ciry  of  Lon  fon 
Sewers  Act,  1848,"  and  to  alter  and  amend  tho 
Provisions  of  the  said  Aet. 
xelL  An  Aot  for  repealing  nnd  amending  tho 
Provisions  of  the  Acts  relating  to  tf»e  Navigation 
of  the  River  Cam  or  Ch'tm,  alias  (frant,  Iw. 
tveen  ClaykUhe  Ferry  and  the  King't  MiU  in 
tho  Town  of  Cambridge ;  for  altorlaf  tbo  NotI- 
patioii  ToH^  :  f  r-  enabling  the  Conservators  of 
the  said  lUrer  to  sue  and  be  sued  in  the  Name 
oftlieir  Clerk  t  feroonArringaddMionalPowort; 
anil  otiier  Purposes, 
xoiii.  All  Act  for  transfcrriii/»  to  the  Mayor,  Al- 
deraion,  and  Burgesses  of  the  liorough  of  Bf'r- 
mimjham  in  tho  County  of  Warwiele  the  Es- 
tates, PropeKies,  and  Effieets  now  vested  in 
orrrain  Commissioners  having  Jurisdiction  over 
Parts  of  the  Borough  ;  and  to  provide  fur  tbo 
better  draining,  lighting,  paving,  supplying  with 
Water,  and  otherwise  improving  the  sai  l  15m- 
rougli,  and  iitaktng  Provision  for  tlte  good  Uo- 
vernment,  Regulation,  and  Management  thereof, 
xciv.  An  Aet  for  ennbling  the  SoulhSUif  r  l-hire 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  ocrtain  Branch 
Railway  forautliorizing  Arrangements  wftbtlld 
London  cmd  Nortt^-wtttem  iUUwaj  Coapaagr* 
and  for  other  Purposes, 
xcv.  An  Act  to  enable  tlie  Cork  and  Waierford 
Railway  Company  to  make  Amncomeiits  aa  to 
their  Capital,  and  to  provide  for  the  InuBediato 
Completion  of  the  Tnimore  T^rauch. 
xevL  An  Act  for  the  Improremcnt  of  the  Town 
of  Great  Matvem  in  the  County  of  W0rM9t0r, 
and  for  supplying  the  same  with  Water, 
rii.  An  Aet  lor  better  p.aviHg,  lighting,  drain- 
ing, cleansing,  and  otherwise  regulating  and 
improving  a  Portion  of  the  Borough  of  Neivark 
in  the  County  of  Noltin^Itam  /  for  regulating 
the  Butchers  Market  therein  ;  and  for  anthorix- 
iiM  the  Commissionen  of  the  Newark  Branch 
or tbo  RIvep  TWttf  MaTifKthm  to  oontribato  oat 
of  their  Funds  a  Sum  of  Mooey  ftr  the  afimh 
said  Purposoi* 
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WflB.  An  A«t  fiir  the  Coinemtloii  of  •  Portion 

of  the  BriofitOH  Kxtramurnl  Ceniotorv. 
xeix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  CaUdonian  RallwaT 
Company  to  provide  for  tlie  CoMtntetion  of 
certain  BraiMli  Railwaj*  in  Uie  Cottoty  of 

0,  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the  Loop 
Line  of  the  Wi$uiKr,  StaxneM,  a»d  South-wtt- 
tern  (Richmond  to  Wtndsm')  Railway  in  the 

l':iris1i  of  Euliit'i  in  the  County  of  .\fi'l  ll'\"  j-  to 

the  London  and  Nortk^uxstern  Railway  in  the 
Parith  9/t  BtmrnertmUK  in  tlie  nid  Gonniy,  with 

a  Branch.  t.>  ho  c.iHcd  '<  Tb«  JVbrtft  «mI  jSM 
WciUi-n  Juiictiijii  Railway.** 
eL  An  Act  for  Amending  tba  A«to  relating  to  tbe 

Ecut  Anglian  Railways. 

cii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the  Fur- 
nett  Railway  at  L'lv^'riitone  to  the  Lanca^t-  r 
and  Carli$U  Rftilway  at  Qm^orth,  to  be  cillcd 
**  Tho  UherHoiiemdlkhMUttr  Railwav." 

•iii.  An  Act  to  amend  "  Tba  JEUanuy  Jtmetion 
Railway  Act,  1846." 

oiv.  An  Act  for  the  Improrement  of  the  City  and 
Borough  of  Thrfh  fiir  tin-  li<-<;ulatiiin  of  the 
Markets  ;  and  tor  aniciidiug  tUo  Act  lor  teupply- 
inp  Jiath  with  Water. 

cv«  An  Act  for  &cilitatiog  the  Settlement  of  {ho 
AiMrt  of  the  OoTomor  and  Oonipany  of  Cupper 
Minors  in  En'tfand,  and  for  tbe  better  Manage* 
moot  of  the  said  Company. 

Ori.  An  Act  for  of  now  incorporating  tbe  Ediiu 
hnr<jh  Lunatic  Asylum  under  its  prcsmt  Name 
of  "  Tho  Royal  Edinlntrgh  Asylum  for  the 
Imnne,"  for  enabling  tho*^  said  Corporation  to 
borrow  Mooe]r,and  for  otber  Furimaee. 

Ofii.  An  Aet  to  enable  tbe  Dublin,  />MndWim.  and 
RcUJtfartUtam  R.iilway  Company  to  cvjend  their 
Railway  from  Dundrum  to  Brai/  ;  and  to  extend 
tbe  Time  and  to  eontinne  and  revive  tbe  Powers 

Ssnted  by  tho  Acts  relatint;  to  the  ihtbh'n, 
undrmu,  and  BatJifariJtam  Railway  Coiiipatiy 
for  tlio  compulsory  Purch-ise  of  Lands  and  Coui- 
pletion  of  Work* ;  and  to  amend  tho  Act«  rola. 
ting  to  "  The  DMin,  Dundrum,  and  litUhfan^ 
fiam  Railway;"  and  tor  oth(?r  rurjmscs, 
cviii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Abandonment  of  a 
Portion  of  the  WaUrfcri,  Wttfofd^  TFi^W, 
and  Dublin  Railway,  and  the  Construction  of 
a  uow  Lino  of  liailway  in  lieu  of  a  Portion  of 
the  Line  to  bo  abandoned ;  to  extend,  in  respect 
of  n  Portion  of  tho  said  Undertaking,  the  Pe. 
riods  at  present  limited  for  compulsory  Purchase 
of  Lands  and  tor  Conii)lL'tion  of  Works  ;  atui  to 
amend  tbe  Acta  relating  to  tlie  said  Railway ; 
and  fbr  other  Pnrpoeea. 
nix.  An  Art  for  amending  .ind  mlaiging  the 
Powers  of  the  several  Acts  relatinc  to  "  The 
Company  of  i'ropriotors  of  tbe  /fcA^n  Bridge 
and  Roads." 

ox.  An  Act  to  authorize  a  Deviation  ,u  the  Line 
of  tho  r/ard  atid  Limerick  Railway,  and 
to  amend  tho  Acts  relating  thereto,  and  for 
other  Parpoees. 

oxi.  An  Act  for  supplyinsj  with  Water  the  P.irisli 
or  Township  of  IaisI  JSlonfltouae  in  the  County 
of  Devon,  and  for  Amendment  of  Act. 

exii.  An  AL-t  fur  making  a  Railwaj  from  WaUt' 
ford  to  Iramore. 

Oxiii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  tho  Purchase 
of  certain  Lands  and  Completion  of  Works  au- 
thorized by  the  HidHand  Bailway,  liiptci; 
Branches,  Act,  T^  l'^,"  and  on  the  Uloueettor 
(uui  Stonehomc  Junction  Kaiiwajr. 


cxir.  An  Aet  to  cnaMotbe  Ar««f  ilTev^kemEnB- 

way  Company  to  oonstrurt  Works  in  connexion 
with  the  Manfhetter,  SheJ^efd,  aud  Lincoln- 
$hir€  Railway :  and  to  fiuiwuic-  the  Use  of  that 
r.ailway  by  tb«  Company ;  and  iot  other  Par* 

poses. 

cxr.  An  Act  for  Amending  the  Powers  of  tha 
hnperial  Contiimtcd  Ua«  Association. 

cxvi.  An  Act  for  better  paving,  lighting,  elean«nj||f, 
ro;^ilatin<r,  and  improving  tbo  Paxnh  of  iSSmtf 
Mary  Abbotts^  KenfinaUm. 

esvil.  An  Aet  for  enabling  the  Comwissfonere  of 
the  Pier  and  Port  of  TlartUpocl  to  construct  an 
additional  Pier  for  tbe  Protection  of  the  Har« 
hours  and  Bay  of  MmU^Ool,  and  to  eetlHieh 
and  maintain  a  Ferry  aeroee  the  Gooimiauonocn 
Harbour ;  for  enabling  the  CotnmissionerB  to 
raise  further  Monies;  for  roju-alin;:,  r,)ii'-uli- 
datiag,  and  amending  the  Acts  relating  to  tho 
nid  Pier  and  Port ;  waA  tat  other  Pnrpoiea. 

cxriii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Magnetic 
Tclegrapii  Company,  and  to  enable  the  said 
Comiiany  to  work  certain  Letters  Patent. 

cxix.  An  Act  for  paving,  lighting,  cleansing,  and 
otherwise  jni]>roving  the  several  Townships  and 
Places  in  the  l$orou;^h  of  Manchf^ster,  and 
amend  inff  and  conMlidatiog  the  Provisiotts  of 
existing  Looal  Acts  relating  thereto. 

cxx.  An  .\ct  for  cnablinc:  the  Mayor  and  Com- 
monalty and  Citixens  of  tbe  City  of  London  to 
complete  the  Improvements  antbOfflMd  to  bn 
made  by  the  Ckrk':nivcU  Improvement  Com- 
niissioncr:^,  and  fur  uuicndiug  the  Acts  relating 
to  euch  Improvements. 

osxi.  An  Aet  to  amend  an  Act  paeeed  in  tbn 
Seeeion  of  Puthunent  of  tbe  Fifth  and  Siztk 
Years  of  the  Rcipn  of  Her  present  Majesty,  in- 
tituled An  Act  joT  making  and  maifUaimmff 
and  improving  a  BoHtom  at  Wiekknr  m  Im 

Ciiinitt)  of  Wicklow. 

cxxii.  An  Act  fur  constructing  a  Wet  Dock  luui 
0  I  t  Works  in  connexion  with  TfaintioortA 
Harbour  in  the  Coun^  of  NortkumberioMif 
and  for  limiting  the  Amount  of  Ratee  and  ToUa 
by  "  The  Warkworth  Harbour  Act,  1S47,"  au- 
thorised to  be  levied,  and  for  varying  the  AppU- 
oatira  thereof 

cxxiil.  An  Act  to  amend  and  cnlart^  some  of  Iho 
Provisions  of  the  Acts  relating  to  tlie  Th<.uaes 
Jlai  t  ii  Dock  and  R^way. 

cxxiv.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Wti^mni  Fren 
Bridge  Act,  1847. 

cxxv.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  lAywvi  Valky  and  DufrvH  lAgmi  and 
PorA  Gnol  Railways,  and  lor  ibnning  •  Jnne^ 
tion  )>etween  auob  Railways  md  tbe  8mA 

ICi/ Railway, 
cx.wi.  An  Act  to  enable  tho  Manchester,  BuxUm, 
Matlock,  and  Midlamlf  Jimrli.m  R.-ulway  Com- 
pany to  complete  the  ruicluse  of  tho  Crom/ord 
Canal, 

ozxvii.  An  Aet  for  extending  the  Period  for  thn 
Completion  of  Cnneron**  CtKUbntok  Sleam  GmI 

and  Sii ■!)).<>•. I  and  Lowghor  Railway,  and  for 
amending  the  Act  relating  to  such  Railway, 
cxxvili.  An  Act  to  extend  the  leasing  Power*  of 
the  Corporate  Body  of  tho  Provost,  Fellows, 
and  Scholars  of  the  College  of  the  Holy  and 
Undivided  Trinity  of  Queen  FAixolKlh  near 
Dublin,  and  also  oY  the  Provost  thereof  in  his 
Corporate  Capacity,  and  to  OBnMt  thes 
make  Grants  of  I.and!«  in  peipetnilyto 
Lessees  in  certain  Cases. 


Digitized  by  Google 


PBITATS  ACTS. 


An  Aeft  ftr  making  a  lUilwajr  IWmi  tii*  | 

({mi  aru?  North-ivestfni   Railway  in  the  ; 
Tovuliip  of  Saijord,  across  the  River  Inoellt 
iato  the  Borough     i£»tcA««CM%  t»  be  eaUed 
tho  JloMkMiMr  md  Salford  JEgm$io»  BaU- 

way. 

cxxx.  An  Act  for  better  enablinf  the  Genenl 

Hovprsionary  and  Investment  Company  to  sue 
and  be  sued,  and  to  facilitate  tho  holding  and 
Transfer  of  the  Property  of  tho  Company  by 
and  from  tbe  present  and  iiitiwe  Tmstees 
thereof ;  and  for  other  Porpoees. 
CXXxi.  An  A  t  ti)  authorize  the  Shreivshmy  and 
Chester  Kail  way  Company  to  Abandon  the 
CritHetilkKaA  Wmn  Branehes, to  eenttraota 
Station  at  Birkenhead,  to  enter  into  arrange- 
ineQt«  with  other  Companies ;  and  for  other ! 
Purposes. 

CXXxii.  An  Act  for  nmcndinp  and  extrTuiinp  the  | 
ProrisioQS  of  the  Act  for  the  Improvement  of 
the  Town  of  Scuni  Belen't  in  tbe  County 
Palatine  of  Lancaster ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ozxiiiU  An  Act  for  repairing  the  Road  from 
ShefieJd  in  the  County  of  York  to  the  MarpU 
Mndgt  Road  in  the  Pariah  of  QUtuop  in  the 
Cevnty  of  XtepAjr,  nA  Ih*  Brwdh  ioMmmti^a 
Road  in  tho  Pariib  of  BaSuna^  in  the  said 
County  o(  Derby. 

vxXjA*.  An  Aet  to  HMietioti  certain  arrangenienta 
entered  inao  between  the  Caledonian  llailway 
Company  and  tho  lioldcrs  of  guaranteed  and 
preferential  Intereits  in  the  Company,  and  to 
enable  the  Compuky  to  miee  »  fiurtber  Sum  of 
Money. 

cxxxT.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  European 
and  American  Eketrio  Printing  Telegraph 
Compny,  and  to  enable  tbem  to  work  eertain 
Letters  Patent. 

oxxxvi.  An  Act  for  reclaiming  from  the  Sea  cer- 
tain Laade  tbiitting  on  the  Ceaat  of  JDiiwoln* 
thtre  within  the  Parts  of  Holland. 

cxxxrii.  An  Act  forenabUug  the  United  Kingdom 


Eleetrie  Telegraph  Company  to  pureliase  wni 

work  certain  Letti  rn  r,it<  iit. 
cxxxTiii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  tbe  Council  of 
Km^i  CeUeffe,  Zendon,  and  the  Preaident* 

Vice-Presidents,  Treasurer,  nnl  Governors  of 
King's  Collate  Hospital,  and  lor  connecting  the 
aaid  Hospital  ns  a  Medical  School  witli  the 
said  College,  ani  for  better  enabling  the  for- 
poratioQ  to  carry  on  their  charitable  and  uselui 
Designs. 

flcnxix.  An  Act  to  dissolve  "  Tbe  National  Land 
Company,"  and  to  dispose  of  the  Land*  and 
Pioperty  belonj^inp  to  the  dmftaft  and  i» 
wind  up  tho  Undertakii^. 

esl.  An  Aet  to  extntd  tbo  Umita  of  tho  Bnmt' 
wick  Square  (Hove)  Jmprorement  Aets  and 

for  other  Purposes. 

exU.  An  Act  to  amend  tho  several  Acts  relating 
to  the  Walrrford  and  Kilkennu  Railway  Com* 
pa{iy  ;  to  enable  tbo  said  Company  to  sell  or 
lease  their  Undertaking,  and  to  purchase  or 
lease  tho  Bridge  over  tbe  River  Smr  at  Wotor^ 
ford  ;  and  fur  other  Purposes. 

cxlii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  thoiSoiiM 
MMand  Drainage  in  the  County  of  Lituoi»  to 
nise  farther  Monies. 

cxlii).  An  Act  tc  amend  "The  Fnnnen Eltlto 
Society  (Ireland)  Act,  1846." 

exlir.  An  Aet  to  enable  the  Charing  Crou  Bridg$ 
Company  to  raise  further  Monies  ;  to  amend 
tho  Acts  relating  to  tho  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cxlv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Class  A  ShartK- 
boidcrs  of  the  Saint  Andrea  's  and  Quebec  llaiU 
rood  Company  to  divide  the  Shares  in  the  Un- 
dMtaking  into  Two  Claaaea;  and  for  other 
Pnrpoeet. 

cxlvi.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  tho 
Vend  and  Delivery  of  Coals  in  London  and 
Wntminttgr,  and  in  eertain  Parte  of  tbo  ad* 

jac'i!*  Counties;  and  to  allow  a  Drawbaok  OB 
Coals  conveyed  beyond  certain  Limita. 


PRIVATE  ACTS, 

PR1NT£D  BY  TUB  QUEEN'S  PRINTER,  AND  WHEREOF  THE  PRINTED 
COPIES  MAY  BE  GIVEN  IN  EVIDENCE. 


1.  A  N  Act  to  authorize  the  Sale  to  the  Honour*  I 
il  able  Richard  Cavt  ndi.ih  o(  certain  Free- 
hold Hereditaments  in  tlie  Cuunty  of  iiffCif  /jw- : 
fuim  devised  by  the  Will  of  Saiiuu.1  AUiawts 
deceased,  and  for  directing  tho  Investment  of 
tho  Purchase  Money  in  other  Hereditaments, 
to  be  settled  upon  the  Trusts  of  the  samo  Will. 

2.  An  Act  for  confirming  certain  Leases  granted 
by  tbe  Mayor  and  Commonalty  and  Citizens  of 
the  (Xtj  of  Londout  Goveniora  of  tho  Ponee- 
stons,  Revenues,  and  Goods  of  the  Hospital  of 
Edvoard,  late  King  of  England,  tho  Sixth, 
oidMI  Christ  Soipital:  and  for  enabling 
them  to  grant  building  and  other  Leases  of 
their  Estates  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

S.  An  Aot  for  eonftrming  oertniD  Leniet  gnuited 


by  the  Mayor  and  Commonalty  and  Citizens  of 
the  Citf  of  Lentdon,  Govemorfi  of  the  House  of 
the  Poor  commonly  called  S^iinl  BartluJonn  w't 
JlvipiUtl,  near  M'cst  Sudthjicld,  London,  of  tho 
Foundation  of  King  Henry  tho  Kighth  ;  and  for 
enabling  thorn  to  grant  boiMi^g  and  othor 
Lease.?  of  their  Estates. 

4,  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Grant  of  new  Leases 
of  a  eertain  Estate  in  tho  Bailiwick  of  AinU  in 
the  n»iidi  DfStdnt  George  Hemover  Sqvmt  in 
the  County  of  JHiddle$ex,  in  T -n^c  to  Mr* 
Thomas  Cubilt  /  and  for  other  Furj)03cs. 

5.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Trustees  of  tho 
Somer!>:tthire,  Monmouthshire,  Dorsetshire,  and 
Devonshire  Estates  devised  by  the  Will  of  Sir 
l%mM  BuekUr  LUkMdge  BanMa«t»  daoaaiod. 
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to  grnnt  Farming  nn;!  Mining  Leases  of  and  ' 
otherwise  oxtvitdiiig  llicir  Powers  in  relntion  t;> 
thft  8:iiil  Kstatcs. 

C.  An  Act  for  cnnblinjr  tho  Trustees  of  the  Will 
of  Thomas  Jaekson  deecascd  to  sell  Freehold  ; 
IJeroditnnient*  situate  in  the  I*ari«h  of  MeiU-  \ 
VMrc  in  the  Couniy  of  liiirkiturhnin  to  tlic  : 
Baron  Afat/cr  Amsehcl  dc  Rothschild.  [ 
An  Act  to  confirm  a  ccrtnin  Contract  for  | 
grnntinj  lx>ases  made  and  entered  into  by  tho  | 
Tlononrablo  Arthnr    Upton  of  Part  of  the  j 
Lands  and  Hereditaments  comprised  in  tho  | 
Will  of  tho  Honourable  Fulk  Gtrvitle  Harvard 
decoascd,  situate  at  Kiibiarn  in  the  County  of 
MlddU$ex ;  and  to  alter  and   cnlar^  the 
Power  of  granting  Building  Leases  contained 
in  tho  same  Will ;  and  for  other  Purposes  re- 
lating thereto. 

&  An  Act  to  authorise  tho  Appropriation  to 
charitable  Purposes  of  the  unclaimed  Fumls 
and  Property  under  the  Control  of  '*  The 
Olasfforv  Provident  Bank,"  and  the  winding  up 
of  its  Atfairs. 

An  Act  for  regulating  and  securing  the  Debt 
due  by  tho  Burgh  of  Sinf^Hnir'jh  in  the  County 
of  Eilinlmrc/h  ;  and  for  ollior  Purposes  in  rela- 
tion thereto, 

UL  An  Act  to  authoriro  the  cranttng  of  Building 
Leases  of  Part  of  tho  Estatcfi  liuriiied  by  tho 
Will  of  William  Moort  Estjuire,  deceased, 
situate  in  tho  Parish  of  FuUutm  in  the  County 
of  MiddUsfT. 

\  1  ■  An  Act  authorizing  the  Application  of  Part  of 
tho  Trust  Funds  subject  to  the  Trusts  of  the 
W  ill  and  Codicils  of  the  lato  Sir  Timothy 
Shdhj  to  certain  lasting  luiprovtnirnta  upon 
Est^itfs  bought  under  tlie  Trusts  of  such  Will 
and  Codicils. 

12.  An  Act  to  enable  tho  Trustees  of  the  Will  of 
the  Most  Noble  Franei*  late  Duko  of  Brid<jf- 
vater  to  make  Conveynnoos  in  Fee  or  Demises 
for  long  Terms  of  Years  of  his  Trust  Estates, 
and  m«»ro  effectually  to  administer  the  Trusts  of 
tho  Will  of  the  said  Duke. 

13.  An  Act  for  extending  Powers  created  by  the 
Will  of  John  ly'atxon  Barton  deceased,  and  tor 
enabling  Sales  and  Leases  to  be  made  of  Lands 
subject  to  hia  Will  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

14.  An  Act  to  empower  the  l>;an  and  Chapter  of 
Westminiter  to  build  on  Ground  contiguous  to 
Wcgtmimtcr  Al/hevi  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

15.  An  Act  to  give  effect  to  certain  lle:«trictions 
and  Conditions  rt'lating  to  a  Church  and  Par- 
eona^'o  Uuuae  proi>(.i5cd  lo  bo  erected  on  Sites 


to  bo  given  by  the  Most  Noble  Fmnei$  Dake 
oT  Ilr.lfonl,  Kiiight  of  tho  Most  Noble  Ord«r  of 
the  G.irter,  and  to  Two  l>ir(  li!riL»  Hou-ie*  pro- 
posed to  be  purchased  and  conveyed  fur  \'ic4r- 
age  and  Rectory  Houses  on  tho  Estate  of  tbu 
Mid  Duke,  in  the  County  of  MUtHh  .'-'r, 

IG.  An  Act  to  enable  tho  Commiiteoj  of  the  Es- 
tate o(Jokn  Brown,  a  Lunatic,  to  sell  a  portion 
of  the  Kstitea  whereof  the  said  Luaatio  is  Ten- 
ant in  Tail  in  posHrs-'ion. 

17-  An  Act  for  explaininsr  and  niodifyinsr  the  Pro- 
visions of  (ho  Deed  of  Constitatiou  of  Dor- 
xtuird'a  IIou<»c  of  Refuge  for  the  Destitute  In 
MoiUrof^,  and  of  tho  Trust  Di!<j>i>sitioti  and 
Settlement  of  William  Dorward  Merchant  in 
Montrose,  and  Codicils  thereto,  and  for  incor- 
porating and  enlarjrine  and  dfflnine  the  Powiers 
of  the  Managcr>  v(  tho  s^aid  lIou>e  of  Refuge?, 
and  for  other  Purposes  relating  thereto. 

18.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of 
tho  Cathedral  Church  of  Christ  in  (hford,  of 
the  Foundation  of  Kine  Ilenni  tho  Eichth,  and 
their  Trustees,  as  Owuers  in  Fee  of  Lands  in 
Kfntish  Tov'n  in  the  County  of  Mi  U/^j^jt,  to 
grant  Building  Lea«o!«,  and  fur  otl»er  Purposes. 

19.  An  Act  for  enabling  tho  Commicte©  or  Com- 
mittees for  the  Time  being  of  the  Estate  of 
St<ipt/U<»t  Stapyltoti  Esfjuiro,  a  Lunatic,  Tm- 
nnt  in  Tail  Male  under  tlio  Will  of  tlie  lle- 
Torend  Sir  Martin  Stapylton  Baronet,  deceased, 
to  grant  leases  for  Mining  and  other  Purposes 
of  certain  Parts  of  the  entailed  Estates  sitaatc 
at  Ktton  in  tlie  County  of  York. 

20.  .\n  Act  for  tho  Kcgulation  and  Improrement 
of  the  Charities  founded  by  Richard  Lord  Rieht 
in  tho  i'nriyh  of  Fdttead  in  the  County  of 
Fssf.r,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

21.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Salo  of  the  Kel- 
marsh  EKtnte  in  the  County  of  NortkiimpteiL, 
dcvisod  by  the  Will  of  William  Lord  Bairmum 
deceased,  and  tho  Disohargo  of  the  Ineom- 
brances  affecting  that  Estate  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

21^  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  future  Regulation  and 
Management  ol  the  Grammar  School  of  Anthony 
BmivHe,  Serjeant-at-Liw,  at  Brentwood  in  the 
County  of  Kssix,  and  of  the  Almshouses  founded 
by  the  said  Anthony  Browite,  and  of  the  Esutes 
and  Possessions  of  the  same  School  and  Alms- 
house!) :  and  for  other  Purp.r«es. 

2iL  An  Act  to  Authorize  clif  Sale  or  Exchange  of 
Part  of  the  Estate  of  the  Free  School  at  RifJ'fy 
in  the  County  of  York,  and  for  other  Purposes 
relating  to  the  said  Charity. 


PRIVATE    ACT  S, 

NOT  PRINTED. 


84.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  J'ldtn\wl 
JTcathcotc  Esquire  with  KlisalHlh  Lacy  Jleath- 
cot«  his  now  Wife,  and  to  enable  hiiu  to  marry  \ 
again  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

25.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Marriage  of  Btnry 
Boddinffton  Webster  Y.'if^mra  vriihFmilie Marit: 
Louisii  WiUuliuinu  ]ycOiiii:r  his  now  Wife,  and 


to  enable  him  to  marry  again  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

2lL  An  Act  to  dissolve  tho  Marriage  of  Williau 
Jloidbfooke  Tayleirr  Esquire  witlj  Emma  Eliiii- 
heth  Tayleuf  his  now  WHm,  and  to  enabk  iuu 
to  marry  again  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
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Explanation  of  tue  Abbreviations. 

IR.  2Rm  3R.  First,  Second,  or  Third  Reading.— -rfm«n<l., Amendment.— Jl«.,Resolution.--C(miwi. 
Commhtpe. — Re-Com.,  Re-cotnmiltal.  —  Rep.,  Report.— ^c/j.,  Adjourned.— c/.,  Clause.- -add. 
ci.,  Additional  Clause.— nrg., Negatived — /.,  Lords.  — c.  Commons— m.  7.,  Main  Question.— 
o.  q..  Original  Question.— 0.  to.,  Original  Motion.  —;i.vC^"viou8  Question.  — r.  Report 
Progress.—^  Ayes.— Noes.— Af.,  Majority.- l*f  Div.,  ind  Div.  First  or  Second  Divi- 
sion. 

jBar*  When  in  the  Text  or  in  tho  Index  a  Speech  is  marked  thus      it  indicates  that  the  Speech 
is  reprinted  from  a  Pamphlet  or  some  authorised  Report. 
When  in  this  Index  a  *  is  added  to  the  Heading  of  a  Bill,  it  indicates  that  no  Debate  took  place 
upon  that  stage  of  the  measure. 


Abb.el-kadeb, 

L  Question  (Marquess  of  Londonderry),  t"'* 
1379 

Aberdeen,  Earl  of 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,  tUSl  1661 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

2R.  WB)  1773 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  Amend. 
1072,  12M;  Com.  1513,  lili;  3R. 

1637 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  2R.  1232 

Kfinisterial  Crisis — Explanation,  f '*>  009,  11122 
Papal  Agtrrcssion — Ecclcaiastical  Titles,  t"*) 

1072 :  o»w  iifi 
Political  Refugees  in  England,  028 

Abinger.  Lord 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.  <"»>  Sm2 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  2R.  <>»> 

;  Rep.  um. 
Papal  Aggression — Ecclesiastical  Titles,  iili? 
365,alfi 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews), 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Lord  J.  Russell), 

IMft;  Amend.  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis),  1010, 
[0.  g.  A.  166,  N.  Oa^M.  68]  1017 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  {Jews)  Bill, 

C.  1R.»        1030  ; 

2R.       Mi  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Newdogatc),  382, 

[0.  ^.  A.  m  N.  177,  M.  26]  409  ; 
Com.  c>.  K  (>>7no96  ; 


Ahjuratum,  Oaih  0/  (Jews)  Bill — cont. 

{.  1R,»       188  ; 

2R.  82&;  Amend.  (Earl  Nolson),  875,  [0. 
Content  lOS,  ^■ot-CoateIlt  Hi,  M.  30]  U09 


9i 


3  It.  018)  U2. 

VOL.  CXYIII. 


[eont. 
[tHIKD  SEKIE8.] 


Abjuration,  Oath  of— David  Salomons, 
Esq., 

c.  Question  (Sir  B.  HaU),         079 ;  Adj. 
bate.  lUl ; 

New  Writ  moved  for  Greenwich  (Sir  F.  Thesi- 
ger),  986  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  086; 

ObMcrvations  (Mr.  Speaker),  1143,1673  ; 

Motion  (Lord  J.  Russoll),  t»W  uifi  ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  B.  Osborne),  1147  :  Adj.  moved  [A.  66, 
N.  267,  M.  li)21.  1148;  [0.  q.  A.  229,  N. 
81,  M.  14B1  1206;  Adj.  moved  (Mr.  C. 
Anstcy),  1311.  [A.  26,  N.  237,  M.  162] 
1216  ;  That  Mr.  Aid.  Salomons  do  now  with- 
draw  [A.  23L  N.  81.  M.  1501  1216;  Mr. 
Aid.  Salomons  removed  bt-Iovr  the  Bar,  1216; 

Question  (Mr.  Anstoy),  1318  ; 

Motion  (Lord  J.  Russell).  1320  ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  C.  Anstey),  1327:  Amend.  (Mr.  BethcU), 
1332,  [o.  q.  A.  118,  N.  7L  M.  47]  1348  ; 
Adj.  moved  (Mr.  Bright),  1352,  [a!  69,  N. 
190,  M.  121]  1358;  Adj.  moved  (Mr.  C. 
Anstey),  1361.  [A.  69,  N.  207,  M.  148] 
;  Adj.  Debate,  1008.  [A.  60.  N.  88.  M. 
38]  1616  :  [w.  q.  A.  123,  N.  68,  M.  66] 
1621; 

That  Counsel  be  heard  at  the  Bar  (Sir  B.  Ball), 
1674.  [A.  76,  N.  136,  M.  60]  1M4 

Accidents  by  Steam  Vessels  and  RaiU 
xoays, 

e.  Observations  (Lord  Naas),"")  ^ 
2  T 
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AcLAND,  Sir  T.  D.,  Devonshire,  N. 

Agricultural  Distrean,  ^'i«>  Ui 
Buginesa,  Public,  3413 
Ecclesinstical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  (»»>833 
Income  and  Tropcrty  Tax,  Comm.  moved  for, 
imi  730 

India,  Stoam   Communication  with.  Comm. 

moved  for,  654 
Property  Tax,  Com.  d.  L  ""^  532,  625 
Supply— Captured  Neyroes,  tUM  «89  ;~IIar. 

hours  of  R«>fu<je,  1005  :»-Post  OfBco  Packet 

Service,  102U 

Acts  of  Parliament  Abbretiation  Act  Re- 
peal Bill, 
c.  IR.*       720  ;  2R.»  882  : 

3R.         813  ;  Amoud.  (Attorney  General), 
845.  [o.  q.  A.  12,  N.  66,  M.  64]  M&. 

Adair,  Mr.  IT.  E.,  Jpuwich 

St.  Albans  Election,  1120 

Addeuley,  Mr.  C.  B,  Stafordskiret  N. 
Army  Estimates  lii^  168 
Cape  of  Good  Hope.  I"")  aifl  ;— Kaffir  War, 
1173  ;  Address  moved.  <"*>  220,  28o,  1827. 
ma :    t»">  399i  400,  737.  740,  TOIi  768  ; 
1317 

Ccvlon,  Comm.  moved  for,  1S2 
Colonies,  Ois>  HIS 
Education,  1272 

India,   Steam  Communication  with.  Comm. 

moved  for,        650,  655 
New   Ze.-\Und  SettlementJi,  2R.  1636  ; 

Amend.  Adj.  1637 
Fassongers  Act  Amcudmont,  Com.  872 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 
I  0")  fi  :  Her  M.ijoaty'8  Reply,  HO 
c.  52i  lU-port,  Ua  ;  Her  Majesty's  Reply,  184 

Addresses  to  Her  Majesty, 
c.  Motion  (Urd  J.  Russell),        101  ;  Motion 
withdrawn,  170 

Aden,  Murder  of  a  British  Officer  at, 
e.  Question  (Viscount  Malion),  ("«)  1167 

Adjournment  of  the  House — The  Great 

Exhibition, 
c.  Motion  (Lord  J.  Russell),  <"«>2i2  :  Amend. 
(Sir  R.  Inglia).  tb.,  [o.  7.  A.  62,  N.  12,  M.  60] 
343 

The  Derhtf,  Motion  (Major  Berosford),  UM  ; 

Question  (Mr.  Bright), 
Pttblic  Iiiutine»$,  Observations,  (Lord  J.  Rus- 

BCU)  fiSi. 

Administration  of  Ciiminal  Justice  Im- 
provement Bill, 
L  IR.  (»«J602  ;  2R.»  873  ; 
Rep.       nrft  :  Com.  1163  ; 

c.  1R.»  0'"399_i  2R.*  607  : 
Com.  d.  L""M309: 
c/.  28,  1373  :  d.  withdrawn,  1374; 
add.  cl.  (Rt.  lion.  M.  T.  Baincs),  1375  ; 
3R.»  mi 
L  Commons  Amend.  1893 
c.  Lords  Amends.  l<m 
Royal  Asseat.  1929 


Administration  of  Justice  ( Court  of  Chan- 
cery Bill), 
e.  Leave,  QfiS 

Advertising  Vans,  Ac. 
c.  Return  moved  for  (Colonel  Sibthorp),  206, 
945 

Advocate,  The  Lord  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  Mos- 
creiff),  Leith,  Ac. 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com. 

1007:  ri.l,0'y>316.318 
School  Estoblishnient  (Scotland),  JR.  «»» 115 

Africa,  West&rn  Coast  of— Supply, 

AOLIOXBY,  Mr.      A.,  Cochennonth 
Administration  of  Criminal  Justice,  Com.  cl. 

u»*)1372;  add.  el.  1377 
Asse6.scd  Taxes  Act,  112. 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.c/.S.  t"'>  117, 

119.  120. 123,  126 
Clianccry,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committeo, 

Cui.i.c/.  1.  t'W  158  ;  cl  18,  166 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  2R. 

Compound  Householders,  Com.  cl.  1^  n'»007 
Convents — Petition  of  the  Rev.  P.  Connelly, 

O'»034 
Coroners,  3R.  t"»108.  IIP 
Count  Out,  The,  944 
Countv  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  dL  13, 

("•J^SS  ;  add.  cl.  1800 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  AflSumptioD,  Com.  The 

Preamble,  <>•«'  UM  ;  The  Title,  (»•>  252 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estat«6  Matuisronnmt 
(No.  2i,  21L         1790.  1801;  Com.  isl-jf, 
1823  ;  cl.  L  IMfi;  c/.  8,  1886.  1886  :  3R. 
1908 

Horfield  Manor  EsUto,  ("""flfiS 
Income  and  Property  Tax,  Comm.  moved  for, 
«««)  720 

India,  Steam  Communication  with.  Comm. 

moved  for,       Qfifi  ;  Amend.  052 
Land  Clauses  Consolidation,  211.  1118 
Malt  Tax,  Leave,  <"«  603 
New  Zealand  Settlements,  2R.  1636 
Patents,  Returns  moved  for.  8M 
Property  Tax,  Com.  cl.  L       437;  el.  3,  5M 
Prosecution,  Expenses  of.  Com.  cl.  2,  ^"»>  207 
Rothschild,  Baron  de — That  Counsel  bo  beard 

at  tho  Bar,  leoo 
St.  Albans   Bribery  CommisaioD,  Com. 

1464  ;c/.  18,  0»7)463,  451 
St.  Albans  Election,  722,  727,  1226,  122T» 
1299.  1357.  1359  ;  22,  'Ji,  25,  US,  If.ti, 
loo.  21s.  222.  226 
Salomons,  David— Oath  of  Abjaration,<"«>  1 193, 
1334 ;  That  Counsel  be  heard  at  the  Bar, 
1589 

Supply— Transportation  of  Convicts,       214 ; 
— llarboum  of  Refuge,  1002.  um 

Agricultural  Distress, 
L  Petition  (Earl  of  llardwicke),       772  ;  (Earl 
of  Winchilsca),  016)216  ;  (Earl  of  M»lme»- 
bury),  1361 

c.  Motion  (Mr.  Disraeli),       Oli ;  Adj.  Debate, 
609,  [A,  261.  N.  281,  M.  14]  604  ;~TK€ 
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Affnculhiral  Disttett — continued. 
Assestrd  Taxes  Act,  Com.  Amend.  (Mr.  Dis- 
raeli),       26 :   Adj.  movwl  (Mr.  Newde- 
gato),  106 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  118,  [o.  q. 
A.  263,  N.  250,  M.  13]  ih. 

Agricultural  Interest  and  tht  PropeHy 
Tax, 

e.  Motion  (Mr.  Booker),  »>'>839 :  Motion  with- 
drawn,  8i3 

Agriculture,  Statistics  of, 
c  Question  (Mr.  G.  Sandani),  C»«)816 

AiRLiE,  Earl  of 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  3R.  IIM 

Alcock,  Mr.  T.  Surrey,  E. 
Agricultural  Distress,  Ifl 
Budpet,  Tho— Ways  and  Moans,       151  ;  0»s) 


Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

3R.("«>669 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  cl.  L 

im  1747.  1749 
Church  Extension,  Address  moved,  89 
Episcopal  and  CapituLir  Estates  Management 

(No.  2),  Com.        lfi22;  cl.  1,  1881  :  SR. 

1908 

Malt  Tax,  Leave.  OiOfiafl  ;  O'»900 
Property  Tax,  Com.  <•/.  L  ^""^  ^22 
Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  Com.  S20 
Supply— Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  t"'> 
900 

Alexandria  and  Cairo,  Itailway  between, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),  1858 

Anderson,  Mr.  A.,  Orkney  and  Shetland 

Differential  Duties  (Spain),  Comm.  moved  for, 

<"«  600,061  ;  t"*>  1971 
India,  Steam  Communication  with.  Comm. 

moved  for,  fi51 
Mercantilo  Mtmno  Act  Amendment,  Com.  ci. 

17,  Amend.        1049,  IMl  ;  add.  cL  1052, 

1058.  1059.  1000,  1M2 
Steam  Navigation,  Com.  ^ii^  1531 

Ahson,  Hon.  Col.  G..  Stafordshire,  S. 
Ordnance  Estimates,  tui)  jiM 

AN8TEY,  Mr.  T.  C,  Toughal 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.  ^"•)  404 
Adilross  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  OM)90 
Attonil.inco  of  Members  in  the  House  of  Peers, 

01*)  1S)41,  1946 
•       Blackwater,  Fishery  of  the.  O")  1.17 

Budget,  The— W.iys  and  M.  nns,  765 
Chancery.  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

Com.  »»»  1805 
CliaritaWc  Purchase  Deeds,  Cora.  Oi8)  837 
Civil  Hills  *c.  (Ireland),  2R.  0»«  717 
Coffee,  Adulteration  of,  Res.  IML 

i.«t97 

Convents— Petition  of  the  Rev.  P.  Connelly, 
aw)933  , 

County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  cl.  13, 
("»)'78B 

Eoc!osia';tical  Titles  Assumption,  I>'ave, 
aai,  178  ;  2R.  016)       ;  Com.  016)^1111;  ci 
1^  1322.  1435,  1437,  1439,  IMl ;  cl.  3^"'" 
1042.  1045.  im 

[cQfU, 


Anstkt,  Mr.  T.  C. — eontimud. 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 
(No.  2).  2R.  01*)  ilM :  Com.  d.  8^  1385 ;  cl. 
9^  Ififil 

Germanic  Confederation,  The,  0»»)  1354.  1356  ; 
0»«)  1316 

India,  Affairs  of.  Address  moved,  0»5)  969,  989, 
1004 

Irish  Political  Convicts  in  Van  Diemen's  Land, 
OW).'j88,  ;  ^"'^  034,  041  ;  Correspondence 
moved  for,  1067 

Jesuits,  Address  moved,  OiO  608,  610,  611, 
613 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  cl.  3,0>7)ai5  ;  8R. 

1305,  1300 
Late  Sittings,  0111148 

Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  6j  Ois) 
123 

Milling  Trade  (Ireland),  Comm.  moved  for,  0««) 
821 

Papal  States,  The,  OW  1859 

Passenjjcrs  Act  Amendment,  Com.  OU)9Y2 

Religious  Houses.  2R.  Oi«)934 

Roman  Catholic  Relief,  Leave/'")  362 

Rothschild,  Baron  de.  That  Counsel  be  heard  at 
the  Bar,  Oi«)  1597,  ir,i  i3,  I  GOO 

St.  Albans  Election,  Oii>  ;  OW)  26.  Uifi  ;— 
Imprisonment  of  Henry  F.<l»  ar(ls.  0'^)  Qflfl 

Salomons,  David— Oath  of  Abjuration.  t>'«)  980^ 
1147.  1140,  LLli;  Adj.  moved,  1208,  1211. 
1216, 1217,  1318;  Amend.  1333.  1328.  1345, 
1352,1357:  Adj.  moved,  LiM:  That  Coun- 
sel be  heard  at  the  Bar,  1519.  1608, 1625. 

Sattara.  lUjah  of,  Res.  OiM  124 

Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  Com.  Amend.  OW) 
301 

Supply— Public  Works  (Ireland), 826, 1301. 
1  .SO?  Britisli  Mu!<i  urn,  0>«)  600 ;— Labuan, 
080 ;— Disscntinp  Ministers  (Ireland),  089 

Tariffs,  Foreign,  om  118 

Transportation  to  Van  Diemen's  Land,  Address 
moved,  Oi«)  1200  ;  OW)  1745 

Appellate  Jurisdiction — Priv i lege, 
[.  Motion  (Lord  Lvrulhurst),       lOOO ;  Obscrva- 
tions  (Lord  llc.l.  sd.ile),  KlU  :  Question 
(Earl  of  Aberdeen),  Oi«)  1501 

Appointments  to  Offices,  ti'c.  Bill, 
r  1R.»  016)       ;  2R.*510;  3R.*  1221 
/.  1R.»  0»«)  laafi  ;  2R.*  Oi»)  324  ;  Rep.*  HIS  ; 
'  3R.*lfi8fl 
Royal  Assent,  1929 

Apprentices'  and  Sertants'  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  i»'*>  226i 
2R.  1297  ; 

Com.  d.  L  t"«21i_:  3R.»  T99 
I   IR*  014)  843  ;   2R.  1115: 

3R.0W  fill :  Amend.  (Lord  Portman),  019  ; 

Amend,  nep.  ih. 
Royal  Assent,  0>«)  1163 

Apprentices  to  Sea  Service  {Ireland)  Bill, 
C.IR.*       034_;  2R.*  fifiJ 

Apprentices  to   Sea   Service  [Ireland) 

{No.2}Bill, 
c.  \R.*       588  ;  2R.*  afi2 ;  Rep-*  L4LI ;  3R.* 

o>7)  a 

I  IR.*  OU)  2il;  2R.*  976  ;  3R.*  324 
Royal  Assent,  lliil 
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Arbitration,  International, 
e.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Cobden),       916  :  Mo- 
tion withdrawn,  049 

Archoall,  Capt.  M.  E.,  Fermanagh 
Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

Com.  ^Vmcnd.  Adj.  tUIi  1304,  1305 
Orange  Addresses,       IISU,  11B2 

Arctic  Expedition,  The, 
c.  Question  (Sir  R.  IL  liiglis),  t'>W  840 

Argyll,  Duke  of 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.  OiaigOSi  822 
Cape  of  Good  Uopc — llt  pn-sontative  Institu- 
tions, Comm.  moved  fur,  IGfi 
Charitable  Bequests  Act,  Return  moved  for, 
0111285 

Common  Lodging  Houses,  2R.  ^i'')  1140 
Convocation,  Papers  moved  for,       53tt,  fil2 
Ecclesiastical    Titles  Assumption,  2R. 

1130 ;  Com.  1609,  IMfi :  c/.  2,  Amend.  1624  ; 

c/.  ^  I. ".20  ;  3R.  1653 
Emigiatiou  Advauces  (Scotland).  2R.  1843 
Flour,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  857 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  2R.  OM  078 
Marriage,  Law  of,  Australia,  ""^  '>35,  543 
Papal  Aggression — Ecclesiastical  Titles, 

1060.  1074  :  577 
Patent  I  aw  Amendment  (No.  3)  Com.  f '»>  19 
Public  Houses  (Scotland).  2R.  HlJ)  2  ;  3R.  777 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  2R.  <»>«>  1410. 

14111  iilZlMl 
Transportation  of  Convicts,  JOI 

Armstrong,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Lancaster 

Administration  of  Criminal  Justice,  Com.  el.  L 

im. 

Aylesbury  Election,  724 

Desipn^  Act  Extension,  Com.  Amend. 
10"l^> ;  Plumbic,  Amend.  102C 

Army, 

EtHmatct,  c.  (»«  742;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume), 
760,  [A.  47»  N.  180.  M.  139]  764  ;  [r.  p.  A. 
29,  N.  168,  M.  1391  16L;  Amend.  (Mr, 
Hume),  798,  [A.  JEN.  IM.  M.  104]  iili ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  817,  [A.  16,  N. 
84,  M.  69]  fiia  ;  200 

Examinations  at  Sandhurst  College,  c.  Question 
(Colonel  ilcid).  U'^^ao? 

Lilt,  c.  Question  (Colonel  Chattcrton),^ >«J308 

Mlitartf  Knightt  of  WincUor,  e.  Question  (Co- 
lonel S.-ilwey),(^>»)  208  ;  ^"*>  1904 

Arrest  of  Absconding  Debtors  Bill, 
L  iR.»t"«)740; 

2R.  C""  3.]5  ;  SR.*  UJQ 
e.  1R.»  iim  22  ;  2ll.»  393  ;  3R.»  UQH 
Royal  Assent,  Ois)  1804 

Arsenic,  Sale  of,  Regulation  Billt 
L1R.»  ">*>llil3; 

2R.  1300: 

Com.  1306 ; 

3R.  01*1122 
c.  1R.»  U»>  1117  ;  2R.»  ("«)  143  ;  3R 1327 
Royal  Assent,  UlZl  444 

Arundel  axd  Surrey,  Earl  of,  Arundel 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  118 
Convents— Petition  of  the  Rev.  P,  Connelly. 
t"«'U3 1.933 

[cont. 


Aruxdsl  axd  Sckbzt,  Earl  of— eon/. 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  3R.  Amend, 
(iii)  1221;  26G,  48L111I:  Com.  The 
Preamble, ("«  1103.  1109,  IHC.  1149,  U51; 
cl.  L  1366;  Amend.  1376,  1377,  1388,  1393, 
1437,  1462,  1453.  U59  ;  d,  3,  «««  1024 

Mortmain,  t"«>  lJlfi2 

lieligious  Houses,  2R.<"')  957  ;  Amend.  968 

Ashley,  Lord,  Bath  {see  also  Shaftes- 
bury, Earl  of) 

Business  of  the  House,  1319 
•Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assiunption,  Leare,  ^"*> 

300;  2R.  C"*)112 
I^odgin^  Houses,  Leave,  1258 
Religious  Houses,  2R.  957 

Assessed  Taxes  Act, 

c.  Com.  Res.  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
<'!«)  \M. :— see  AgricuUvaxd.  Distress 


Assessed  Taxes  Composition  Bill, 

e.  1R.»  tim  1334  ;  2R.»  Ulii  112  ;  3R.»  430 


lR.«mai605 
972 


2R.*  694  ;  Rep.»  85ii  3R.» 


Royal  Assent,  1282 

Assistant  Surgeons  in  the  Navy, 
c.  Question  (Captain  Boldcro),  665 

Assurances,  Registration  of.  Bill, 
Z,  1R.»("0  873; 

2R.  a  ; 

Petition  (Lord  Feversham),        678 ;  (Lord 

Stanley),  ih. ; 
Rep.  Oi«5 1  if,8  : 

Petition  (The  Lord  Chancellor),  1311 ; 
Com.  («>"  256,  976  ;  Rep.  1077; 
3R.  1137 
c.  1R.»0'7)  1253; 

Petition  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  Graham),  C"»  662 

Attendance  of  Members  in  the  Bouse  of 

Peers, 

c.  Observations  (Mr.  Hume),  t"*>  143; 

Comm.  moved  for  (Lord  J.  Russell),  fH)  1905; 

Report,  mi: 
Res.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  1039  ; 
Motion  (Rt.  Hon.  IL  Labouchere),  1989 ; 
Amend.  (Sir  B.  Hall),  1948.  1944  ;  Amend, 
ncg. 1945  ; 

Motion  (Rt.  Hon.        Labouchere),  1946; 

Motion  withdrawn,  1947 ; 
Ballot  for  Prtc^sdcnce,  Observations  (Mr. 

Wakley),  1960 

Attorney  General,  The  (Sir  John  Ro- 

milly;  also  Master  of  the  Rolls), 
Bevonport 
Administration  of  Justice  (Court  of  (HuuicerT). 

Leave,  "»)m 
Designs  Act  Extension,  2 R.(ii&)  493,  Com. 

im  ;  el.  7.  im ;  The  Preble,  1027 
Dungarvon,  New  Writ  for,  135^ 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  tn*) 

291  :  2R.  OW)  408 
Jesuits,  Address  moved,  <"*>  611.  612 
Vjce-Chnncelior.  Appointment  of  a,  2R. 

1102  ;  Ilcp.O»)713 
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Attorsbt  Genebal,  The  (Sir  A.  J.  E. 
Cockburn;  also  Solicitor  Geheral), 
Southampton 
Acts  of  Parliament  Abbreviation  Repeal,  SR. 

Amend.  Ui7)  844 
Administration  of  Criminal  Juaticc,  Com.  el. 

28,  mii  mi  ;  add.  el.  1376,  1377, 1318 
Aylesbury  Ek'ction,<""  385 
•  Coylon,  Comm.  moveti  for,       97,  220 
Chauoery,  Court  of,  AddnSsa  moved,  OO^ 
100 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 
Leave.  0''>  723.  725.  726j  Com.  el.  L 
149,  152 

County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  add. 
cl.  t'"'  26.  20  ;  el.  13,  183.  781 ;  add. 
d.  852.  853.  ML  855,  850.  gSi  1^07.  1808 

Ecolcaiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  The 
Preambl(».  ^  1115.  1127:  cl  V,  1337,  1360, 
1862.  1303.  13G4.  1367,  13'Jl.  1432,  1462, 
14M:  <"'>283,  318  ;  cl.  2,369,  314.  600, 
»U  ;  The  Preamble,  IMl ;  add.  cl.  1320, 
1327.  mfi 

Eridence,  Law  of,  Amendment,  Com.  el.  LiH^i 
836  ;  el.  3,  842.  844  ;  cl.  5^  Mih  5L 
Amend.  841.  848  ;  cl.  ?,  i6. ;  add.  cl.  849 

Exeter,  Diocesan  Smrn!  of,  0>«)  425. 

Health,  General  Board  of,  Com.  1467 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  cl.  2,  973 ;  cl 
8.  974 

Patent  Law  Amendment.  2R.  1534 :  Com, 
1851;  cl.  L  1862,  1653.  IfiM ;  fiLe.  Ifififi ;  c/. 
7,  1866 :  d.  9,  Amend.  ISM  :  cL  14,  1896. 
1897;  Amend.  18»8.  1890 ;  d.  18,  1913, 
1914.  1920;  cl  411,  1923.  1925,  1920;  Con 
sideration  of  Anicudraents,  iMfl 

St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission.  Leave,  t'"' 
fi3S  ;  Com.  cL  L  t"'^  890.892  ;  c/.  6,8111;  cl 

St.  Albans  Election.  <»«  1359,  13112  ;  22. 

24,  446»  160,  161,  221  ;  Imprisonment  of 

Henry  Edwards,  Oi"  SflS 
Salomons,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration,  iU^ 

116C.  1332,  1333 ;  That  Counsel  be  heard 

at  the  Bar,  1579 

Attomies  and  Solicitors  Certificate  Duty 
Bill, 

.  e.  Leave,       851,  [A.  162.  N.  132,  M.  30]  353i 
1R.»  893 

Attomies  and  Solicitors  Regulation  Act 

Amendment  Bill, 
L  1R.»      1306 ; 

2R.  am  324 ;  3R.*  Qlli 
c.  1R-*  ill«  Uia  ;  2R.*  1511 ;  3R.*  1841 
Royal  Assent,  1929 


Audit  of  Railway  Accounts  Bill, 

e.  IR.*  t"*>  1106; 
2R.  ti'^)  043; 

Com.  1^  CWi  Amend.  (Mr.  Chaplin),  662» 
[0.  q.  A.  72.  N.  49.  M.  2a  [664 ; 


i 


L  Amend.  (Mr.  E.  B.  Dcnison),  666  ; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  667  .[A.  81,  N.  60,  M 
21j  672; 
eO,  ib. : 

cZ.  8,  Amend.  (Mr.  IL  Brown).  673,  [o.  g.  A. 
57,  N.  67— The  Cliainnan  tbcn  voted  with 
the  Ayes]  filfi  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  E.  EUice), 

[con/. 


Audit  of  Railway  AeeotmU  Bill— cent. 

0")  lis,  [A.  77,  N.  42,  M,  36]  122j 
Amend.  (Mr.  U.  Brown),  ib.,  [r.  p.  A.  02, 
N.  66.  M.  6]  128 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts  {No.  2}  Bill, 

c.  iR.*n">  907 

Australia — Law  of  Marriage, 
L  Petition  (Duke  of  ArgyU),  ^  5M 

Australia,  Western — Supply, 
c.       im  ;—F<yrt  EitingUm,  ib. 

Aylesbxtry  Election, 
c.  Petition  (Mr.  Armstrong),  lU^  J22  ;  Report, 
967; 

Petition  (Mr.  Roundell  P.almer>,       416 ; 

Motion  (The  Attorney  CJoncrai),  886 ;  John 
Strutt  and  Charles  Cunningham,  reprimand- 
ed and  discharged,  8fi0 

Babylonian  and  Assyrian  Inscriptions — 

Supply, 
c.  1001 

Bahama  Islands — Supply, 
c.  ("»)fiC2 

Baillie,  Mr.  K.  J.,  Inverness-shire 
Budget,  The,  1076 

Ceylon  Committee,  Evidence  before,  371. 
372,  1182  ; — Threatened  Vote  of  Ceusurt, 
Oli)  24  ;  Comm.  moved  for,  6,  92,  94, 
131.  144,  146,  221,  249 

Customs,  Com.  d.  ^  1416 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  510 

St.  Albans  Election,  161 

Smithfiold  Market  Removal,  2R.  ("W  1342 


Baine-q,  Rt.  Hon.  M.  T.,  Hull 

Apprentices  and  Servants,  2R.       12flfi  ;  Com. 

cl.  L        214,  215 
Barham  Workhouse,  Riot  in,  <»>«>505,  606,  601, 

873 

Poor  Rates.  Comm.  moved  for,  OW)  fiflg 
Supply — Poor  Law  Commissioners,  1287. 
1288 

Baiud,  Mr.  J..  FalhirJc,  d^c. 
St.  Albans  Borough,  Leave,  fill 

Ballot,  The 

c.  Leave  (Mr.  U.  Berkeley),  iUM  356,  [A.  87,  N. 
50,  M.  37]  ail 

Balht  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  01*1  1680 

Bakkes,  Mr.  G.,  DorseUhire 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  .Spcei«h,  Ufl 
Adionniment  of  the  House— The  Great  Exhibi- 
tion. 242 
Administration  of  Criminal  Justice,  Com.  d.  L 

(»«)  lafifi  ;  cl.  28.  1374  ;  add.  d.  ib.  1375 
Barham  Workhouse,  Riot  in,       604, 656, 607, 
873 

Budget,  The— Wavs  and  Means,  I5S 
Count  Out,  The,  S12 
Differential  Duties  (Spain),  Comm.  moved  for, 
(US)  Qia 

[cant. 
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Baxxss,  Mr.  G. — continued. 

Eoclesiastical  Titles  Asaumption,  2R.  1141, 

114Y;  Com.  ("•)  813  ;  Preamble,  1088 
Exhibition  of  1851,  Addrcsa  moved,  1738 
Harwich  Election,        804,  896»  896,  807; 
Comnt.  moved  for,  ("«  835,  830,  837,  010, 
913 

Kaffir  War— Capo  of  Good  Hope,  0")  1170 
MinistPriai  Crisis— Explanation,  Oil)  inn.l 
Property  Tax,  Com.  d.  L^"**  52^;  c/.  2,  535 
Prosecution,  Expenses  of.  Com.  c/.  3^  0'*>  206  ; 

That  the  Bill  do  paw,  205 
St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  Leave, 

652,   653;     Com.    Amend.    1461,  1462. 

1463,  1404  ;  <>W  454,  456:  c/.  L  887,  690: 

ST?;  803 ;  d.  5^aM;  SR.  1256  ;  Amend. 

1257 

St.  Albans  Election,  <>ie)  23,  145,  149,  222, 
225,  843  ;  Imprisonment  of  Ilcnry  Edwards, 
010  808 

Supply — New  House  of  Commons,  ^"•J  lUfl  ; 

—Royal  Palaces,  800 
Vagrancy,  111 

Bankruptcy t  Court  of —  The  Chanceltor* s 

iSecretaries, 
L  ObscrvHtiuns  (Lord  Brougham),  130 

BanJcrtiptcy  Law,  Administration  of, 
L  Rtitiiins  moved  for  (Lord  BrougL\iu), 
265 

Barham  Workhouse,  Biot  in, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Bankes),       504,  873 


Bari5o,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  F.  T.,  Portsmouth 
Arctic  Expedition,  The,  340 
Assessed  Taxes  Act.  Res.  O'*)  188 

A?<si«tant  Surgeons  in  the  Nary,  5M 
Blarkwiitcr,  Fishery  of  the,  137 
Coffee,  Adulteration  of.  Res.  1309 
Hawlboline,  Comm.  moved  for,  0'*>  015 
India,  Steam  (/ommunicatiuu   with.  Comm. 

moved  for,  l">'(i55 
Mercantile  Mirino  Act  Amendment,  Com.  add. 

cl.  i"*'  IMl 
Naval  Med.ils,  (>i»)  1Q4C.  1049 
Navy  Estimates,        1185,  1226.  1227.  1232, 

1283  :        516  ;  (»"^>  641,  642,  645,  049,  651^ 

653,  655,  656,  659,  665,  687,  692,  603,  605, 

696,  697 

Navy,  Promotion  in  thc,0i6)  503  ;  <»»«  1044 
Supply — P.icket  Harbour  .it  Holyhe.id,  t'lT) 
815  ;  —  Portpatrick  Harlwur,  819  : — Privy 
Council  Office,  1273 ; — Now  Bridge,  Inver- 
ness, 1000  ;— Harbours  of  Rcftjge,  1005  ; 
—Post  Office  Packet  Scr>ice,  1020.  1028, 

1020,  mo. 


Baring,  Mr.  T.,  Huntingdon 

Budget,  Thc,t"*>  1097;  Report,  1109 
Cliieory— Adulteration  of  Coffee,       511^  >^ 
Coffee,  Adulteration  of.  Res.        1384,  IM& 
Coffee  Duties  Act,  Res.  i^y 
IncoiiK-  .hkI  Property  Tax  Committee,  ^^'^^  361 
Sail  Salv;iUor.  Blockade  of.  277 


Barnakd,  Mr.  E.  G.,  Greenwich 
Business  of  the  Houso— Tho  Cvuat  Out, 

1322 


Barrox,  Sir  IL  W.,  Waterford,  City 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  L 

Eci'lcsiastical  Titles  Assumpiion,  SR.  1346: 
6^  Com.  cl.  L       1379.  1880, 1111 

Ilfiwlbotine,  Coram,  moved  for,  ^'l'*  917 
IrcL-iJid,  State-  of,  Comm.  moved  for,  127^, 

1283.  1284.  ISy-i.  LiM 
Petty  Se»sion«<  (Irolnndl.  Com.  el.  10,  ty»4 
Poor  Emplovmcnt  of  the  ^ Ireland),  3S7, 

3M  ' 

Supply — Poor  Law  Commissioners,        1290 ; 
— Incumbered  Estates  Commisaioa  (Irslaod), 

(IW  itOS. 

Tithe  R«iu  Chargo  (Ireland).  OU)  124 
Victoria  Park,  Com.  d.  L  241 


Barrow,  Mr.  W.      Notfinphamshite,  S. 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Ebtatea  MuDa^meat 
(No.  2}.  2R.  1 798  :  Com.  c^.  1.  ISTT; 
3R.  1912 

Hops,  Excise  Duty  on,  LUai  1719 

Bass,  Mr.  M.  T.,  Derby 

Chicory— Adulteration  of  Coffee,  532 
Ilomo-m.'kdc  Spirits  in  Bond.  2R.  f"''  412 
Hop  Duty,  Address  moved.       5  70.  673,  573 
Hops,  2R.  194 

Hops.  Reduction  of  Excise  Duty  on,  Leavs,  ^''^ 

LIM;  1721 
Malt  Tax,  Leave.  UW)  Jig  ;  0121  892,  M6.  ftH 

Bath,  New  Writ  for, 

c.  (""251 


Beaumont,  Lord 

Apprentices  and  Servants,  3R.  f***^  677 
Assurances,  Registration  of,  2R.        16  ;  R«^ 

("•>I100.  1311.  1314 
Civil  BiUs  (Irebnd),  2R.  t"«>  1384 
Coutity   Court*  Further  Extension,  IR. 

1115:  Com.  Ois)  C34,  1116  ;  el.  28,  1322; 

cl.  35^  1221 
Ecolesi.-»Btical  Titles  Assumption.  2R.  l"*>  lOW 
Health,  General  Board  of  (No.  2x),  Com. 

1390 

Kingston  Estates  and  the  Encumbered  Eitatfs 

Commissioners,  Papers  moved  for,  1935 
Property  Tax,  2R.  Oi«)i085 
Purchase  of  Lands  F.-\cilitation  (Ireland},  2 IL 

im  200,  204,  205,  206 
Ilailw.iys  in  tho  South  of  Ireland,  12& 
St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  Caumioo*' 

Amends.        1934.  193.5 
Shipping  Interest,  The,  1044 
Smithfield  Market  Removal,  Rep.  Amend. 

Ij  4_i  Standing  Orders,  Amend.  188,  19'; 

Rep.  1568 
Tithes,  ^Vssessment  of,  t"*>  670 

Beer,  Sale  of  (iVo.  2)  Bill, 
c.  1R.*0U)649 

Bell,  Mr.  J.,  St.  Albans 
^  Kaffir  W.-ir,  Address  moved,  UW^Sl 
*  Metropolitan  Interment,  Com.        ISSi ;  cl.  1^ 
1781 

MctropoliUn  Sewers,  Com.  d.  4i<"'>  1715 
Pharnincy,  2R.  «W  113,  116,  118  ;  Com. 
Property  Tax,  Com.  d.  ^  4M 


^      d  by  Google 
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Benefices,  Sequestration  of^  Bill, 

t.  IK.*  ^'"^^  li^ 
2R.  t"^>a26 ;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.  Grey.) 
MIM ;  BiU  ]pvX  off,  ib, 

Bennet,  Captain  P.,  Suffolk,  W. 
Addresa  in  Answer  to  tbo  Speech,  153 
Malt  Tax,  Lcaye,  GilS 

Benhnck,  Lord  IL  W.  S.,  Nottingham- 
shire, N. 

Agricultural  Distress,  ("«)fi2fi 

Berespord,  Major  W.,  Essex,  W. 
AdjoummcQt  of  the  IIouso — The  Derby, 
1102 

'   Supply— Treasury,  Amend,       834, 838 

Berkelet,  Hon.  G.  C.  G.,  Gloucester- 
shire, W. 
Address  in  Answer  to  th«  Speech,  lii^i  101 
Agricultural  Distress,  UUi  440 
British  Guiana,  <»«  29,  M 
Coffee,  Adulteration  of,  f  >«>  137.188;  Res.  »"> 

Convents — Petition  of  the  Rev.  P.  Connelly, 

("«)  932 
Debate,  Freedom  of,  (".*>QM 
£ccIe»i.-\8ttoal  Titles  Assumption,  2K.  ^  4S0 
Ley,  John  Henry,  Res.  IA2. 
New  Forest,  The,  137 
•  New  Forest  Deer  Removal,  2R.  Amend. 

Poor  Ratea,  Comm.  movod  for,  (*>*>  693,  596, 
C04 

ReUgious  Housei,  2a.  082 
Berkeley,  Mr.  C.  L.  G.,  CheltetiJiam 

Army  Estimates,  Oi6)  812 

llarwich  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  cw^ailil 

Berkeley,  Mr.  F.  IL  F.,  Bristol 
Ballot,  The,  Leave,  Ois)  350 

Berkeley,  Rear-Admiral  M.  F.  F.,  Glou- 
cester 

Arctic  Expedition.  The,  OW)  341 

Army  Estimates,  828 

County  Franchise,  2R.  ("»)931 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.       464  ; 

Com.  c/.2i('»^)  624,  m 
Navy  Estimates.       1221,  1235.  1230,  1237 ; 

(>")  6C8 

St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  Leave,  654. 

Bermudas — Suvplv, 
c.  ot«)  601 

Bernal,  Mr.  R.,  Rochester 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  rl.  L 
660 

Cathedral  Trusts  —  The  Roehcst«r  Grammar 
School.  Address  moved,  <»»)  588,  589 

Church  Building  Acts  Amenda^cut,  Com.  d.  L 
(»»«  1748  ;  add.  rl.  1758 

Count  Out,  Tho,  044 

County  Coux-u  Further  Extension,  Com.  cL  13, 
<"•)  784,  786 

[eoni. 


BsnN.vL,  Mr.  R. — eontinutd. 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  c^.  1, 
1380, 1 1 1 2, 1 445, 1 453, 1454. 1 460,  1 461  ; 
27L  318  :  cf.  2,  370,  371,  372,  373, 874. 
609.1010;  cl.  3»  103S.  101^71041 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  971 

Lands  Clauses  Consolidation,  2R.  t'i7>ni7 

Navy  Estimates,  1202 

Pharmacv,  2R.  timuii 

Property  Tax,  Com.  d.  1,       436,  451 

St.  Albans  Election,  0»)  72fi 

Smithfleld  Market  Removal,  Com.  cl.  1^ 

ma 

Supply— Royal  Palaces,  Ac,        788  ;— Poor 

Law  Commissioners, 
Wottls  of  Heat,  ^  1503 

Bernarh,  Viscount,  Bandon  Bridge 

AddreisOB  to  Her  Majesty,  OM)  iflg 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Cotu.  The 

Preamble,  t"")  1135  ;  d.  2,t""  1016 
Ennistymon  Union,  Comm.  movod  for,  ^"'^ 

730. 736 

Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  2R.  (»»)898 
Religious  Houses,  2R.  <"•>  981 

Berners,  Lord 

Flour,  Importation  of  Foreign,  974 

Property  Tax,  2R.  i"«>  inft» 

Settlement,  Law  of— Free  Trade,  l»>»>  1S84 


Betiiell,  Mr.  R.,  Aylesbury 

Chancery,  Court  of.  Address  moved,  1868 
Cbancorv,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  CommlBsion, 
Leave,         114  5   Com.  d,  "h*^  IM;  cl 
11^  Amend.  IM  :  d.      Amend.  164,  165 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  d.  2, 

Salomons,   David — Oath  of  Abjurntion,  f 
1183.  1180,  1193  ;  Amend.  1328. 1364, 1618 

Bible  Printing  Monopoly, 
c.Addrosii  movod  (Mr.  Unmo),  ti>'>  MA;  Mo- 
tion negatived,  953 

Birmingham,  Convent,  The, 

Observations  (Mr.  Scholefield),  558 

Bishops,  Incomes  of — The  Ecclesiastieal 

Comm  ission, 
c.  Observations  (Sir  B.  H.1II),  <"•>  206,  568; 
The  Bishop  of  St.  DavicTt,  Observations 
(Mr.  M.  Milnes),  509 

Bishops,  Scotch— Ecclesiai^fical  Titles, 

e.  Observations  (Sir  G.  Grey),  0>*)  1315 

Blackwater,  Fishery  of  the. 
Question  (Mr.  C.  .\usU7),  UiiJ  137 

Blavdpord,  Marques*  of,  Woodstock 

Church  Building  Acts  Ametidment,  Com.  e/.  1^ 

('»•)  1750 :  d.  29. 17 '  V  17M 
Church  Extension,  Address  moved,  <"•)  80, 101 

Blewttt,  Mr.  R.  J.,  Monmouth 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2E.  125; 
Com.  d.  L,  liSfl 


BOL  BRI  {INDEX 

BoLDERO,  Capt.  H.  G.,  Chippenham 

Ausihtant  Surgrons  in  tlw  Navy,  <*i*)565 
Hawlboliuo,  Comm.  moved  for,  2Jji 
Property  Tax,  Com.  Proviso,  778 

Booker,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Herefordshire 
Agricultural  Distrew.       537  ; 
Agrirulturnl  Interest,  and  the  Property  Tax, 

("W  839,  843 
Budget,  The,  Report.  "»«  1184 

Church  Extension,  Address  moved,  100 
Copper  Miners  in  Euglaud  Company,  2R.  tiiii 
1120 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  iUZl  361 
Kaffir  War,  Address  moved.  284 
Lantiioni  and  Tenant,  2R.  ("«>948 
Property  Tax,  Com,  cl.  L  ^'"^  520 ;  add.  cl. 
777 

Protective  Duties  in  the  United  States, 
6M 

Supply — Poor  Law  Commissioners,  1289; 
— Railway  Commissioners,  1202 

Borneo — Sir  James  Brooke,  % 
e.  Quciition  (Mr.  U«-a(ilam).  t""  3j  Address 
moved  {Mr.  Hnrao),         436,  [A.  10,  N. 
230.  M.  211]  5M  i—Lalmanr—Suppbj,  679 

BouvERiE,  Hon.  E.  P.,  Renfrew,  do. 

Coroners,  2R.  Amend.  <"^> 
Countv  Courts  Further  Extcudion,  Com.  add. 

cl.  011)852 
Jones,  Empst,  Case  of,  <"*^  1312,  1313 
St.  Albans  Bribory  Comniission,  Lords'  Amends. 

Amend.  1904 
Steam  Navigation,  Com.  cl.  48,  1632 
Veterinary  Surgeons  Exemption,  Com.  Amend. 

(ii»)1218 

Bowles,  Rear* Admiral  W.,  Leominster 
Hawlboline,  Comm.  moved  for,  Ois)  917 
Mercantile  -Marine  Act  Amendment,  Com.  cl. 

17,        10')1.  10  52 
Navy  Estimates,       679,  687,  69L  fiM 

Bramston,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Essex,  S. 
Home-made  Spirits  in  Bond,  2R.  Amend. 

412 

Breadalbane,  Marquess  of 
Censns,  The,  UH)  6^3 
Marriages  (India),  13511 
Papal  Aggression  —  Ecclcsixtstical  Titles, 
lull 

Bridges  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  <»'«>  588  :  2R.»  flCa :  SR.*  ("^  2511 
Lltt.»("»  328;  2R.»  1246  ;   Rep.»  1306; 
3R.»  1379 
Royal  Assent,  124 

Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 

Adjournment  of  the  House,       1328. 132^ 
Agricultural  Distress,  <ii6)  SiJ 
Army  Estimates,  ('»i>  7<J9 
Church  Rates,  Comm.  moved  for,  (i^)  1251 
Compound  Ilousohohlers,  Com.  cl.  904 
County  IVaiichiso.  2R.  Uis)  930 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave, 

242;  Com.  0W>  887,  917 
India,  Affairs  of,  Address  moved,  997 

[f<nU. 
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Bright,  Mr.  J.— continued. 

JonoR,  Ernest,  Case  of.  ("•>  1316 
Judges  (Scotland),  <»")  779 
Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  MoO' 

bers,  (»"'739 
Kaffir  War,       763,  JfiJ 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  cl.  3,  915 
Manchester  Bonding,  Comm.  moved  for, 

1172,  im 

Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  t"*>  13GC,  15.33, 
1567 

Passports.  Address  moved,  (•  W  230.  231 
Pror>crty  Tax.  Com.  add.  el.  776 
Salomons,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration,  t"**' 
119o.  1211.  1213,  1216,  1217  ;  Adj.  moTod, 
1349,  13til,  LSM 
Savings  Banks,  Address  moved.  t"'>  1203 
Supply — New  House  of  Commons, 

Royal  Palaces,  Ac.,  796.  797:— Houses 
of  Parliament,  SlU  : — Harbours  of  Refufe, 
aifi  ;— Treasury.  8i0^  dll  ;  —Lord  Priry 
Seal,  1276.  1277  ; — Ecclesiastical  Conum*» 
sioners,  1 252 ; — Household  of  the  Lord  Lieo- 
tenant  (Ireland),  1300 

Brisco,  Mr.  M.,  Hastings, 
Health,  General  Board  of,  Com.  Amend. 
1122 

British  Guiana, 
L  Petition  (Lord  SUnley),  (»•>  128 
c.  Question  (Sir  J.  Pakinirton),  (»'>  1009  ;  (5faj* 
Grantley  Berkeley),  tliSi  29 

British  ^fuseum, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),         1264  ;— 5ifs«fa, 
OW)597 

Aniiqvitifs — Supphj,  e.  ft03 
N'  jx!  BuiUliihjs — ^ujiph,  c.  603 

British  North  America,  Bailtcays  in, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Stanley),  ^"^^  141;  QusstiCQ 
(Lord  Stanley),  IMfi 

British  White  HerHwT Fishery  Bill, 
c.  lR.»ill«i  mi :  2R.»'('">  12s  :  3R  •  632 
L  IR.*  (""Ill  :  2U.*  LLiii;  31l.« 
Royal  Assent,  1382 

Brooke,  Sir  James — Borneo, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Ileadlam),  tll7)  3  ; 

Address  moved  (Mr.  Hume),       436.  [A.  19, 
N.  230,  M.211]  603 

Brotherton,  Mr.  J.,  Salford 

Advertising  Vans  and  Barrel  Organs,  208 
Arbitration,  International,  Address  moved,  ^^''^ 
947 

Bath,  New  Writ  for,  0'y)93.t 
Bible  Printing  Monopoly,  Address  moved, 

052 

Budget,  The,  Renort,  f  •*)  1191 

Business  of  the  House,  ("^  703 
Caledonian  Railway,  IK.  tno  1312 
Chancery.  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Commissioo, 

Com.  O'^)  1303.  1305 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  X.^'"^ 
lfiQ2 

Copper  Miners  in  England  Compaov,  f  R-ttw) 
1120 

Convents  —  Petition  of  tho  Rev.  P.  CooMlly, 

UI6)  u.]a 

\amt. 
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Bbothsbtoh,  Mr.  J. — continued. 

Count  Out,  The,  400 
County  Courts  Extension  (No.  2}  W>  1307 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave, 

mi 

Inhabited  House  Duty.  Com.  add.  d.  200 
Late  Sittings.  OU)  Ufi 

Malt  Tax,  Lcaro,  <»»«> 'm  013 
ManchcHter  Bonding,  Comm.  moved  for,  t"') 
118B 

New  Zealand  Settlements,  2R.  Adj.  moved, 
l"W  1635 

Official  Salaries,  Adj.  moved,  1200 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  Com.  el.  18»<'W  1913 
Prosecutions.  Expenses  of,  2R.  1203; 

Com.  cl.  fi^  20S 
St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  Com.  t'")  1464 
Select  Committees,  704 
Supply— Consular  Establishments  Abroad, 

602 

Victoria  Park,  Com.  cl.  L  851 
Wood,  Mr.  J.,  Salary  of,  2i2 

Brougham,  Lord 

Abd-cl-Kador,  CUD  1334 
Appellate  Jurisdiction  —  Privilege,  1075. 
1076 

Arrest  of  Absconding  Debtors,  2R.  O'')  335 
Assurances.  Registration  of,  2R.       11 ;  Re- 

com.  t>")  976  :  Rep.  mS  ;  3R.  1137 
Bankruptcy,  Court  of— The  Chancellor's  Secre- 
taries,       129,  133,  134,  140,  142 
Bankruptcy  Law,  Administration  of.  Returns 

moved  for,  265 
Burial  Rites  (Chichester),  Refusal  of,  (i''>  95S 
Census,  Tht"— Fopulatiou  Act,  1309 
Chancery,  Court  of,       835, 810  ;  Hi 
Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

IH.        G4(>.  049 
Chancery  llctbrra,       7^5, 190,  191 
ChariiAblo  Trusts,  2R.  1240 
Commoa  Law,  Courts  of.  Commission,  633, 

County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  IR. 

1349  ;  Observations  421 
County  Courts  Extension,  IR.        170,  177, 

179 

County  Courts  Extension  (No.  2],  2R.  om  390, 
1306 

County  Courts  Further  Extension,  IR.  OU) 
1100,  Ulfi  :  2R.  326.  333,  33ii  Com 
633.  634,961,  002± MI:  Rep.  IflM;  Com. 
1208  ;  cl.  13,  1200,  1210.  1212  ;  cl.  2L 
1217  ;  d.  22,  ib.:  d.  27,  1218.  1212  ;  d.  28, 
1221,  1222 ;  el.  32,  122A  ;  d.  35,  ih. ;  cl.  3a 
1224  ;  d.  40,  ib.  1226,  122fi;  Observations, 
OJS)  421 

County  Courts — The  Criminal  Law  Commis- 
sion, Returns  moved  for,       122,  123 

Criminal  Justice  Improvement,  IR.  503 

Criminal  Uw  UU)  333 

Designs  Act  Extension,  Rep.  ("M  3 

Evidence,  Law  of,  Auiendment,  2R.  ^f*)  1,  18, 
20  ;  Com.  iiSH  444, 445  ;  3R.  1312 

Exhibition  of  1861 — Maintenance  of  Building, 
iUiJ  505,  615 

Income  Tax,  Res.  11193 

Jotee  Fershaud,  Papers  moved  for,  1133 

Masters'  Jurisdiction  in  Equity,  IR.  <"^)  410. 
448 

Marriages.  2R.  a>0  926.afll 
NichoUs,  Mr.,  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
U")  160  [com. 
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Brouohak,  Lord— con<inu<?d. 

Offences  Prevention,  Commons'  Amends. 
1307 

Owen.  Robert,  Esq.,  <"•)  124 
Papal  Aggression — Ecclesiastical  Titles, 

309.  1070.  1072 
Patent  l  aw  Amendment  (No.  3),  Com. 
18.  10 

Shaftesbury,  Earl  of.  Address  moved,  ("0  268 
Smithfiold  Market  Removal,  Rep.  i; 
Standing  Orders,  IM 

Brouohton,  Lord  {see  also  Hobhouse,  Rt. 
Hon.  Sir  J.  C.) 
East  India  Company,  Charter  of,  <"♦>  276 ; 

Claims  of,  0>«  1 207 
Jotee  Pershaud,  Papers  moved  for,  0>7)  1130. 
1132. 1133,  1308,  im ;  Returns  moved  for, 
("8)  276 

Marriages  (India),  «">  Iflfifl ;  2R.  Oi»)  935; 

Com.'"')  395 
Public  Works  (India),  Papers  moved  for,  t"') 

SM 

Punjab  Booty,  Returns  moved  for.  1390. 
1400.  1401.  1402.  1403,  1409  ;  ("»)  628 

Browk,  Mr.  ILj  Tewkesbury 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  Qifi; 
Com.  cl.  l^t"')  667  ;  d.  8,  Amend.  672,678  ; 
l"»  116,  120,  122^  123 

Browx,  Mr.  W.,  Lancashire,  S. 
Agricultural  Distress.  448 
Budtrot,  The— Ways  and  Means,  <"*>  761  ; 

1US8 

Bruce,  Mr.  C.  L.  C,  Elgin  and  Nairn- 
shire 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  <»0 
688 

School  Establishment  (Scotland),  2R.  wn  41a 

BcccLEUCH,  Duke  of 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  2R.  Ois) 

Shipping  Interest,  The,  1044 
Buck,  Mr.  L.  W.,  Devonshire,  N. 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com,  973 
Prop«>rty  Tax,  Com.  d.  l.U'«>  447  ;  d^  535 
Smithficld  Mirket  Removal,  Leave,       883 ; 

Com.  d.  1,       989  ;  d.  3,  992 
Supply— Harbours  of  Refuge,  iUZl  filfi 

Budget,  The — Ways  and  Means, 
c.  Chancellor  of  Exchequer's  Financial  State- 
ment,  C'"'  703,  887  ;  Ministerial  Crisis,  Ex- 
planation, 892  ; 

Observations  (Mr.  IIumo),fi»>  728  ;  Question 

(Rt.  Hon.  J.  C.  Horries),  968  : 
Resolution  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer), 

The  Revised  Budget,       IMfi  : 
Report.  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  C.  Herries), 
1122.  [0.  q.  A.  278,  N.  230,  M.  48]  1196 

Bt^os  Ayres, 
Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),  1867 

BuLLER,  Sir  J.  Y.,  Devonshire,  S. 

Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  Mem-* 
hers.  841 

3  U 
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CAM 


CAN 


Burgesses  and  Freemen's  Parliamentary 

Franchise  Bill, 
e.  IR.*        1313  ;  2R.*  1384  ;  Rep*  t>'»>  104; 
3R.»  m 

L  IR.*       188  :  2R 421  ;  3R .•  IMa 
Royal  Aasent,  U32. 

Burial  RiUs  ( Chicliester),  Refusal  of, 
L  Petition  (Duke  of  Rfchmoud),  illl 

BuRRELL,  Sir  C.  M.,  Shoreham  (A'icM?) 
Business  of  the  House,  "01 
Ciril  BiUs  (Ireland),  3R.  024 
Wooda  and  Forests,  Com,  176 

BuRROUGHES,  Mr.  IL  N.,  Norfolk,  E. 
Smithfleld  Mnrkct  Removal,  Com.  t"')  981 

Business  of  the  House, 
c.  Obsorvntiona  (Lord  J.  Russell),  O'')  5M ; 
Motion  (Lord  J.  Russell),  TM 

Business  Private — Counsel  to  the  Speaker, 
e.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  W.  Patten),  185 

Business,  Public — Sessional  Orders, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Uumo),       144,  [A.  47,  N.  116, 
M.  G9J  1A&  ; 
ObaerTation»(Lord  J.  Russell).  t»«>  U21 ; 
Question  (Mr.  Plumptro),  t"*'  1318  ; 
Observations  (Rt.  Hon.  T.  M.  Gibson).  «>»> 
342 ;  (tx)rd  J.   Russell),  720  ;  Question 
(Rt.  Hon.  J.  C.  Hcrries),  968  ;  Obaorvations 
(Mr.  Disraeli),  ma 

Butler,  Mr.  P.  S.,  KiJkmny  Co. 
Civil  Bills  (In'land),  (»i*)ti2-i 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  cl.  2, 
0">  624,  627 

Buxton,  Sir  E.  N.,  Fssex,  S. 

Agricultural  Distress,  U'*>  llfl 

Arctic  Expedition,  The.  0»M  341 

Cape  Coast,  III  Treatment  of  a  Native  at,  Oi«) 

104fi:  inn  1841 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  d.  L 

(118) 

Componnd  IToriRpholdern,  Com.  el.  908 
Kaffir  War,  Adtlross  moved,  271 
Kensington  Gardons,  t"^)  1104 
Supply— Captured  Negroes,  <"«  QM 

Cairo  and  Alexandria,  Railway  between, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),  ili5il858 

CeUedonian  Raihmy  Bill, 
e.  la.*  028; 

2R.  um  1312  ;  Amend.  (Sir  R.  IL  Infflis), 

1318:  Adi.morpd  (Mr.  B.  Denison),  1315; 

Motion  withdrawn,  ib^  [o.  q.  A.  214.  N.  67i 

M.  147J  ib. 

Calvert,  Mr.  P.,  Aylesbury 

Eccloaiastioal  Title*  Assumption,  2R.  Oi»)  Jo 

Camhridget  Profettors  at — Supply, 
c.  619 

Camoys,  Lord 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  25 
Eoole«iA8tical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.<i*')H89 


Campbell,  Lord 

Administration  of  Criminal  .Tujtico  ImpTore- 

mcnt,  Rrp.  ow)  CJO  ;  Com.  1 153 
Appellate  Jurisdiction,       1311^  1313 
Arsenic,  Sale  of,  Rceulation.  Com.  1505 
Assurances,  Repistnition  ol",  2R.       S»  23  ; 
578  :  Rep.  1158.  mi ;  Com.       255^  256, 
258 :  Rc-com.  977:  Rep.  1078;  3R.  1137, 

im 

ClnritaLlo  Bcquesta  Act,  Return  moved  for, 

m^!J  385 

Church  of  England  in  the  Colonics,  f  W  497.  498 
Common  Law,  Courta  of.  Commission,  534. 
5.15 

County  Courta  Further  Extension,  Com.  d.  13, 
("«  1215  ;  d.  22. 1217 ;  d.  28,  1222:  el,  33, 
1223:  d.  38.  1224 
Criminal  Justice  Improvement,  IR.  503 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  O'')  1077 
Evidence,  Taw  of,  Amendment,  2R.  1&; 

Com.  I""  44i 
Exhibition  of  1851 — Maintenance  of  Building, 
608,  026 

Horfield  Manor  Estate,  Papers  morcd  for,  <"•> 

B39 

Marriage,  Law  of— Auatralia.       589.  641 

Marriages,  2R,       931^  943.  970,  973 
Ministerial  Crisis — Explanation,  ^***'  S8fl 
Nicholls.   Mr.,  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law 

Board,  O")  161 
Offences    Prevention,  2R.  OM>  laifl ;  Com- 
mons' Amends.        1307,  1808 
Patent  Law  ^Vxuendment  (No,  5)  Com.  ill 

Campbell,  lion.  W.  F.,  Camhrid/je 
Ecolesiastical  Titles  Asaampiioo,  Com. 
1M3l  :  d.  .1 0»7)  1063 

Miilt  Tax,  f«i"  904 

Religious  Testa  in  UniTenities,  Comm.  mored 
.   for,  illZl  1004 

Canada  and  New  Brunswick  Boundary 
Bill, 

L  1R.»         506  ;  3R.*  ©lii  Rep.*   1063  : 
3R.»  lilfl 

c.  1R.»  UM  1389  :  2R.«  mi ;  3R.»  1780 
Royal  Assent,  1939 

Canada  and  New  Brunswick  Prqyected 

Rmlway, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Monteagle),  <»«>  613 

Canada,  Indian  Department — Supply, 


Caxning,  Viscount 
Ecclesiastical  Titles 
LLlfi :  Com.  Uai ; 


Assumption,  2R, 
d,  3, 1328,  1629,  15.30 


Caxterbury,  Archbishop  of 
Convocation,  Papers  moved  for,  f 626 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estate*,  3R. 

1218.  1233 
Marriages,  2R.  Amend.  930 
Ministerial  Crisis — Explanation,  889 
Tithes,  Aaaessmerit  of,  ^'»*)  500 


(IK) 


Canterbury  Association  Bill, 
c.  1  R.»  mil  Hii ;  2R.»  1 780  ;  3R.» 

I  iR  •  111^2  ifti2  ;  2R»  IMS  ;  8R.» 
Royal  Asaeot,  1929 


im 
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Cape  Coast,  III  Treatment  of  a  Native  at, 

c.  Uuoutioa  (Sir  E.  Buxton),  Qis)  1045  ;  (iis) 

mi 

Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
L  Fetitiyijs  (Lurd  Wodehouso),        IM  ; 
Kafir  War,  Address  moved  (Lord  Monteagle), 

OM)  1003  ;  Motion  withdrawn.  IME ; 
Quustion  (Uird  Wharnclitiu),  t'lbj  1 153  , 
Reore^eiUaiive   Imtiuaiont,    Oomm.  moved 
for  (Earl  of  Derby),  iUD  694,  [ConteDt  08, 
Not-Content  H.  M.  6]  776 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Adderloy),  d")  310  ;        1317  : 
Kajjir  War,  y  uestion  (&ir  Ite  h.  Evani),  t"*> 
1121 ;  Ob«crvatjouB(Lord  J.  austell).  1167; 
Address   moved  (Mr.  Addorley),  l"«  220; 
Amend.  (Lord  J.  RussuU),  248,  [o.  q.  A. 
60,  N.  129,  M.  70]  2M;   [wt.  q.  A.  128, 

N.  60,  M.  08]  aai; 

Question  (Mr.  Adderley),       1337:  Petitions 

(Mr.  Adderley),  ("7)399; 
Kafir  War — Suppltf,  7^8  ;  Adjourned  Debate, 

1102  ; 

Kafir  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  Mem- 
bers ^'''^  732  ;  Adj.  moved,  (Colonel  Uuuue), 
738.  [A.  16,  N.  131,  M.  116]  740 


Capital  Punishment, 
«. Motion  (Mr.  Ewart), 
withdrawn,  1241 


t>W  128«:  Motion 


Cardwell,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 

Agricultural  Diatross,  ("♦J  Mfl 
A*s«»bi;d  Taxfs  Act,  Res.  ("*^  188 
Caledooiaa  Railway,  2R.  1315 
Customs,  Com.  d.  8,  om  1414^  1415  ;  3R. 

CUB)  1464 

County  Courta  Further  Extension,  Com.  cl.  13, 

Amend.  ili52  787,  788,  780 
Ditfert'iitial  Duties  (Spain),  Comm.  moved  for, 

Ecclosiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  102, 

Education,  National,  556 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 

(No.  2},  2R.  Oto)  1792  }  Com.  d,  1^  1800. 

1883 

India,  Steam  Communication  with,  Comm. 
'     moved  for,  t"»>  664,  600 
Hflonohester  Bonding,  Cooun.  moved  for  ^"'^ 

Morchaiit  Seiuaen's  Fund,  Com.  d.  15/"'»  432 

Navy  Eatimates,  1220 

Patent  Law  Amendment,  Com.  d.  18,  ^''^^ 

hm 

Pharmacy,  2R.  0191  US 

Smithfleld    Market   Removal,    Com.  d,  L 

Amend.        988  ;  c/.  10^  004^  006  :  d.  16. 

008;      20,16.;  SR.  1163 

Stcamlioats,  Overcrowding  of— Irish  Paupers, 
lu*)  1177 

Supply— Shivo  Trade,  illfii  1014.  1017 

Carbw,  Mr.  W.      P.,  Cornwall,  E. 
Patents,  Returns  moved  for,  ^^^^>  dM 
Supply— Education,  »»W  fill 

Carlisle,  Earl  of 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.  Ulfii  887 
Apprentice!!  and   Servants,   2R.   iiiy  1115, 
1116;  8R.  mi  077.  078. 070 

\cot\i. 


CiXLuax,  Earl  ot—cmtinued. 

Arsenic,  Sale  of.  Regulation,  2R. 

3R.  U»)  422 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  3R. 

123 ;  Com.  802 
Cleopatra's  iNcodie,  <"»  344 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  SE, 

1207.  1282  ;        1070,  1077 
Evidence,  Law   of.  Amendment,  Commons 

Amends. »") 
Health,  General  Board  of  (No.  2a)  Com.OW  igM 
Inhabited  House  Duty.  2R.  070 
Interments  in  Great  Towns,  t*"^  662 
Marriages,  2 R.  ^ 

MetropoUUn  Interment,  tus)  1128 ;  SR.  1843 
1847 

NicboUs,  Mr.,  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law 

Board,  C"«)  101 
Papal  Aggression,  f  ">  710 

Carriages,  Hedxtction  of  Duty  on, 
c.  Leave,  i^"*)       ;  Motion  withdrawn,  IM 

Carter,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Winchester 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 

(No  2],  2R.  tlUl  1700  ;  Com.  add.  d.  1882 
Uomc-niade  Spirits  in  Bond,  Comm.  moved 

for,  tutt)  616 

Castlereagtt,  Viscount,  Downshire 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  AsiiumpLiou,       ^'^^^  481 

Cathedral  Trusts — The  Rochester  Oram- 

niar  School, 
e.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Mowatt),         572 ; 
Motion  ncg.  697 

Cavendish,  Hon.  G.  IL,  Derbyshire,  N. 
EcclcsListical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  d.  9^ 
1038 

Cayley,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Yorkshire,  N.B. 
Agricultural  Distress,  ti>«)  550,  564 
Coffee,  Adulteration  of,  Res.  lAQfi 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 

(No.  a)  Com.  c/.  1^        l«70  ;  cl.      iM5 ; 

d.  9,  1881 
Malt  Tax,  Leave,  0">  079,  721 

Census — The  Population  Act, 
i  Address  moved  (Lord  Stanley),  i'">  1306 ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  1310 ; 

Petition  (Bif-hop  of  Oxford),  OlS)  629 
C.  Question  (lit.  Hon.  IL  Gouiburn),       1316  ; 
(114)  112; 

Supply,  tlili  aofl 

Central  C^^xminal  Court, 
e.  Motion  (Mr.  Frewen),       1189 ;  Motion  neg. 

Ceylon,  A  fairs  of, 

L  Notice  (Viscount  Torrington),       109  ;  Mo- 
tion (Viscount  Torrington).  843 
c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Baillio),  0»n  fi  •  Adj. 

Debate,  130,  (A.  202,  N.  282,  M.  80]  250  ; 

Question  (Lord  llothamy,  663 
Committee.  Evidence  before   tht,  Question 

(Mr.  Baillie).  "lo  311;  (Mr.  F.  French), 

026  :  (Mr.  liume).  UM 

Tfneateiud  Vote  of  Centurt,  Question  (Lord 

J.  RussoU),  ii 
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Chakcellor,  Tho  Lord  (The  Rt.  lion. 
Lord  Truro) 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R,  (>i»)e59.  900 
Administration  of  Criminal  Jufltico  Improve- 
ment, Commons'  Arucnds.  Oi»)  I893 
Appellate  Jumdiction  —  PriTilege,  1073, 

im 

AwnranceR,  Registration  of,        1311,  1312 ; 

Com.  0'^)  2'.r> 

Bankruptcy,  Court  of— The  Chancellor's  Secre- 
taries, UJS)  130^  139^ 

Cape  of  Good  Hope — K^preaentative  Institu- 
tions, Comm.  moved  for,  780 

Chancery,  Court  of.  Reform  of,  836.  840; 
(IIW  2J9^  joo  ;  <'>•>  090,  992  ;  OW  321 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 
1R.0»>648  ;  2R.  1708,  1773 

Charitable  Bequests  Act,  Return  moved  for, 
("•)  285 

Charitable  Trusts,  2R.  (""1245.  1251.  1263; 
Cora.  c/.  20.  iim  ICSO 

County  Courts  Extension,  IR.  ("«  176 

County  Courts  Further  Extension,  IR,  0>«) 
1118  ;  2R.  ("*)  332  ;  Com.  Amend.  958, 
962,  967,  1116;  cl.  13,  1209,  1210;  d.  21^ 
1217  ;  cL  22^  ib. ;  d,  22,  mfi  ;  d.  28, 1220, 
1221 ;  c/.  32,  ib.  1223  ;  d.  35,  1224;  d.  40, 
ib.,  1225,  mS. 

County  Court."? — The  Criminal  Law  Commis- 
sion, Ui6)  123 

Criminal  Lav,  333 

Custom?,  2R.  Om  795, 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  ("•>  1278. 


1284.  1289  ;  Com.  1472,  1486,  liSfl  ;  "ST 
1516,  1519;  d.  1,  1525.  1527 
Ecclosiastiral  Titles — Removal  of  Doubts,  2R. 

"'"^  1892,  1893 
ETidence,  Law  of,  Amendment,  2R.        Ifi ; 
Com.      444 ;  Commons'  Amends,  tim  1893, 

m± 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  <"''662, 
569,  572 

Masters'  Jurisdiction  in  Equity,  IR.  448 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  Commons'  Amends. 
(""^  19^-1 

Punjab  Booty,  Returns  moTcd  for,  liM 
Purchase  of  Lands  Facilitation  (L^land),  2R. 
Amend.  ("•)  203,  204,  206 

Chaxcellor  op   the   Exchequer  (Rt. 
Hon.  Sir  C.  Wood),  Halifax 

A  qricultural  Distress,  414,  4311 :  98,.  109 
Agricultural  Interest  and  the  Property  Tax, 

Assessed  Taxes  Act,       Res.  166.  168,  169, 

173,  m.  177,  128, 129 
Attomies  and  Solicitors,  Leave,  362 
Budjr<*t,  The — Ways  and  Means,  t"*>  Financial 

Statement,  703,  738,  742,  743,  764,  766i  768  : 
730.  23L  968  ;  Revised  Budget, 

10.^9.  1073,  1063.  1103;  Rep.  1128.  1135. 

1119.  1190.  1200.  1201,  12fl2 
Business  of  the  House— Tho  Count  Out,  f 

1321 

Business,  Public,  ">«  1354 
Capo  of  Good  Hope— Kaffir  War,  Ou)  n76  ; 
('")  738 

Carriages,  Reduction  of  Duty  on.  Leave, 

Chicory— Adulteration  of  Coffee,  f  >')  fiia 
Church  Building;  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  d.  1, 
i»>*)  1743  ;  d.  20  1766 ;  add.  d.  175S 

[cont. 


CUA.VCZLI.0R  or  TBS  EXCHCQCBK — Cmt. 

Cleop;itra"s  Needle,  Addre.ss  moved,  f"*^  104 
Coffee.  Adulteration  of,^>'<J  137  ;  Res.^iM 
Coffee  Duties  Act.  Res.  UW)  179^  182,  183,  m 
Conatabtilary  Force  (Ireland),  Com.  d  l.^w 

Convents— Petition  of  the  Rev.  P.  Connelly, 

County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  d.  13, 

t»»>  186  :  add.  d. 
Customs.  2R.  UU)  a21:  Com.  d.  8, 1410»1413, 
1414,  1416  ;  3R.  1467 

Danish  CLiims.  Address  moved,  WTi  12^7 
Dublin  IJospit.als,  01*)  C52,  «93 
Ecclesi.astical  Titles  Assumption,  211.  109 
Emifrratiou  Advances  (Scotland),  Com.  I, 

lil51  1549,  Vm. 
Episcop.il  and  Capitul.ir  Estates  Manairemeat 

(No.  2],2R.         1788,  1796,  imi".  C<M. 

d.9.  IfiM  :  add  d.  1887 
Exhibition  of  1851,  Address  moved,  Ois)  1741 
Farm  Buildings,  Leave,  t'"'  889,  890 
Harwich  Election,  Uit)  afi& 
Home-made  Spirits  in  Bond,  Comm.  moved 

for,  0»«>  622  ;  Amend,        figj  ;  2R.  i>"> 

IM 

Hop  Duty,  Address  moved, 568 
Hops,  2R.  (»»)  194 

Hops,  Reduction  of  Exciae  Duty  oo,  Leave, 

<>««  ;3u0,liili2  ;  <"«  1720 
Improvement  of  Towns  (Ireland),  Com. 

1558:  c/.  172,  1560;  d.  181,  1561 
Income  and  Property  Tax,  Comm.  moved  for. 

0»)  732  ;        352  ;  Minutes  moved  for,  0»« 

1953 

India,  Steam  Commnnieation  with,  (Tomn. 

moved  for.  HJSi  Co2,  65ii  659,  6G0 
Inluabited  House  Duty,  Com,  Uuj  1440 ;  </.  1, 

("•)  288,  2fifl  :  c/.  3^  29L  292  :  add.  el  JM, 

291.  295,  296 
Jones,  Ernest,  Case  of,  <"•>  1815.  1316 
Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  Mem- 

bera, 736,  738 
Kensington  Gardens,  Papers  moved  for, 

1308 

Mails,  Conveyance  of,  by  Railways,  Com.  d.  I, 
<>">  1630.  IfiM 

Malt  Tax,  Leave,       692,  706  ;  211 
Mancbester  Bonding,  Comm.  moved  for,  ^^'^ 
1172,  1174 

Medical  ChariUes  (IreUnd),  Com.  ei.  6,(W 
121 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Com.  add.  d. 
4M 

Metropolitan  Interment,  Com.       1366. 1351. 

1556.  1557  ;  d.  L  1781 
Mctropolitiixi  Sewers,  2R.         1469  ;  Com. 

1684  ;  d  4^  1216 
New  Zealand  Settlements.  2R.  <"«>  1635. 1637 
Petty  Sessions  (Ireland).  Com.  d.  10.»">1785. 

Places  and  Appointments,  Retunta  moved  for, 
o>«)  1085 

Poor.  Emplovment  of  the  (Irel.md),  SS8 
Property  Tax,  2R.  <"«  287,  301,  303;  Com. 
d.  L  435,  436,  438, 471,  618,  524,  525.  53J, 
fiai  :  add.  d.  637,  772,  225. 778,  779.  7^ : 

3R.  030.  aai 

St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  CTom.^'*'  1461. 

Salomons,  David— Oath  of  AbjoraUon,  owjgi, 

983.  986 

Savings  Banks,  Address  moved,  wr)  1197,  iJOJ 
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CHA 
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Chahceixob  or  thk  ExcnEQtiKK— can(. 
Seuional  Orders — Money  Votes,  OU)  ii5 
Supply— Exchequer  Bills,  AM;  Order 

for  Com.  704^  Ifil :  —  New  House 

of  Commons,  ("«  193,  199j  "'"^  304  :— 
Roval  Palaces,  Ac.,  Oi7)  795^  803:— IIouscs 
of  Parliament.  810,  811,  812,  813  {—Packet 
Harbour  at  Ilolyhead,  814,  alii ; — Harbours 
of  ilefuge,  816,  diH  :  1002.  HJO.'i.  1004; 
— Salaries — Houses  of  Parliament,  834 ; 
—Treasury,  835,  Sil,  M2  ;— Privy  Council 
Office,  1272  :— Lord  I'rivy  Seal,  UUi;— 
Comptroller  General  of  the  Exchequer,  127'J 


— Ecclcalastioal  Commissioners,  1281. 
—Poor  law  Commissioners,  1286.  1292 
tllM  1024  ;— Expenditure  of  tbe  Mint,  iilZ) 
1293  ; — Household  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
(Ireland),  1201 ;— Board  of  Public  Works 
(Ireland),  1.^01  ; — Transportation  of  Convicts, 
(U«)  31s  ;— Falkland  Islands,  071 -.—Con- 
sular Establishments  Abroad.  602,  693  ;- 
MiscjjUaneous  Allowances,  QISL  : — Foundling 
Hospital,  Dublin,  211  : — Lylng-ln-llospltal. 
Dublin,  fifil; — Dissenting  Ministers  (Ire- 
land), 991  ;— General  Board  of  lloaltb,  U92  ; 
New  Bridge,  Inverness,  HM; — College  of 
SursroonB  (Iluntcrian  Collection)  1001  ; — 
Ciril  Coutingcncies,  1021  ;— Funeral  of  the 
Queen  Dowager,  1028.  1031.  1034.  1040 
Wood,  Mr.  J.  Salary  of,  OisTjJl 
Woods  and  Forests,  Com.("*>  llfl  :  cl.l,  181, 
;  cf.  ILSfia  :  cl.  36,  301  ;  el.  37,  ib. 

Chancery t  Court  of, 

L  Question  (Lord  Brougham),  835; 

Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  <'">771 
c.  Question  (Mr.  J.  Stuart),  ">♦)  MI : 

Address  moved  (Mr.  J.  Stnart),  "'"US  ;  Adj. 

Debate,  1359  ;  Her  Majesty's  Reply,  afifl 

Chancery,  Court  of.  Administration  of 

Justice, 
c.  Leave,  AM 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Com- 
mittee Bill. 
c.  Leave,      704 :  lR.*72fi;  2R.»  107B 

Com.  1303 ;  Adj.  moved  (Capt.  Archdall), 

1304  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1305  ; 
cl.\.  ^"»>H7:  c/.  LlOl; 
d.  IL  Amend.  (Solicitor  General),  IM  ; 
cL  14,  164  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Bethell),  165  ; 
el.  17,  ib. ;  cl.  m^lM;  ct.  19,  III : 
SR.  568 
L  IR.  ("*>  640  : 

2R.  1768  ;  3R.»  1804 
Royal  Assent.  1929 

Chancery  Court  of  {Ireland)  Amendment 

Bill 
L  lR.»o»«>ai3 

Chancery,  Court  of  (Ireland),  Regulation 

Act  Aviendinent  Bill, 
L  lR.*"i*'  j'^J'i ;  2R.»  ^"^>  109  ;  3R.*  216 
c.  IR.*       334;  2R.*  <"»  259i  3R.»  885 
Royal  Assent, 124 

Chancery  Reform, 
L  Observations  (Lord  Lyndhunt),  220; 
t»«)  »89 ;  ^"'>  328 


Channel  Oyster  Fishery. 
L  Question  (E.irl  of  Wicklow),  <"*>  13113 

Chaplin,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Salisbury 

Audit  of  Rallwav  Accounts,  Com.  Amend.  ^ 

fir.2:  cl.  8,<"7)  120 
Property  Tax,  Com.  cl.  h  ""^  2211;  ci.  2^  Pro- 
viso, 634,  585.536 ;  add.  el.  774 

Charitable  Bequests  Act, 
L  Return  moved  for  (Duke  of  Argyll),  OW  285 

Charitable  InstitiUions,  Notices,  BiU, 
e.  IR.*        afili   2R.»         938  ;  3R.»  <"» 

079 

L  1R.«  ow  1QG3 :  2R.»  1421 ;  R«p.*  1661  ; 
3R.»  1637 
Royal  Assent,  1804 

Charitable  Purchase  Deeds  Bill, 

c.  1R.»  ^"'>  259:  2R.»  SM: 

Com.  Amend.  (Solicitor  General),  t'"»>  837  ; 
Amend,  and  Motion  withdrawn  ;  Bill  with- 
drawn, aafi 

CJiaritable  Trusts  Bill, 

L  lR.*t»">32S  :  211.*  1245  ; 

Com.  el.  20,  Amend.  (Duke  of  Cloveland), 
0>8)  1680  ;  Amend,  neg.  ib.  ;  3R.»  1766 

e.  1R.»  iim  ITgO 

Charteuis,  Hon.  F.  W.,  Haddingtonshire 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.t"»>80 
Ordnance  Survey  (Scotland),  Comm.  moved  for, 
1114 

SchoolE  sUbllshment  (Scotland),  2R.  IM 

Chatteutok,  Col.  J.  C,  Cork  City 
Army  Estimates,  l»»W  812,  829  ;  <»>•>  '102 
Army  List, 308 
Hawlboline,  Conun.  moved  for,  017 
Improvement  of  Towns  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  86, 

Metropolitan  Interment,  Com.  IMi. 
Naval  Medals,  t>"»)  1M2 

Chichester,  Earl  of 

Charitable  Trusts,  2R.  t"'>  1252 
Pentonvllle  Prison,  OW)  ia2fi 

Chichester,  Bishop  of 

Apprentices  and  Servants,  3R.  <"•>  fi2fi 
Burial  Kites  (Chichester),  Refusal  of,  <"6>flfil 

Chicory — Adultrration  of  Cnfee, 
L  Petition  (Lord  WJiarucUtfe),  ilii*  12fl 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Grantley  Berkeley),  l»>«>  137  : 
Motion  (Mr.  T.  Baring),  0>7)  511^  [A.  89, 

N.  94i  M.  6]  532  ; 
Res.  (Mr.  T.'Baring),  1384  ;  [A.  122,  N.  199, 

M.  77]  im 

Chief  Justices'  Salaries  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  ("»  727;  1R.«  1210;  2R.»  1384; 

3R.»  mil  4M 
LIR.*  t"')  505;  2R.»  mfl ;  Rcp.»  1382; 
3R.*  1421 
Royal  Assent,  1804 


CHI 

Child,  Mr.  S.,  Staffer cUUrt,  N. 
Ecetoaiojstical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  Ui^ 
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Churchy  The  Estahlished — Pusevism, 
e.  Question  (Sir  B.  Hail),  iq^q" 


CniLDERs,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Malton 
Exeter,  Diooosan  Synod  of,  i"*>  410 

Chimney  Sweepers  Regulation  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill, 
I  1R.«  oiHi  <jj2  ;  2R.»  UBl ;  3R .•  1637 
e.  IR*  0'»>1747 

Cholmeley,  Sir  M.  J.,  Lincolnshire  {Parts 
of  Lindsey), 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Manasement 
(No.  2),  3R.  insi  1012 

Christopher,  Mr.  R.  A.,  Lincolnshire 
{Parts  of  Lindsey) 

Chancery,  Court  of.  Address  moTod,  1867 

Count  Out,  The,  233 

Jonoa,  Emost,  Case  of,  1310 

Kaffir  Tribes  Conuoittoe,  Appointment  of  Mem- 
bers, "'•)  Ml 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.  942 

Metropolitan  Sewers,  OiD  1080 

Property  Tax,  Com.  c/.  2^  Oi«  530 ;  add.  el 
776 

Prosecution,  Expenses  of,  Com.  cl.  5,  209 
St.  Albans  Election,  C»«)  IM 
Smithfield  Enlargement,  2R.  Amend.  1300. 
1302.  1312 

Sroithftold  Market  Removal,  2R,  ««»)  1348  ; 

Com,  t"'^ 

Supply— Funeral  of  the  Queen  Dowager. 
1041  "  ' 

Church  Building  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 

L  Hi.*  01^1115; 

2R.  (»«>  123;  Com.afia  ;  3R.*  386 
c.  lR.»iimfi7a; 

2R.  1121  ;  Adj.  Debate,  1156;  Amend.  (Mr. 

Uume),  1157  ;       13^9 ; 
Com.  ei.  Ij  1747:  d.  struck  out,  1754  ; 
cl.  8,  1751: 

cl.  9»  Amend.  (Mr.  Hoadlam),  [0.  q.  A.  49. 
N.  19,  M.  30]  1255; 

add.  cl.  (MFTFrewen).  1757.  [A.  40,  N.87, 
M.  3J  im. ;  el.  neg.  1262  ; 
a^.^ci.  (Solicitor  General),  IPIO;  cl,  ncg. 

SR.*  1841 
Royal  Assent,  1929 

Church  Dignitaries    in    the  Colonies, 

Rank  of, 
c.  Question  (Sir  R.  IL  Inglis),  »»)  5x1 

Church  Extension, 

c.  Address  mored  (Marquess  of  Blandfbrd), 
^"•^aJi;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  55;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  101 ;  Her  Majesty's  Reply,  iifili 

Church  of  Engl<ind  in  the  Coloniei^, 
L  Question  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  HiW  ^ 

Church  Mates, 

e.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Trelawny),  1220 

Church,  Services  of  the, 

c.  Question  (Sir  B.  Hall),  gfi^ 


Church,  United,  of  England  and  Ireland, 
Dill, 

e.  1R.»       892  ;  2R.»        104  ;  8R.»  G2i3 
/.  1R.*("M  626  ;  8R.»  m. ;  R«p.*  1637  ;  8R.» 
1804 

Royal  Aaaent,  1929 

Churches  and  Chapels  [Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  892  ;  2R.*  104  ;  3R.»  ItJQ 
/.  1R.«       C26  ;  3R.»  922  ;  3R.*  1804 

Royal  Assent,  1939 

Civil  Bills,  &c.,  [Ireland)  Bill, 

c.  Leave.       fill  ;  1R.»  872; 

OR.  (H»)  214  ;  Adj.  moved-  (Mr.  Reynolds), 

715  :  Motion  withdrawn,  717 ; 
Question  (Mr.  Sadleir),       21,  412  ; 
Com.        1110  ; 

c/.  2, 1112  :  Amend  (Capt.  Taylor),*. : 
c/.  35^1113;  Amend.  (Col.  Dunne).  [0.  f 

A.  82,  N.  39^  M.  43J  tb. ; 
add.  d.    (Col.  Dunne),  [A.  63.  N.  92, 

M.  29]  1114; 
d.  22^       337  ; 

d.  73,  Amend.  (Mr.  T.  McCuUagh),  S40,[(j.?. 
A.  55.  N.  24,  M.  31J21S  ;  That  the  Claa« 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,  [A.  56,  N.  20,  M.  36] 
ft. : 
SR.  620 ; 
d.  100  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  T.  McCuUaeh),  M5, 
[0.  q.  A.  51^  N.  6.  M.  45]  026 

2R.  lii^  ;  Rep.»  1501  ;  3R.»  1687 
Royal  Assent,  1804 

Civil  Contingencies — Supply, 
c.  iiSL  hm  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Williams), 
10  It'.  [A.  43^  N.  69,  M.  26]  mS. ;  Anwid. 
(Col.  Sibthori))jA.  33,  N.  81,  M.  43]  1033; 
Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  [A,  37,  39, 
M.  8]lMfi 

Civil  Service — Supply, 
c.  um  661 

Clanricarde,  Marquess  of 
Attomics  and  Solicitors,  2R.  <»•>  324 
Civil  BUls  (Ireland),  2R.  <»«  1882,  1384 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  ^"'^^  1243, 

1263  :  Com.  15U  ;  d.  L  1«17,  1518 
Flour,  Foreign,  Importation  of,       855,  856, 
857 

Post  OfDce — Money  Order  Department,  0'*' 
272 

Clay,  Sir  W.,  Totoer  Hamlets 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  e^.  8»  t"" 


Compound  Ilouseholders,  2R.  820.  Ml. 
SM:  Com.  ««w  901;  d.  U  m.  ;  cL  L 
900 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  Com.  cL  3,  292 

Metropolis  Water,  Leave,  OW)  3^.  jR. 

^  497,  ififi 

Sunday  Trading  PrevcntioD,  Com.  961 
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COC 


Clay,  Mr.  J.,  Hull, 

County    Courts   Further    Extcnaion,  Com. 

add.  cl.  t'l^  860,  1808 
County  Franchise,  2R.  921 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  cl.  3^ 

CUT) 

Exhibition  of  1851,  Address  moved,  f !«)  1740 
Mails,  Conveyance  of,  by  Railway,  Com.  cl.  L 
019)  IMl 

Mercantile  Marine  Act  Amendment,  Com. 

cl.  17,  IM!1 
Merchant  Seamen's  rund,Com.t"»>a<W.  el.  483 
Salomons,  David— Oath  of  Abjuration,("»  1177 
Sound  Duos,  The,  Sifl 
Supply— Now  House  of  Commons,       jJOl  ;— 

Hong  Kong,  QH 

Clemewts,  Hon.  C.  S.,  Leitrim 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  6^  Amend. 

OW  120,  124 
Supply— Poor  Law  CommlBsionors,  tun  1283. 

1280.  1291,  1292  ;         1023.  1026  Post 

Office  Packet  Service,  UiM 

Cleopatra  s  Needl<^, 

L  Uuestion  (Marquess  of  Westmeath),  t"7)  343 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Hume),  11122  103  :  Mo- 
tion withdrawn,  104 

Clergy^  North  America — Supply, 

f.  ("'»)  fi02 

Clerk,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Dovor 

Ilarwicli  Election,  890 
Home-mado  Spirits  in  Bond,  Comm.  morod  for, 
("«)  620 

Income  and  Property  Tax,  Comm.  moved  for, 

11W2J31 
RaUway  Accidents,  12M 
St.  Albaos  Election,        1120,  1131,  12fifi ; 

(116)  145,  217^  225 
School  Establishment  (Scotland).  2R.  Oin  437 
Supply— I'ortpairick  Harbour.  CH7) 
Universities  (Scotland),  2R.  1224 

Cleveland,  Duke  of 
Charitable  Trusts,  Com.  cl.  30,  Amend.  0»« 
1680 

Farm  Buildings,  Com.  373 

Cloghem  Workhoute — Employment  of  the 
Poor, 

c.  Question  (Sir  D.  Norreys),<"'i  632 

Coals  for  the  Navy, 
L  Observations  (Earl  of  EUenborough),  t'") 
937 

Coahrhppfirs  {Port  of  London)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*       1353: 2R.*  ^"'^^  1015;  3R.»  a>8) 
L  IR.*        1140;  2R.»  1841  :  Rep.*  1S42 ; 
3R.*  1905 
Royal  Assent,  1929 

CoBDEN,  Mr.  R.,  Torl'shire,  W.  B. 

AjrricultiTral  Distress,  673 
Arbitration,  International,  Address  moTed,<"W 
916,  940 

Brooke,  Sir  Jamea— Borneo,  Address  moved, 

«»>  456^  494 
Budget,  The,  (»»>  1201 

icotU, 


CoBDSK,  Mr.  R. — eonUmted. 

Colonies,  i»«  1437 

County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  el.  13, 
am  788 

County  Franchise,  Leave,  863 
Education.       1276.  1232 
Harwich  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  4^  QJii 
Hops,  Leave, 1306 
Hops,  Excise  Duty  on,  172I 
Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  OiT)  361, 
672 

Kensington  Gardens,  Papers  moved  for, 
1308 

Navy  Estimates,        1207.  1230.  1237. 1238; 
OlT)  003,  088,  602,  693 

OfRcial  Sabries,  653 

Passports,  Foreign,  4211 

Property  Tax,  Com.  cL  L  i51 

St.  Albans  BriVierv  Commission,  Leave,  Amend. 
641,  663,  dhU 

Supply— Harbours  of  Reftigo,  tu"  817 ; 
1002.  1004  :  Amend.  100(\;— Secret  Ser- 
vices, Ac.  t"»>  31ii  313 ;— Printing  and  Sta- 
tionery, ai5  ;— New  Zeaknd,  663^  606  ;— 
Falkland  Islands,  609,  671 

Cochrane,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Bridport 

A^rricultural  Distress,  t"*)  672 
Attondanco  of  Members  in  the  House  of  Peers, 
018)  1047 

Brooke,  Sir  James — Borneo,  Address  moved, 
("«)  481 

Church,  The  Established— Puseyism,  ("W  IMi 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  MS 
Farm  Buildings,  Leave,        886,  887,  SM ; 

2R.  (»«  afifl 
Foreigners  in  London,  886 
Metropolis  Water,  Leave,  016)  823,  341  ;  2R. 

Amend.  017)  4^  im,  481,  498 
Naples  and  Sardinia,  ^i"'^  1948 
Protestant  Church  Abroad,  1966 
Steamboats,  Overcrowding  of— Irish  Paopera, 

OU)  1170 

Woods  and  Forests,  Returns  moved  for, 

575.  570 

CocKBimN,  Sir  A.  J.  E.,  SoutJ^mpton 
(Solicitor  General,  Tho — Attorney 
General,  Tho) 
Acts  of  Parliament  Abbreviation  Repeal,  SR. 

Amend.  844 
Administration   of   Criminal  Justice,  Com. 
cl.  28,  l"»>  1374  ;  add.  cl.   1370,  1377. 
1378 

Aylesbury  Election,  0>r)  885 
Ceylon,  Comm.  moved  for,       97,  220 
Chancerj',  Court  of.  Address  moved,  gg^ 
100 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 
Leave,  t"'^  123,  725,  726  :  Com.  cl.  1.  <"»> 
149,  153 

County  Court*  Further  Extension,  Com. 
add.  cl.  f '»>  36,  29  ;  cl.  13,  im  783i  731 : 
add.  cl.  863,  853^  854^  856,  866,  857. 
1807.  1808 

Ecclesiastioal  Titles  Asaumption,  3R.  82. 
97,  IMi  573  ;  Com.  The  Preamble,  t»W 
1115.  1127  :  cl.  L  1337,  1300.  1362.  1363, 
1364,  1367,  1391.  1432,  1462,  Ufifl ; 
283.  31 H  ;  el.  3,  360,  31L  600,  614  :  The 
Preamble,  IMl ;  add.  el.  1320,  1327.  1346 
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CocKBURN,  Sir  A.  J.  K. — continued. 
Evidence,  Law  of,  Amend.  Com.  cl.  1 . 838  ; 

cL  3^  842,  844 ;  d.  C,  845,   846 :  cL  7, 

Amend.  847,  848  ;  cl.  9,  ib. ;  add.  d.  849  i 
Exeter,  Diocesan  Synod  of,  f  425  ! 
Health,  General  Board  of,  Com.  1457  1 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  d.  2,  tUZi  073  ;  c/.  l 

3,  974,  , 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  2R.       l5-t4  ;  Com.  ] 

1861  ;  d.  4,  1852,  1853.  L9M ;  d.  6^  1855; 

d.  7,  1866  ;  c/.  9,  Amend.  Ifififi  :  d. 

1800.  1897;  Amend,  1898.  1899:  d.  18^ 

1913,  1914.  1020  :  d.  49,  1923.  1926,  lii2fi  ; 

Consideration  of  AroendmeutiS,  liKii) 
St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  Leave, 

648  :  Com.  d.  L       899.  893  ;      6^  Sfll ; 

d.  8,  ib. 

St.  Albana  Elpction,  <"«  1359,  m2  ;  22, 
24,  140, 150,  ICl,  221 ;  — Imprisonment  of 
Henry  Edwards,  fiflfi 

Salomons,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration.  ^iiSi 
IIGG,  1332,  mil ;  That  Counsel  bo  heard 
at  tbo  Bar,  1570 

Coffee^  Adulteration  of, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Wharncliffe),  cnw  I2fi 
C.  Question  (Mr.  Grantlov  Berkeley),         137  ; 
Motion  (Mr.  T.  Baring},  t""  5Uj^  {A.  89, 
N.  94i  M.  51 532 : 
Rm.  (Mr.  T.  Baring),  1384,  [A.  122.  N.  199. 
M.  77]  LiOfi 

Coffee  Duties  Act, 
c.  Com.  Res.  179 

Colchester,  Lord 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Reports  moved  for, 
("•)  4311 

Naval  Officers,  Supplementary  Estimate  for 

Iletii'emeiit  of,  lletuni  moved  for,  f  jj83 
Navigation  Laws,  884 
Passengers  Act  Amondmetit,  2R.        11 BA 
Registration  of  Assurances,  Rep.  ^"9)  1160 
Smtthfield  Market  Removal,  Rep.  Ois)  1593 

CoLEBROOKB,  >Sir  T.  E.,  Taunton 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 
(No.  2},  2R.  (»«  170C 

Coles,  Mr.  IL  B.,  Andaver 
Prosecution,  Expenses  of,  Com.  d.  6,^^'"2n,212 

College  of  Surgeons  {Hunterian  Collec- 
tion)— Supply, 
c.  ">«)  1001 

Collins,  Mr.  W.,  Warmck, 

Church  Building  Acts  Aniciidment,  Com.  add. 

cZ.  01811759 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  add. 

d.       1808,  IMH 

Colonial  Property  Qualifcation  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  802: 

2R.       325  :  Amend.  (Mr.  Stanford),  326, 

[0.  q.  A.  72,  N.  21^  M.  513  ib. 
Com.  t"»)393  ;  InstructionTRt.  Hon.  IL  Tuf- 


Colonies,  Church  of  England  in  the, 
L  Question  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  ("»>  ifil 

Colonies,  Rank  of  Church  Dignitaries  in 
the,  « 
c.  Question  (Sir  R.  IL  Inglis),  ("W  ill 

Commissariat  Department — Supply, 
c.  m& 

Committees,  Chairman  of, 

L  Resignation  of  the  Earl  of  Shaftcsbary,^^"^  41; 
Appointment  of  Lord  Redesdale,  lii 

Committees,  Select, 

c.  Motion  (Mr.  Ewart),        788  ;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 795 

Common  Law,  Courts  of.  Commission, 
L  Question  (Lord  Brougham),  533 

Common  Lodging  Houses  Bill, 

c.  IR.*        ^35_i  2a.»       ;  3K.«  «>"  697 
LlR.»C"n7ii; 

2R.  1140  ;  3R.»  ("«  124 
Royal  Assent,  1383 

Commons,  Attendance  on  the  House  of 
Lords, 

e.  Observations  (Mr.  Hume),  143: 

Com.  moved  for  (Lord  J.  Russell),  Oi«  1065 ; 

Report,  1927 
Res,  (Lord  J.  Russell),  111311 ; 
Motion  (Rt.  Hon.  U,  Ubouchere),  1939: 

Amend  (Sir  B.  HaU),  1943.  1944 ;  Amend. 

neg.  1945  ; 

Motion  (Rt.  Hon.  IL  I.aboncbere),  1945; 

Motion  withdrawn,  1947 ; 
BaUot  for  Preetdence,  ObservatioDS  (Mr. 

Wakley),  Mill 

Commons,  The  New  House  of. 

c.  Question  (Viscount  Duncan),  t"*>  515: — Ob- 
servations (Sir  De  L.  Ev.nns),         100  ; 
Supply,  Amend.  (Sir  D.  Norruys),  Mi 
Amend,  neg. 221; — tee  Parliament,  H<ma of 

Commons  Inclosure  Bill, 
e.  IR.*       LLlll;  2R.»  1106;  3R.»  1313 
L  1R.»       1 ;  2R.»325;  Rep.»  i21 :  3R.»621: 
Royal  Assent,  843 

Commons  Inclosure  {No.  2)  Bill, 

c.  lR.*O»«>910i2R.»lli3;Rep.»iaQa;3R.» 

1367 

/.  IR.*  iUii  1382  :  2R.»  1471  ;  Rep.*  1541: 
3R.»  1637 
Royal  Assent,  1804 

Compound  Householders  Bill, 

C.  IIL?  OM)  . 

21L  iiiii  820  :  Amend.  (Mr.  F.  SLnekenrJe), 
822  :  Amend,  withdrawn,  825  ;  Com.  t'* 
I        900 ;  d.  L  901  ;  d.  2,  909  ;  d.  struck  ooi, 
t6.  ;  3R.»<"«)fiIfl 
/.  IR.*  ("«>  740;  2R,*        328;  Rep.*3M; 
3R.*  444 
Royal  Assent,  124 


COMPTON,  Mr.      C,  Hampshire,  S. 
New  Forest  Deer  Removal,  2R,  2^5 


nell),        ;  Motion  withdrawn,   404 ;  ■ 
Bill  withdrawn,  405 

Colonies, 

c.  Motion  (Sir  W.  Molo^worth),         1364  ;^  Comptroller  General  of  the  Sxcheauer, 
Amend.  (Mr.  ilawcs),  1418  c.  JSupphj,  1278 
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Conferences — Communication  between  the 

Lords  and  Co"imo»#, 
L  Motion  (Urd  Rcdesdalc),  (»>«  fill 
e.       AmeaUincotB  to  Bills,  Ros.  filfi 

CoicoUT,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 

Coustabulary  Force  (Ireland),  Com.  Cf.  I,""' 
1808 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave, 

321  :  Com.  el.  1.  ^"«>  HH 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidrttion,  SR.  IMP 
P«tty  Sesalons  (Ireland).  Com.  f/.  IIL  ""^  IIM 


Salmon  Fisheries  (Ireland),  Leave,  i"'>  SM 

Con*o?Wa<«ci  Fund  (8.000.000^)  Bill, 
e  Ui  •  ^  1P8  ;  2R.*  220  ;  3R.*  611 
L  1 R .•  (IIS)  IM  ;  2R/  717  ;  3R.  HO 
Royal  Assent,  843 

Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill, 
c.  1R  *        1303  :  2R*  1307  :  SR.*  1568 
L  111*         1.501:  2R»  1C37:  Rep.»  1763; 
3R.»  1929 
Koynl  Assent,  1006 

Oonstabnlaiif  Force  {Freland)  Bill, 
c.  iR.*  LiMiaii:  '211.* 

Com.  d.  L  ISOl ;  Amend.  (Sir  D.  Norreys), 
1603.  [o.  q.  A.  »9,  N.  0,  >I.  33]  1804; 
3R.*  1841 
iR.»im:2R.»lflfift;3R.»liMlfi 
Royal  Assent,  1920 

Consular  Establishments  Abroad— Sup- 

c.  (»^>  ^  J  Amend.  (Mr.  Urqohart).  [r.  p. 
A.  20.  N,  lOTi  M.  81]  6;>2,  2nd,  Amend.  060, 
[A.  43^  N.  153.  M.  1101  Ml 

Convents-^ Petition  of  the  Bev.  P.  Con 
nellif, 

c.  Motion  (Earl  of  Arundel  and  Surrey),  <"«> 
031.  [A.  41,  N.  13L  M.  90]  QM 

Convict  Establishments^ Supply, 
e.      024  , 

Con«ic(s,  Irish,  in  Van  Diem  en's  Land, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstcy),  t"*)  588  ; 

Motion  (Mr.  C.  Anstey).       CM  ;  Motion  ne- 
gatived, tt41; 

Correspondetito  moved  for  (Mr.  C.  Anstey), 
(117)  ]067 ;  Myliou  vviiUvliawn,  ib. 

Convictst,  Transportation  of—Supply,  i 
e.       310,  [A.  h      89]  334 

Convocation, 

L  l  apcrs  moved  for  (Lord  Redeedale),  iUfi  676 

CoPELAXD,  Mr.  Aid.,  Stol-e-upon- Trent 
Metropolitan  Sewers,  rnm.^"^>  1713 
bupplj  — Transporutlon  of  ConvicU,  i""  817 

Copper  Miners  in  England  Company's 

Bill, 

e,iR.»Qm873;  ^ 
aR.  1119 ;   Amend.  (Mr.  Spooncr),  1120, 
[0.  q,  A.  123,  N.  t)0,  M.  671 1131 

VOL.  CXVIII.  [Tmao  seiues.] 


Copyholds,  Enfranchiscmeni  qf,  Bill 
Copyholds,  Enfranchtsemfni  of  {Ko.  2], 

C.  1  R»      342  ;  2R.*  098 

Copyhold  Inclosure  and  Tithe  Commis- 
sion Bill, 
c  IR  •       303  ;  2R.  t""'  649  :  3R.*  079 
L  IR*  Lllll  mii:  211  *  1477;  Hep.*  1501 ;  SR.* 

mi 

Royal  Assent,  1804 

Coroners  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  U161  208; 

2R.  0>7»  100;  Amend.  (Hon.  E.  FUxroy), 
103  ;  Amend,  and  Motion  withdrawn.  Select 
Com.  appointed,  113; 

Bill  put  otr,  ^  aaa 

CoRRY,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  T.  L.,  Tyrone 
Navy  Esiiuiiites,       055^  eyo,  iiM 

Cotmt  Out,  The— Business  of  the  Souse, 
c.  Ubs^jrvatlons  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  0>«'  1321 ; 

(Mr.  Christoplwr),  »»•>  &aa  { (Sir  J.  Walms- 

ley),  4OO 

(7oun<t/    Courti  Equitalle  Jurisdiction 

Bill, 
L  1R.OW  1849; 
Obserrations  (Lord  Brougliajn),  <"^4gl 

County  Courts  Extension  Bill, 
I.  iR.'o")  m 

Cmmiv  Courts  Extention  {No.  2}  Bill, 

L  IR.'  ("«>602; 
2R.       306 ; 

PetiUon  (Lord  WbamcUffe),  1300; 
Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  Ulli  iSl 

County  (7ut<r<#  f'uri/ier  ExUnsion  Bill, 

L  IR.OIO  1100; 
ail.  836; 

Cora.  633 ;  Amend.  (The  Lord  Chancellor), 

958 :  Amend,  withdrawn,  fiOl ; 
Rep.  1030.  1116! 
Com.  1308;  cl  13,  1209; 
<•/.  21^  1217  :  f^.  22^ struck  out,  ik  ;  d.  27.  ib. 
el.  28,  1220  ;  el.  struck  out,  1221'. 
d.  82,  it ;  c/.  postponed,  Li2a ; 
c/.  35i  <6.,  [Contents  4^  Not-Contcnts  14, 
M.  10]  1234;  d.  38.       ;  d.  40,  ib.i 
d.  struck  oat,  1226; 
Rop.»  1340;  3R.*»W>1 ; 
c.  IR.  "">610i 
aR.  lliniOO: 

Com.d.  1,UW22;  C/.4.  ib.  ; 
d.  10,  Amend.  (Rt.  lion.  Sir  Q.  Grey),  25 ; 

(i>1d.  d.  (Attorney  Gt*nor.nl),  2ii 
cL  13, 777  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Caniwell),  ISI ; 
add.  d.  (Mr.  Crowder),  853  ; 
add.  d.  (Attorney  General),  IMl ; 
3R.»  IBM 

County  Courts,  The—  The  Criminal  Law 

Commission, 
t  Returns  moved  for  (Lord  BrotighftiB),t"«J  122 
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County  FranehUe  BiU, 
C.  Le«Te,  Ciu)850,  [A.  100,  N.  62.  M.  iS]  869  ; 
IR.*  1119; 

SR.  0»)  910,  [A.  83,  N.  299.M.  316]  9i0 

Ccvnty  Rates  Bill, 
c  \K*  1780 

County  Rates  and  Expenditure  Bill, 

c  IK*  (i'«>276; 

2R.       1267 ;  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Pakington), 
1274:  Amond.  withdrawn,  1293 

County  Bates,  Charges  formerly  paid  out 

of — Supply, 

Cowan,  Mr.  C,  Edinburgh 
Bible  Printing  Monopoly,  Address  moved, 

2M 

Budget,  The— Wajs  and  Means,  749 

Church  Kntes,  Com.  moved  for,  <"»>  1258 
I>estitution  in  the  Islands  of  Scotland,  t'W 

1166.  1167 
Emigration  Adrances  (Scotland),  1549 
Inliabited  House  Duty,  Com.  d.  8^  202 
Mails,  Conveyance  of  by  Railways,  Com.  d.  Ij 

Property  Tax,  3R.  0")  fi<jfi 

Proswution,  Expanses  of.  Com.  cl.  2±  309 
School  Establiahmont  (Scotland),  2R.  4M 
Supply — Poor  Law  Commissioners.  1291 
Universities  (Scotland),  Leave,  »»)  725  ;  2R. 
o»n  1210.  1227 

CoTn»ER,  Hon.  W.  P.,  Hertford 
Supply—Post  Office  Packet  Service,  IflM 

Cranworth,  Lord 

Assurances,  Repistration  of,  2R,  <*l*>  22  ; 

131.5;  Com.  0>')  257 
Cape  of  Good  Uope — Ropresontative  Institu- 
tions, Comm.  moved  for,  lifl 
Chancery,  Court  of,  OU)  837 
Chnncorv.  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

211.  1773 
County  Courts  Extension,  IR.  178 
Countv  Courts  Further  Extension,  IR-  <"« 

1116;  211.         3.33;  Com.  cl.  18,  1214; 

cL  27,  12H>:  cl.  28,  1222 
Eoolesiasticnl  Titles  Assumption,  Com. 

14115 :  cl.  2,  1628,  1629,  1630;  SR.  add.  el. 

167/* 

Evidence,  Law  of.  Amendment,  2R.  19; 
Masters'  Jurisdiction  in  Equity,  IR.  443 

Commons'  -Amends.  0»«>  1894.  1896 
Prosecutions,  Expenses  of,  2R,  1072 
Smithfleld  Market  Removal,  Rep.  1568 

Crawford,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Earroich 
Coffee,  Adulteration  of,  Res.  ISM. 

Crawford,  Mr.  "W.  S.,  Rochdale 

Budget,  The  Revised,  Report,  (>i^>  llQg 

Business  of  the  House,  703 

Civil  Bills, &c.  (Ireland),  Com,       1110. 1112  ; 

d.  73,(»")348:  3R.  620 
Count  Out,  The,  om  ^  .  (lu)  40I 
County  Francbisc,  2R.  ti»*>  929 
EocUsiMtical  Title*  Assumption,  Com.  The 


Crawtobd,  Mr.  W.  S. — eontimied. 
Preamble, cn»>  mfi  ;cl.^;  Amend,  1022, 

1024,  1027 

Emigration  Advances  (Scotland),  Com.  el.  1. 
(Ill)  1649 

Incumbered  Estates,  Leadng  of  (Ireland),  2^ 

1117)  1237 

Ireland,  State  of.  Comm.  moved  for,  Amend, 
aw  1291 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.       ilia  ;  Ck>m.  0») 

973:  c?.3,970 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation,  2R.  C"?)  1117 
Navy  Estimateih  (»«>  1222. 1231 
Passports,  Foreign,  t"*)  42fi 
Patents,  lleturns  moved  for,  SM 
Poor,  Employment  of  the,  (Ireland).  3M 
Savings  Banks,  Address  moved,  ^^'^  1198 
Supply,         TMx  796 ;— Dissenting  Minister* 

(Ireland),  gcyj 
Tithe  Rent  Charge  (Ireland),  Com.       120, 123 
Valuation  (Ireland),  Com.  Ois)  420 

Cremorxe,  Lord 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  14. 

Criminal  Justice,  Improtemcnt  Adminis- 
tration of,  Bill, 
L  1R.»>*)602;  2R.»873; 

Rep.  Select  Com.  (»»•)  filfi ;  Com.  1163  ; 
SR.*  C"7)  254 

c.  iR.»  t"''  aaa ;  2r.»  m. ; 

Com.  d.  1.0"»1369; 
d.  28,  1323  ;  d.  withdrawn,  1374  : 
add.  d.  (Rt.  Bon.  M.  T.  Baines),  1875  ; 

SR.*  1531 

L  Commona'  Amends,  considered.  ^'"^  1893 
c.  Lords'  Amends,  considered,  1926 
Royal  Assent,  0^8)  1929 

Criminal  Law, 

L  Question  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  833 

Crowder,  Mr.  R.  "B.,  Liskeard 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  (Torn.  eL  IS, 

("«>  783,  789 ;  add.  d.  862,  853,  864.  855, 

836,  857j  MS 
Evidence,  Law  of.  Amendment,  Com.  cL  3».('*** 

843;  c/.  6,a4fi;  c/.  9,  84S 
Salomons,  David— Oath  of  Abjuration,  O»»i202 

CURRIE,  Mr.  R.,  I^orthampton 
Rothschild,  Baron  de — The  City  of  London 
Petition,  »>«)  1695,  1001.  11103 

CuRTEis,  Mr.      M.,  Rye 
Hops,  2R.  411*1  IflS 
^op^  Excise  Duty  on,  ("»>  1719 

Customs  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  <"«)287; 
2R.  Otr)  30.4, ;  Com.  d.  8.  14118 ; 
3R.(ns)i395;  Amend.  (Rt.  lion.  J.  C.  Berries), 
1410 ;  Amend,  neg.  1464 ;    Adi.  moved. 
(Sir  J.  Pnkington),  1464,  [.K.  50^  N.  158,  M. 
108]  146ii ;  2od  div.  [A.  22»  N.  144,  M. 
124]  1468  ;  Bill  passed,  ib. 
L  1R.»         1561;  2R,*  1804:  R«p.*  1841; 
SR.*  Ifi42 
Royal  Assent,  1939 
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DonuA  Claims, 
c  Address  moTod  (Mr.  Roebuck),  <»»  1384, 
[A.  49,  N.  126,  M.  TTJ  1269 

JDanubian  Provinces,  The, 
c.  Queetion(Mr.  Urqubart),  «»«>  1317 ;  <>w)769 

DeotA,  "Pumshm/eni  of,  tn  tAe  Colonies, 
C.  Motbn  (Mr.  Ewart),  Ul^  341 ;  House  counted 
out,  i&. 

Debate,  Freedom  of, 
c.  (iuostioii  (Uon.  G.  Berkeley),  Ow>  634 

D^tors,  Absconding,  Arrest  of.  Bill, 
L  lR*t>M)740: 

2R.  t»>'>  3Sfi  ;  SR.*  1879 
e.  1R.*(1'8)  22:  2R.»393;  SR.*  13^3 
Royal  Assent,  1804 

Debdes,  Mr.  W.,  Kent,  E. 

Coanty  Rates  and  Expenditure,  2R.  (»<>  1289 
Eccleaiaatical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  WW  833 
Farm  Buildings,  Leave,       889^  890 
Hops,  2R.  Amend.  l"W  Ifll 
Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  ("7)  357, 

565. 570 
Official  Salariea,  m 
Prosecution,  Expenses  ot.  Com.  el,  2,  205, 

206 

SmithAeld  Market  RemoTal,  2R.  isqq 

Dekison,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Yorkshire,  W.  R. 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  ; 

el.  L  Amend.  666.  087.  671,672  ;  ci.8,  678, 

676  :        114^  12.3,  122 
Caledonian  Railway,  2R.  Adj.  mored,  <^>*>  1315 
Coroners,  2R.  108 

Countv  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  el.  4, 

Ol»)'24,  1809 
Epifloopal  and  Capit\ilar  Estates  Managomont 

(No.  2]^2R.  1798 
Mails,  Conveyance  of,  by  Railway,  2R. 

1062  ;  Com.  el.  Lt  1629,  1630.  MM 
Metropolitan  Cattle  Market,  2R.  UW 
Prosecution,  Expenses  of,  Com.  d.  2^       206 ; 

el.  8. 211 

Denison,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Malton 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  d.  IS, 
("•>  784 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 
(No.  2],  Com.  d.  L  1868  ;  d.  6,  IfiSi ; 
d.  8, 1885.  ISafi 

Harwich  Election,  Com.  moved  for,  913 

Property  Tax,  Com.  add.  d.  777 

Select  Committees,  IM 

Supply — New  House  of  Commons,  ^i**)  Iflfl  ; — 
New  Zealand,  ««•>  669 ;— Falkland  IsUnds. 
671 ; — Captured  Negroes,  689 : — Ciril  Con- 
tingencies, iM2 

Demmarle  and  the  Duchies, 
e.  (^estion  (Mr.  Urquhart),  220 

Debbt,  Earl  of  (see  also  Staklft,  Lord) 

Cape  of  Good  Hope — Rcpreiwntativo  Institu- 
tions, Comm.  moved  Sat,  Ct»)  694^  737,  739^ 
715 


Derby,  The — Adjowmmeni  of  the  Hoxue, 
e.  Motion  (Major  Beresford),  im 

Desabt,  Earl  of 
Flour,  Importation  of.  Returns  moTed  ibr» 

("4)  424 

Design,  School  of— Supply, 

c.  ^''"^  619 

Designs  Act  Extension  BiU, 
L  lR.»t"«^  873;  2R.*  1093  ; 

Rep.  <»»>  1 :  SR.*  109 
c.  IR.*  <"*>  220  ;  2R.  493  ; 

Com.  1019  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Arkwright),  1020, 

[o.  q.  A.  132,  N.  42,  M.  901  1024 ; 
a.  "L  1026  ;  cl.  struck  outTto.  ; 
Preamble,  A  mend  ( Mr .  Ark  wright),  W 1026 ; 
Amend.  (  Mr.  Walpole),  [o.  q.  K.  92,  N.  56, 
M.  36]  1029 : 
SR.*  1117 
Royal  Assent,  1 

Destitution  in  the  Islands  of  Scotland, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Cowan),  »»«>  UM 

Devon,  Earl  of 
Smithfield  Market  RemoTal,  Standing  Orders, 

D'Ethcourt,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  T.,  Lambeth 

Metropolitan  Interment,  Com.  t"*> 

Differential  Duties  ( Spain), 
C.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Anders  cn, 
(A.  53,  N.  98^  AL  45J 

Dingle  Workhouse, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Reynolds),  OW)  mn 

Disraeli,  Mr.  B.,  Buckinghamshire 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Sj^eech,  O")  128 
Addresses  to  Her  Majesty,  tiu)  170 
Agricultural  Wstress,  "»♦>  Ml.  301^419,  593 
Budget,  lha  Revised,  <»*>  1101,  1103.  1200, 
1301 

Business  of  the  House,  U")700 

Business,  PubUo.(i^»>  1353. 1S51 

Ceylon,  Com.  moved  for,  W">  93,  222,  Zlii 

— Threatened  Vote  of  Censure,  2fl 
County  Franchise,  2R.  937 
Customs.  2R.  <»"  324,  326,  783.  785,  786 ; 

3R.018)  U56,  lAM 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  CIM) 

256  ;  2R.        108,  109,  597  ;  Com.  «»•)  829, 

831 :  The  Preamble.  1050.  IMl :  d.  L  1357. 

1394  :  <"'>  318  ;  c/.  2,  609,  615^  625  ;  cl.  3^ 

1040  ;  The  Preamble,  1096 
Harwich  Election,  UiT)  qqq  ;  Com.  moved  for, 

(115)  912 

Jlotric-m.-ido  Spirits  in  Bond,  Com.  moved  for, 

C"6)  626 

Hop  Duty,  Address  moved,  UiO  fijl 

Income  and  Property  Tax,  Com.  moved  for, 

(116)  731;  (117) 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  Res.  t"*^  1163  :  Com. 

Amend.*  UIO  ;  c/.  L       190;  SR. 
Kilmainliam  Hospital,  WW  143 
Lands  Clauses  ConsoUdation,  SR.  WT)  III4, 

1120 
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DisBAiu,  Mr.  B. — eontimud. 
Malt  Tax.  Leave,  <"»  7u 
Minist«rial  Crisis  —  Explanation,  893. 
1040 

Patcuis.  Returns  moved  for,  SM 
Property  Tax,  211.  (»«)aM:  Com.  cl,  L  476, 

615.  528.  530;  add.  cl.  114 
Salomons,  David  —  Oath  of  Abjuration,  iUSl 

1.1 1 0,  1320 

Supply— Treasury,  835,  fiflfl  ;— Salaries  of 
certain  Officers  in  Scotland,  1396  ;— Secret 
Services,  Ac.       309.  312.313 

Ward,  Mr.  G. — The  Venciuulan  Government, 
69L  780 

Woo<U  and  Forests,  Returns  moved  for, 
576 

Wyburd,  Lieutenant,       HU  ;       201,  251 

DiTETT,  Mr.  E.,  Exeter 

India,  Steam  Communication  with.  Com. 
moved  for,  C57 

Divisions,  List  of 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jeu'i),  c.  Com.  moved 
for  (Lord  J.  Russell).  Amend.  fSir  R.  IL 
Inglis),  [o.  q.  A.  ICG,  N,  98.  M.  O-^]  Ulil  1 0 1 7 
Abjuration,  OalJi  of  {Jetvi)  Hill,  c.  '111.  Amend. 

(Mr.  Newdogate),  [p.  g.  A.  203.  N.  177, 
'     M.  25]  409 

L  2iL  Amend.  (Karl  Nelson),  fo.  q.  Content  108, 
Not  Content,  144,  M.  36]  009 

Acts  of  Parliament  Abbreviation  Act  Rej^al 
Bill,  c.  3R.  Annnd.  (Attorney  Ocnci-al) 
[o.  q.  A.  12.  N.  00.  .M.  64]  840 

Atfrieullural  Dittrett,  c.  Motion  {Mr.  Disraeli), 
'[A.  26L  N.  281,  .M.  14]  604;  Com. 
Amend.  (Mr.  Disraeli),  [p.q.  A.2M*  N.  260, 
M.  13]  ("•)  118 

Army  Eidmatet,  e.  Amend.  (Mr.  Ilumo),  [A. 
IL  N.  IMi  M.  1391  764  ;  2nd  div.  [A.  3L 
N.  135,  M.  104]  SIT;  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Wil- 
liams),  [A.  15^  N.  84,  M.  69]  «•«  MSl 

Attomies  and  Solicitors'  Cerlijicatf  Duty  Jit- 
peal,  e.  Leave,  [A.  163^  N.  132.  M.  301  UllI 

Audit  of  JtaiUiray  Accounts  Hill,  c.  Com. 

Amend.  ^ Mr.  Chaplin,  [o.  q.  A.  72,  N.  40, 

M.  231  <"*>066 
BallotTj'fie,  c.  Leave,  [  A.  8L  N.  50i  M.  31] 

("»)374 

Brooke,  Sir  Jame$ — Borneo,  c.  Address  moved 

(Mr.  Hume).  [A.  19.  N.  23(L  M.  '211}  ^"•'J.^O.I 
Btidffct,  T/ie  lievired,  c.  Report,  Amend.  (Ut. 

Hon.  J.  C.  Horries),  [o.  q.  A.  278^  N.  fiSO^ 

M.481  Lim  1196 
Cap*  of  Good  Hope — lieprescntativa  Jnttitu- 

tiont,  L  Com.  moved  for  (Karl  of  Dorbv). 

[Contents  08,  Not  ContenU  14^  M.  0]  o'u) 

776 

Ceylon,  e.  Coram,  moved  for,  (Mr.  Uaillio) 

[A.  203,  N.  282,  M.  80]  WD 
Chicory — Adulteration  of  Coffee,  Motion  (Mr. 

T.  Baring),  (A.  80,  N.  94^  M.  6]  533 
Coffee,  Adulteration  of,  e.  Res.  (Mr.  T.  Baring) 

{A.  122,  N.  m  M.  77]  ^»^>  LiM 
County  Franchise  Bill.c-  l>eave,  [A.  100,  N.g2. 

M.  48]  ("«)  809;  211.  [A.  83.   N,  299. 

M.  216]("»)040 
Customs  Bill,  c.  SR.  Adj.  moved,  (Sir  J. 

Pakington),  [A.  60^  N.  158.  M,  108]  <»•> 

1466;  2nd  dir.  [A.  22,  N.  J 46,  M.  124] 

1468 

[eont. 


Divisions,  List  o/— continued. 

Danish  Claims,  c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Roe« 

buck),  FA.  49,  N.  126,  M.  77]""^  1869 
Detiqns  Act  Amendment  Bill,  c.  Com.  Amend. 

(Mr.   Arkwright),  [o.  q.  A.  133,  N.  49, 

M.  90]  OIW  1024 
Differential  Duties  (Spain).  Com.  moved  for 

(Mr.  Anderson),  [A.  63,  N.  98,  M.  45] 

683 

Ecclesiastical  Titles — Papal  Afxrression  Bill, 
c.  Leave.  [A.  395,  N.  63^  M.  332]  fififl  ; 
3R.  Amend.  (Harl  of  Arundel  and  Surrey), 
[o.  q.  A.  438.  N.  5)5,  M.  343]  ""J  filfi  ;  Com. 
Amend.  (.Mr.  Urquhart),  [o.  q.  A.  380, 
N.  201,  M.  79]  834  ;  Adj.  moved.  (Mr. 
Scully).  [A.  54,  N.  366,  M.  311]  929  ;  [o.  q. 
A.  116,  N.  35,  M  81]  liiifi  rTIie  Pr«anibU-, 
[A.  268,  N.  45.  M.  313]  UlS ;  d.  L  Amend. 
(Mr,T.  Duncombe)7TA.  49,  N.  231.  M.  172] 
1344  ;  Amend.  (Earl  of  Arundel  .ind  Surrey), 
[A.  61,  N.  310,  M.  255]  1381  ;  Amend.  (Mr. 
keogh),  [A.  39,  N.  84,  M.  45]  14^31  ;  Pro- 
viso (Mr.  Keogh),  [A.  69,  N.  344,  M.  285] 
liM:  Proviso  (Mr.  Sadleir),  [A.  47,  N. 
27^.  M.  231]  1480  ;  [o.  q.  A.  344,  N.  62^ 
M.  lS2r~f""  ai9_;  el.  2,  Amend.  (Sir 
II.  "WTITUughby),  [A.  120,  N.  133,  M  4J 
604 ;  Amend.  (Colonel  Sibtborp),  [o.  q. 
A.  199,N.  63i  M-  L30]  601;  Amend.  (Sir 
F.  Thesiger),  [A.  130i  \Mi  M-  36]  620  : 
That  cl  2  sUud  part  of  the  Bill,  [A.  150, 
N.  35,  M.  116]  1021  ;  d.  3,  Amend.  (Mr.  S. 
Crawford),  [A.  60,  N.  356,  M.  196]  1056  : 
add.  cl.  (Sir  R.  Inglis).  [A.  1227^.  160. 
M.  44],  lima :  Pream.  Amend.  (Mr.  Walpolc). 
[A.  131,  N.  1 10,  M.  9]  1003  ;  add.  cl.  (Mr. 
W.  Miles),  [A.  101,  N.  140,  M.  39_]  1318  ; 
add.  d.  (Mr.  Keogh),  [A.  45,  N.  220, 
M.  176]  1321  ;  2nd  div.  [A.  7L  N.  232. 
M.  ferf  ia2fi :  Amend.  (Sir  F.  Thesiger). 
[o.  q.  A.  100,  N.  135,  M.  35]  1349:  2nd. 
divrio.  q.  A.  109.  N.  165,  M.56]  1355  ;  8R, 
cl.  2,  Amend.  (Ix>rd  J.  Russell),  [o.  q. 
A.  208,  N.  129,  M.  79]  226;  That  the  Bill 
do  pass,  [A.  263i  N.  i?,  M.  217]  240  ; 
L  2R.  Amend.  (Earl  of  Aberdeen),  [o.  q.  Con- 
tent 205,  Not  Content  38,  M.  227]  t"*)  1300 

Education,  c.  .Motion  (Mr.  W.  J.  Fox),  [A.  40, 
M.  139.  .M  90]  UW)  12M 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Manacement 
(No.  2}  BUf,  c.  2R.  Amend.  (Col.  Sibtborp), 
[o.  q.  A.  45.  N.34.  M.  llj  1700 

Ejckibttion  of  1861,  Address  moved  (Mr.  Iley- 
wood).  [A.       N.  4L  M.  28]  1744 

Home-Make  Spirits  in  Bond  Bill,  c.  Com.  mov- 
ed for  (Lord  Naas),  [A.  169,  N.  Mfi  Mr. 
Speaker  then  voted  with  the  Ayes]  (121 : 
2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Bramston),  [o.  q.  A.  106, 
N.  104,  M.  38]Ui8)4ic 

Hops  Bill,  c.  2R.  Amend.  (Mr.  Deedee),  [o.  q. 
A.  0,  N.  131,  M.  122J  l">>  106 

Hops,  Reduction  of  Exeiss  Duty  on,  e.  Leave, 
[A.  2L  N.  88.  M.  61]  1307  :  Res.  (Mr. 
Frcwen).  [A.  30^  N.  69,  M.  29]  t"»>  1723 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committfe,  e.  Nomi- 
nation of  Members,  Amend.  (Mr.  Fresbficld^ 
[o.  q.  A.  103,  N.  OL  M.  99]  Siiii 

Incumbered  Estates  Leastu//  (Ireland)  Bill,  c. 
2R.  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  Ilatchell),  [o.  q. 
A.  15,  N.  94^  M.  70]  O")  12M 

Inhabited  House  Dutv  Bill,  c.  Com.  Amend. 
(Mr.  Disraeli),  [o.'  q.  A.  MM^  N.  129, 
M.  113J  ^  iMi. 


,  Google 
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JXviswns,  Litt  o/— oontiaiud. 

Ireland,  State  of,  c.  Com.  moved  for  (Sir  IL 
W.  Barron),  [A.  129,  N.  138i  M.  9] 

Kafir  War,  e.  Addrcts  moved  (Mr.  Adddrley), 
Amend.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  [o.  q.  A.  60, 
N.  120,  M.  70]  2M 

MaU  Tax,  e.  Leave,  [A.  132,  N.  258,  M.  18fi] 
(>'•)  m  :  Motion  (Mr.  Bass),  [A.  31^  N.  76, 
M.  46]  aii 

Mancluster  Bondina,   c.  Com.  mor«d  for. 
(FU.  Hon.  T.  M."  Gibson),  [A.  fiO,  N.  65, 
M.  15]CU7>  1188 
■  iiamaqe*  Bill,  L  2R.  [Content  16,  Not-Con- 
tent 60,  M^J4]  fiUfi 

Melropoli*  Waia-  Bill,  c.  2R.  Amend.  (Mr. 
Moflatt),  [p.  q.  A.  05,  N.  79^  M.  16],  OiT) 

Metropolitan  Scwert  Bill,  c.  Com.  e/.  L 

(A,  35,  N.  2L  M.  U],  <»•>  iru 
Milling  Trade  {Ireland),  c.  Com.  mored  for 

(Urd  Naas),  [A.  03.  N.  128,  M.  36],  tns) 

saa 

Aat-y  EttimaUt,  e.  Amend.   (Mr.  Hume). 

A.  61,  N.  100,  M.  108]("«>  1224  ;  2nd  Amend. 

[A.  38,  N.  100,  M.  68]  «»"  CM 
Poor,  Employment  of  the  {Ireland),  e.  Res. 

(Mr.  Scully),  [A.  42,  N.  04,  M.  221 

302 

Proi>ertv  Tax  Bill,  c.  Com.cl.  L,  Amend.  (Mr. 

ilMme),  [A.  244.  N.  230,  M.  U]  (>»«)  496 
Religious  llomes  Bill,  c.  IliL  Amend.  ( Earl  of 

Arundel  and  Surrey.)  [o.  q.  A.  91,  N.  123, 

M.  82]  U>«)  988 
Roman  Catholic  Relief,  c.   Leave,  [A.  35, 

N.  175,  M.  140]  Ui«)aiia 
Mathtchibi,  Baron  de,  e.  That  Counsel  be  hftard 

»l  the  Bar  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  [A.  41,  N.  77. 

M.  30]  (>'•>  mi 

&.  Atbant  BriOeru  Commistion  Bill,  e.  Com. 
Amend.  (Mr.  Bankcs),  [A.  19,  N.  64. 
M.  36]  iHS  ;  SR.  Amend.  (Mr.  Bankes). 
[o.  q.  A.  37.  N.  16,  M.  21J  1263 

St.  Albans  Election,  c.  Motion  (Mr.  Aglionby), 
Adj.  moved,  (Lord  J.  Russell),  [A.  lOd, 
N.  8L  M.  2ij  164 

SahmoM,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration,  e.  Mo- 
tion (Lord  J.  Russell),  Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Os- 
borne), [o.  q.  A  220,  N.  81,  M.  148] 
120G:  Amend.  (Mr.  Bothell).  [o.  q.  A.  118, 
N.  71,  M.  47]  1348;  That  Counsel  be  hoard  at 
the  Bar  (.SITB.  Hall),  [A.  To,  N.  136,  M.  60] 
1694 ;  Motion  (Lord  J.  Russell),  Amend, 
(Mr.  C.  Anslcy),[A.S(L  N.  HS.  M.  38]  1617; 
[m.  q.  A.  123,  N.  68,  M.  65]  IMl 

Savings    Banls,    c.    Address    moved  (Mr. 
IL  'Herbert).  [A.  66,  N.  63,  M.  7] 
1208 

School  Etlahlithtnent  (Scotland^  Bill,  c.  2R. 

Amend.  (Mr.  F.  M.nckenzie),  [o.  »/.  \.  124, 

N.  137.  M.  13]  W7) 
'  Sinith/cUi  Enlargement  Bill,  e.  2R.  Amend. 

(Mr.  ChriHtopber),  [o.  q.  A.  124.  N.  240, 

M.  122]  1335 
Smitli^elii   iiavkit    Removal   Bill,  e.  2R. 

[A.  230^  N.  05,  M.  105]  <"«  \M2.',  Com. 

Amend.  (Sir  J.  Duke),  {o.  q.  A.  04,  N.  20, 

M.  38]  (•'"  981 ;  SR.  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume), 

[o.  q.  A.  81,  N.  32,  M.  49]  Unh 
I.  Standing  Orders,  Amend.  (Lord  Bciumont). 

[Content  76,  Not-Content  22,  M.  64],  «'•> 

200 

Suiidap  Ttvding  Prevention  BUk  c.  Com. 

\coni. 


Divisiont,  Litt  of — oontinued. 

Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anatcy),  [o.  q.  A.  43,  N.  ft, 

M.35](»")J)Ili 

Buppty^-Pnllic  Worht  (Ireland),  c.  Amend. 
(Mr.Spooucr),  [A.  UOi  N.  121, M.  2]  ^"^^  fiil 

Universities  {Scotland)  Bill,  e.  2R.  Amend. 
(Mr.  W.  IxMskhart),  fo.  q.  A.  66,  N.  06, 
M.  1]  Om  1220 

Woods  and  Forests,  e.  Motion  (Viocount  Dun- 
can), Amend.  (Lord  Seymour),  [o.  q.  A.  120, 
N.  no,  M.  1]  l»»«>  1266 

DnrMMoyr,  Mr.  11^  Surrey,  W. 

lli-ooko,  Sir  James — Borneo — Addi-csa  moved, 

t>»>  476,  481 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  d.  1, 

Olfii         ;  cl  0,  1765 
Convents — Petition  of  tho  Rev.  P.  Connelly, 
933 

County  Rates  and  Expenditure,  2R.  12Sfl 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  and  the  Bishops, 
OiB)  209 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Ixiave,  t"*' 
223,  226,  321  ;  2R.  <"«  20! ,  267,  275,  278, 
277 :  Com.  d.  2,  302 ;  cl.  3^  1037, 
1033.  1041 

Hops,  2R.  Oi»)  105 

Malt  Tax,  Leave,  <»«  705  ;  013 

Navy  Estimates,  OM)  ijjai 

New  Forest  Deer  Removal.  2R.  " Sifi 

Salomons, Dar id— Oath  of  Abjuration.  1843 

Stmply—Public  Works  (Ireland),  l"7>  826  ;— 
Ecclesiastical  Couitnissioners,  l'-S2 

Drummond,  Mr.,  his  Speech  on  Ecclesias- 
tical Titles  Assumption  Bill, 
e.  Obwrvationa  (Mr.  Moore),  2^ 

DoBLlx,  Archbisliop  of 

Abjuration.  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.  877 
Convocation,  Papers  moved  for.  f "  fiM 
Transportation  of  Convicts,  t"*>  749 

Dublin  HospitaU, 

•.Motion  (Mr.    Reynolds),  640,   [o.  q. 

A.  106,  N.  43,  M.  Ca]  050 

Duckworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B.,  Bxeter 

Administration  of   Criminal   Justice,  Com. 

add.  d.  0>»)  1377 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  d.  L 

H")  1752  ;  add.  d.  1761,  IMI 
Countv    Courts    Further  -Extension,  Com. 

add.  d.  tilli  1809 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 

(No.  2),  Com.  d.  Li  ""^  IMl 
Prosecution,  Expenses  of.  Com  d.  2,  206 

Duke,  Sir  J.,  London 

Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Res.  l"«>  US 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  f 
660 

Smithfleld  Enlargement,  2R.  1300.  1312, 
1313  1334 

Smithfleld  Market  Removal,  2R.  "•*>  1.338. 
1348;  Com.  <>"^  978  ;  Amend.  970;  d.  J, 
988,  001  ;  d.  3,  002,  2111:  c^.  10,  ib.,  996* 
997:  d.  16,      ;  3R.  1153 

Steamboats,  OvefOrowding  of— Irish  Paupera, 


DUN 
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DuKCAK,  Viscount,  Bath 

Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Re«.        lYl,  172,  176, 

178 

Badget,  The— Ways  and  Mmqs,  OK)       ;  Re- 

risod  Budpot,  1081 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  2R. 

1121. 1122. 1162 
Commons,  Tb«  New  House  of,  114 
County    CourtB    Farther    Extension,  Com. 

a^id.  cl       853,  H57,  858 
Inhabited  iloaao  Duty,  Com.  el.  8,  293 
Public  Houses  (Scotland),  2a.  llfl 
Supply— New  House  of  Commons,        198  : — 

Royal  I'alaces,  Ac.  t""  795.  796,  798,  800  ; 

—Royal  Parks,  806,  806,  809  ;— House*  of 

Parliament,  811 
Victoria  Park,  Com.  d.  1^  0M>  851 
Window  Tax— Rules  for  Petitions,  820^ 

Explanation,  S12 
Woods  and  Forests,  «>«)  1242. 1265  ;  Com.  iUS 
lis ;  c/.  1,  180 :  d.  4^  Amend.  184 ; 
6^  297 :  d.  IL  2aa ;  ci.  22,  2iia  ;  d.  36, 

800,  801  ;  8R.  1121} 

Duncan,  Mr.  G.,  Dundee 

CoDventa — Petition  of  the  Ber.P.  Connolly.OW) 

Harwich  Election,  <"')  897 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  Com.  d.  1^  C"">  289 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Com.  add.  d. 

Supply — Transportation  of  Conricts,       818  ; 
— New  Bridge,  InvemeM,  1000 

DrNCOMBE,  Mr.  T.  S.,  Fimbury 
Business  of  the  House — The  Count  Out, 

County  Franchise,  2R.  n»5)  jjo^ 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  The 

Preamble,  <"«>  1111.  1114,  1137,  1138; 

d.  L  Amend.  1322 
Harwich  Election,  Com.  moved  for,  911 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Com.  add.  d.  293, 

294. 

Metropolitan  Supply  of  Water,  ("W  1080 ;  <"•> 

560,  834 

Rome,  French  Occupation  of,  t"*)  771 
Salomons,  Datid  —  Oath  of  Abjuration,  tUM 

Smithfield  Market  Removal,  2R.  <»*>  1889. 

131fl 

Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  Com.  O*')  2fl4, 
968 

Truck  System,  The,  958 

DuKDAS,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  D.,  Sxdkerland- 
shire 

St.  Albans  Election,  (>»)  222 

DuKDAS,  Rear  Adm.,  J.  W.  D.,  Qreen- 

vnch 

Hawlboline,  Com.  moved  for,  ("•>  916,  917 

Mercantile  Marine  Act  Amendment,  Com, 

d.  11,  ui8)  im  ;  add.  d.  1057 
Nand  Promotion,  <"•>  1044, 1045,  IMS 

Dunganoan,  New  Writ  for, 
c.  Aiouon  (Rt.  Hon.  W.  Hayter),  t»«  134 


Dunne,  Iiieiit.-CoI.  F.  P.,  PortarlingUm 

Agricultural  Distress,  t^'*>  5M 

Army  Estimates,  Oi*)  807^  810^  818.  821 ; 

2i!2 

Ceylon.  Com.  moved  for,  Oi7)  179^ 

Civil  BiUs,  Ac.  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  35.  Amend. 

ttmiiis 

Cleopatra's  Needle,  Addre^  moved,  tlMl  104 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland),  Com.  cL  \^ 

Convicts,  Irish,  in  Van  Diemen's  Laodl, 
640 

Dublin  Hospitals,  t"»  655 

Emiistymon  Union,  Com.  moved  Ibr,  732 

Farm  Buildings,  Leave,  *»»)  888 

Home-made  Spirits  in  Bond,  Com.  moved  Sir, 

(118)  (521 

Incumbered  Estatea  Leasing  (Ireland),  2R. 

(117)  1236 

EafBr  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  Mem* 

bers,        732  ;  Adj.  moved.  733^  H:id 
Kilmainham  Hospital,  731 
Kilrush  Union,  OM)  212 
Lands  Claitses  Consolidation,  Leave,  U"'  828 ; 

2R.  1117 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  WW  978 ;  dL  3, 

975 

Medieal  Charities  (InOand),  2R.  896; 

Com.  d.  L       IIM  ;  d:  6,  tllll  120,  IM. 

124  ;  Amend.  1390.  1391,  1572 
Milling  Trade  (Ireland),  Com.  moved.  (^>*> 

8M 

Petty  Sessions,  Com.  d.  L  1768 
Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Ireland).  OU)  392 
Savings  Banks,  Address  moved,  <i">  1208 
Supply  —  Packet  Harbour  at  Holyhead,  WTt 
813,  814,  8M  ; — Poor  Law  Commisaioners, 
12^  ; — Household  of  the  Lord  Lieateoant 
(Ireland),  ISflQ :— Public  Works  (Irpland), 
1302;— Transportation  of  Convicts,  318; 
—Lying-in   Hospital,  Dublin,   987  :  —  In- 
cumbered  Estates  Commission  (Ireland).  993. 

DuNSANT,  Lord 

Educational  Grant  (Ireland),  679 

East  India  Company,  Claims  of. 
L  (iuestion  (Lord  Monteagle),  '^i")  1207  ; 
e.  Charter  or  the.  Question  (Viscount  Jocdys),  • 
(u<)  276 

Ebrlvgton  Viscoont,  Plymouth 
Budget,  The,  cnw  1105 

Health,  General  Board  of.  Com.       HJS  .  3R, 

Amend.  U6G,  USS 
Metropolis  Water,  Leave,  OW)  328 ;  2R.  om 

501 

Metropolitan  Sewers  Commission.      148. 691. 

592.  1007.  1072  :  0»n  107s,  1080 
Metropolitan  Sewers,  2R.         1468,  1470 ; 

Com.  IfiSfi ;  d.  L  1718. 1714 
Metropolitan  Supply  of  Water,  592 
Prosecution,  Expenses  of,  2R.0>*>  1293, 1295: 

Com.  d.  5,  <"»>  209 
Supply— Treasury,  OiT)  842 

Ecclesiaetical  Commissioners,  Expenses 

of— Supply, 
e.      1279^  LA.  57,  N.  25,  M.  M] 
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Ecclegiasitcal   Commissioners  —  SorJUld 

Manor  Ettate, 
L  Paper*  moTcd  for  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  628 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Humo),  <"•>  656 ;  ObaervatiOM 

(Mr.  P.  Mileii),  £18 

Ecclesiastical  Commissioners — Incomes  of 

the  BishopSt 
c.  ObaervatiOM  (Sir  B.  EaU),  "1*1  306,  603; 
Question  1891 ; 
The  Biehop  of  St,  DavioTs,  Observations  (Mr. 
M.  Milnes),  ^  669 

Eeclesiastical  Jurisdiction  BilU 
e.  1R.»       1263  ;         1884  ;  3IL.*  t»">  Ul 
h  1R.»  (»«  188 ;  3EU*  626 ;  Rep.*  liM  :  8R .• 

Royal  Assent,  1M2. 

Ecclesiastical  Preferment, 

c.  Question  (Sir  B.  Hall),  im 

Ecclesiastical  Property  Valuation  (Ire- 
land) Bill, 
c.  IE .•       344  ;  2R .•  1253  ;  3R.*  806 
L  IR.*        'm  I  3R-*  1857  ;  Rep.»  17*6 ; 

SR.*  ms 

Royal  Assent,  1029 

Ecclesiastical  Residences  [Ireland)  Bill, 
c  IR  *       893  ;  2R.*       104  ;  SR.*  6211 
L  1R>       C2fi  :  2R.*  fiia ;  3R.*  1804 
Ro;^  Assent,  1929 

Ecchsiastical  Sinecures, 
c  QucsUon  (Sir  B.  llaU),  181 

Ecclesiastical  TUles  AssumpOon^Papal 

Aggression, 
L  PetiUon  (Lord  Abinger),       866  ;  (Earl  of 
Ro<len),  1065;    (Earl  PitrwiUiam),  1232: 
(Ui)       ;  (Duke  of  Argyll),       511 1  (Earl 
of  Enni8kilIon),tuaaM 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption  Bill, 
e.LeaTe,("«)182;A4j.  Debate,  210:  _ 
Adj.  moved,  (Mr.  P.  Howard),  360,  [A.  69, 
N.  864,  M.  306]  361,  461,  639,  [A,  396i  N. 
36,  M.  332]  fm  ; 
IR-'^OS;  „   .  ^  . 

2R.  123,  1815, 1322  :  Amend.  (Larl  of  Arun- 
del).  1332; 

Adj.  Debate,  ("»)  33,  126.  233.  (Mr. 
Drummond's  Speech),  344,  428:  Adj. 
moved,  (Mr.  T.  Hobhouse).  [A.  04,  N.  41i, 
M.  OoO] 4y0i  Adj. moved, (Mr. M.  O'Connell), 
ib.'.  Motion  withdrawn;  Adj.  movod.  (T-ord 
J.  Russell), it.;  Adj.  moved, (Mr.  J.  O'Con- 
nell), 491,10.  (7.'A.806.  N.  43.  M.  2631  402, 
514.  \o.  q.  A.  438.  N.       M.  343]^ 

Cora.  <->^«>  780  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Urquhart),  781; 
lo.o.A.  280,  N.201.  M. 79] 834;  Adj. Debate, 
864:  Amend.  (Mr.  Moore),  869;  Ac^.  mov- 
ed, (Mr.  IU'vnol(l3),  877.  [A.  63,  N.  llfl, 
M.  126]  888  ;  Adj.  moved,  (Hon.  C.  Law- 
lessjT*..  [A.  36,  N.  146,  M.  109]  821 : 
Adj.  moved.  (Mr,  Scully),  [A.  64,  N.  Sfifi. 
M.  3111  929,  M3  ;  Adj.  moved,  fllon.  C. 
Lawless),  1036,  [A.  46»  N.  369,  M.  313] 
1039,  [0.    A.  116,  N.  36,  M.  81]  IHM ; 


EecUtiastieal  Titles  AtsumpUonBiU—ooni, 
The  Preamble,  1048, 1096  ;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Re>'nold8),  1102.  [A.  46,  N.  362^  M.  2161 
1116  :  2nd  div.  [A.  30,  N.  2IL  M.  241] 
1146.  [o.  g.  A.  268,  N.  46,  M.  318]  ib.  ; 
d.  L  1329 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe), 
1333.  [A.  49,  N.  221,  M.  172]  1344 ;  Amend, 
(Sir  F.Thesigor),  1346 ;  Amend,  postponed, 
1876  ;  Amend.  (Earl  of  Arandel  and  Sur- 
rey), ib.,  [A.  61,  N.  m  M.  265]  1381  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Sadleir),  1383,  [A.  67,  N.  317, 
M.  360]  IMl :  Amend.  (Mr.  T.  M'CuUagh), 
1413,  [O.  q.  A.  179,  N.  48,  M-  136]  1417; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Keogb),  1424,  [A.  39.  N.  84, 
M.  46]  1431 ;  Proviso  (Mr.  Keogb),  1432, 
[A.  69,  N.  844,  M.  886]  1464  ;  Proviso 
(Mr.  Sadleir),  1467,  [A.  47,  N.  278.  M.  231] 
1460  ;  t""  268  ;  Amend.  (Mr-  Keogb),  ib.; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  221i  [A.  344,  K.  63,  M. 
182]  aifl; 

cTlT^""  366  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Walpole),  369; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  3S1  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  T. 
M'CuUagh).  384,  [A.  45,  N.  291,  M.  346J 
afil ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Moore),  892,  [A.  SCTN. 
240,  M.  204]  2M;  Amend.  (Mr.  Reynolds), 
574.  [o.  q.  A.  107,  N.  38.  M.  69]  694i 
Amend.  (Sir  H^WiUoughby),  696,  [A.  129, 
N.  133,  M.  4J  604  ;  Amend.  (CoL  Sib- 
thorp),  606i  [o-  A.  199.  N.  63,  M.  136] 
607  ;  Amend.  (Sir  F.  Thcaiger),  613 ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Reynolds),  632,  [A.  41,  N. 
abfl,  M.2G6]  G23;  2nd.  Amend.  (Mr.  Rey- 
nolds). iL:  [r.  p.  A.  29,  N.  230.  M.  201]  Ml; 
[A.  130,  N.  106.  M.  36]  029  ;  Proviso 
(Mr.  Monsell),  1010.  [A.  42^  N.  160,  M. 
118]  1017  ;  That  Clause  2  stand  partof  the 
Bill, [A.  150,  N.  35,  M.  115]  1021 ; 

el,  s.^*'"  11122;  Amend.  (^  S.  Crawfoiti), 
1023;  [0.  q.  A.  HS,  N.  33,  M,  86]  1034  ; 
2nd.  .Vmend.  1027.  [A.  60,  N.  265,  M.  196] 
1066; 

add.  eL  (Sir  R.  Inglis),*""  1069,  [A.  133^ 

N.  106,  M.  44]  1063; 
Preanible,  t"')  1082  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Walpole), 

10S5.  [A.  13L  N.  140.  M.  9]  1093;  2nd 

Amend.  1095,  [A.  117,  N.  T41,  M.  34] 

1096  :  That  tlie  Preamble  stand  part  of  the 

Bill,  [A.  200,  N.  39,  M.  161]  t6.; 
add.  d.  (Mr.  W.  MUos),      1816,  [A,  101, 

N.  140,  M.  39]  1318  ; 
add.  cl.  (MrrKoogh),  «">  1330,  [A.  46, 

N.  220,  M.  175]  1321  ;  2nd  div.  [A.  71, 

N.  232»M.  16Tii326: 
add.  d.  (Mr.  Reynolds),  0»"  1327i  [A.  32, 

N.  160,  M.  128]  132«  : 
Amend.  (Sir  F.  ThcMircr,  tl>li  1^;  [o.  q. 

A.  100,  N.  135,  M.  35]  1349  ;  2nd  dir. 

[o.  q.  A.  109,  N.  165,  M.  5GJ  lilM 
SR.  OW)  210; 

d.  2,  Amend.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  212,  [o.  q. 

A.  208,  N.  129,  M.  791  220  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Freshfleld),  228  ;  Amend,  neg. 

240  ; 

Amend.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  [o.  q.  A.  175, 

N.  124,  M.  51],  240; 
That  the  BiU^opaas,  [A.  263,  N.  46,  M.  2171 

240 

The  Title,  242  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Grattan),  344 ; 
Amend,  nog.  'ill 
LIR.  OJ8)2ao: 

2R.  1063  ;  Amend.  (Earl  of  Aberdeen),  1093; 
Adj.  Debate,  1219,  [o.  q.  Content  266,  Not- 
Content  38,  M.  237]  IMO: 
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SeeUsiattictU  TitUi  Atiun^twn  «ont. 
1.  Com.  ^'i^'         Inttrtictlon  (Lord  Montcagle), 
1486.  [Oontflnt  IT.  Not-Content  82,  M.  65] 
1518; 

tl.  li  Amend.  (Lord  Kinunird),  Ifllo.  Con- 
tent 20,  NoUContent  77.:M.  61]  1583  : 

el.  2]  1538  :  Amend.  (Duke  of  Argyll).  1525, 
[o.  q,  Oontent  01,  Not-Content  S6^  M.  ^ 
15M  ; 

d.  8,  1500  : 
8R.  U»9»  1637 ; 

add,  el.  (Lord  Montca^lo),  1609  ;  cl.  with* 
drawdt  1076  t 
Bill  passod,  1676  ; 
Pfotest*.  1070 
Royal  Assent,  1804 

iSecUtlatUeal  Titlett  Bemoval  of  Doubts 
as  to  Fmalties  on  Assumption  o/. 
Bill, 

L  1 II*  u»»>  ma  I 

2R.  iftoi  :  Amond.  (Marquesa  of  Lansdowne), 

IMl  i  Bill  put  oflr,  ISM 

Sdueatum, 

e.  Motion  (Mr.  W.  J.  Fox).        1343.  [A.  49, 
N.  13y,  M,  90]  1308  i 
Qnettion,  (Mr.  Ewart),  005 

EducoUion,  PubluSt  Great  Britain — Sup- 

Education,  Public  {Ireland) — Supply, 
c.  owolO 

JSduaational  Grant  (Ireland), 
L  Petition  (Lord  Dunsany),  flifl 

EowAnns,  Mr.  11 .  Halifax 

Array  Ettiniatcs,  0>i) 

Steam  Navigation,  Com.  add.  el.  1533 
Supply— Cifil  Contingencit'B,  1031 

Effinoham,  Earl  of 
AddrcM  in  Answer  to  the  Speech, 

EoEUTON,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Cheshire,  N. 
Audit  of  llailway  Accounts,  Com.  cL  8,  t"'' 
120 

Mftncheatcr  Bonding,  Comm.  morcd  for,  ("^ 
1184 

Prosocutions,  Expenses  of,  2a.       1203.  1390 

Egustoux,  Earl  of 
Public  Houses  (Scotland),  3R.  Oin  Sj  SR. 

778 

Representattre  Peerage  of  Seotland,  770 

Electric  Telegraph  Company, 
c,  (^uostioa  (Mr.  Stanford),  UiO  946 

Ellenbohouoh,  Earl  of 

Capo  of  Good  Hope,  1157 

Coals  fur  tho  Navy,  Uig)  oST 

Eccltftiastical  Titles  Aa^umptiott*  Com.  d.  1| 

1515,  1517;  c/.  3j  1533.  1025. 
Jotee  Perahaud,  Papm  mored  for,  C"'>  1123. 

[cent. 


I  ELUSBOttoooB^  Earl  of— 

1132,  1136,  1308 ;  Returns  moved  for,  OW 
373,  260 

M.irriage8  (India),  2R.  OW)  937 1  Com.  f  »»)3«5, 

396 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  t"*'  1S32 ;  Reports 
moved  for,  W*)  42a :  21L  1570.  1571 

Property  T.-xx.  Com.  1160 
Public  Works  ^ludui},  Tapers  mored  for,  f**'' 
840 

Punjab  Bootv,  Returns  moved  for,  tH*?  1395. 
1896,  I40"l.  1402.  HOS^  1404.  140^. 
<i»8)  628 

Smithfield  Market  Removal,  Rep. 

Ellesmbrb,  Earl  of 

Eceipsi.-istlcal  Titl«s  AseotQirtioo,  Com.  tL  2, 

EmcE,  Rt.  Hon.  E.,  Cormtrit 
Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial' Commitlee, 

Com.  el.  1^  iiwi  153 
Farm  BuiMintrs.  Leave,  889 
Supply,  t"*^  7y4 

■ 

Ellich,  Mr.  E.  Cupar 

Audit  of  Railway  Aoeounts,  Com.  65S. 

d.  L  667,  66S  ;  c/.  S,  S25 ;  Amend.  113, 

114.  117,  119,  120,  126 
Chancery,  Court  of.  Address  moved,  1360 
Oh.tnccry,  Court  of,  and  Jadioial  Committee, 

Leave,       71^  123 
St.  Albans  Brilwry  Commission,  Leave, 

6.17,  dal ;  Com.  ("«  1461,  1462.  1463.  1464: 

t"^>  455.  159  :  c/.  L  801,  892  ;  d.  5.  894  ; 

3R.  1256.  1260,  1262 
St.  Albans  Election, C»»4)l  117,  lltg.  1110.  n?0. 

1227.  122s,  1300,  1353;  R<>port,  ^'"^  llS, 

145,  218^  224,  3  l'i.a4'3.  350 
Supply— Royal  Palaces.  Ac.  JOl 
Universities  (Scotland),  Leave,  ttW  T25  ;  2R, 

tun  1227 

Elliott,  Hon.  J.,  Roxburghshire 
Public  Houses  (Scotland),  2 R.  l"«  US 

Ellis,  Mr.  J,,  Leicester 

As!w?s»e«l  Taxes  Act,        11181 1T2 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  cL  8, 

lie 

B,nIlot,  The,  Leave,  361 

County  Rates  and  Expenditarc.  2R.  12S« 

Smithfield  Market  Removal,  Leave,  I"*)  834 

Emly.v,  Viacount,  Pembroleshire 

Il!<r?.waT8  (South  Wales),  Com.  »»«>  350  :  d.  L 

Emiaratinn — TTie  late  J/r.  Ttushon,  I 
C.  Observation  (Mr.  T.  M'Cullagb),  4?7>— 
Supply,  ("«  080 

Emigration  ( A  dmnces  Distressed  Districts  , 

Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»       i.'io;; ;  2R.*  13S0; 

Cornel.  1,  1549;  3R.*  Mil 
L  1  H.»       1561 ;  2R,  18^3; 

Ru/ai  As»«ut, 
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Ennis  Union  Workkouse, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Reynolds),  11C5 

Enkiskillen,  Earl  of 
Poi»al  Aggreasion,  t>">  231 

Ennutymon  Unions 

C  Returns  moved  for  (Mr.  Reynolds),  657  ; 
Com.  moved  for  (Sir  L.  O'Drion),  727 ; 
Motion  ncg.  737 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Bill, 
L  iR.*<»w  122; 

8R.  IMl'.  Amend.  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  1231, 
[o.  q.  Content  40,  ^■ot-Contcnt  26,  M.  IS] 
1233; 

Motion  (Earl  of  CarUsle),"""  1010;  MoUon 
withdrawn,  1077 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Man- 
agement {No.  2}  Bill 
I  IR*  018)  13^2;  2R,*  1471 :  Rep.»  IMl; 

3R.»  1637 
e.  1R»  1747: 

aR.  1786:  Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp),  1787. 

[o.  q.  A.  45,  N.  84i  M.  llj  UM  : 
Com,  1812;  Adj.  moved,  (Lord  D.  Stuart), 
1622. JA.  30,  N.  6L  M.  21]         ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Frewon),  [o.  }.  A.  15,  N.  87,  M.  11] 

mil 

d.l.  1861 ;  Amend.  (Solicitor  General),  186?; 
Amend.  Hep.  I'rogress  (Col.  Sibthorp), 
1869,  [A.  20,  N.  68,  M.  381  1882  ; 

cl  6^  1883; 

d.  8,  ISa  t.  [A.  8,  N.  61,  M.  43]  IflSfi  ; 

d.  9t Amend.  (Mr.  J.A.Smith),  1886.  [A.  14^ 

N.  S3,  M.  19]  1887  ; 
add.  cl.  (Mr.  B.  Garter).  1SS2 ; 
SR.  190.5;   Amend.  (Mr.  Henley),   1906  : 

Amvod.  withdrawn,  1912 
Bill  passed,  1912 
Royal  Assent,  1956 

Episcopal  Incomes, 

c.  Question  (Sir  B.  HaU),  <"«  200,  563,  1391 
EsTcouRT,  Licut.-Col.  J.  B.  6.,  Devizes 

Army  Estimates,  800 

Etans,  Major-Gca.  Sir  De  Lacy,  West- 
minster 

Army  Estimates,  ci^)  SOO,  8LL  814^  Sil 
Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Res.  115 
Attendance  of  Members  in  tho  House  of  Peers, 

inn  1044 

Budget,  llMj,        I3L  Til ;  Revised  Buget, 

Cape  of  Good  Hope— Kaffir  War,  1121 
Carriajros,  Rcduclian  of  Duty  on.  Leave,  ^ 
102.  1(13 

Cbanceiy,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 
Com.  el.  L  IM 

Compound  llousoluildor?.  Com.  d.  1,01^901 
Copper  Miutra  iu  England  Company,  2R. 
1120 

County  Franchise,  2R.  I"*)  920 
E.\liibitiou  of  the  Works  of  Industry, 

Uli 

Harwich  Election.  <"7)  825 

InbabiU>d  House  l>uty,  Com.  add.  cl.  296 
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Evans,  M^or-Gen.  Sir  Do  L. — eont. 

Jones,  Ernest,  Case  of,  t'ls)  1315 
Kilmainham  Ilobpital,  738 
Merro|)oli8  Water,  2R  (»I7)  409 
M«'trt>i>olitaii  Sewers,  Oi?)  1078 
Naples  and  Sardinia.       1947.  1948 
Naval  Promotion.        1013,  1044,  1045,  1046 
Navy  Estiiuates,  W7)  giG,  055,  056,  Qfl2 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  2R.       1M3  ;  Com, 

cl.  4,  18.53.  1.8.54  :  d.  14,  1898;  el.  18,  1018 
Petty  Sessions  (ln.;land).  Com.  cl.  10,('>«)1786 
Salomons,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration,  0>*)  nil 
Supply — New  House  of  Commons,  f  i«)  1^  ; 

tlifil  OM;— General  Board  of  Health,  992  ;— 

Post  Office  Packet  Service,  1026  ; — Funoral 

of  tUo  Queen  Dowager,  liiilS 

Evans,  Mr.  J.,  ITaver/ordrcest 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  el.  6, 

672  ;  cL  8,  US 
Chancery,  Court  of.  Address  moved,  1^71 
Cliaucery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

Leave,       723. :  Com  cl.  i,  t"»>  101 
Coroners,  2R.»  i'">  nO,  LL5 
County    Courts    Further    Extension,  Com. 

add.  cl.  t"«  28  ;  d.  13, 7SL  «tW.  d.  852,  851 
Evidence,  Law  of,  Amcudujent,  Com.  cl.  3, 

843  ;      5^  845,  8i& 
Salomons,   David — Oath  of  Abjuration, 

lUOl,  133^!.  1015 
Supply— Treasury,  a42 

Evans,  Mr.  W.,  Derbyshire,  N. 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  <"*>  664 
Supply — SaLirics  of  certain  OfBoersin  Scotland, 

(117)  i2S0 

Evidence,  Law  of.  Amendment  Bill, 
L  1R.»0»*)1; 

2R.  aii)  1 ; 

Com.  <""444;  SR.  1812 
c.  IR.*  018)22:  2R*  393  ; 

Com.  d.  L  BM : 

cl.  3. 842  ;  Amend.  (Mr,  Henley),  844  ; 

el.  5,  844,  [A.  37,  N.  29,  M.  8]  Sifi : 

cL  7,  M&  ;  Amend.  (Attorney  General),  847  ; 

d.  0,  848  ; 

add.  d.  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  S.  WorUey),  848  ; 
SR.*  1780 

L  Commons'  Amends,  considered,  Ois)  1393 

c.  Lords'  Amends,  considered,  CW 1927 
lU>yal  Asacnt,  1929 

EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Dumfries 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.        M2  ; 
el.  8,  123 

Capital  Punishment.  (»«  1235.  1241 
Colonial  Property  Qualificatiou,  Coin.  0»s)  gjj^ 
Count  Out,  The,  400 
Death,  Punishment  of,  in  the  Colonies,       34 1 
Education,  Nati0n.1l,  l'"J5iii 
Exhibition  of  1851,  Address  moved,  1731 
Hop  Duty,  Addre&s  moved,  571 
In  habited  House  Duty,  Com.  d.  1,  Amend.  Oi") 

Late  Sittings,  111 

Partnership,  Law  of.  Com.  moved  for,  848 

Pharmacy.  2IL<'"^M18 
Public  Houses  (Scotl.%nd),2R.  LUk 
Religious  Tests  in  Universities,  Com.  moved 

for,  100.'^ 
Select  Commitlecs.  018)  182,  2fl5  [cont. 

3  Y 


EWA 


FAR 


{INDEX,  1851 J 


FAR 


FLO 


EwABT,  Mr.  W. — eiMttintied. 

Supply— IIonspH  nf  Parliament,  filA;— Poor 
Law  CommiKsioiicrs,  ; — Transportation 
of  Conricts,  "'»).122  ;— British  Munoura,  ; 
—  Education,  ClI  ; — Ministers  at  Foreign 
Courts,  QM 

Universilies  (ScotUnd),  2R.  1224 

EiCEiEQUER,    Chancellor  op  the,  see 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Exchequer  Bills — Supply, 
c.  ififl 

ExcJicqmr  Bills  (17,756,600?.)  Bill, 
c.  III.*  lilii  122a;  2R.»  ("•)  21 :  3R.»  281 
L  IR.*  C"*)  867:  2R.*  CIO_;  3R.»  842 
Rojal  Assent,  1153 

EXETEK,  Bishop  of 
Korial  Rites  (Chichester),  Refusal  of,  <"»)  057 
•Marriages  Bill,  2R.("«)  924,  927^  929,  flSl 

Exeter,  Diocesan  St/nod  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Chil<Jor»),  iifi 

Exhibition  0/  1851. 

L  Mnint'^tuince  of  BtdhUnn,  PctitioD  (Ijord 
Brougham),       606  ;  (l^ird  Campbell),  626 
e.  Pdice  Force,  Question  (Mr.  Stanford  ).0")  278; 
Space  for  Krhihitort,  Question  (Sir  De  L. 

Evans).  iUSJ  Ull ; 
Motion  (Lord  J.  Russell),        ai2;  Amend. 
(Sir  R.  InglU),  ib.   [0.       A.  62.  N.  12, 
M.  40]  343  ; 
Admittion  0/  Exhibitors,  Question  (Mr.  Hume), 

M-nnt'-vnncJ'.  r\{  liuiUliiuj,  Qucstioii  (Mr.  Staf- 
fonl),  Liin  i;n3  ; 

(Question  (Mr.  Ne-wdocato)  <^"'^>  1367; 

Address  1110 vctl  (Mr.  Iloywoo<l ),  1 722,  f A.  75. 
N.iL  il.  -'^l  iTli;  ll.r  MaiLsty's  Reply, 
1848  ;  guistiun  (Ci-I.  Sibthor|.;,  lOoO 

Expenses  of  Prosecution  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  0H)  825  ;  1 R.*  820  ; 
2R.  1203  ; 
Cora-  cl.  2,  <"«  205  ; 
cl.  3.  207  : 

c/.  5,  207  ;  cZ.  jKxitnoned,  211  ; 
cZ.  6.  2LI  ;  3R.  l'>«>  206  ;  Bill  passed,  206 
I.  IR,*  OU)  307  : 
»R.  1072  :  3R.*  324 
Royal  Assent,  1804 

Factories,  Inspectors  of — SiOpiff 

c.tim  1225 

Faoan,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  City 

AddrcsB  ill  Answer  to  the  Speech,  t'**^  03 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  I^aro,  Adj. 

movpd,  (»O503^  620;  2R.  1160;  ^"*>  438 
Iri'land,  St;ite  ol",  Com.  morod  for,  1392 
Valuation  (IreUnd),  Leave),  772 

Falltand  Islands — Supply, 

e.  iim  000 


Farm  Buildings  Bill, 
c.  Leave,       885  ;  IR.*  1032  : 

2R.  iUfii  360i  [A.  661  N.  25,  M.  41]  361  ; 
3R.*  iia 
L  1R.»       633  ;  2R.*        188  ; 

Com.  Ami^nd.  (Earl  of  ITardwickf),  21L  [0.  q. 
Conteut  IS,  Not-Coutout  60,  M.  18]  272 


Farrgr,  Mr.  J.,  Durham,  S. 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  The  Title, 

268 

Fee  Farm  Rents  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  010       ;  2R.»  iiir^       ;  3R.»  963 
/.  IR.*  01"  976;   2R.»  1246;  Rep.*  1306; 
3R.»  13Ifl 
Royal  Assent,  ('»»>  124 

Fees  on  Proceedings  before  Justices  (Ire- 
land) Bill, 
e.  \K*  oi«)4i6 

Fergus,  Mr.  J.,  Fifeshire 

Farm  Buildings,  Leave,  I"*)  887 
Public  Houses  (ScotUnd),  3R. 

Ferocson,  Sir  R.  A.,  Londonderry  City 
Improvement  of  Towns  (Ireland),  Com. 
1568 

Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Com.  eZ.  2-  Amend. 

1244  ;  add.  el.  msi  1573 
Petty  Sessions  (Ireland),  Com.  ci  10» 
1788 

Supply — Poor  Jaw  Commiwonprs,  iHH  1286 
Valuation  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1381 

PRA-nnsHAM,  Lord 

llcgi»trattou  of  Asaurancos,  OM)  578,  1.^1 1 

Fri.MER,  Sir  E.,  Kent,  W. 
Hops,  Leave,  1304 

F'tnancicil  Policv, 

c.  Ues.  (Mr.  Disraeli),       1163. 1416,  [A.  129, 
N.  242,  M.  113]  LiM 

Fines,  Collection  of  (IreUmd)  Bill, 
e.  III. 342;  2R.»"")632  :  3R.»  t"»)lS07 
/.  IR imi  mi2 :  3R.»  IfiOa ;  SR.*  1905 
Royal  Assent,  1^20 

FiTZROT,  Hon.  Lewes 

Coroners,  21L  Amend.  101 

County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  d.  L 

Amend.  0111 22  ;  c/.  10^  26  ;  add.  el.  21 ;  cl. 

13,781 

Metropolitan  Sewers,  2R.  1468 

Navy  Estimat*»s.  («««  1228 

Smithficld  Knlargement,  2R.       1806, 1334 

FiTZWTT.TTAM,  Eflfl 

Agricultural  Distress,  fill 
Assurances,  Registration  of.  Com.  UlZl  256 
Census,  The,  632 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  120.t 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  2R.       1228 ; 
(117)  1077 

Farm  Buildings,  Com.  272 
Flour,  Importation  of,  Returns  moved  for, 
427 

PajKil  Aggression,  0»«)  1289.  1241 :  717 
Rome,  Court  of —  Lord  Minto's  Mission,  iiU2 
155 

Flour,  Importation  of, 
L  Returns  moved  for  (Earl  of  Deaart), 

Petition  (Earl  of  ni<^ngaU)^  "Mi 842  ;  (Eari 
of  Stradbroke),  222 
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Floter,  Mr.  J.,  Dorsetshire 
Malt  Tax,  LeaTo.O")  QU.  m 

Forbes,  Mr.  W.,  Stirlingshire 
St.  Albans  Borouffh,  Leave,  (»W  6fi3 
Supply— Public  Works  (Ireland),  »">  SU 

Foreign  Af  airs— Supply ^ 
c.  1221 

Foreigners  in  London, 
L  Observations  (Lord  Lj  udhurst),  621 
c.  Question  (Rt.  Uon.  J.  S.  Wortlej).0>*)  882 

F0R3TER,  Mr.  M.,  Berunck-on^  Tweed 
Bath,  New  Writ  for,  i'">  055 
Brooke.  Sir  James  —  Borneo,  Addresn  moved, 

ow)  601,  602 
MercADtilo  Marino  Act  Amendment,  Com. 

tWJ.  d.  ("•>  1057 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund.  Com.  cl.  16^  432 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  tUSi  1666 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  Com.  cl.  18, 


Free  Trade — Law  of  Settlement^ 
L  Petition  (Lord  licniers),  Ui^  iSSi. 

French,  Mr.  F.,  Roscommon 

Budget,  The— Ways  and  Means,  757 
Business  of  the  llou»e,0">  IM 
Cevlon.  026 

Civil  Bills,  Ac.  (Ireland),  2R.  <»•>  413  ;  Com. 

add.cl.  f'')  1114 
Consialmlary  Forco  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  L 
1801 

Dungarvan,  New  Writ  for,  IM 
Ennistvmon   Union,   Com.   moved  for, 
734* 

Incumbered  Estates  Leasing  (Ireland),  2R.lil2i 

Ireland.  State  of,  Com.  moved  for,  t"*>  ISfifi 
Medical  Charitit-s  (Ireland),  2R.  t«W897  :  Com. 

c/.  6,<"»>  121 
Proi»erty  Tax,  Com.  <»>•>  431 
Supply— Packet  Harbour  at  Ilolyhcad, 

Tithe  Rent  Charge  (  Ireland),  123 


SmUhfiold  Market  Romoval,  Com.  c/.L^'"'888  I  FrESHPIELD,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Boston 
Supply— Captured  Negrots,  ^"^^  689  •     *  j„:..:.»-f «f  n«mm«l  Jnirtiftf 


F0RTE8CDE,  Earl 

Ecelosiastical  Titles  Assumption,  3R.  1654 
NicholU.  Mr.,  Secretary  to  tho  Poor  Law 
Board,  168 

F0RTE8CUE,  Mr.  C,  Louth 

Ecclesiastical  TiUos  Assumption,  3R.<"«  3fi2 

Fox,  Mr.  R.  M.,  Longford 

F^cclcsiastical  Titles  AasumpUon,  Com. 


Fox.  Mr.W.  J.,  Oldham 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  v'"' 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  Slli 
Education.       1212, 1221 
Jones,  Ernest,  Caso  ot.  m»il309 
Lodging  Houses,  Leave.  ^211 
Sunday  Trading  Prevention.  Com.  flM 
Supply-Public  Works  (IreUnd),  0»7)  830  ;- 

fecclesiastical  Commissioners,  1^,;-'" |  r-R»„BN  Mr  C.  H.,  Sussex,  E. 

992,  uita 


Administration  of  Criminal  Justice,  Com.  add. 

cl.       1376,  I3ia 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  d.  8^ 
674 

A ylesbury  El  .-ct  ion .  Oin  885 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

Com.  c/.L^  1511 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  cl.  13, 

(H«)  784 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption.  Com.  <"•> 
793;  el.  2^         602 :  3R.  add.  d. 
228 

llotnc-inado  Spirits  in  Bond.  Com.  moved  for. 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  Amend. 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.        m :  3. 
974 

Malt  Tax,  909 

Property  Tax,  2R.  2Sia ;  Com.  <L  L 

Amend.  432,  437.  533 
Religious  Houses,  2R.  Ilia 
St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  Leave, 
664;  Com.c/.  1^<»'"M1;  d.  8^  Mi 


/•rancAw*,  Burgesses  and  Freemen's  Par- 
liamentary, Bill, 
«  IR*  UiT)  iai3  ;  2R.»  1384  ;  Rep.«  104 
8R.»  L42 

I  1R.»  "»•>  188  ;  2R.*  421  ;  3R.»  1M3 
Royal  Assent,  1M2 

Franchise.  County,  Bill, 
c.  Leave.  OU)  80O.  [A.  100.  N.  52.  M.  48]  869  ; 
1 R  •  1119  ; 
2R.  WW  m  [A.  83,  N.  m  M.  216]  940 

FrancAiw,  Extension  of  the, 

c.  Question  (Sir  J.  W.ilmsloy),  OU)  373  ■  Pro- 
posed House  Tax,  liucstion  (Sir  B.  HaU), 
874 


Budget,  Tbu^Ways  and  Means,  (»♦)  748 ;  Tho 

Revised,  <»»>  llill 
Central  Criminal  Court,  1189 
Ckuicurv,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

Com.  1805 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment.  2R. 
1121;  Com.  add,  c/.  W«»>  1766,  1768,  1761, 
I7r,2.  mill 
Civil  lUlk  (IrcLind).  3R.  tUW  622 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  EsUtes  Management, 

2R        1 795  ;  Com.  Amend.  Ifi2i 
Health,  General  Board  of,  Com.  K>G6, 

HoVSuty,  Address  moved,  ^"•>  6661  555 

Hops,  2R.       188,  IM 

Hops.  Reduction  of  Excise  Ihity  on.  Leave, 

liw)  1305  ;  Res.  0««)  1716.  m2 
Malt  Tax.  Leave.       701  ;  fifift 
Official  Salaries,  <•»•>  fifil  [<^<w«. 


PRE  GIB  {INDEX,  1851} 

Fmwkw,  Mr.  C.  U.—eontinwd. 

Prosecutions,  ExpeusoH  of,  211.  t""  1295 
Rules  of  the  iiousti,  l'i7)  n^y 
St.  Albans   Bribery  Commission,  3R.  Adj. 

moved,        1253,  1254 
Sequestration  of  Benefices,  2R.  t"7)  326.  1379 
Smithflold  Market  Removal,  Com.  ^"^^  985 


GIB 


GOU 


Fuller,  Mr.  A.  E.,  Sussex,  E. 
Health,  General  Boartl  of,  Com.  t"'>  1122; 

Amend.  1458 
Hop  Duty,  Address  moved,  568 
Hops,  2R.  0»4)  193 

Bops,  Reduction  of  Excise  Duty  on.  Leave, 

130t;  l"'^^  1718 
Malt  Tax,  Leave,  ("«>  715 

Gaqe,  Viscount 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  SR.  1661 
Marriages,  3R.       961,  973 

Galloway,  Earl  of 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.  O'»>005 

Galway,  Viscount,  Retford,  E. 

L.indlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  d.  2^  tUZl  974 
Manchester  Bonding,  Com.  moved  for, 

1187 

Geach,  Mr,  C,  Coventry, 

Arbitration,  International,  Address  moved,  t'"' 
949 

Ecclosiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  The 

Preamble,  Oie)  1152 
Exhibition  of  1861,  Address  moved,  <»»  1743 
licalth.  General  Board  of,  Cora.  1123 
Mails,  Conveyance  of,  by  Railways,  Com.  d,  L 

Ui«)  1633  . 
Navy  Estimates,  695 
Property  Tax,  Com.  d.  1^  «>•>  493 

QeoUgy^^Museum  of  Practical— Supply, 

Germanic  Confederation,  The, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  «»»>  1354:  1316 

Gibson,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  Itf.,  Manchester 
Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  Com.  moved  for. 

Tin)  1012 

Adilrcsses  to  Her  Majesty,  166 
Arbitration,  International,  Address  moved,  O?) 

945,  941 
Business,  Public,  312 
County  Rates  and  Expenditure,  2R.  1267, 

1270, 1271.  1290 
Differential  Duties  (Spain),  Com.  moved  for, 

^  6G0,  1115 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave, 

360,  625i  2R.  1140;  Com.  Amend.  (Mr. 

Moore),  ("•)  874 ;    Tho  Preamble,  1060. 

1130  ;  d.  L  1393,  im;— Mr.  Keogh's 

Amend.  1439,  1 153 
Education,  t»i6)  1207 

Homo-made  Spirits  in  Bond,  Com.  moved  for. 

(116)  fil8 

Manchester  Bonding,  Com.  moved  for, 

1164,  1174.  1187 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Com.  d.  15,  tlifil  432 
Ministerial  Uri8is--Kxpl*uation,  1070 

[com/. 


Gibson,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  M. — ecntinutd. 
Navy  Estimate*,  1218 
Religious  Tests  in  Universities,  Com.  mora! 

for.  1008 
Salomons,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration, 

1148,  1149, 1168 
Supply— Harbours  of  Refuge,      1004 ;— Slave 
Trade,  1013 


Gladstone,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  E.,  Oxford 
University 

Agricultural  Distress, 

Brofike,  Sir  James — Bomoo,  Addre«8  moved, 
iii»i484 

Budget,  The  Revised.  0»w  loQ? 
Caledonian  Railway,  2K.  t"*)  1313 
Ceylon,  Com.  moved  for,       204^  iOl 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  d.  L 

t>»»)  1753 :  c/.  8»  1754  :  add.  d.  1760 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumpti'  fi,  2R.  U»«)ii44; 

Earl  of  Arundel's  Amend.  '      565,  571.  573, 

6ia;  Com.  Mr.  Morris'  MoUon,  8j*2; 

The  Preamble,  1104,  1122.  1124  ;  c/.  ^  Mr. 

Sadleir's  Amend.  hiM  ;  d.  3,  102.=i. 

1026  ;  The  TiUe,  Mr.  Grattan's  Amend.  liM 

260,  265 

Horfield  Manor  Estate,  Ois)  660,  933, 946^  947, 
950 

Income  and  Property  Tax,  Com.  moved  for, 

(lie)  J2fi ;  <"7)  MS 
India,    Steam   Communication    vith.  Com. 

moved  for,  l»>*)  65fi 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Com.  1446 
Kaffir  War,  Address  moved,  2tiU 
Mails,  Conveyance  of,  by  Hallways,  Com.  d,  1^ 

""M632,  Um 
New  Zealand  St^ttlcment.  2R>  <"•>  1635.  1836 
Supply— Education,         615,  MA  :— Funenl 

of  the  duecn  Dowager,  1035.  1040,  1041 

Glenoall,  Earl  of 

Civil  Bills  (Ireland),  2R.  ("»)  1384 
Ecck-aiastical  Titles  A^i^umption.  3R.  ("•>  lfi55 
Flour.  Foreign,  Importation  of,       842,  S4«; 
Ui!l973 

Purchase  of  Land  Facilitatioo  (Ireland),  2R. 
0151205 

Glyn,  Mr.  G.  C.  Kendal 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  a»>  946; 

Com.  d.  8,      074  :  tui^  113,  124 
Mailu,  Couvoyancc  of,  by  liailway,  3it.i"*>  IMl 

GooLD,  Mr.  W.,  Limerick  Go, 
Civil  Bills  (In;Und),  SR.  623 
Eoolesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  368: 

Com.  d.  8^  IMft 
Lmprovement  of  Towns  (Irebind),  Com.  d.  120, 

(mi  1560 
Kilrush  Union,  ("«  214 
Land  Clauses  Consolidation,  3R.("^  IISO 
Supply — Emigration,  t>'">  083 


GODLBURN,  Rt  Hon.  H^  Cambridge  Vi 
versity 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  ( Jews),'2R.  <»»*)  401 
Addresses  to  Her  Majesty,  167 
Agricultural  Distn  ss,  <"«)  61 
Budget,  The  Uc vised,  1201 
Census,  The,  ti'O  1316;        113,  111 

.  [cpnt. 
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GouLBUKH,  Rt.  Hon.  iL — ccmtinued.  ( 
Church  Building  Acts  Ajnendment,  Com.  add. 

el.     im  Ifiil 

Church  Extrusion,  Address  moved,  t"'>  W,  89, 
100 

Eccle«i2istic&l  Commisaion,  and  tho  Biahops, 

am  209 

Eoolcaiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  60, 
109 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 

(No.  2),  Com.  Ui9)  1812,  1813 ;  cf.  S^lfififi 
Epi8co{mr  Incomes,  UW)  131)2,  1323 
Exhibition  of  1851,  Address  moved,  1734 
Ilornc-made  Spirits  in  Bond,  2R.  <"»)  418 
Horficld  Manor  Estate.  957 
Ley,  John  Henry,  Res.  O")  Ul 
St.  Albans  Election,       1227.  1858.  ISfifl 
Woods  and  Forests,  Com.        176  ;  el.  L 

181 

Gbaham,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  G.,  Bipon 
Agricultural  Distress,  t»*>  fil6 

Assnraneos,  Refistration  of,  t""Si52 
Chanct'ry,  Court  of,  Addrcsa  moved,  ^^"^^  1372, 
1374 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 
Com.  d.  L      IM  ;  c/.  18.  m  ;  cZ.  19,  ili 

Count  Out,  The,  400 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  add. 
d.       852, 864^  MB. 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  380, 
604  ;  Com.  Tho  I'rcanible,  1126.;  cl.  L 
urn  211,  283^  287,  2\i^  300,  Mti ;  add.  cL 
(Mr.  Keogb),  1321;  Tho  Preamble,  UiiS ; 
The  Title,  Mr.  Grattan's  Amond.<  "»)245.25a 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management, 
(No.  2),  Com.  d.  L  I"*"  1869 

HorfieldManor  EsUte,  l»">  963,  058,  959 

Mercantile  Marino  Act  Amendment,  Com. 
add.d.  C»«  1062,  1066 

Metropolitan  Supply  of  Wator,  0»«)  661 

Ministorial  Crisis — Explanation,  l"*>  IM2 

Navy  Estimates,  tUZl  662 

Patent  Law  Amendment.  Com.  d.  li,^<"«)  1896, 
1898;  d.  lUUO,  l'J'V3,  U)03.  1916.  1918: 
d.  49,  1922,  1924,  l'.i25,  lii2il ;  Considera- 
tion of  Anif  ndments.  1  t)3'J 

St.  Albans  Election,  150 

Supi>lv— Royal  Palaces,  Ac.,0>T)  804  Harbours 
of  llefugo,  aiJ3  ;— Privy  Council  Office,  1274 

Woods  and  Forests,  Com.ci.  L"*"  liiA;  ci.  IL 
297,  m 

Granbt,  Marquess  of,  Stamford 
Agricultural  Distress,       449,  600 
Customs.  Com.  c/.  8^^""  1414 
Ecelosiaotioal  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  ti.  1, 

(116)        ;  The  TiUe,  «>«  2M 
Malt  Tax,  Leave, «««)  720 
Ministerial  Crisis— ExpUnation,  t"*^  1083 
Property  Tax,  Com.  d.  1^  t"«>  M2 


Grand  Jury  Cess  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1  R.»       777 ;  2R.»  m ;  3R.»  m3 
L  1R,»  Ois)  1382 ;  2R.»  1766  ;  Rep.*  1804  ; 
SR.*  1841 
Royal  Assent,  1020 

Granger,  Mr.  T.  C,  Durham 

Administration  of  Criminal  Justice,  Com. 
c/.  28,  Uio)  1374 


RAIfVILLB,  Bftrl 

Agricultural  Distress.  <"*>  786 

Census.  The— PoptUatiou  Act,  <"«  1308.  1310; 

Coffee,  Adulteration  of,  » 122 

Designs  Act  Extension,  Rep.  ^"*>  1 
Exhibition  of  1 85 1 —Maintenance  of  Building, 
(>»»)  Ml 

Flour,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  ^^^^  862; 
972  973 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  d.  3,  ^^^^  074,  ftlfi 

Mercantile  .Mai  ino  Act,  696 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  t»'*>  1352 ;  Reports 

moved  for.       428  :  2R.  167«i  1511 
Navigation  Laws,  MI 
Patent  Law  Amendment  (No.  3}^  Com.       5, 19 
Railways  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  12i5 
Shipping  Interest,  The,  <"«>  10 14,  IMi 
Sroithfield  Market  IU>moY.al,  Standing  Orders, 

(US)  196  ;  211.  2S1  :  Hep.  Amend.  lf)C2.  1509 
Stock  in  Trade,  3R.       1765i  17«8 

Grattan,  Mr.  Meaih 

Addre9.s  in  Answer  to  tho  Speech,  108 

Agricultural  Distress,  117 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  tn«> 

312  ;  2R.  <"»>  276,  472  ;  Com.       S?fl,  888  ; 

The  Preamble,  IMS  ;  d.  L  311 : 

The  I'reamble,  li>y2;  add,  d.  KiiLiTho  TiUe, 

Amend.       242^  211 
Kilmainham  Hospital  t"W  134 
Medical  Charities  ( Ireland), Com.  d.  1.^"^^  1243; 

d.  6,  t"»>  120,  123 
Property  Tax,  Com.  780 
Religious  Houses,  2R.  ^'"^flfiO 
Supply— Board  of  PubUo  Works  (Ireland),  0»t) 

130.3 

Tithe  Rent  Charge  (Ireland),  123 

Greai  Seal  Aholiiion,  Office  of  Messenger 

to  the.  Bill, 
L  1R:»  OW)  lim  ;  2R.»       976  ;  Rep.»  1060  ; 
3R.'  1246 

Greece,  Claims  of, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),       5M  ;— Claims 

of  Den  Pacififo,  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart), 
1866  : — Loan  to,  Uucstion  (Lord  D.  Stuart), 
1Q5Q 

Greenall,  Mr.  G.  Warrington 
Agricultural  Distress,  604 

Greene,  Mr.  J.,  Kilkenny, 

Patent  Law  Amendment,  Com.  t"')  1848:  d.  4, 
Amend.  1862,  1^53:  d.  I,  1855  ;  d.  14, 
1898;  d.  18. 1013.  1921 

Greene,  Mr.  T.,  Lancaster 

Attendance  of  Members  iu  tUo  IIouso  of  Peers, 

(118) 

Commons,  The  New  IIouso  of,  (>»*>  116,  116 
St.  Albans  Kloction,       1120  ;  14fi 
Supply  —  New  House  of  Commons,  lOlt 
193,  196,  199.  200  :  SM 

Grey,  Earl 
Cap<-  of  Good  Hope,         167:— Kaffir  War, 
Address  moved,  1096.  1097 ;        UMi  1 1^7 ; 
— Representative  Institutions,  Com.  moved 
for,  t"8>  699,  714,  IIU,  139,  IIO 

[cOHt. 
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Grst,  Earl — eontimud. 

Ceylon,  Affairs  of,  (»»>  870,  881 

C'haacury  Reform,  731 

Church  of  England  in  tho  ColoDies,  495, 

497,  498,  122 
County  CourU  Farther  Extension,  Com.  d.  28, 

(114)  1222 

Designs  Act  ExtoiuioD,  Com.  Preamble, 
1029 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com. 

13ia  ;  el.  2,  1527.  152U  ;  311.  Iiiii2 
Episcopal  and  Capituhur  Estates,  2R.  1233 
Flour,  Importation  of,  Returns  moved  for, 

425,  421 ;  0»8)  973 
Guano,  Duty  on,  <»«  1316 
Guiana,  British.       185,  141 
Marriage,   Law  of— Australia,  539,  5il, 

543 

Metropolitan  Interment,  t"*)  1219;  2R.  ISli 
Naval  Officers,  Supplementary  Estinmte  for 

Rptiromtiit  of,  Return  moved  for,  ^"'^  585 
Naviijatiuu  Uws,  i'"')  873 
Navy,  Promotion  in  tho.  Papers  moved  for, 

1300 

New  Brunswick  and  Canada  projcctod  Railway, 

024,  fm 
Papal  Aggression,  710 
Passengers  Act  Amendment,  QR.  1163. 

1165  ;  Com.  IMl ;  Rep.  add.  el.  1312 
Patent  Law  Ameudmont  (No.  3),  Com.  20 
Pontonvillo  Priaon,  <"•>  1321.  1327 
Political  Refugees  in  England,  l"*>  627,  620 
Property  Tax,  «»>  UU-',  llliU  ;  2R.  1089.  IMl 
Railways  iii  British  North  America.  142, 

US.  1040,  1041 
Railways  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  12& 
St    Albnns  Bribery  Commission,  Commons' 

Amends.  1^  1  U.S.I 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  um  ^ 
Smithfield  Market  Removal,  Rep.  i 
Stock  in  Trade,  3R.  O")  Vj^l 
Tithes,  Assessment  of,  5Q1 
Transportation — Van  Diemcn's  Land,  t"*>  1089 ; 

»'«>  761.  76e;0'»  648 


GoET,   Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Nm-ihumber- 
land,  N. 
Addresses  to  Uer  Majesty.  169 
Adjournment  of  the  House.  <•>•>  209 
Advertising  Vans  and  Barrel  Organs,  Return 

moved  for,  t>"'  207.  946 
Bath,  New  Writ  for.  Om  956 
Bible  Printing  Monopoly,  Address  moved, 
962 

Birmingh,-im  Convent,  Tho,  Ulf)  fififi 
Biiljups,  Scotcli  —  Ecclesiastical  Titles, 
1316 

British  Museum,  <"'>  1264 

Business  of  the  House,  Oir)  702 

Capital  Punishment.  UW)  I2n 

Census.  Tho,        13I6  ;  «»«  113,  111 

Central  Criminal  Court,  1189 

Ceylon— Thn^atctied  Vnto  of  Censure,       28 ; 

— Com.  moved  for,  i^'.ii.ild 
Chancerv,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

Com.ti")  1304 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  t"'^ 

1121.  1122.  1166,  una 
Church  Extension,  Address  moved,  70, 

101 

Cotiveuls — Petition  of  tho  Rev.  P.  Connelly, 
U»)  yay,  Min 

[eotU. 


G&KT,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G. — coHtitmed. 

Convicts,  Irish,  in  Van  Dicmen's  Land, 

638.  641 
Coroners.  2R.  <»»"  104 
Count  Out,  The.  o>«)  941 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  cl.  1, 

tliSi  22  :  <r/.  10.  Amend.  25  ;  add.  cl.  2fi 
County  Rates  and  Expenditure,  3R.  1274. 

1278 

Destitution  in  the  Islands  of  Sootlaod, 
1166.  llfil 

Ecclesiastical  Preferments,  1179 

Eccle!*i;istical  Sinecures,  t'**'  187 

Ecclesiuatical  Titles  Assuiui^tion,  Leave,  t"*^ 
344,  472  :  2R.  1123:  OlW  108,  48«,  603, 
609,  611;  Com.  969,  ji-yj ;  The 

Preamble,  1102.  1149,  Uoi  :  cl  L  1368, 
1370.  1383.  mi  ;  cl.  2^         604  ;  d.  3, 
1026;  add.  cl.  1317;    The  Title, 
11182  265 

Education,  UW)  1256 

Electric  Telegraph  Company,  fiifi 

Emigration— The  late  Mr.  Rushtoo.  <"•)  438 

Exhibition  of  1851— PoUoe  Force,  219 

Foreigners  in  London.       8g3,  8j*5 

Ihirwich  Election,  UlU  896 

Highways  (South  Wales),  Com.  cl.  L 

InteniK-nts  Bill,  <"«>  1212 
Jesuits,  Address  moved,  i"*>  GIO,  612 
Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  Mem- 
bers, ("•)  837,  838.  839.  dll 
Kilrush   and    Ennbtjuiuu  Unions,  ReCom 

moved  for,  f  657 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.         948;  Oom. 

(117)  912  ;  <•/.  2.  973,  974  ;  eZ.  3.  ft. 
Lite  Sittiiiirs.  <»>«>  111 
l  odtriiig  Houses.  Leave.  1272 
Metropolis  Police.  2R.  Amend.  t»7)  769 
Metropolis  Water,  Leave,        309,  339.  341  ; 

2R.       478^  481,  496 
Metropolitan  Supply  of  Water,  l»W  593  ;  (im 

1081.  1148 
Military  Knights  of  Windsor,  209 
Ministerial  Crisis—Explanation,  1084 
Mortmain,  t'"" 
Orange  Addrensos,  1181 
Patents,  llcturns  moved  for,  S8fi 
PLarmaey,  'JR.  HW  117 

Poor  Law  (Ireland),  Correspondence  moved  for, 
Cii»)  2aa 

Process  and  Practice  (Ireland),  Com.  1204. 

1205,  1206 

Proisecutions,  Expenses  of.  Leave,  ^'">  835, 
828  ;  2R.  12M ;  Com.  d.  2^  206,  206  ; 
el.  6^  210';  cl.  6^  211,  212,  213.  2111  That 
the  Bill  do  pass,  200 

Religious  Uuuscs,  2R.  ^»«>  961.  969.  910, 

an 

Roman  Catholic  Relief.  Leave.  W*)  363 

Rules  of  the  House.  1149 
St.  Albaiu  Bribery  Comiuisiaon,  3R.  1255, 
1256 

St.  Albans  Election.  126,  1117.  IIU. 

1121,  13.ll)  ;  (»•)  22.  LL5  ;  Lmprisoumcut  ot 

Uenry  Edwards.  £M 
St.  Paul's  Cathedral,  Admission  to,  <»*>  1356 
Sequestration  of  Benefices,  2R.  327  ; 

Amend.  137U 
Scssiou.\l  Orders — Money  Votes,  Hfi 
Sewers,  MetropoUtati  Coounissioners  of, 

1178 

Smithfield  EuUrgcmcnt,  2R.  1^2^ 

[co»t. 
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Gbkt,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G. — continued. 
Smithftold  Market  Removal,  Leave,  l"*>  820, 

834  ;  2R.  0"'?  1337,  1338.  1,S:U).  13t0,  I  .'HI, 
1843. 1349  ;  Com.  t'"'  1)78,  979,  mi;  d.h 
988,991  :  cL  3.094;  3R.  1163 
Sund.iv  Trading  Trovcntion,  Com.<'»'0  965 
Supply— llojal  r;UAces.<fcc..<"»802,  803,  806; 
— Ecclesiastical  Commissionors,  12S0,  1201  ; 
—Household  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Ire- 
land), am 
Tithe  Rent  Charge  (Ireland),  120 
Transportation  to  Van  Diemon's  Land,  Address 

moved,  <»•«>  mi 
Truck  SvsU-m.  The.  251 
Universities  (Scotland),  2R.  122& 
Vagrancy,  ili 

Water  BUls,  Metropolis,  Instruction,  840. 

ail 

G  ROC, AN,  Mr.  E.,  Dublin  City 

Civil  Bills,  4c.  (Ireland),  Com.  rf.  85, 
Ills 

Designs  Act  Amendment,  Com.  1023; 

The  J'n-amble,  1021 
Dublin  HospiUls,  ("«664 
Home-made  Spirits  in  Bond,  Com.  moved  for, 

O'o)  r,i-7 

Jesuits,  Address  moroa."i*>  e,09,  613 
Kaffir  Tribes  Comauttee,  Appointment  of  Mem- 
bers, ail 

KilriLiinham  Hospital,  IM 
Mails,  Conveyance  of,  by  Railway,  2R.  ^"•> 
1M2 

Supply— Board  of  Public  Works  (Ireland),  liiQ 
1302  ;  —  Foundling  Hospital,  Dublin, 
971 

Gbostenor,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  R.,  Middlesex 
Attomies  and  Solicitors  Certificates,  Leave,  Ui^ 

851.  355 

Budget,  The  Revised.  <"«  107L  1080 
Ceylon,  Com.  moved  for,  fiii 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  8R.  t"'^ 
1161 

Cbnrcb  ExtPiision,  Address  moved,  ili*^  H 
Compound  Householders,  2R.       b22  ;  Com. 

Count V  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  d.  13, 

(i"«>"78o 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee, 
570 

Sunday  Trading  Prerontion,  Com.  nm  oe4 


CTvono,  Duty  on, 

I  Question  (Duke  of  Richmond),  1316 
C.  Observations  (Mr.  Aloook),  OWflfifi 

Gxtiana,  British, 

L  Petition  (Lord  Stanley),  111*^128 

c.  QuesUon  (Sir  J.  Pakington),  1009: 
Returns  moved  for,  (Hon.  Grantley  Berke- 
ley), 29 

Ounpowder  Stores  (Liverpool)  Exemption 

Bepcnl  Bill, 
c.lK.*  ^   1045;   2R.»  1005:  3R.» 

L  1R.»  ("»  1246;  2R.»  »W  421;  3R.» 
1765 

Royal  Assent,  1929 


Halpord,  Sir  IL^  Leieettershire 
Smilhfield  Enbirgcment,  2R.  iU^l  1384 

Hall,  Sir  B.,  Marylehone 
Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Res.  Ufi 
Attendance  of  Members  in  the  House  of  Peers, 

Amend.        1943.  1944 
Budget,  The— Ways  and  Means,       761  : 

730  ;  Revisod  Budget.  T0B2 
Business  of  tho  House,  t'"^'  701 
Ceylon— Threatened    Vote  of  Censure, 

31 

Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  t'"^ 

1167;  Com.  d.  L  ^  1763 
Church  Extension,  Address  moved,  <"WM 
Church,  The  EsUblished— Pnsoyism.  10S0» 

1031.  1032  ;— Services  of  the.  C«»«)  Sii2. 
Convents — Fftitiou  of  the  Rev.  P.  Connelly, 

County  Franchise,  2R.  <»«  918.  925 
Kci-li>>ia8tic.-il  Commissioners  and  the  Bishops, 

(US)  206,  207,  208,  210,  670 
Ecclesiastical  Preferments,  1179 
Ecclesiastical  Sinecures,  Ifil 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  1843, 

134:.  :  Com.  d.  1.  t'""139l 
Episcopal  and  Ca])itular  Estites  Management 

(No.  2),  2R.  tiifii  1787.  UM ;  Com.  1812, 

1813 ;  d.  h  l&ft<:  d.  6^  1884  ;  d.  8,  1885. 

IfiSQ  ;  add,  d.  1S87 
Episcopal  Incomes,       1391.  1393 
F.-irin  Huildings,  Leave,  883 
Harwich  Election,    Com.    moved  for, 

Oil 

Highwars  (South  Wales),  Com.  cL  h  ""^  SM 

Horfield  Manor  Estate,        966,  957 
House  Tax,  The  Proposed— The  Franchise,  " >♦> 
874.  876 

Tnliabited  House  Duty,  2R.  977 

Kafflr  Tribes  Committoc,  Appointment  of  Mem- 

i>orfi,  aaa 

Metropolis,  Water,  Leave,  ai«i  221;  2R. 
469,  471 

Metropolitan  Interment,  Com.       1307,  1653 ; 
Rep.  1782 

Metropolitan  Sewers  Commission,  t"*'  1178  ; 

U«6)  HL  690,  692,  lllfi3 
Metropolitan  Sewers,  2R.  Adj.  moved  0121 

1470  ;  Com.  1706 ;  d.  L  1714  ;  d.  2,  Amend. 

1716 

Metropolitan  Supply  of  Water,  O'^)  1149 

Property  Tax.  Com.  c/.  L  ^ ML  533, 5M 

St.  Albans  Flection,  iU^l  1 120 

St.  Andrew's  Church,  Marylebone,  fiJfi 

St.  David's,  Bishop  of,  £10 

Salomons,  David— Oath  of  Abjuration,  OW)  980, 

981.  982.  1144,  1146,  1212.  1354  ; 

That  Counsel  be  heard  at  the  Biir,  1574 
Smithfleld  EnUrgement,  2R.  m»2  mD. 
Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  2R.  t"*'  205; 

Com.  l"'>  ftfifi 
Supply — New  House  of  Commons,       193  ;— 

Funeral  of  the  Queen  Dowager,  1022. 

1031,  um 

Woods  and  Forests,  <"«  1202  :  Com.  d.  h 
lfi2 

Hamilton,  Lord  C,  Tyrone 

Budget,  The  Revispd,  Report,  1194 
Ceylon,  Com.  moved  for,  96 
Coffee  Dutiee  Act,  Res.  ^  1 8ft 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  <"*>  Hit 

[eonL 
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IIamiltox,  Lord  C. — continued. 
Kensington  Gardens,  Faper«  moved  for, 

Lands  ClnusM  Conwlidation.  2R.  1120 
Lodging  Houses,  l^avc,        1270.  1275 
Poor,  Emplovmcnt  of  the  (Ireland),  Kos. 
375 

Supply — New  IIouso  of  Commons,  O'W  193 

Hamiltox,   Mr.  G.    A.,    Dublin  Uni- 
versity 

Aylesbury  Election,  Report,  ("W  gflj 

civil  IJill's  (In.'hiiidj.yU.  4ii*i621 

County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  cl.  1^ 

Amend.  (»»»>  22 
Dublin  Uospitals,  093 
Ecolcfliastical  Titlea  Assumption,  Learo, 

Ennistjmon  Union,  Com.  moved  for,  784 

Improvement  of  Towns  (Irohunl),  Com.  el.  80, 

una. ;  el.  172,  Amtjnd.  1560 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation,  2R.  O'^)  1120 
Mails,  Conveyance  of,  by  Railways,  Com.  el.  i, 

Medical  Charitios  (Ireland),  Com.  cL  L  t'"> 
1242 ;  el.  6,  ilifil  121,  123 ;  Proviso,  1390; 
cl.  U,  Amend.  1573 

Mortmain,  1068 

Proixjrty  Ta-x,  Com.  <"•)  iM 

Supply— Public  Works  (IreUnd),  826  ;— 
Poor  Law  CommiRiioncrs,  128U  ; — Tmnspor- 
tation of  Convicts/'"^^  318  ;— Disaentiu-;  Min- 
isters (Ireland),  mn  ; — Incumbered  Estates 
Commission  (iruland),  0Q5 

Tithe  Rent  Charge  (Ireland),  131 

Hanmer,  Sir  J.,  Flint 

Salomons  David — Oath  of  Abjuration,  That 
Counsel  bo  heard  at  the  Bar,  Ois) 

ffarhouvt  Packet,  at  Holyhead — Supply, 
c.  cm)  813 

Harbours  of  Refuge — Supply, 
c.        816 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Uuine),  filfi ;  Amend, 
and  Original  Bdotion  withdrawn,  fiifl ;  Uis) 

1002; 

Amend,  (Mr.  Cobdon),  [A.  21^  N.  57,  M.  M] 
1006 


Hardcastle,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Colchester 

Church  Ititc»,  Com.  moved  for,  12A1 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  add. 

el.  1810 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fond,  Com.  add.  eL  Ci^*> 

433 

Hardwicke,  Earl  of 

Agricultural  Distress,  ("«  772 
Ecclesiastical   Titles  Assumption,   2R,  cus) 
129G 

Farm  Buildings,  Com.  Amend.  271 
Flour,  Foreign,  Lnportation  of,  ^"*>  855 
Mercantile  Marine  Act,  508 
Naval  OflBcers,  SnppU-inentary  Kstim.ite  for 

Retirement  of,  R«!lum  moved  for,  570 
Navigation  Laws,  Oi7)  gjo 
Shipptnp  Interest.  The,  <»«>  IMS 
TitUcs,  A*6esfiUitut  of,  t>»*)  fill 


Harris,  Hon.  Capt.  E.  A.  J.,  Christ- 
church 

Apprcnticof"  .nnd  Sor<*ants,  Com.  t'**^  215 

Audit  of  UuilwHv  Account^*,  Com.  MS 

Budget,  The— Ways  and  Means,  761 

Poor  Rates,  Com.  moved  for,       506  * 

Property  Tax,  Com.  cl.  L        551  ;  ft  2, 

St.   Albans   Bribery  Commisaion,  3a. 
125fl 

Smitltfiold  Market  Removal,  2R.  1342 
Supidy— lYivy  Council   Uffice,  1272:— 
TransporUtion  of  ConvicU,  <^>«>  3IS,  223 

Harrowby,  Earl  of 

Arrest  of  Al-so<»nding  Debtors,  2R.  335 
Census,  Tlii^ Population  Act,  <"*>  1309 
Conimittves,  Ciiuirman  of,  51) 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Esutes,  2R.       1222 ; 
l()7« 

Uoriieid  Mxuior  Estate,  Papers  mtoved  for, 
640 

Lodpin?  Houses,  2R.  t»WSM 
Meiroj«)liun  Interment,        1770 :  2R.  1847 
Passengers  Act  Amendment,  2R.  1166 
Patent  Law  Amendment  (No.  3).  Com.  t"*'  19 
Protestant  Worship  in  Rome,        1929,  1930. 
1933 

Public  Works  (India),  Papers  moved  for,  t»"> 
343 

Railw.iys  in  the  Sonth  of  Trt?l.and,  *»••>  12fi 
SmitMeld  Market  Rciuoval,  Rep.  <•*•>  Lifil 

Bancich  Election, 

c.  Motion  (Mr.  Bankos),  894 ;  Motion  with- 
drawn, «">  897;    Com.   moved  for, 
836,  910,  [A.  82,  N.  80,  M.  2]  iiii 

HASTiE,Mr.  ALEXA2n>ER,  Glcagow 

Home-made  Spirits  in  Bond,  Com.  moved  for, 
016) 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  Com.  eL  L       287 : 

el.  3,  Amend.  2&1 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Com.  add.  cL 

Supply— Roval  Palaces,  <kc.  iHii  799 
Umver»itie8'(S«»tland),  3R.  1227 

Hatciiell,  Rt.  Hon.  J.,  Windsor 

Admiiiistntion  of  Criminal  Justice,  Cam.e7.S8, 

(U8)  1374 

Civil  Bills,  Ac.  (Irobnd),  Leave,  0>«>  811 ;  3R. 
Ui*>  714^  ;  Com.  <>">  1110,  LLU  ;  d.  2. 
1113  :  add.  d.  1114;  el.  73,  340  ;  31L 
el.  100,  635 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  l^ 

:.'S9,  300 

Improvement  of  Towns  (Ireland),  Com.  el.  86. 

UM. 

Incumbered  Estates  Leasing-  (IrcUnd),  SR. 

Amend.  C"^'  1237 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  3R.  t""  1306 
I  AW  Courts  (Ireland,  508 
Medical  Charities  ( Ireland),  Com.  cl.  6»  i""  1 30, 

122.  1389;  cLT^lMl 
Petty  Sessions  (Irelaiul).  Com.  cl.  lO^illlULijll 
Process  and  Practice  (IreUnd),  Com.  ili^  li<.»4, 

1205.  m& ;  501 
Supply — Incumbered  Estates  Commisaioii  {Ire- 
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Ha  WES,  Mr.  B.,  Kinsale 

BritUh  Guiana,       1009 :  tU^l  29,  flfl 
Capo  Coast,  111  Treatment  of  a  Native  at, 

1046;  lft41 
Capo  of  Good  Hope,  <»*>  311     Kafflr  War, 

1122;  Addrosg  moved,  t>>«)  284  ;  757, 

768 

Capital  Punighment,  1^40 

Ceylon,  Committee,  Evidence  before  the,  t"*' 
372,  626.  1182:  Com.  moved  for.  8,  9, 
12.  23^  63^  02,  05,  132,  H5,  184,  208,  215, 
d5d 

Church  Dignitaries  In  the  Colonics,  Rank  of, 

511 

Colonies,  (Sir  W.  Moleeworth's  Motion),  t"*> 

liM;  Amend.  1418 
Convicts,  Irish,  in  Van  Diomen'a  Land. 

689  ;  Correspondence  moved  for,  ("'^  1067 
Ionian  Islands.  1061 
New  Zealand  Settlements,  2E.  tllS2  1685. 

1636 

Passengers  Act  Amendment,  2R.  C»»«>  768, 

771  ;  Cora.  873 
Protestant  Church  Abroad,  iMi  1066 
Supply— Privy  Council  Office,  1211  ;— 
Prince  Edward's  Island,  661  ;— New  Zea- 
land, 663,  665 :— Falkland  Islands,  669,  670, 
671,  673  .—Hong  Kong.  673,  678.  679;— 
Labuan,  ib.,  QSH ; — Emigration,  ; — Con- 
sular Establishments  Abroad,  068  ; — Fancral 
of  the  Queen  Dowager,  1043 

HawJholine, 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Serjeant  Murphy), 
(H9J  914,  [A.  26,  N.  104,  M.  78]  Olfi 

Hayter,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  G.,  Wells 
Business  of  the  House — Tho  Count  Out, 

Dunir-irvan,  New  Writ  for,  <"«  134, 135 
Harwich  Election,  325 

Headlam,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Newcattle-on-Tyne 
Administration  of  Justice  (Court  of  Chancery), 

Leave,  t>»«  710 
Brooke.  Sir  James — Borneo,      3,  6  ;  Address 

moved,  1£1 
Charitable  Purchase  Deeds,  Cora.  <"•)  837 
Church  Building  Acts  Amoudment,  Com.  cl.  9, 

Amend.  UM 
County  Franchise,  2R.  925 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 

(No.  2],  Com.  d.  L  ^""^         :  3R.  IMJ 
Exhibition  of  1861.  Address  moved,  tUIi  1743 
Mortmain, mi 

St.  Aibnns  Election,  ('•»>  724  ;  Imprisonment  of 

Hcnrj-  Kdwards,  i""  807 
Salomons,  David  —  Oath  of  Abjuration, 

1611 

Heald,  Mr.  J.,  Stockport, 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  ("'^  663 

ffealth.  General  Board  of,  Bill, 
C.  IR.*  <»*>  720  ;  2R.»  901  ; 

Com.  0")  1065;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hollond), 
[A.  43,  N.  82,  M.  89]  1066;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Brisco),  1122.  [A.  46,  N.  48,  M.  2] 
1123; 

3R.  1466  ;  Amend.  (Viscount  Ebrington), 
1457  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Fuller),  [A.  95,  N.  77, 
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Health,  General  Board  of  {No.  2)  Bill, 

C.  1R.»  1384  ;  2R.»  <>'*)  020  ; 

Cora.  1217  ;  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Walraslev),  [0.  «. 

A.  92.  N.  12,  M.  80]  UlS  ;         • '  " 
SR.*  1389 

L  1R.»       1471  ;  2R.»  1661 :  Rcp.»  1842: 

3R.»  imi  — 

Royal  Assent,  1020 

HealtJi,  General  Board  of  {No.  3]  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  iMM  liiai ;  2R.*  1389  ;  3R.»  1841 
L  IR.*        1843;  2R.»  im-,  Rep.«  1905; 
3R.»  1929 
Royal  Assent,  1956 

Heahh,  General  Board  of  {Lords)  Bill, 
I  }R.»Lmi;  2R.»626;  3R.»  1411 

Health,  General  Board  of  {No.  2a}  Bill, 
L  lR.*a'8)  1841 :  2R.»  im; 

Cora.  Amend.  (Duke  of  Newcastle),  1690 ; 

Amend,  withdrawn,  1891 ; 
3R.»  1905 

e.  1R.»  t'»»)  IU7:  2R.»  1780  ;  3R.»  1848 
Royal  Asscut,  ^"W  1929 

Health,  General  Board  of—Supply, 
c.  «>•>  091 

Heliqoland — Siipply, 
c.oi«660 

Heneage,  Mr.  G.  K.  W.,  Devizes 
Smithflcld  Market  Removal,  Com.  uu;  jj^ 

Henley,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Oxfordshire 
Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  311.  HI 
Admin ihtration  of    Criminal  Justice,  Com. 

add.  d.  iilSJ  1375, 1377 
Agricultural  Interest,  and  the  Property  Tax, 

Appronticos  nml  Scrv.mts,  2R.  Cn«J  1209 

Army  Estimates,  '"^'>lilO.  813  ;  ""6^  206 

Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Res.  173 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  el.  8,  OH) 
116,  117.  119.  120,  121,  122 

Budget,  The— Ways  and  Means,  Uiii  765  ;  Re- 
vised Budget,  tii='>  1084 

Business  of  the  House,  703 

Chancery,  Court  of,    Address  moved, 

laii 

Chancery.  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 
Com.  cf.  L  ^  155,  168i  cl.  7,  161  ;  cl  18, 
178 

Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  2R. 
1161  ;  Com.  cl.  1^  0»»>  1740,  1750.  1753; 

c/.  8,  mi 

Colonial  Property  Qualification,  Com.  0")  403. 
Compound  HouM-holders,  2R.  l"«>  821 ;  Com. 

(»«  900  ;  c/.  1,  901,  ftlil 
Convents — Petition  of  the  Rev.  P.  Connelly, 

Oi«)  oai 
Coroners,  2R.  "'J^  113 

County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  c?.4j 

(119)  22.  24.25  :  el.  13.  783 
County  Rates  and  Expenditure,  3R.  <"*>  1201 
Designs  Acts  Extension,  Com.  Preamble, 

1029  [fonr. 
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IJkxlet,  Mr.  J,  W. — contiuutrd.  j 
Ecolcsiartioal  Titlca  Amnmption,  Com.  d.  L  ■ 

KmiifrntioD  Adrancrs  (Scotland),  Com.  cl. 
Oi")  15.-»0 

Episcopal  »nd  OapitnlAr  Estate*  Marm^c-mcnt 

(No.  2},  2R.         1797;  Com.  18J0  ;  d.  I. 

1S78  :  3R.  Amend.  190.^  1912 
Kvidcnce,  I^iw  of,  Amendment,  Com.  c/  3.  iliSi 

M2  ;  Amend.  844  ;  c/.  5,       ;  cl.  L  MI 
Ineoinc  aii'l  r*ix)[>.Tl.v  Tax  OominitUse,  OlT)  3OO  ; 

MinuU's*  iiiovL'il  fur,  t'l")  imtH 
Jont-s,  ErtM-st,  Cii«e  of;  t"*)  1.1 15 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.       812  :  <<•  ?i  974 : 

c/.  3,  215 
Malt  Tax,  L«-avp,  OW  710 
Mereliant  Seamon's  Fund,  Com.  cl.  15^  OU) 

Metropolitan  Interment,  Com.  Oi»)  i;).5n 
Metropolitan  Sowers,  Com.         1710 ;  cl.  ii± 

Amend.  1710 
Navy  Estimates,  UUl  1330,  1231.  ma  ; 

08S.  094^  fiM 
Passcnpers  Act  Amendment,  2R.  tHii  110 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  Com.f?.  Hi"""  1888; 

cL  18^  1901,  1903.  1913,  im 
Petty  Sessions  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  5,  OiM  i7Ci 
Pb.irmaey,  2R.        no  ;  Com.  R.nO 
Poor,  Emplovment  of  the,  (Ireland),  tUSi  320 
Propcrtv  Tax,  Com.  d.  L        *^  iMi  520  } 

c/.  2,  iiM  ;  a<«.  c/.  778 
Prosecution,  Expenses  of.  Tx'ave,  OU)  gjO  ; 

2R.  1294  ;  Com.  cl.  2,  01*1  205  ;  cl.  3,  207  ; 

d.  c.  m 

St.  Albaus  Bribery  Commission,  311.  Hill  1359, 
13<ift 

St.  Albans  Election.  (•»»'  UM 
Savin-rs  Hanks,  Address  moved,  1205 
Sniitbtiel.l  Market  Removal,  2R.0I&)  IMl 
Steam   Navigation,  Com.  el.  2,  iU^J  IMl  ; 

cl.  48,  t6.:  Amend.  1532 
Supply  — PriTy  Council  Offioc,  12T-1 
Poor  Law  Commissn.ru  i  n.  1 28«,  1288  ; — 
Printing  and  Stationery,  jtlU  : — Trans- 
portation of  Convivta,  318  ;^British  Mu- 
seum, 002  : — Educati'*ti,  013  ; — llarlimirsof 
iiefugo,  lOOtt  ; — Po6t  Ulfice  Packet  Surrico, 
1029 

Woods  and  For»st«,  Com.  ^  179j  d.  L 
Amend.  181  ;      4^  liil »  d.  UL  301 

Hknry,  Mr.  A.,  LancaihirBt  S. 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  Com.  Amend. 
ia4M 

Herbert,  Rt.  Hon.  S.,  Wiltshire,  S. 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  2K. 

U21,LLfla 
Church  Extension,  Address  moved,  "i^)  81 

Dul.liii  II(.s],itiils.  Ui«>  0,11 

Ecclcsiujiiical  Talcs  .Assumption,  211.  164, 

609,  fill ;  The  Title,  200 
Education,  tim  1293 

Income  and  Property  Tax,  Com.  moved  for, 
(US) 

Kaffir  War,  Address  moved,  "'»>  282 

Navy  Estimates,  OU)  1237  ;        648,  649.054, 

659 

Fasacngcrs  Act  Amendment.  2R.  769 
Properly  Tax.  Com.  d.  401 
Heligious  Houses,  21L  Oir^O 


Heriieut,  Mr.  II.  A..  Kerrif 
lUisincss  of  the  HoB.e,Oin  702' 
Count  Out,  Tlie.  401 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation,  2R.        LI  la 
Medical  ('harities  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  0.  Atuvad. 

(iw)  120,  122,  U3  ;  dT,  IMl 
National  l^ind  Company,  Report,  t"^>  12« 
Poor.  Employment  of  the,  (Ireland).  ai»>  Sad 
Saviu's  bADks,  Address  moved,  ("7)  1100 

Hehuies,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  C.  !^tam/ord 

Addre«a  to  lior  Mi^ty,  (»*)  164 

Apricnltural  Distress,  521 

budjret,  Tlie— Waye  and  Mean^  <»*)  733,  A87 ; 
01*)  yoS,  909  :  Rcviaed  Badgot,  lOtttt;  Re- 
port. Amend.  1122.  1201 

Oeyhm,  Com.  moved  for.  t'"^)  M 

CofTee,  Adulteration  of,  Ro*.  CH?)  1400 

Cast<mia.  Com.  cL  8,  M<>8.  1412.  1413, 
1415;  3R.  Amend.  U>*J  13U5,  1426,  1429, 
1447.  LMI 

Uai-wich  F.lection,  « >"  aafi 

Income  and  Proporty  Tax  Committee,  ("^'347, 
3<i2.  578 

I^nds  CUuises  Consolidation,  3R«  (»7>  Ilia 
Navigation  I*ws,       304,  300 
I'mogaa  ntid  Practice  (Ireland),  Com. 
1204 

Property  Tax,  3R. ftM 


Ucrrinq  Fisheries,  British  Whitt,  Bill^ 
c.  1R.»*"W  mi  ;  2R.*       128  :  8R.»iia2 
/.         0'y>  771  :  9R.»  1133;  3R.*  371 

Uoval  Assent,  1  '{82 

Hbywooo,  Mr.  J.,  Laneaskite^  N, 

Cathcilral  Trusts — The   Rochester  Gnunmar 

School,  Addr<*s»  move<I,  <"•>  HM 
Exhibition  of  1851,  Addrosa  moved,  <'•»>  1722. 

1729 

Manchostor  Uonding,  Com.  moved  for,  <"^'l  LSI 
Religious  To*t«  In  Univortlties,  Com.  moved 
for,  1000 


He Y WORTH,  Mr.  L.,  Derljt 
Assoswd  Taxes  Act,  Res.  <•»•)  177 
Audit  of  Railway  AecouoU,  8R.  iil^  945; 

Com.  cl.  L  669 
Budget,  The,  Oi«  1113 
Church  Rates,  Cora,  moved  for.  1357 
County  Franchise.  2R.(»*)  983 
Educ.ition.  <"•>  l'*t>ft 

Inhabitml  House  Duty,  Com.  c^.  L  2M 
Malt  Tax,  l»»  000 

'\ 

Uicks,  Ann,  Case  of, 
c. Question  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  Hi?}  1680 

llifjhmv  Rates  Bill, 
c.  \k.*  (■""  1253  ;  2R.»  1384  ;  3R.»  ("•>  112 
L  1R.»">«188;2R.*026:  Rgp.*  694  :  8R.«  BJfl 

Royal  Assent, 

Highways  {South  Wales)  Bill, 
c.lR.*       <'2n.  2R.*  820  : 

Com.       ILiJi  :  Instruction  (Dr.  NichoU).  ^ 

Motion  withdi-atm,  3ali ;  Amcttd.  (Sir  G. 

Tyler),  t'b.  ;  Motion  neg.  357  ; 


■      HIG  HOL 

Ilitjhwiiii  {South  WaUt)  BUl^cont. 

el.  1^  Amend.  (Dr.  Nlolwll),  3a«,  [«.  7.  A.  CO, 
N.  8,  M.  51]  aso  : 
SR.* 

1. 1  ll  *         1395;  2R.»         328  ;  R«p.»  IHj 
3R  .•  108tt 
lloy.il  Assent,  f 124 

ITaDYAnD,  Mr.  R.  C,  Whiteliaten 
DitTfrcnti.nl  Duties  (Spain),  Com.  moved  for, 
Oii) 

IfiLDTAiU),  Mr.  T.  B.,  Nottingham,  S. 
JJudgft,  The— Ways  and  Means,  708 

Hill,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  A.  M.  C,  Evesham, 
Ecclosinstical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  cL  2j 

cm  008 
Supply,  Hcf.  t»«  7C9 

IIiNDLEY,  Mr.  C,  AsJUon-under-Lyne 
K.-iffir  TriboH  Coniaiittcc,  Appointinont  ui'  Mein- 

bors  JiiiS 
.Suiitl.iy  Tniilin^  Prcvfrition.  Com.  1^  007 
bupply — Mtfc«ojlauuou«  AJlovvuiict*s,  •'"'^  '.'70 

HOBHOUSE,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  C,  Hanoich, 

{sec  aUo  BuouonroN,  Lord) 
Eakt  India  Compiiuy,  OU)  210 

HoTmousE,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Lincoln 
Att&ndaooe  of  Members  in  tho  iiuuso  of  Peers, 
<«••)  IMS 

Eccle«ift8tical  Titles    A'ssnmption,  2B..  tU4) 

4b(i,  5ii ;  Com.  d.  1^  iil^  ;J09 
Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  Mom* 

bem,  <"•)  783,  736, 138 
Rothschild.  Bai-nn  de — That  CouDscl  bo  hoaid 

at  the  Bar,  1605 
St»  Albans  Election,  121 
Salomons,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration,  ^"•> 

1163.  1212 
Select  Committoos,  t"»>  JgO*  793 

Hodges,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Kent,  W. 

Budget,  The— W.iys  and  Means,  147 
Hop  Dutv,  Address  moved,  57Q 
lloitf,  2R.  ill*)  194 

Jlfpsi.  Reduction  of  ExcIko  Duty  on.  Ixjnvc, 
120U,  iao2.  1307 ;        1718.  1722 

HoDGSo.K.  Mr.  W.  N..  Carli$le 
Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jowk),  3R.  mil  UG 
Agricultural  Distress,  Cii)  ^ 

Hooo,  Sir  J.  W.,  ffoniton 
Ceylon,  Com.  moved  for,        02,  130,  130, 
145,  Uli 

India,  Affsiira  of.  Address  moved,  ("W  qq2, 
1000 

Wyburd,  Lieutenant,  206 

HoixoKD,  Mr.  R.,  Hasting* 

Health,  General  Board  of,  Oom.  Amoml. 
1006.  IMi 

ffohfhcad.  Packet  Ilarbonr  <U — Supply, 

c.  813 


HOM  HOR  ^ 

Home  Department — Hupply, 

c.  tiinjiia 

Home- Made  Spirits  in  Bond, 

C.  Com.   moved   for  (T^rd  Naas),  804, 
[A;  159j  N.  130]  Mr.  Speaker  then  voted 
with  the  Ayc«rC27; 
Com.  11121  Cai  :  Amend,  (nunrollor  of  the 
Exchequer),  [A.  123,  N.  MO,  M.  17]  ib. 

Homc-Made  Spirits  in  Bond  Bill, 

c.  lU.*  lOOi); 

2K.        400  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Bramston),  413, 
[0.  q.  A.  166j  N.  194,  M.  28]  llfi 

Hong-.Kong — Supply,  * 
f.dis)  672;  AmciHl.  (Hon.  F.  ScoU),  673, 
[A.  39,  N.  05,  M.  20]  Glii 

Hope,  Mr.  A.  J.  B.,  Maidstone 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  .Speech,  i'**^  M 
Builget.  Tlio— Ways  and  Means,  764 
Cliurch  Extension,  AddicsH  moved,  U 
Church  Rates,  Conj.  moved  lur,  12«6 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  I^ave, 

4S3  ;  2R.       4M  ;  C^om.  d.  L  1^ 
Education,  timiiiM 
Hops,  2R.  <"»)  196 

Hops,  RcduotioD  of  ExciM  Duty  on,  LMve, 

('«•)  lima 

St.  Andrew's  Church,  ilarylebono,  CUO  gsi 
Hop  Duty, 

e.  Adiln'88  mnrcd  (Mr.  Frewon),  ^"•^  5CC;  Mo- 

tiou  withdrawn,  578 

Hop?  Bin. 
c.  11L*("«)  503; 
2tt.  t»«  188;  Amend.  (Mr.  Dcedo),  103, 
[o.  q.  A.  9,  N.  131,  M.  102]  106 

Hops,  Exciso  Duty  on 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Frcwen),         1716 ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  L.  Hodge's),  17ii> ;  .\mond.  withdrawn, 
1722.  [w.  g.  A.  30,  N.  50i  M.  i<\»]  H>. 

Hops,  Beduetion  of  E»e\se  Duty  on 

c.  I.cave,  (•«»)  1299.  [A.  27*  N.  88,  M.  61]  1307 

Horfield  Manor  Estate, 
L  I'apors  moved  for  (Bishop  of  Oxford), 
628 

e.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  O'M  flfifi ;  Observations  • 
(Mr.  P.  Miles),  018 

U0R8MAN,  Mr.  B.,  CockeiynMUh 

Cathedral  Trusts — The  Rochester  Grammar 

School,  Addrt)M  moved,«W684 
Chancery  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

Leave,  Hi! 

Church  Ext/»nsion,  Address  moved,  UW  93 
Eccle&iaiitical  (J(jiuiiii»»ioticrs  and  the  Bishops, 

208,  210,  667 
Ecclfsififtical  Titles  Asmimption,  Com.  The  ^ 

Prranil.le,        LLIO  ;  cl.  2,  <"'>  :m 
Exoter,  Diooesan  Synod  of.  424 
Uorflold  Manor  Estate,  C"*)  mi,  y23i  5^1 047. 

950.  058 

Income  and  Pi-operty  Tax  Committee,  360, 

305 
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HoTnAM,  Lord,  YovlsUre,  E.  R. 

Ceyloij,  Com.  moved  lyr,  C"'^  233.  653 
Health,  General  Board  of,  Com.  1122 

House  Tax,  The  Proposed— Tl^  Fran- 
chise, 

c.  Question  (Sir  B.  Ilall),  ("«)87l 

Howard.  Hon.  C.  W.,  Cumberland,  E. 
I'losocution,   Expenses  of,  Com.  cl.  0, 
211 

HowAiin,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Carlisle 

Carriages,  Itcduction  of  Duty  on,  Leave, 

liia 

County    Courts   Further    Extension,  Com. 

add.  cL  t"»>  28 
County  Franchise,  Leave,        869 ;  2R. 

105 

Eeclcsiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  Ad'i. 

moved.  i»">  sno,  m  (.i  Better  Koport, 

:  2  R.  (»«  27i  017  :  Com.  0»«  1004  ; 

The  Preamble,  1110.  1119.  1134. 1140 
Ministerial  Crisis — Explaiiatiou,  t"*'  1053 

HuD.soif,  Mr.  G.,  Sunderland 
Budget,  The  Revised,  U»)  1112,  1113 
Smithfield  Market  Removal,  2R.  tU^  11113 

Hume,  Mr.  J.,  Montrose,  &c. 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Siwech,  100: 
Report,  IM 

Adjournment  of  the  House — Tito  Derby, 
nog 

Arbitration,  International,  Address  moved, 
048 

Army  Estimates,  Amend.        758^  3;62.  704, 
l&L  731^  768,  769,  798,  801,  805.  808,  814, 
81S,  8H),  823,  824,  825,  829  ;       200,  201 
Assessed  Tax.  s  Act.  Ros.  (»«>  109,  176,  178 
Attendance  of  Mftnbers  in  the  House  of  Peers, 
Jim  143  ;  oiai  i^iit 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  <'»)04e  ;  Com. 

659  ;  c/.  L  Cfli.  QM ;  «/.  8, 
Ballot,  Tho,  Leave,  001 
Bible  Printing  Monopoly,  Address  moved,  t"'^ 

950.  952,  t».53 
British  Museum,  1204 
Brooke,  Sir  James — Borneo,        4i  Address 

moved,  11151  430,  478,  482,  2112 
Budget,  Tho— Ways. ind  Means.  <"«)  730.  742. 

m  ;        728,  744.  745,  III.  009  ;  Revised 

Budget,  1072.  1073,  1202.  1203 
Business  of  tho  House,  703 
Cajw  of  Good  Hope— Kaffir  War.  OU)  nOO  ; 

Address  moved,  t'W>  237,  21^  ;  t"'>  IM,  707. 

1102 

Capital  Punishment,  12aa 
Carriages,  Reduction  of  Duty  on,  Lcavo, 

10.1 

Cathedral  Trusts  —  The  Rochester  Grammar 

School,  Address  moved,  f  *>  593 
Ceylon.  Afiairs  of,  OU)  iiS2:  Cora,  moved 

for,       80,  186 
Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

Ixjavo,  017)  724  ;  Com.  c/.  1^  Ois)  15a ;  c/.  18, 

109,  173;  3R.  503 
Chicory— Adulteration  of  Coffoo,  ("7)5^  ;  Ros. 

140/t 

Cliief  Jasticea  Salaries,  Leave,  ("D  707 

[cont. 


UouE,  Mr.  J. — eonlitvued. 

Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  2R. 

1121,  1122;  Amend.  1160 
Church  Extension,  Address  moved,  Amend. 

0")  60,  101 
Church  Dignitaries  in  tho  Colonies,  Rank  of, 

("9)  612 

Church  Rates,  Com.  moved  for,  t""  1248 
Civil  Bills,  Ac.  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  2,  t»"  1112 
Cleopatra's  Needle,  Address  moved,  103, 
104 

Coffee  Duties  Act,  Res.  153 
Colonies,  Adj.  moved.  <•>*)  1450 
Convicts,  Irish,  in  Van  Dienu^n's  Land,  OiT) 
638.  040 

Count  Out,  The.       940,  941  ;  <»>"  400 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  cl.  13, 
(»«)  784 

County  Franchise,  Leave,  OU)  SC4  ;  2R.  <»»> 
024 

County  Rates  and  Expenditure,  2R.  12S1, 
1290 

Customs,  3R.        786  ;  Com.  d.  8,  1413 
Differential  Duties  (Spain),  Com.  moved  for, 
060,  673 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  t'>*> 
489,  493  ;  2R.       544.  549  ;  Com.  0»«)377: 
The  Pre.imble,  1114:  d.  2,  "'?>371 
Education,        1260,  1278.  1279:  C'^)  555 
Ennistymon   Union,  Com.   moved  for,  t'W 
736 

Exhibition.  Tho  Groat — Admission  of  Exhibi- 
tors, oi«>  asa 

.Farm  Buildings.  2R.  (i""')300 
Harwich  Election,  t'i7)  gf^  ;  Com.  moved  for, 
m«i912 

Highw.'iys (South  Wales).  Com.  cl  l.<"«>  35fl 
Ilome-nmde  Spirits  in  Bond,  Com.  moved  for, 

U>6)  019,  cafi 
Ilorficld  Manor  Estate,  050 
Income  and  Property  Tax,  Com.  moved  for, 

a»«i  120,  222,  IMl        345,  357,  365,  501, 

571.  572;  Minutes  moved  for,  1951, 

1955.  im 

India,    Steam    Communication   with,  Com. 

moved  for,  <"*>  046,  651,  654  ;— Afiairs  of. 

Address  moved,  989 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Com.        1452 ;  d.  L 

018)  2^ .  add.  d.  225 
Jews — Oath  of  Abjuration,  Com.  d.  L 

1  (m 

Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Aiipoiotmcnt  of  Mem- 
bers, Oi«) 

Kensington  Gardens,  Oi«)  417.  1162 :  Papers 

moved  for,  l.'iOS 
Kihnainhaiii  Hospital,  OW  741 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.  Oifi)  ^45  ;  Com. 

973 

Ley,  John  IIem7,  Ros.  ("*>  139 
Lodging  Houses,  Leave,  015>  1271 
M.nlt  Tax.  Leave,       682,716  ;  O'»014 
Manchester  Bonding,  Com.  moved  for,  OiTJ 
11S3 

Metropolis  Water,  I.c.ave,  Oi«)  320;  2R.  iSfi 
Metropolitan  Supply  of  Water,       1 141 
Ministerial  Crisis — Explanation,  Oio  1051 
Navy  Estimates,  Res.       1193;  Amend.  12Ii2 ; 
1224,  1230.  1231.  1233,  1234.  1286,  1237, 
I2fil;  0'«>  515 :  ow  641,  645.       ;  Am?nd. 
600.  687.  cm.  fi'il.  C02.  6«<i,  g^l 
Navy,  Promotion  in  the,  Oi«)  6(H 
Official  Salaries,  1209 
Ordnance  Estimates,  tua  837, 332 

[cont. 
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HcuB,  Mr.  J. — continued. 

Pharmacy,  2R.  IM 

Property  Tax,  Com.  d.  L  Amend.      437,  438, 

495.  514.  fiafl  ;  add.  d.  537 
Prosecutions,  Expenses  of.  Leave,  illii  S27 ; 

2R.  12M ;  That  the  Bill  do  pass,  cue)  20O 
Public  Houses  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  Ul^ 

m 

Religious  Houses,  3R.  960 
Rule*  of  the  House,  ll.'.O 
St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  Leave, 
053 

St.  Albans  Election,  O'S)  1227,  1350:        ]m  : 
— Iniprisonineiit  of  lloiirv  Edwards,  ^"7)  898 
St.  Andrew's  Church,  Marylcbone,  Uiii  823 
St.  Paul's  Cathedral,  Admission  to,       1360  ; 
UW)  216 

Savings  Banks,  Address  moved,  1204 
School  Books,  Government,  210 
School  Establishment  (ScoU.ind),  2R.  m 
Select  Committees,  THi 
Sessional  Orders  —  Money  Votes,  ilill  144, 
145 

Sewer?,  ^^otl•opolit;ln  Commission  of,  ^'''^  1071 
SuiitUtitld  Enlargement,  2R.  1221 
Smithfield  Market  Removal,  3R.  1338. 
1840.  134fi  ;  Com.        flfil ;  3R.  Amend. 

Sound  Dues,  The,  342 
South  Staffordshire  Railway  Extension,  2R. 
010  504 

Supply— Exclu  qTi.  r  Bills,  4M;— Order  for 
Com.  Amend.  1^  702,  797  ;— Now  House  of 
Commons,  OW  joo,  200;  tmi  306;— Royal 
Palaces,  Ac.  788,  800,  SM;  — Royal 
Parks,  800,  808,  800,  aifi :— Houses  of  Par- 
li.iracnt,  810,  8iL  8 13;— Packet  Harbour  at 
Holyhead,  814.  815 ; — Harbours  of  Refuge, 
ain  ;  Amend.  818^  SHi ;— Portp.itrick  Har- 
bour, aafl  :— Public  Works  (Ireland),  822  ; — 
Kingstown  Harbour,  833  ;  —  Salaries  — 
Houses  of  Parliament,  834  ; — Treasury,  fi3fl ; 
—Kaffir  War,  1102  ;— Privy  Council  Office, 
1271.  1272,  1273.  1274  ;— Lord  Privy  Seal, 
1 2  75.  1210  :  — Comptroller  General  of  the 
Exchequer,  1270:— btato  Paper  Office,  1270 ; 
— Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  12.Sli.  12S1, 
1283  ;  —  Poor  Ijiw  Commissioners,  1285. 
1291  ;— Expenditure  of  tho  Mint,  1203;— 
Commissioners  of  Railways,  1294,  12M; — 
Salaries  of  i-ertain  Officers  in  Scotland.  12!)G. 
1208  ; — Uous<:-holJ  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
(Ireland).  Amend.  1290.  mi  :  —  Public 
Works  (Ireland),  1302  ;  — Secret  Service, 
Ac.  t"*>  30$;— Printing  and  Stationery,  314; 
— Transportation  of  Convicts,  310.  317, 
322  :— British  Museum.  597,  022  ;— Educa- 
tion, 612  ;— Prince  Edward's  Island,  661  ; — 
New  Zealand,  OGl,  G08  ;— F.ilkland  Islands, 
670,  G72  ;— Moug-Kong,  674^  618 ;— Labuan, 
fiifl  ; — Captured  Negroes,  683,  689  ; — Con- 
sular Kst^tblishmcnts  Abroad,  Amend.  692 

Trans]>ortation  to  Van  Dienicn's  L,ind,  Address 
moved,  LUH 

Woods  and  Forests, t>»«  1256.  1202  :  Com.  ^ 
m.;  cl.i^m.'.  cl.  5,  207  ;  cl.  36»  301 


Hungarian  Itefugees, 

c.  Question  (LoVd'O.  Stu.irt),  lUil  8P6  ;  (Mr. 
Urquhart),  1317 ;  Ulfll  709  :  18^  ;— 
Louis  Kottuth  and  Oth^Sf  Addre^^a  moved 
(Ui-d  D.  Stuart),  IflMd 


HuTT,  Mr.  W.,  Gateshead 

Colonial  Property  Qualification,  2R.       325 ; 

Com.  405 
Supply— Slave  Trade,       1006.  1011,  1017 

Improtenient  of  Toxcns  {Ireland)  Bill^ 
c.  IR.*  <"«270:  2 R.*  1160; 
Com.  cl.  80^<"8>  ; 
cl.  120,  1^9.  [A.  38^  N.  8,  M.  30]  1500  ; 
cl.  172,  [A.  29,  x\.  lOj  M.  19]  iST; 
cl.  181,  Amend  (Mr.  Serjt.  Murphy),  16C1 

Income  Tax, 

L  Res.  (Lord  Brougham),  1098 

Income  Tax, and  tJie  AgrkuUural  Interest, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Booker),       8311 ;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 843  ; — see  Property  Tax  Bill 

Income  and  Property  Tax, 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Humo),       726 ; 

Nomination  of  Nfcmbers,  342 ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Frcshfield),  364,  [o.  g.  A.  193,  N.  04^ 
M.  99]  303 ;  Adj.  Debate.  601  ;  Minutes 
moved  for  (Mr.  llumc),  [A.  15, 

N.  16]  19o0.  lyCl  ;  2ud  div.  [A.  60,  N.  62, 
M. 12] 1003 

Incumbered  Estates  Leases  (Ireland)  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  ^'»«  1166; 

2R.017)  i?nn  ;  Amend.  (Rt,  Hon.  J.  Hatchell), 
1237,  [0.  q.A.\5^  N.  04,  M.  79]  I23fl 

Indemmtv  BiU, 

c.  IK.*       1229  ;  2R.*tii6)21  :  3R.»237 
i  1R.»  ("•)  301 ;  2R.»  676  ;  Rep.»  740  ; 
812 

Royal  Assent,  1153 
India, 

Aden,  Murdct'  0/  a  British  O^ctr  at,  e.  Ques- 

tion  (Viscount  Mahon),  ^"«^  1167  . 
Affairs  of,  e.  Address  moved  (Mr.  C.  Anstcy), 

("W  969  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  IU08 
Charter  of  the  Katt  India  Compattif,  c.  Question 

(Viscount  Jocelyn),  270 
Claims  of  the  East  India  Company,  L  Question 

(Lord  Mont.  aglc),  1207 
Jotec  Pcrshaud,  L  Papers  moved  for  (Earl  of 

Ellenborough),  OU)  1123.  1308;  Returns 

moved,  C"8)  272 
Mjrn  Kjes,  L  Petition  (Mar(|ue8s  of  Breadal- 

bane),  tllSi  1350  ;—«&<!<?  Marriages  (India) 

Bill 

Public  WorLs,  L  Papers  moved  for,  (Lord 

Wharncliffe),  ^ 
Punjab  Booty,  L  Returns  moved  for  (Eorl  of 

Ellenborough),         1325;  Question,  iHH 

628 

Siitiara,  Rajah  of,  e.  Res.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),^"*) 
124  ;  Res.  neg.  U& 

Steam  Communication  with,  c.  Com.  moved 
for  (Viscount  Jocelyn),  Q3fl ;  Amend, 
(liord  Na.iB),  Qfift ;  Amend,  and  Motion 
withdrawn,  068 ;  Com.  moved  fur  (Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer),  OSS.;  Amend. (Mr. 
Aglionby),  060 

Wvhunl,  Lieutenant,  c.  Petition  (Mr.Difrneli), 
iiw  UU;  Observations  (Mr.  Diai-adi).  "'^> 
261 

S<9  LuaaUct  (India)  Bill 
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Inolis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Orfovd  IJnxtevsxht 
Abjtirntimi.  Oath  of  (Jew*).  Com.  moved  for, 

Amend.       iiUii ;  2K.       aM:  Com.  cL  L 

("')  109C,  l(h»7:  3K.  142 
Address  in  Answer  to  tho  Spcwii,  JO 
•    Addresses  to  I  for  Majestj,  HO 

Adjournment  of  tho  llousn — Tho  Great  Exliibi- 

tion,  Amend.  ^ 
Arbitration,  Int«'natioaal,  Address  movod,  ^"'^ 

94S 

Arctic  Expedition,  The,  t»«  340 

Attendance  of  Members  in  the  House  of  Peers, 
(U8)  1941 

Bath,  New  Writ  for,  l"^)  ML  'JliA 
liiblo  Printing  Monopoly,  Add.  moved,  li"'>  053 
Budget,  Tho  Revised,  Report,  iU^  HOC 
Business  of  the  House,  »>«>  1319  ;  702 

CaU'donian  Railway,  2R.  Aiin-nd.  1312 
Chun-h  Building  AcU  Amendment,  2R. 

ireo 

Church  T>ignitarie«  in  the  Colonics,  Rank  of, 
rill.  rAi. 

Church  Extension,  Address  ramed,  <'W  S6 
Church  Rates,  Com.  moved  for,  1249 
Church,   The    Estnblished  —  Pusevism, 
1032 

Convents — Petition  of  the  Rev.  P.  Connelly, 

(»>«)  933 
Count  Out,  The,  400 
Designs  Act Extension^Com. Preamble,  1027 
Ecolosinstical  Commissioners  and  the  Bishop*, 

iXW  210 

Kccleaiutieal  Titles  Auumption,  I^vc,  <»0 
263 :  2K.  1114.  1323.  1363.  337: 
Com.  Ulfil  801 :  Tho  Preamble,  1110.  IMl  : 
el.  2^  t>»"  372, 878. 624  ;  d.  8,  IMS ;  add.  cL 

1059.  ma 

Education,  ^  1289 

Exhibition  of  1651,  Address  moved,  1150 

Ilorfield  Manor  Kst.itc,  iUSi  957 

Jesuits,  Address  moved,  t"*'  609 

I»y,  John  IJenry,  Res.  OU) 

Ministerial  Crisis — Explanation,  t"*'  1^3 

Protestant  Chureh  Abroad.  The,  «>»)  1903, 

i9«4.  um 

Roman  Catholic  Relief.  Lenve.  3R3 

St.   Albons  Election,  Oiw  724,  1119.  1120, 

1221;  OW)  25,  144,  145,  169,24(1352 
Kt.  Andrew's  Church,  Marylebone,  OH)  884 
Salomons,  David  —  Oath  of  Abjuration,  tUSl 
114G,  1194.  IMQ  :  That  Counsel  be  heard  at 
the  Bar,  1086,  1MB 
School  iMioks,  Government,  <"•>  216 
School  EsUiblishment  (Scotland),  2R.  t"''  421 
Select  Committees,  Jftl 
Smithfleld  Market  Removal,  2R.  <»«»'  1347 
Supply — Xnw  House  of  Commons,  t>'*>  197  ; — 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  "»»  822  ;— SaUries 
of  certain  Officers  in  b^cotland.  1297. 1298 
British  Museum,  LiM  698,  6^  COl,  Uii2  ;— 
Incumbered  Estates  Commission  (Ireland), 
l>98  ;  —  Collcffo  of   Rurgoons  (Huntcrian 
Collection).  1001  ;— f^Invc  Trade,  1017 
Talbot.  Mi-.^  Case  of.  0>«>  1^23 
Universities  (Scotland),  Leave,  ^'''^  725 

InJuthited  Bouse  Duty  Sill, 

C.  1 K*  0'«>  281 ; 
2R.  <"»787; 

Resolations  (Mr.  Dinracli),  1163; 
Com.  1410;  Amend.  (Mr.  Disradi).  1440,  t 
[o.  2i  A.  242^  N.  129,  M.  113j  liiM: 

[coat. 


Inhabited  Uou»€  Duty  Biii—cont. 
d.  LtAmend.  (Mr.Ewart),«w>28«j  Amend, 
neg.  391  ; 

d.  3,  Amend.  (Mr.  A.  IlasUe),  291^  [A.  40 
N.  164.  M.  IS4]  393  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  W. 
Williams),  293  ;  Amend,  neg.  303 ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  T.  Duucombe),  393;  Amend,  neg. 

21)4 : 

add.  d.  (Mr.  T.  Duucombe),  294,  [A.  60, 

N.  119,  M.  501  : 
add.  d.  (Sii-  lA'  L.  Evans),  306  ;  d.  with- 
drawn, i7/.; 
3R.  i35 
/.  1R.»  lilSJ  605; 
2R.  074  ;  Rep  *  IMS  ;  SR.*  1214 
Royal  Assent, 

Insohent  Debtors  Court — Bupply^ 

Interment  in  Great  Towns, 
L  Question  (Lord  Monteagle),  ; 
1214 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Mowatt),  <»*>  llll 

Iniennent,  Metropolitan,  Advances, 
c.  Com  Oill  136G.  1.3j1.  [A.  60,  N.  26,  U.  24] 

1  ■•>■';« 

Interment,  Metropolitan.  Bill, 
c.  lR.»iilll  2R.*  1671  : 

Com.  d.  L  1780  : 

Rep.  [A.  42,  N.  1,  M.  36]  UiS;  3R.*  1841 
L  IR.*  1841  ; 
2R.  1343; 

Rcp.»  im  :  3R.»  1906 
Royal  Assent.  1029 

International  Arbitration, 
e.  A<Mres8  mo>-ed(Mr.  ColMieo),  <ii'7  916:  Biotion 
withdrawn,  949 

Ionian  Islands, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),       IfiSfl  • 
Ireland, 

Blackwater,  Fidiety  of  the,  e.  Qjac^tion  (Mr. 

C.  Anstey).  UU)  137 
CUnjhceH  WorkUokUt"— Ernkplotmnitofike  Poor, 

c.  Question  (Sir  D.  Norreys*),  ^"')  632 
Convict i,    Irish,  iu    Van   IHfwfu't  Land, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  OWggs  ;  M<k 

lion  (Mr.  C.  Aiutey),  Oi7)  jyi^^j  Motion  n««ra- 

tived,  641 ;  CorrosjKMidenoe  moved  for  (.Mr. 

C.  Aostey).  1067:  Motion  with<lrawn, 
DLiiqle  WvridiovLse,  c.  Qucscioa  (Mr.  Keynolds), 

"'«)1095 

Dublin  Hospital,  e.  Motion  (Mr.  RrTnolds),"^ 
649,  {0.  q.  A.  100,  N.  43,  M,  0.:'>]'6Ja 

Dun^arvan,  New  Writ  for,  c.  Motion  (Rt.  Hon. 

W.  ILiyter).  \M 

KilucittioMd  Grant,  L  Petitions  (f^ord  Dunsaa^), 
(U«) 

Ennit  I'aion  Workhouse,  c.  Question  (Mr. 

Reynolds),  <"«>  1163 
Knnisti/imm  Unfhn,  c.  R<'t«ni«  mAvcd  for  (Mr. 

Reynolds),  4""  657  :  Com.  luuvoU  tur  ^^sir 

I..  O'Brien),  121;  Motion  nog.  737 
Kilkcmuf,  Riot*  in,  r.  Question  (Mr.  G.  A. 

llamiiton),  OU)  ©33 


IRB 


IRE 
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Jrelctnd—eoTittMie*!, 
KHmainkam  Hotpitol,  e.  Motion  (Col.  Dunno), 

[A.  105.  N.  137,  M.  :;2]  7H 
Knnuh  L'nion,  c.  Question  (Mr.  SouUt),  ("i) 

1030 ;  Observationf  (Mr.  MonscU),       200  ; 

Hctunu  moved  for  (Mr.  UcTnoldn),  l"'>  667 

Latv  Courtt,  c.  Question  (Mr.  T.  MaoCullagh), 
OU)  509 

Limerick  Workhwue,  e.  Question  (Mr.  P. 

Scrope),  Ciu) 
Lord  Li'  vtf  iuincy.  The,  L  Questiou  (Murquoss 

of  LonJoutk-rry),        IM  ; 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Reynolds),  cm)  i^ifi 
Millinq   Trade  (Irelnud),  Com.  moved  for, 

703.  [A.  03^  N.  128,  M.  35]  833 
Minigtert'  Mone'f,  e.  Question  (Mr.  Reynolds), 

(II*)  720  * 
Oratufe  Jddrcsgcg,  c.  Question  (Cnpt.  Arch- 

daU),  (»•♦)  1180 
Paup^rg,   Importation  of — Ovcrerowding  of 

Steam  Boats,  e.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane), 

OU)  1170 

Poor,  Emploiftnent  of  the,  e.  Ih-n.  (Mr.  Scully), 
(>W)  876,  [A.  43,  S.  04,  M.  2a]  393 

Pdor  Laws.  e.  Corrc»iK)iulence  mOTod  for  (Mr. 
Scully),  231 

Raihvayg  in  the  South  of  Lcland,  L  Petition 
(Lord  Monteaglo),  123 

State  vf,  e.  Com,  oiovod  for  (Sir  II.  W.  Bar- 
ron), (11521210:  Amrnd,  (Mr.  S.  Crawford), 
1202,  [m.  -7.  A.  120,  N.  138,  M.  9]  1290 

Supply— Public  Workg.e.W>i<20  ;  Ainen.l.(Mr. 
Spooner),  822,  [A.  HO.  N.  121,  M.  2]  Sai : 
^Ktiutftrnvn  Uarbmir,  833; — Houtehold  of 
the  lA)rd  Liculciuint,  Amend.  (Mr.  Ilumc), 
1202,  [A.  40.  N.  105.  M.  12.>]  IMl  —Sc 
cretart/'g  OJice,  IMl ; — Paymaster  of  Civil 
Serviceg,  ib.  ; — Board  of  PulAie  Works,  ib. ; 
Jmw  KtpenMcg,  ("*>31«; — Police  of  Dublin, 
ib.: — Public  Education,  010; — lioyal  Irish 
Academy,  ib.  i — Iloi/al  liUxTnuin  Ac<idemy, 
lb.  ;  Itinial  Dt'Min  fif>ciclii,  ib.  ; — Theoloffieal 
Prof eggorg, Belfast,  ih.  •.—(Queen's  Unhi  rsittf, 
ib.  '.—Hospitals,  Ihtblin,  071,  MI  :—/>»<- 
geniinp  Minigtrrs,  087.  [A.  116,  N.  43, 
M.  72 j  901  -.-Concordatuui  Fund,^  c.  ib.  ;— 
Incumbered  Estates  Commission,  008 

Tithe  Rent  Chartje,  e.  Motion  (Mr.  Sadleir), 
(ii^  110  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  124 

See 

Apprentices  to  Sea  Se  rvice  {In  Itwl)  Bill 
Brtd^jes  {Ireland)  BUI 

Chancery,  Cotttt  t^f  (Ir:l<nid).Aisie,idment  Bill 
Churches  and  (.'lnn-'  U  {Lrlitiui)  Hiil 
Civil  Bills,  ^C.  {Ir.h>n.l)  {HI! 
Constabulary  I'lii  r.:  (frel'iii'l)  f it'll 
Ecclesiastical  Pnq-.rty  \'-i'n.itiuu  (Irclutid) 
Bill 

EceUfiastieal  Residences  {Ireland)  Bill 

Ecclesiastieal  Titles  Assumption  Bill 

Fee  Farm  lienfs  {Iretaml)  Bill 

Fees  OH  Proce4xlings  before  Justices  {Ireland) 

Fines,  CoUeetion  of  {Ireland)  Bill 
Grand  Jury  Cess  {Irelatul)  Bill 
Home'Made  Spirits  in  Bond  Bill 
Improvement  of  Tinvns  ( IrelamI)  Bill 
Incumbered  Estates  Ijeasiuy  {Ireland)  Bill 
Lamls  Cbiutes  Consolidation  {IrelamI)  Bill 
Leasehold   Tenure   of  Land  {Ireland)  Ael 

Amendincnt  Bill 
Lunatic  Asylums,  Private  {Ireland)  Bill 
Medical  Charities  {Ireland)  Bill 

{cont. 
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See  ^ fills  and  Factories  (Ireland)  Bill 

Mines,  Owners  and  Lesgees  of  {Inland)  Bill 

Oatfts,  Vidawful  {Irelaiui)  Bill 

Petty  Segsions  (Irelaiui)  Bill 
j      Prerflaativi^  Court  {Ireland)  Bill 
I      rnKt:ii  and  Practice  {Ireland)  Bill 
I      Public  Works  {Ireland)  Bill 
I      Purclutge  of  Lands  Faeilitation,  ^c.  {Ireland) 
I         {No.  2)  Bill 

Salmon  Brood  {Ireland)  Bill 

Salmoit  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill 

Stamp  Duties  (IreUnd)  Continnanee  Bill 

Summary  Jurisdiction  {Ir-'hind")  Bill 

Turnpike  Roads  (IrelamI)  Bill 

United  Church  of  Englaiul  and  Ireland  Bill 

Valitation  {Ireland)  Bill 

Jamaica,  Cholera  in — Supply, 
c.  am  1001 

c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Grog.in),  ('">  608; 
Adj.  moved,  (A.  10,  N.  103,  M.  08]  612; 
Motiou  withdrawn,  013 

Jeiriah  Di.'fahiUties, 
e.  Quesliyii  (Mr.  P.  Wood),  (»*>  161 

Jews — Oath  of  Abjuration, 
c.  Com.   moved  for  (Lord  J.  Rusfn-II), 

1000;  Amend.  (Sir  H,  IL  Inglis),  lOlO. 
[p.  q.  A.  100,  N.  08,  M.  68]  1017 

Jexcs — Oath  of  Abjuration  Villt 
c.  1R.»  »>»>  1030 ; 
2R.  (»>«»  301 :  Amend.  (Mr.  Newdegate),  382, 

[o.y.  A.  202.  N.  177,  M.  25]  100; 
Com.  cl  lTuT?  1000  . 

3R.  U2. 
I  llt.»  ("8)188; 

2R.  852:  Amend.  (Earl  Nelson),  87^  [Con- 
tent 108,  Not-Content  144.  M.  'M\  DOU  ;— 
see  Rot/tsehildp  Baron  de — Saloaions,  David 
— Abjvaration,  Oath  of 

JocELYN,  Viscount,  Kino's  Lynn 
Agricultural  Distress,  670 
Kast  India  Compiny's  Charters,  ("<>  276 
IndiA,  Steam    Communication   with.  Com. 

moved  for,  ("*>  C36i  ^f>^>  064,  fi58,  m\ 
Property  Tax,  Com.  d.  1,  6111 

Johnstone,  Sir  J.  V.  B.,  ScarboroKffh 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Com.  add.  cl,  ("•> 

MetroiKilis  Water,  Leave,  ("•>  320 ;  3R.  (>'» 
485,  493 

Prosecution,  Expenses  of,  2R.  (»«>  1296 

JoLLiFFK,  Sir  \V.  G.  n.,  Pct€r»Ji4ld 
Agricultunil  Distress,  <'>«)  109 
Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Res.  ("»  170 
Budget,  The— Ways  nnd  Mratis,  7*52 
Chicory— AdulUT;itit/n  of  Coffee,  <»".»ai 
Designs  Aot    Extension,  Com.  el.  2i 
1020 

.Malt  Tax,  ("7)  gOl 
Navy  Estimates,  (»7}  eofi 

[cont. 
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JoLUFFz,  Sir  W.  G.  11. — eont. 
OrdnaDCd  Survey  (ScotLind),  Com.  moved  for> 

1114)  1114 

SmithBcld  Market  RcmoTal,  2R.  1341: 

3R.  1155 
Supply — Household  of  tho  Lord  Licutenaot 

(Ireland).  IMl ;— G«noral  Board  of 

Health.  «»W  991,  903 
Woods  and  Forests,  Com.  (•>»)  115 ;  c/.  Ij  181 

J0KE8,  Capt.  T.,  Londonderry, 

Civil  Bills  (Irelnnd).  3R.  <"«  621 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  6,  tU^i 
124 

Jones,  Ernest,  Case  of, 
c.  Motion  (Lord  D.  Stuart),  (»«  13Q3  :  Motion, 
by  leave,  withdrawn,  1310 

Jotee  Pershaud, 

L  Papers  moved  for  (Earl  of  Ellcnborouffh), 
0»"  1133,  3108  :  Returns  moved  for, 
273 

Judges  {Sco(Jand), 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Bright),  t" 7)  779 

Kaffir  War—  The  Cape  0/  Good  Hope, 

Afidrofis  moved  (Lord  Monteaglo),       1003  ; 

Motion  withdrawu,  104)8 
e.  Question  (Sir  Do  L.  Evans),  (>>«)  1121 ;  Ob- 
,    serviitions  (Lord  J.  Russell),  1 167 
Address  moved  (Mr.  Addork-y),  (»«  226; 

Amend.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  248,  [0.  q.  A.  50, 

N.  129,  M.  70]  2afi  ;  [m.  q.  A.  128,  N.  60, 

M.  68]  2817 
Question  (Mr.  Addorloy),  1321 ;  Petition  (Mr. 

Adderloy), m. 

Kaffir  War — Supply, 
c.  t""  138  ;  Adj.  I)ubato,  L1112 

Kaffir  Tribes  Commtttee, 
C.  Appointuicut  of  Members,  tli^  732  ;  Adj. 
moved,  (Col.  Dunuc),  738^  [A.  16,  N.  13L 
M.  115]  740,  837;    Adj.  moved  (Lord 
NaasTTfA.  25,  N.  8L  M.  62]  fill 

Kensington  Gardens, 

c.  Obscrv.itions  (Mr.  Hume),  417,  1 1  ii2  : 

Papers  moved  for,  130S;  Motion  with- 
drawn. 


Keooii,  Mr.  W.-^fonttnued. 

Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Apnointment  of  Mem- 
bers, tAlfil  736,  738,  To9i  837.  &M 

Ministerial  Crisis — Exjihuiauou,  t'li)  io76 

Mortmain,  l"«>  1062.  liiSa 

Process  and  Practice  (Ireland),  Com.  Amend. 
("«  1203.  1204,  1205.  12M. 

Religious  Houses,  2R.  OH)  904,  filtt 

Kershaw,  Mr.  J.,  Stockport 

Manchester  Bonding,  Com.  moved  for,  1187 
Supply— Public  Works  (Ireland),  ("7)  828 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  t"')  QH^ 

KlLDAttE,  Marquess  of,  Kildare  Co. 
Address  in  Au*wer  to  tho  Speech,  t'>*>  52. ;  Re- 
port, 149 

Kilkenny,  Riots  in, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton),  ("'J  633 

Kilmainham  Hospital, 
c.  Motion  (CoL  Dunne),      731.[A,  105,  N.  137. 
M.  32]  744 

Kilrush  Union, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Scully),  <»«  1036  : 
Observations  (Mr.  Monsell),  f  >«>  209  ; 
Returns  moved  for  (Mr.  Reynolds),  557 

King,  Hon.  P.  J.  L.,  Surrey,  E. 

County  Franchise,  Leave,  t"*>  gfifl ;  2R.  f 
910.  019.  940 

Kingston,  Earl  of 

Kingston  Estates  and  tho  EncumVrod  Estates 
Conunisisiuucrs,  Papers  luovod  for,  i*'*' 

Kingston  Estates  and  the  Encumbered 

Estateii  Commissioners, 
U  Papers  luovod  lor  (Earl  of  Ivingston), 

Kinqstovcn  Harbour — Supply, 

c.  833 


KiNNAUU),  Lord 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  cl.  1^ 

Amend.  IM5. 
Farm  Buildings,  Com.  271 
Lodging  Houses,  211.  f  W)  335 
Public  Houses  (Scotland),  2R.        1,3;  3R. 
778 


Keogh,  Mr.  W.,  Athlone 
Agricultural  Distress,  <"«)  113 
Civil  Bills,  Ac.  (Ireland),  2R.       715  \^  c    r,     xr   .1  t.  « 

Convents— Petition  of  tho  Rev.  P.  Connelly, '  KxionTT.EY,  Sir  C.,  Northamptomhtre,  S. 

0111933  I     Smithticld  Enlargement,  Jli,  130S 

Designs  Act  Extension,  Com.  Preamble,  t"*)  \ 

1028  '  Knox,  Hon.  W.  S.,  Durjannnon 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,        ,     Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  Ois)  256  ; 
300,  466,  472,  663i  2R.  HM  492 ;  Cora.  (        Com  c/  3  626 

877,  890i  899^  OIL  ^  1035.  1036  ;  j  "  ' 

The  Preamble,  1048,    1056,   1057,   1061,  '  r      41.    t     •  j 
1112.  1139i  cl.  1,  1340,  13k  1875.  1370;  :  ^°'/!*f^'  ^^""r  <l^^  Oi^«rs, 
1378.  1386.  1390.  1392,  1417,  1426  ;  Pro-  1      Address  moved  (Lord  D.  btuart),  ais)  iggg 
viso,  1432,  1435,  1460,  1461  ;  Amend.  1 

268,  221',  cl.  2^  381,  622,  026,  1009 :  cl.  3^'  LAROUcnERE,  Rt.  Ilon.  11^  Taunton 
1024,  1039:  add  cl.  1323.  1321.  U2&  ;  The  |     Acq^donta  by  Steam  Vessels  and  Railways.  <>") 
Title,  ill41 2M  I        900.  1000 

Jesuits,  Address  moved,       008,  610,  612       t     Agricultural  Distress,  ;  43 

[cent.  \  [cent. 
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LAC  LAN 


Labocciierr,  Rt.  Uon.  IL — c<nit. 

Agricultoro,  Statistics  of,  8111 
Attcndnnco  of  Members  in  tho  llouso  of  Poors, 
01*1  IMii 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  2R.  945  ; 
Com.  tii6)  655i  MSj  el.  L  671.  «i73  ; 
cl.  8»  C73,  6I5j  IH,  116,  121,  121^ 
127 

Busineu,  Private — Counsel  to  the  Speaker, 

Com.  moved  for,  186 
Budget.  Tho  Revised,       1108,  1113 
Caledonian  RaUway.  2R.  O")  1314 
Capo  of  Good  Uopo— Kaffir  War,        1173  ; 

Address  moved,       276  ;  iim  760 
Coffee  Duties  Act.  Res.  (»«  137 
Customs,  3R.  Ois)  UIO.  1422,  1429,  liM 
Designs  Act  Extension,  2R.         493,  ifii  ; 

Com.  1020  ;  Tho  Preamble,  1026.  1028 
Differential  Duties  (Spain),  Com.  moved  for, 

(>'»>  669,  015 
Education,  National,     )  566 
Exhibition  of  tho  Works  of  Industry,        HI ; 

Admission  to   Exliibitt»rs,   ik'ti  ;  Address 

moved,        1727.  1729,  1937 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Com.  ^"'>  1451 
Ivcnsington  Gardens,  Papers  moved  for,  t"*) 

1.11  n 

Lands  Clauses  Consolidation,  Leave,  t"')  321 ; 
2R.  1114.  1120 

LoJi;in£r  Houses,  Leave,  1275 
Plaits,  Couvcyance  of,  by  Railways,  Com.  d.  l_i 
OIW  mi 

Manchester  Bonding,  Comm.  moved  for, 
1185 

Mercantile  Marino  Act    Amendment,  Com. 

cl.  17,       1050  ;  add.  cl.  1051.  1060,  1061 
Mercantile  Marine  Bill.  1107 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Leave,         1067  ; 

Com.  cl.  ]A ;  t»*>  430,  lai  ;  add.  cl.  433, 

iM 

Metropolis  Water,  2R.  496 
Milling  Tradu  (Ireland),  Com.  moTcd  for, 
812 

Navigation  Laws,  ("«)  306,  308 
Partnership,  Law  of,  Com.  moved  for,  <'U) 
648 

Patent  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1541  ;  Com. 
1840,  1851  ;  cl.  4,  1853.  1854  ;  cl.  18^  1800. 
1901.  1902.  1903.  1912.  1916,  UlR ;  cJTid, 
1925,  1926  ;  Consideration  of  Amendments, 

IMli 

Patents.  Returns  moved  for,  OH) 

Poor,  Employment  of  tho  (Ireland),  ajyj 

Protective  Duties  in  tho  United  States,  ("^^ 

Railway  Accidents,  (>»»)  12.14 

South  Staffordshiro  Railway  Extension,  2R. 

OM)  503^  504 
Steam  Navigation,  Com.       ir».1l  ;  el.  2^  ib. : 

cl.  48,  iL  1532  ;  add.  cl.  1533 
Steamboats,  Overcrowding  of — Irish  Paupers, 

<"«  1177,  ms 

Sugar  Duties  (Belgium),  029 
Sugar  Refining,  O'^)  1824.  1833.  1837 
Supply— Privy  Council  Office,  O")  1272.  1273  ; 

— Commissioners  of  Railways,  1293,  1204 ; 

— Printing  and  St.'itionory,  0131315 
Tariffs,  Forcitm,       178,  719 
United  Suites  Tariff,  21 


Lahuan — Supply  t 
c.  am  679 

VOL.  C XVIII.     [TniBD  SERIES.] 


Lacy,  Mr.  II.  E.,  Bodmin 

ReUgious  Uousos,  2R.       948,  966^  afil 

Landlord  and  Tenant  Bill, 
c.  1 R.*  t»«  961 ;  21L?  ^"«>  946  ; 

Cora.     an : 

cl.  2,  973  :  cl.  struck  out,  974  ; 

cl.  3,  974,  [A.  IL  N.  41,  M.  30]  915; 

Amend.   (Mr.  MulUngs),  [A.  827  ^.  23, 

M.  59]  216 

3R.  IM;  add.cl.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  1306; 
cl.  nt'g.  ib.  ;  Bill  passed,  ib. 
I  IR.*  ("7)  IMfi ;  2R.»  018)  188  ;  Rcp.»  211 ; 
3R.»  324 
Royal  Assent,  1382 


Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  {Ireland) 
Bill, 

c.  Leave.  OU)  327  ;  IR .•  563  ; 

2R.  LLLl ;  3R.*  1511 
/.1R.»  Uliii  1037:  2R.»  1804;  Rep.»  1841  ; 
3R.»  ISSQ 

Royal  Assent,  1020 

Lands,  Purcliasc  of,  Facilitation,  &c, 

{Ireland,  No.  2)  Bill, 
Lin.*  (»»"  1069; 
2R.  iirn  200  ;  Amend.  (Tho  Lord  Chancellor), 
205,  [0.  q.  Content  3^  Not-Content  16, 
M.  13]  206 

Lanodale,  Lord 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  IR,  (>u) 
1111 

Yico-ChancoUor,  Appointment  of  a,  2R. 

800 

Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 

Al.fI-€!-Kadcr,  IM^l 

Addrcbs  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  t"*)  12 

Appellate  Jurisdiction — Privilege,  1074. 

1075;  01«i  l.sn2 
Assurances,  Registration  of,  311.  11311 
Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Comwittcc, 

IR.  O'»)n40 
Channel  Oyster  Fishery,  1.303 
Committees,  Chairman  of,       i2±  51 
Common  Ijiw,  Courts  of.  Commission,  ("'J  555 
Common  Lodging  Houses,  21L^"''  1140 
Convocation.  Papers  moved  for,  ^11^  517.  550. 

551.  552, 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  IR.  282, 

284 ;  2R.  1003.  1297 :  Com.  1513,  1514; 

cl.  2^  1525,  1529  ;  3R.  1037;  add.  cl.  1GC9 
Ecclesiastical  Titles — Removal  of  Doubts,  2R. 

Amend.  1892 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  2R.  ^^^*> 

1229 

Inhabited  llouso  Duty,  2R.  ("»>  074,  978 
Kingston  Estates  and  the  Iucumbcre<l  Estates 

Commissioners,  Papers  moved  for,  1935, 

1030 

Lodging  Houses,  2R.  336 

Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,  155 

Ministerial  Crisis— Explanation,       887,  889, 

990,  1026. 1029,  1004 
NichoUs,  Mr.,  Secretary  to  tho  Poor-Law 

Board,  1511 
Owen,  Robert,  Esq.  OI8)  [cont. 
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LEW  LOG 


Lajisdowxk,  Marqncaa  of—coniinttcd. 
Papal  AsntrrcKMon,  CM)  124 1 
Pntont  1-aw  Amendment,  Commons'  Amends. 

Property  Tax,  ("•)  002  ;   2R.  1073,  1085  ; 
Com.  1161 

Protestant  Worship  in  Rome,        1930.  1031. 
1933 

nepreaentntivo  Pe«rago  of  Scotlnnd,  Oi7)  '•75 
Shaftesbury.  Earl  of.  Address  moved,  OU)  266 
Stiiitlifiold  Market  Removal,  Standing  Orders, 

Lascelles,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  S.  S.,  Knares- 
borough 

Address  in  .\n8wcr  to  the  Speech,  ller  Majesty's 
Reply,  0«<>  184 

Late  Sittings, 

c.  Motion  (Mr.  Brotherton),  ("«  146,  [A.  32, 
$i.  108,  M.  76]  Hy 

Law  Charges  {England) — Suppli/, 
c.  m 

XtOio  Courts  (Ireland), 
e.  Question  (Mr.  T,  MacCiillagh),  OM)  508 

Law  Erpaises  {Ireland) — Supplu, 
c.»W8i6 


Law  Expenses  {Scotland) — Supplv, 

Lawless,  Hon.  J.  C,  Clonmel 

E^lesiasticil  Titles  Assumption,  Learo, 
602.  ;  2R.  oi»)  491^633;  Com.  Adj.  moved, 
("«)  888,  1036  ;  cl.  L  H48  ;  el.  3.  l""  1035: 
The  Title,  ("«  349, 
Kaffir  Tribes  Committ«u,  Appointment  of  Mem- 
ber*, aia 
Lata  Sittings,  (>i«}  148 

Leasehold  Tenure  of  Land  {Ireland)  Act 

Amendment  Bill, 
/.  IR.*  1133  :   2R.*  (»W  1501  ;  Rop.» 

1637  :  3R.»  1765 
c.  IR.*  1841 

Lefetre,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  S.»  see  Speaker, 
The 

LEXNAni),  Mr.  T.  B.,  Maldon 

Church  lUtes,  Com.  moved  for,  1257 
llorflcld  Manor  Estate,  ("«  960 
Patents,  Rfttimf  moved  for,  tns)  sn.'^ 
Sunday  Trading  ProTontion,  2R.  lU^  2ii2; 

Com.  ("«>  307 
Supply — Conaulap  Establishments  Abroad, 

007 

Lewis,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  T.  F.,  Radnor.  New 
Highways  (South  Wales),  Com.  cl.  L  35^ 

Lewis,  Mr.  G.  CoR?rEWAix,  Herefordshire 
Exhibition  of  1851.  <"«>  1308,  1369 
IHghwnvs  (South  Wales),  Com.  357 
Jones.  Ernest,  Case  of,  ("»>  1316 

[cant. 


Lewis,  Mr.  G.  C. — (ontinned. 
M.iils,  Convevanco  of  by  Railway,   2R,  0'*> 

IM2  ;  Com',  d.  V,  162*9 
Mcilirnl  Charities  (Ireland),  Com.  c^  6j  ^"*> 

120,  123 

Patent  l.aw  Amendment,  Com.  1«j3: 
cl.  6,  1855  :  cl.  l£  1896,  1898  :  d.  48. 
1924  ;  Consideration  of  Amendmt'nts,  iaSS 

Patents,  Returns  moved  for,  803 

PosUgo  Starapfl.  11182 

Select  Committees,  793 

Smithficld  Enlargement,  2R.        1314.  ISM. 

Smithfield  Market  Remo%'al,  2R.  im 
1343.  1346  ;  Com.  <"«  ?28,  983  ;  cLA  9*2 ; 
cl  10^  09£  996  ;  d.  16^  907 

Supply— Kingstown  Harbour,  838  :— State 
I'aper  Office,  l??^  : —  Salaries  of  ccrtaia 
Offlcerfi  in  Scotland,  1  ?0*>  ;— Sc'cret  Services, 
Ac.  t"*>  301 ; — Printing  and  Stationery, 
314  ;  —  Transportation  of  Conricta,  31"; 
— Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  692  :— 
Dissenting  Ministers  (Ireland),  fiS3  : — In- 
cumbered Estates  Commission  (Ireland). 
994  ; — B.ibylonian  and  .\ssyrian  Inscrtptioni, 
1001 ;— Civil  Contingencies,  1019.  1022 

Ley,  John  Henrtf,  late  Clerk  of  tha  House, 
c.-Res.  (Lord  J.  Russell).  IM 

Light  Housu  Abroad — Suppty^ 
c.  ("•)  ana 

Limerick  Workhouse, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  P.  Scrope),  621 

LiND.sBT.  Hon.  Liput.  Col.  J.,  Wigmit 
Army  Estinjates,  803 

Liverpool  Gunpowder  Stores  Bill, 
c.lli.*        1045  ;  2R.»  ISm :  3R.*  1110 
L  1R.»  ^>'"  1345  :  2R.»  l"^)  42 1  ;  3R.*  17«>5 
Royal  Assent,  1020 

Loan  Societies  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  f 1253  ;  2R.»  1384  ;  3R.»  2*ii 
L  LIL?       334  ;  2R.*  620  ;  R«p .•  G04  ;  SK.* 

Royal  Assent, 

Local  Acts  (Preliminary  Intiuirirs)  Dill, 
c.  IR iimseO;  2R.*  834;  oii.»  mi 
L  1R.»        1382;  2R.»  1471  :  Rep.»  15€1 ; 
3R.»  1637 
Royal  Aasent,  1604 

Locke,  Mr.  J.,  Honiton 

Audit  of  Railwar  Accounts,  SR.  0Wi>4.1 :  Cool 
(»««  fifia  ;  d.  \  667,  669,  679  ;  el.  672 : 
c/.  8,  673,  674,  fiI5  :  i"'^  113,  120,  121.122, 
124 

Mails.  Conveyance  of,  by  Railways,  Conu  cL  L 

Metropolitan  Interment,  Com.  1-557 
Steam  Navigation,  Com.  add.  el.  1533 

LocKHART,  Mr.  W.,  iMnarkshire 
Coffee  Duties  Act,  R<f8.  l'»«>  1^59 
St.  Albans  Borough,  I^ave,  ('»•>  654 
Universities  (Scotland),  2R.  Amend.  1221 


LOD  LUS  {INDEX.  1851}  LYN  MAO 


Lodging  Hotises, 
e.  Leave,  ("«  1258  ; 

1R.»        ;  9R-*"»)343  ;  8R.»  017)  y^ja 
I  1R.»  LL2i  ;    3R.»  331 ;  8R  • 

f.2fi 
Royal  Asaeut, 

Lodginr}  Houses,  Common,  Bill, 
c.  rii.Aue)  ^  .  2R.»  QM  ;  8R*  601 

L  1R.»  III; 

2R.  1140;  aR.»U'8)  19A 
Royal  Assent, 

London,  Bishop  of 
Burial  Ritoa  (Ohichcator),  Refusal  of,  CUi) 

Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  Com. 

Convocation,  Papers  moved  for,  SliSl  5i2 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  2R. 

1228 

Ilorfield  Manor  Estate,  Papers  moved  for, 

Marriages,  2R.  978 
Metropolitan  Interment,  2R.  C"»)l8j3 
Protestant  Worsliip  in  Rome,  1031 

Londonderry,  Marqtiess  of 
Abd-el-Kader,  om  1879 
Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,  155 
Punjab  Booty,  Rctui-QS  moved  for,  f 1410 
Shipping  Interest,  The,       1042.  IMi 

Lonsdale,  Earl  of 

Farm  Buildings,  Com.  211 

Smithdeld  Moiket,  Removal,  Rep.  Ois)  ifigs 

LoPES,  Sir  R.,  Devonshire,  &. 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  3R.  128 

Lord  LieiUenancv  of  TrcJand, 
L  Question  (Marquess  of  Lcndoaderrv),  f  u) 
155 

e.  Question  (Mr.  Reynolds),  130 

LucAN,  Earl  of 
Civil  Bills  (Ireland),  2R.  15fi3 
Flour,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  857 

Lunatic    Asylums,     Private  {Ireland) 
Bill 

c.  1 R.*      200  ;  2R .•  iClll :  3R.»  777 
I  1  R.»       CM ;  2R.»  1^ ;  Rop.»  UJl  ;  3R.» 
1561 

Royal  Assent,  1804 

Lunatics  (Lidia)  Bill 
e.  IR.*       1307  ;  2R.»  1521;  3R.»  1801 
/.  1R.»  C«>8>  1804:  2R»  1841;  Rep*  1842; 
3R.»  1M2 
Royal  Assent,  1020 


LusiUNGTON,  Mr.  C,  Westminster 

Kensington  Gardens,  Papers  moved  for,  t"') 

Supply — MiscellaocottS  Allowances,  iU^l  fill 


Lyndiicrst,  Lord 
Appcllato  Jurisdiction — Privilege,  t"')  1069, 

1074.  1075.  1070 
Assurances,  Registration  of,  Ro-oom.  (IHl  077 ; 

lt.?p.  1018  ;  3R.  1130 
Cape  of  Good  Hop© — Representative  Institu- 

tions,  Com.  moved  for,       719^  753 
Chancery  Reform,       770, 790  :       989.  002 ; 

(»n  32S 
Criminal  Reform,  332 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  t"*'  1223 
Political  Refugees  in  England,        021,  623 
Property  Ta\,  OMl  m'2 
Smithfie'ld  iliu  kct  Removal,  Rep."">  i 

Lyttelton,  Lord 

Convocation,  Papers  moved  for,  529 
Transportation  of  Convicts,  ^"•>  740 

MacCullagh,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Dundalk 
Civil  Bills,  «kc.  (Ireland),  Leave,  (»>«>  ail ;  2R. 
^ ;  cl  73,  0W>  338  ;  3R.  622  ;  d.  100, 

Amend.  C24 
County  Franchise,  2R.  033 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave, 

337:  211.  1383;  Com.  The  Preamble,  t»«« 

1224,  1126;  d.  L  136*.  1386;  Amend. 

1412  ;  d.  2^       373,  311 :  Amond.  2j32 
Emigration— The  late  Mr.  Ru.shton,  f i2I 
Incumbered  Estates  Leasing  (Ireland),  2R.t"'> 

mo 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  d.  3^  l"'>  915 
Law  Courts  (Ireland),  (•»«>  SM. 
Medical  Chanties,  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  O^ 
121 

Petty  Sessions  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  1^  1762: 

d.  10^  Amend.  1704,  1705.1783 
Supply — Dissenting  Ministers  (Ireland), 

988 

Macgregor,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgoxo 

Aiiiiv  F.stinmtes,  t»*>  703,  807 

A!ksei,scd  Taxes  Act,  lies.  Ci'«>  114 

Attondanco  of  Members  in  the  IIouso  of  Peers, 
019)  1044 

Brooke,  Sir  James — Borneo,  Address  moTod, 

<1W481 
Budget,  The,  ("«>  1086 
Copper  Miners  in  England  Company,  2R. 

1120 

Emi;;ration  Advances  (Scotland),  Com.  d.  L 
tiiaj  ifi5Q 

Exhibition  of  1851,  Address  moved,  UHl  1733 
India,    Steam    Communication  with,  Com. 

moved  for,  U»)  n5l 
Navy  Estimates,"'*)  1202. 1236  ;  (»7>  657,  670 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  2R.  iU»i  1541 
Property  Tax,  2R.        3113 ;  Com.  d.  L  iil 
Salomons,  Dnvid — That  Counsel  be  heard  at 

the  Bar,  Uia  1593 
School  Establisliniont  (Scotlnn.n,  2R.  429 
Supply— Lord  Privy  fceal,  t'l^)  1278:— New 

Zealand,  Um  666 Hong-Kong,  618 

Mackenzie,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Peehles-sKire, 

Compound  Householders,  2R.  Amend.  t"*)82l, 

825 

Prosecutions,  Expenses  of.  Leave.  827 
Public  Houses  (Scotland),  2 R.  11112  118,  Uft 
School  Estoblishmooi  (Scotland),  SR.  Amend. 
U17)  401 


,  Google 
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Mackisxon,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Lvmington 

Arbitration,  International,  Address  moved,  ("'^ 
030 

Chancerr.  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

Com.  'cl.  L^"*^  1^51 
Kaffir  War,  Address  moved,  2^ 
Metropolitan  Interment,  Cora,  cl  L  1762 
Smithfleld  Enlargement,  2iL        1319,  1331 
Smilhfleld  ALirket  Removal,  Cora.  cl.  3^ 

9»l;c/.  10,  090.  097 

Maiion',  Viscount,  Hertford 

Aden,  Murder  of  a  British  OlHccr  at,  l"*>  1107 
I'assports,  Address  moved,        224, 2iU 
School  Books.  Govenimont,  (n«)214 
Supply — Printing,'  and  Slationury,  310 

Mahok,  Mr.  J.  r.  O'G.  (The  O'Gorman 
Mahok),  Ennis 
Agricultural  Distress,  97 
Civil  Bills,  Ac.  (Ireland),  2R.  ("«  115 
Ireland,  State  of,  Com.  moved  for.  1289 

Mails,    Conveyance  of,   hy  Eailtcayt, 
Bill, 

C.  1R.*0")  104; 
2H.  IMS; 

Com.  cl.  h  1629,  [A.  53,  N.5C.  M.  3]  WM 

Malmesbury,  Earl  of 

Agricultural  Distress,  ("«  SM  ;  Oi»2  ISol 
Capo  of  Good  Hope — Reprcsentativo  Institu- 
tions, Com,  moved  for,  Qig)  746 
Census,  The— Population  Act,  l"«>  1300 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  l>"»)  1116; 

Com,  cl.  2,  1523 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  t'l')  1077 
Flour,  Importation  of.  Returns  moved  for, 

427;  mil  854.  SM 
Property  Tax,  m.  t"«>  10S5 
Stock  in  Trade,  3R,  l»«9>  1705 
Tithes,  Assessment  of,  Ac.  ^»*>  501,  503^  filH 

Malt  Tax,  Repeal  of  the, 
c.  Leave,  Ow)  ojQ^  [A,  122.  N.  258.  M.  130] 
122; 

Motion  (Mr.  Basa),  UiT)  fiM  [A.  3L  N.  76, 
M.  45] 

Manchester  Bonding, 

c.  Com.  moved  for  (Rt.  lion.  T.  M,  Gibson), 
f  »7>  1104,  [A.  50,  N,  C6,  M.  15]  1183 

MANT)EvrLLE,  Viscount,  Bewdley 
Kaffir  War,  Address  moved,  "'C)  2C8 

Mangles,  Mr.  R.  D,,  Guildford 

Ilorfleld  Mnnor  Estate,  QSli 

India,  ^Vltiirs  of,  Address  moved,  1M3 

Mails.  Conveyance  of  by  Railways,  Com.  d.  1^ 

Metropolis  Police,  2R.  ("^>  771 
Supply— Treasury,  8314 

Manners,  Lord  J.  G.  R.,  Colchester 

Agricultural  Distress,  73 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com. 

794  ;  c/.  2^<'>"C19 
IIop  Duties,  Address  moved,  573 

\coiU. 


Mankkrs,  Lord  J.  G,  R. — contxnyicd. 
Ilorfield  Manor  Estate,  (""039 
Mercantile  Marino  BUI.  <"«^  UM 
Merch.int  Seamen's  Fund,  Com.  add.  el. 

Ministerial  Crisis — ExplanatioD,  ("♦J  1077 
United  States  Tariff,  21 

Marine  Mutiny  Dill, 
c.  1R  *('»)  760  ;  2R.»  702 ;  3R.»  901 
i  IR iim  1030;  2R.»  1115  :  Rcp.»  1207 ; 
3R.»  1340 
Royal  Assent,  til?2  1 

Marriage,  Law  of  {Australia), 
L  Petition  (Duko  of  Argyll),  .^n.'i 

Marriages  Bill, 
L  lll,*'t'»«>15fi 
2R.   SfiQ  [Content,  10^   Not-Content,  50. 
M,  34J  QM 

Marriages  {India), 

L  Petition  (Marquess  of  Breadalbftnc),  iU*!  1354 
Marriages  { India)  Bill, 

L  1R.*'("6).'>91  ; 

2R.  QM: 

Com,       395;  3R.*  1245 
c.  IR.*       1313  :  2R.»  iim  200  ;  3R.»  aiH 
Royal  Assent,  1332 

Master  of  the  Rolls  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J. 
Romilly;  also  Attorney  General), 
Devonport 
Chancery,  Court  of,  Address  moved,  ("'^  13C2 
Desicms  Act  Extension,  2 R.tUSi  493,121;  Com. 

liiM ;  cl.  2,  1026 ;  The  Preamble.  1027 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Ciom.  cl.  1, 

1338;  cl.  2.<"7>  012 
Navy  Estimates,  iii^^  695 
Process  and  Practice  (Ireland),  Com.  ("*>  1205 
St.  Albans  Election,  ("«>  157 

Masterman,  Mr.  J.,  London 

Property  Tax,  Com.  add.  cl.  US 
Smithfleld  Enlargement,  2R.(»"'  1331 
Smillificld  Market  Removal,  Com.  I""  9S7 

Masters  Jurisdiction  in  Equity  Bill, 
L  IR.  410; 
2R.»aifii  188 

Madle,  Rt.  Hon.  F.,  Perth 

Adjournment  of  the  llouso — The  Great  Exhibi- 
tion, (»6>  M2. 

Army  Estimates,  743.  700,  7SL  79S,  SOI. 
804,806.  810^81iiS17,  SML  821.  825.  829. 
8.'U» ;  ("6)  200,  201,  202,  204i  205 

Army  Examination  at  Sundiiurst  College, 
307 

Army  List,  308 

ailcdoni.m  Tinilway,  2R,  1315 

CapiUil  Punishment.  ("« 1233 

Ceylon,  Affairs  of,  llfi2 

Church  Rates.  Com.  moved  for,  ("»>1258 

County  Franchise.  2R.U'='>  016,  233 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave, 

mi. 

[coitt. 


MAU 
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MET 


Maitlb,  Rt.  Hon.  F. -^continued. 
Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  Mem- 
bers, <»»«  an 
Kilmaiaham  Uospital,       IM.  IM*  213 
Ordnance  Survey  (Scotland),  Com.  moved  for, 

(U6) 1114 

St.  Albans  Election,  128 
Universities  (Scotland)  Leave,  725 

Maurititts,  Jtutkes  in—Supply^ 
c.  fifi2 

Mamooth  College— Stipphj, 
c.  ;  Amcitd.  {Mr.  6[>uonor),823,  [A.  119^ 

N.  121,  M.2J  m 

Measor,  Mr.,  Case  of— Post  Office, 
i  Petition  (Earl  of  St.  Goi-man8),^>">  268 

Medical  Charities  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.*<"»>23  :  2R. 

Com.c/.  L^""1^J 
d.  2,  Amend.  (Sir  R.  Ferguson),  ^"'>  1244, 
[0.  o.  A.  86,  N.  24,  M.  61j  1245; 


Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  5tii— continued. 

nil.*  1143 


211.  mO;  3R.»  ISM 
Koyal  Assent,  1056 

Metropolis  Buildings  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  m 

Metropolis  Buildings  {No.  2]  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  660 

Metropolis  Police  Bill, 
c.  iR»(»r)4ia: 
2R.  768 ;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.  Grey), 

120  ; 
Bill  put  off,  III 

Metropolis  Water  Bill,* 
c.  Leave,  ("«  309  ;  1R.-361: 

2R.  Ififl  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane), 
468 ;  Amend,  vitlidrawn,  460  ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Moffiitt),  410,  [o.  q.  A.  96,  N.  29i 
M.  10] 


cl.  it,       Ufl  :  Amend.  (Lord  Nnas),  [A.  51 

N.  44,  M.  7]  120  ; 
el.  fi,  120  :  Amend.  (Mr.  H.  Herbert),  ib., 
[A.  58,  N.  70^  M.  12]  122  :  2nd  Amend., 
[o.  q.  A.  67,  N.  44,  M.  13]  124  ;  Proviso 
(Mr.  Reynolds),  im  [A.  6,  N.  05.  M.  69] 
1.190  ;  Amend.  (Col.  Dunne),  »6.;  Amend, 

withdrawn,  mi ;  I  j^^tropolitan  Interment  Act, 

M'lm?  ^        ^  *  '  Onistion  rLord  Monteaele). 

cl  L  Amend.  (Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton),  1572, 


Metropolis  Water  Bills, 
c.  Instruction  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.  Grov),  <"4)  g^o  ; 
Question  (Mr.  T.  Duncombe),  6G0 


FA.  2L  N.  22^  M.  1]  1573  ; 
ct20.i6.; 
3R.»  1680 

/.  1R.»  1637  ;  2R.»  1765  ;  Rcp.«  1804  ;  3R.» 
1841 

Royal  Assent,  1929 

Mblound,  Viscount,  Oreenoch 

School  Establishments  (Scotland),  2R.  401, 
441 

Mercantile  Marine  Act  Amendment  Bill, 
c.  1K.»       22;  2R.»  337 

Com.  d.  17,  Amend.  (Mr.  Anderson),  1049 ; 

Amend,  withdrawn,  1061  ; 
add.  d.  (Rt.  Hon.  H.  Labouchere),  1052 ; 
add.  d.  (Mr.  Anderson)  1062,  [A.  12, 
N.  32,  M.  20]  1059  ;  2nd  add.  d.  1060 ; 
d.  nc}?.  1113 

3R.*  lana 

i  1R»  LlH}  liisi;  2R,»  mo  ;  3R.»  1841 
Royal  Assent,  1029 

Mercantile  Marine  Bill, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Stanley),  501 
0.  Question  (Lord  I.  Manners),  LIM 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund, 
L  Question  (Earl  of  Ellenborouph).  0»)  1352  ; 
Reports  moved  for  (Earl  of  EUcnborough), 

Merchant  Seamm's  Fund  Bill, 
e.  Leave,       IMl;  IR-*  1069  ;  2R.»  1384  ; 
Com.  d.  15,  ; 
add.  d.  (Mr.  Hardcastlc),  433;  clause  with- 
drawn, 1^ ; 


I  Question  (Lord  Monteagle),  0>'>  fifi2 ; 
1774 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Mowatt),  ("0  i^ll 


Metropolitan  Interment  Advances, 
c.  Com.         13GC.  lojl,  [.V.  50,  N.  26^  M.  24] 
1658 

Metropolitan  Interment  Bill, 
c.  IK.*       1558  ;  2R.*  1671  : 
Com.  d.  L  1780  ; 
Rep.  [A.  42,  N.  L  M.  35]  1782  ; 
3R.»  1841 
I  lR»am  1841  ; 
2R.  Ifiia;  Llcp.»  IBSfl;  8R.»  1906 
Royal  Assent,  1929 

Metropolitan  Sewers  Bill, 
r  1 R >  ^'»>  1303  ; 

3R.  1468  ;  Adj.  moved  (Sir  B.  Hall),  1470  : 

Amend,  withdrawn,  ib. : 
Com.  iftft-*^  ;   Amend.  (Mr.  Wakloy),  1084  ; 

Amend,  neg.  1713 ; 
d.  L  [A.  35^  N.  2L  M.  14]  1714; 
d.  2,  [A.  35»  N.  22.  M.  13]  1715  ; 
d.  4,  Amend.  (Mr.  Wakley),  [r.  p.  A.  7^ 

N.  fiO,  M.  43]  ms  : 
c/.  6,  Amend.  (Mr.  Henley),  [o.  ?.  A.  33, 

N.  22,  M.  U]  1716; 
3R.»  17S0 

L  IR.*       1765;  3R.*  1841;  Rop.»  1842. 
3R.»  IBM 
Royal  Assent,  1929 

Metropolitan  Sewers  Commission, 
c.  Qufstion  (Sir  B.  Hall),  ("«  UlSi  <"«>  IIL 
590.  mil;  (Sir  Do  Lacy  Evans),  t"" 
1028 


r 
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Metropolitan  Supplu  of  Water, 
c.  Question  (Viscount  Ebrington),  111*^  6fl2  ;  (Mr. 

T.    Duncombo),   Oi?)    1080  ;  ceO, 

834  : 

Motion  (Mr.  Mowatt),  1140;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 1149 

Miles,  Mr.  P.,  Bristol 

Ilorfi '111  Manor  Estate,  <"9>056.  918.  028, 930, 

'So\.  936 
Sugar  Duties  (Belgium),  t"«>  028 

Miles,  Mr.  W.,  Somersetshire^  E. 

Agricultural  Distress.  104 

ApprcntioM  aad  Serrnnts,  Com.  el.  1,  ^^'^^ 

Army  Estimates,  O")  825,  828,  820 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  cl.  I , 
667 

Ceylon,  Com.  moved  for,  fi5 
County  Rates  and   Expenditure,  2R. 
1278 

Ecclesiastical  Title*  Assumption,  Com.  add.  cl. 
«")  1815 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  ('•'^667, 

Ilenlth,  General  Board  of.  Com.  O'^^  1066 
KilmainUam  Hospital,  0»)  7^ 
Property  Tax.  Com.  d.  1^  ("«  409 
Prosecution,  Expenses  of.  Com.  cl.  2^  ^'"^  206  ; 

St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  Com.  L 
W7)  802 

Smitiifleld  Eiil.irgemeut,  2R.  1327 
Smithfield  i\L»rkct  Removal,  Com.  c/.  L 

flaa  ;  c/.  10^  225 
Supply— Treasury,  t""       ;— Education,  11152 

612 

Militanj  Knights  of  Windsor, 
c.  Question  (Col.  Snlwey),       208  ;  Motion  (Col. 
Salwey),         1906;  House  Counted  Out, 
ih. 

Militia  Ballot  Suspension  Bill, 
e.  IR         2M:  2R.»  337  ;  SR.* 
L  1R.»       626 ;  2R.»  604  ;  Rcp.»  QHSi. ;  SR.* 
972 

Royal  Assent,  13.gt2 

Militia,  Disembodied— Supplv, 
e.  1031 


Militia  Pay  Bill, 

c.  1R.»       mi ;  2R.*  1134;  3R.»  1380 
L  IR*        1471 :  2R.*  1501  ;  Rep.»  1637; 
3R.»  1146 
Royal  Assent,  1804 

Mills  and  Factories  {Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  IR.*  t"*>  276  ;  2R.»  703  ;  Rep.»  filH;  8R.» 
873 

L  IR.*       1004  ;  2R.«  ("« 1232 ;  Rcp.»  1207: 
3R.*  1349 
Royal  Assent,  0»6)  1 

Milling  Trade  (Ireland), 
c.  Cora,  moved  for  (Lord  Naaa),  795. 
[A.  93,  N.  128,  M.  jjyj  833 


Mils'es,  Mr.  11.  M.,  Pontefr<Met 
Brooke,  Sir  Jarno* — BoriMo,  Address  novad, 

(118)  4-4 

Cathedral  Trusts — The  Rochester  Grammar 
Sehooi,  Address  moved,  Oi»  gj^ 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  3K.  (>W  IQS, 
446 

Passports,  Address  inovtHl,  <^'''i)  2M 
St.  David's,  Lwhup  of,  "^""J  yCy 
Supply— British  Museum,  000 

Mines,  Owners  and  Lessees  oft  {Ireland) 
Bill, 

c.  IR*  017)  fl07 

Ministerial  Crisis — Explanaticn, 
L        887,  096,  1064 
e.  (>»>  892,  1029, 127i 

Ministers  at  Foreign  Courts — Supply, 

c.  968 

Ministers'  Money  {Irehntd), 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Reynolds),  720 

Mint.  Expenditure  of  the — Supply, 

e.  017)  1293 

Mint  Prosecutions — Supply, 

MiXTO,  Enrl  of 

Coals  for  the  Navy,  ("«)  037 
Common  Ix>dging  Ilonscs,  2R.  OlO  II40 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.t"*>1293, 
12i»5 

Emigration    Advances  (Scotland),  SR. 
1842 

Evidence,  Law  of,   Amendment,  Conunons' 

Amends.  <>»«)  1894 
Kingston  Estates  and  the  Incumbered  £stat«9 

Commissiouers,    Tapers    moved  for, 
^  1930 

Naval  Officers,  Supplementary  Estim-itc  fer 
Rttircmciit  of,  lictum  niuved  6ir, Ji.}, 
587 

Navv,  Promotions  in  the.  Papers  moved  for 

IMI 

Papal  Aggression,  t>w)  473 

Patent  I.aw  Amendments,  Commons'  Amends. 

1933, 

Public  Houses  (Scotland),  2R.  1^  3^  3; 
3R.  777 

Rome,  Court  of,  Mission  to,  ^"♦^  IM^  182,  184 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  2R.  f «  Uil 

Miscellaneous  Estimates, 
c.  aifii  307.  597 

MucnELL,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Bridport 

Budget,  The — Ways  and  Means,  I5g 
Customs.  Com.  cl.  8,        1411.  1412 
Differential  Duties  (Spain),  Com.  mored  fot, 
Uis)  fiiii 

Sugar  Refining,  1S22 
Mixed  Commissions — Supply, 

c.  iii5ifiia 
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MoFFATT,  Mr.  0.,  Dartmouth 

AsaoMed  Taxes  Act.  Roa.       177,  178,  m 
Differential  Duties  (Spain)  Com.  mored  for, 
Uii)  668 

Mercantile   Marino  Act   Amondmont,  Com. 

add.  cL  tim  1061 
Metropolis  Water,  2R.  Amend.  469 

MoLBSWORTii,  Sir  W.,  Southxcark 
Army  Estimates,  t"*)  162,703 
Cape  of  Good  Hope— Kaffir  War,  1122 
Colonies,  0»«  1364,  1385,  1414 
Ecolesiastioal   Titles  Assumption,  Com. 
820 

Navy  Ksti mates,  693 
Traii»pt>i  t4»tiou  to  Van  Diemcn's  Land,  Address 
moved,  ii68 

MoscRiEFF,  Rt.  Hon.  J.,  see  Advocate, 
The  Lord 

Money  Votes — Sc^sioual  Onhrs, 
e.  Motion  (Mr.  Hume),  uu)  lu,l^.  47^  N.  116, 
M.  69]  116 

MoKSELL.  Mr.  Wm  Limerick,  Co, 

Civil  BUls,  Ac.  (Ireland),  Com.  add.  d.  ^"'^ 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  d.  L 
1862.  1863,  1864.  :   d.  2i 

688;  Proviso,  1010.  liii^ 
Kilrush  Union, "«)  209 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation,  2R.  t""  1117 
Medical  Ch.iritics  (Ireland),  2R.  897 
Supply — Incumbered  Estates  Commission  (Ire- 
land). 018) 

Valuation  (Ireland),  Com.  Ois)  421  ;  The  Pro- 
amble,  1879 

MoNTEAOLE,  Lord 

Attomios  nnd  SoUeitora,  2R.  324 

Capo  of  GofHl  lloixj  —  Kaffir  War,  Address 

moved,  OU)  1093, 1097 
Church  of  England  in  the  Colonics,  947 
Civil  Bills  (Ireland),  2R.  1384 
East  India  Comi»any,  Claims  of  the,  (»>W  mi 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  IR.  0»W  232; 

2R.  1268,  12S4  ;  Com.  U71  ;  Instruction, 

1472,  1485  ;  d.  L  IMS  ;  d.  2,  1528  ;  3R. 

add.  d.  1064,  mi5 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  —  Removal  of  Doubts, 

2R.  (»»>  15M 
Inhabited  lloiiso  Duty,  2R,  974 
Interments  in  Great  Towns,  C""  552 
Kingston  Estates  and  the  Incumbered  Estitos 

Commissioners,  Papers  moved  for,  IflM 
Metropolitrin  Intormont  Act.  0>«)  1771.  11511 
New  Urunswick  and  C'aiinda  Trojectod  Rail 

way,  ("«>613 
Papal  Arrqression,  d?)  331 
Patf  iit  Law  Amniulmciil,  Commons'  Amends 
1933,  1934 

Passengers  Act  Amendment,  2R.  "lO  UflQ 
Property  Tax.  2R.  OW)  IMfl 
Railways  in  British  North  America,  <"«)  1041 
RaUways  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  <»«>  133, 
128 

Trnrrsprirtation  of  Convicts,  764 
Transportation  —  Van  Diemcn's  Land, 
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Moore,  Mr,  G.  ILj  Mayo 

Agricultural  Distress,  580 
Birmingham  Convent,  Tho,  <"^>  660 
Business  of  the  House,  "U)  1310 
Civil  BiUs  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  73,  344 
Convents — Petition  of  tho  Rev.  P.  Connelly, 
0>e)  936 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assmnption.  Leave,  ("*> 
235.  265,  501  ;  2R.  ^'^^  33,  200.  370,  ; 
(Mr.  Drummond's  Speech),  336,  4^0,  41il ; 
Com.  Amend.  (»»>  884.  890^  1037;  Tho 
Preamble,  1060,  1115,  1138,  1146,  11  >G  ; 
d.  1,  1377,  1389,  1391.  IMo.  1460.  1151. 
1453;  ("»268,  292;  d.  2»  37L  872,  873; 
Amend.  391^  1018  :  Tho  Preamble,  1086, 
1092  ;  The  Title,  nis)  262 
Kilrush  Union,  Uio)  iLLi 
Ministerial  Crisis— Explanation,  i"*>  IMS 
Religious  Houses,  2R.  » >•>  964.  fififi 
Supplv — Salaries  of  certain  Offloers  in  Scot- 
land, t""  1297:  — Household  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  1800 

Morris,  Mr.  D.,  Carmarthen 

Churcfi  Extcnsinn,  A(Mr<'ss  moved,  l"'>  11 

St.  David's,  Bishop  of,  "i-*;  §11 

Savings  Banks,  Address  moved,  t«m  1197 

Mortmain, 

c.  Motion  (Mr.  J.  O'Connell),       1061,  [A.  38j 
N.  94,  M.  56]  im. 

MoDNT  Cashell,  Piarl  of 

Arsenic,  Sale  of,  Regulation,  3R.        1801 ; 
Com.  1305 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  d.  2^ 

Amend.  «»»)  im 
Kingston  Estates  and  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Commissioners,  Papers  moved  for,  1936 
Passengers  Act  Amendibont,  Rep.  add,  d. 
1312 

MowATT,  Mr.  F.,  Pcnntn  and  Falmouth 
Army  Estimates,  l'»^>  TOG,  7U8,  SOU,  801,  SM 
Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Res.  t"«>  176 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.cf.  !.<"''■>  668. 

071 :  c/.8^t»"ll7 
Cathedral  Trusts— Tho  Rochester  Grammar 

School.  Address  moved,       572,  584,  591 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  'i'^' 

1163 

Coffee  Duties  Act,  Res.  Oie>  laa 

Education,  Nation.al,  557 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  <»0568 

Interment  BUI,  1211 

Metropolis  Water,  Leave,       839,  340;  2R. 

am  489,  402 
Metropolitan  Supply  of  Water,  1140.1145. 

1146.  1149 
Property  Tax,  Com.  d.  1,  145 
Smithfield  Enlargement,  2R.  1384 
Supply,        796  .— Public  Works  (Irclaml),"") 

829  : — New  IIou&u  of  Conuiious,  tii^  iiilA  ; — 

General  Board  of  Health,  991,  fi&8 ;— Civil 

Contingencies,  IQ2S. 

MuLLiKOS,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Cirencester 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Ooramittcc, 

Leave,  0»7)  725 
Charitable  Purchase  Deeds,  Com.  t»«>  837, 

838 
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MD1L1XG3,  Mr.  J.  R.—coniinued. 

Charcb  BuildiDg  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  cL  29, 

LliSiilM  :  add.  cl.  1757 
Compound  llouscholdora.  Com.  el.  1^  ail2 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  d.  4^ 

iim  23^  add.  cf.  26.   28 ;  cl.  13,  788 ; 

add.  cL  856,  1809 
Designs  Act  Tho  Extension,  Com.  Preamble, 

am  1U2S 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 

(No.  2}^  2R.       1792  :  Cora.  I&IH 
Evidence,  Law  of,  Amendment,  Cora.  cl.  7^  Oil^ 

84G. 841 
Farm  Buildings,  2R.  360 
Health,  General  Board  of.  Com.  1457 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.        971 :  ci.  3, 

974  ;  Amend.  975,  976 
Now  Forest  Doer  Removal,  2R.  om  aifi 
Prosecution,  Expenses  of,  Com.  d.  2^  t"*^  205 ; 

d.  (3.  213.  '211 

MuNTZ,  Mr.  G.  F.,  Birmingham 
Agricultural  Distress,  t"*>  012^ 
Audit  of  Railway  Aooounts,  Com.  d.  8^ 
126 

Budget,  The— W.-»y8  and  Moans,  <"«>  760 
Copper  Miners  in  England  Company,  2R. 
1120 

Customs,  3R.  t"«)  1464 

l\\sigii.s  Act  Extension,  Cora.  11122 
Ecclfhiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave, 

606;  2R.  ("»)637,  549 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  2R.        1546  ;  Com. 

1861  ;  cl.  i,  Jiiii  ;  d.  7,  LdM  ;  d.  14^  18V)0 
Property  Tax,  2R.       297  ;  Com.  d.  L  ^ 
Salomons,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration,  <"*^ 

1205 

Steara  Navigation,  Com.  add.  d.  1532, 

Supply — Treasury,  ^^^^  341 ; — Dissenting  Min- 
isters (Ireland),  fiflfl 

Murphy,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Cork,  City 
Ceylon,  Com.  moved  for,  33 
Ecclc<(:astical  Titles  Assumption,  Tho  Title, 

Ilawlboline,  Com.  moved  for,  014 
Improvement  of  Towns  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  86, 

1552:  d.  181,  Amend.  1560 
Roligious  Uouses,  2R.  ("«)078 
Saluoiona,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration,  QM 

Mutiny  Bill, 

c.  1R.»(»>W709:  2R.»702;  3R.»9G7 
I.  1R.»         1030;  2R.»  1115:  Rcp.»  1207: 
3R.*  1349 
Royal  Assent, I 

Kaas,  Lord,  Kildare 
Accidents  by  Steam  Vessels  and  Railways, 

ana 

Army  Estimates.  Lii6l201 

Business  of  the  House,  702 

CivU  BUls  (Ireland),  SR.  d.  100,  625 

Constabulary  Force  (Irebndj,  Com.  d.  L 

l.so;i 

Eoolesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  C"*>  Hal 
Home-mado  Spirits  in   Bond,  Com.  moved 

for,  H'«>  604,  635i  63C,  C37  ;  2R.  aiM408 
India,  Steam    Comnninic.ition    with.  Com. 

moved  for,  Amend,  '^'">  040,  G5S 


Naas,  Lord — continved. 

Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  Mem- 
bers,      730,  £11 
KilraainLnm  llospitul, 

Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  2R.  Ml 
Com.  cl.  L        124Q :  cl.  8»  Amend. 
119;  el.  6,  1391  :  d.  L 

Milling  Trado  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  ^"»' 

795.  am 

Petty  Sessions  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  10,O>*'17«5, 

rm 

Poor,  Employment  of  tho  (Ireland),  3fifi 

Post.i-c  St.imps,  t"')  lOSl 

Supply— B^>ard  of  Public  Works  (Ireland), 

13Q3  ;— Transportation  of  Convicts,  »">323; 

— Incuinberod  Estates  Commission  (Ireland), 
'  997  ;— I'ost  Office  Packot  Service,  1023 

Napier,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  University 

Administration  of  Criminal  Justice,  Com.  d.  1, 

tu^  1312  :  cl.  28,  1374  ;  add.  d.  1377 
Civil  BUls,  Ac.  (IreUnd),  Com.  LLU 
Ecclesiastical  Residences,  2R.  104 
EcclesListical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave, 
58;  Com.  The  Prf  .inil.Ic.  cu«)  1129;  et  L 
1366.  1438  ;  cL  2^        377,  384  ;  The  Pre- 
amble, 1090  ;  add.  d.  1320,  l^ifi 
Ilome-made  Spirits  in  Bond,  Com.  moved  fcr, 
("«)  624 

Improvement  of  Towns  (Ireland),  Com.  cl,  130, 
Incumbered  Estates  Leasing  (Ireland),  3B. 
Jews — Oath  of  Abjuration,  Com-  d.  L 

urn 

Untllord  .nnd  Tenant.  3R.  1306 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  6, 
1389 

Salomons,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration, 

1331) 

Supply— Transportation  of  Convicts,  0151324 

Naples,  Political  Offences  at 
c.  Question  (Sir  De  L.  Evans),  Oi*)  1947 

National  Gallery — Supply^ 
c.  UW619 

National  Land  Company, 
c.  Report,         128 ;  Question  (Mr.  Roebacl), 

Naval  Medals, 

c.  Observations  (Sir  G.  Pochcll), IMS. 

Naval  School,  Royal,  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  (>"J  626  ;  2R.»  lOH  ;  3R.»  OiOMI 
L  1R.»       414  ;  2R.«  1073  ;  3R.»  mil 
Royal  Assent,  444 

Navigation  Laws, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Stanley),  »»»  841 
c.  Petition  (Rt.  Hon.  J.  C.  Berries),  <^>«'  SW^ 
Question  (Mr.  Prinsep),  308 

Navy, 

Atfittant  Surgeons,  c.  Questions  (Capt.  Bol- 

dero).  "'•)  565 
CoaU  jfor  the  Navv,  L  Observations  (Eari  of 

Ellenborough),  937 

[etiU. 
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Navxj — continued. 

Egttmntct— Supply,  c.  ^"*>  Hfl.*^ ;  Amend.  (Mr. 

W.  WiUiams),  1183  ;  Motion  ncg.  ib. ; 
Amond.  (Mr.  Hume),  1202.  [A.  61,  N.  109, 

M.  108J  1221 ; 
Amend.  (Col.  Sihthorp),  1227.  [o.  q.  A.  103, 

N.  3£  M.  I6y]  I2;3;i; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Ilumo),  1235.  [A.  08,  N.  127. 

M.  TiO  I  1239  : 
Report,  12ti7 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Ilumc),  1208; 

Motion  neg.  ibi  Oil  :  Amond. 

(Mr.  Hume),  667,  [A.  33,  N.  100.  M.  68] 

mi 

Prouwlion  in  the.  Papers  moved  for  (Earl 

Talbot),  (>»«  1804 
Observations  (Mr.  llumo),  <"6)  5g1  ;  (Sir  Do 

L.  Evans),  \M1 
Supvleincntary  Estimate  for  Retirenvint  of 

%av<d  Ogieeri,  Return  moved  for  (Earl  of 

Hardwicke),  («W  579 

Neqroes,  Captured — Supply, 
c.'^683 


Nelson,  Earl 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.  Amond,  0>W 
872 

Convocation,  Papers  moved  for,  546 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,    8R.  O^^) 
1056 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  1077 

New  Brunstoick  and  Canada  Boundary 
Bill, 

L  IR.*       505:  2R.*  'J72:  Rfip.«  IMS ;  3R.» 

ma 

c.  IR.*  i"»>  1389  :  2R.»  IMl ;  3R.»  1780 
Royal  Assent,  ^»'«  1020 

New  Brunswick  and  Canada  Projected 
Ilailway, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Montcaglc),  613 

NEWCASTiiE,  Duke  of 

Capo  of  Good  Hope — Representative  Institu- 
tions, Com.  moved  for,  711 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Asj»uraptiou,  2R.  "l"'  1210. 

ma :  Com.  oi.  2,  mii 

Emigration  Advances  (Scotland),  2R.  <"«  \BA2. 
Health,   General  Board   of  (No.  2a),  Com. 
Amend.  OW)  1890.  IMl 

Newdeoate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Warwickshire,  N. 
Abjunition,  Oath  of  (Jews),  Com.  moved  for, 
i»W   1016;  2R.    Amend.  ("«  3tfL  380. 
391.  400;  Com.  ci.  L        HOO;  3R. 
llii 

Agricultural  Distress,       106,  IM 
Budget,  The— Ways  and  Means,  t"«>  755^  768 
Caledonuin  Railway,  2R.  1314 
Church,  The  Est.ihlished— Pusoyism,  tll^  lim 
Colonial  Property  Qualification,  Com.  t"*>  Jji* 
Compound  Householders,  Com.  ci  L  902, 
Ons,  009 

Convents — Petition  of  tho  Rev.  P.  Connelly, 

Uis)  934 
Customs,  2R.  7M 

Designs  Act  Extension,  2R.         493,  4M ; 
Com.  1024  [cotit. 
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Newdeqatk,  Mr.  C.  N. — continued. 

Differential  Duties  (Spain),  Com.  moved  for, 
Oii)  082 

Ecclosiastical  Titles    Assumption,  211. 
1152;  11141  188,  233i  Com.  Tho  Preamble, 
1060 

EpiHuop.il  and  Cipitular  Estates  Management, 
2R.  Ul»i  1195  ;  Com.  1821  ;  cl.  1,  1881  ;  cl.  8, 

Exhibition  of.  1851,  O'W  1367.  1308 
Inliabitcd  House  Duty,  Com.  OIT)  1445 
Malt  Tax,  Oir)  yi3 

Milling  Trade  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for, 
82ii 

Ministeri.il  Crisis  —  Explanation,  1050, 
1084 

Property  Tax,  Com.  cl.  1. 
Religious  Houses,  2R.       OG^  'JjO 
Rothschild,  Baron  do — That  Counsel  bo  heard 

at  tho  Bar,  t"»>  IMS. 
St.  Albans  Election — Imprisonment  of  Ilenry 

Ed  wards,  tUZi  2112 
Salomons,  David  —  Oath  of  Abjuration, 

11»9;  That  Counsel  bo  heard  at  tho  Bar, 

1587 

Supply— Public  Works  (Irelind),  "»»  828  ;— 
Secret  Services,  ic,  t»W  312,  313 

New  Forest.  The, 
c.  Question  (Hon.  G.  Berkeley),  137 

New  Forest  Deer  Bemoval  Bill, 

c.  1 R.*  t"«  1095; 

2R.       344  ;  Amend.  (Hon.  G.  Berkeley), 

2i5  [o.  q.  A.  82,  N.  28,  M.  54]  ib.; 
3R.*  «>«  IMa 
L  1R.»       ma2^  2R.»  1746  ;  3R.»  lflil2 
Royal  Assent,  1929 


New  Zealand — Supply,  • 
c.  OWl  Qii2  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Ilume),  665,  [A.  23, 
N.  60,  M.  27]  Ot39 


New  Zealand  Settlement  Bill, 

2R.  1635  ;   Adj.  moved  (Mr.  Brntherton), 
A.3.N.  51j  M.  1^]  loaa  ;  (Mr.  Addcrley), 
A.  17.  N.  34^  M.  17]  1G37  ; 
3R.»  mi 

L  1R.»  U18)  1804  ;  2R.»  1M2  ;  Ilop.»  ISSfl  ; 
3R.»  1905  . 
Royal  Assent,  1029 


NiciioLL,  Rt.  Hon.  J.,  Cardiff 

Highways  (South  Wales),  Com.  Amend. 

afi5  ;  c^.  L  Amend,  asii 
Sequestration  of  Benefices,  2R.  322 

Nichollt,  Mr.,  late  Secretary  to  the  Poor 

Law  Board, 
L  Question  (Earl  Fortescue),  t»*>  158 

NoRMANBY,  Marquess  of 
Lodging  Houses,  2R.  ("«  335 

NoRiiETs,  Lord,  Oxfordshire 
Agricultural  Dietrcds,  161 
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NoRREYS,  Sir  C.  D.  0.  J.,  MaUow  \ 
Accidents  bj  Steam  Vessels  and  Railwnys,  t"" 
990 

Attcndanco  of  Members  in  the  Ilouse  of  Peers, 

UlfiJ  1040,  1943.  1940 
Conitabularv  Force  (Ireland),  Com.   cU  L 

Amend.  l>>»)  1503 
Civil  BUls,  Ac.  (Ireland),  Com.ct  35,  0»T)  ms 
Improremcnt  of  Towns  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  120, 

UM  1500 

Poor,  Emplovm'^nt  of  the  (Irclftnd),  2il2 
Supply — New  lluuse  of  Commons,  '"'^  194  :  ' 

—Board  of  Public  Works  (IrcUnd), 

1303  :  Amend.  Olll  ^  ;— Poor  Law  Coro- 

missioncrs,  1025 
Valuation  of  I^nd  (Irebnd),  Cora.        420  ; 

The  Preamble,  1379.  ISdO 

NonTirUMBERLAND,  Duke  of 
Navy,  Promotion  in  the,  Papon  moved  for, 
1807 

Norwich,  Bishop  of 

Abiuntion,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.  901 
•^Lirria-es,  3R.  <»*>  057 

Nrr.ENT,  Sir  P.  F.,  Westmeath 

Medical  Charities  (Irektui),  2R.  <»*>  897 
Suppljr — Poor  Law  Commissioners,  1025 

Nuisances  Rmmtal  and  Diseases  Preven- 
tion Bill, 
e.  lR.»«»»>12il:  2II.*1780 

Oath  of  Abjuration,  seo  Jews,  Oath  of 
Abjuration  Bill ;  —  Uothschild,  Baron 
Lionel  de ; — Salomons »  David —  Oath 
of  Abjuration, 

Oaths  of  Supremacy, 
L  Petition  (Earl  of  PowU),  2fii 

Oaths,  Unlawful  {LTlnid)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»       290  ;        m. ;  3H.*  77T 
/.  1R.»  ">«>  fiM ;  2R.«  1M2  :  Rep.*  lili  ;  3R.» 
1561 

Royal  Assent,  1804 

0*Brien,  Sir  L.,  Clare 

Convicts,  Irish,  in  Van  Diemen's  Land,  ("J^ 
640 

Dublin  Hospitals,  651 
Ennistymon  Union,  Com.  moved  for,  '.<"y>  727. 
737 

Ireland,  State  of,    Com.   moved  for,  t*'*' 

mi 

Kilrush  Union,  C»i)  iMA :  <»«  213 

Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Ireland).  333 

Supply — Poor  Law  Commiiaioncrs,  cn»)  io26 

O'CoNXEix,  Mr.  J.,  Limerick  Cittf 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  S[>oeoh.  84 
Ajrricultural  Distrcsa,  1111 
Church  Dignitaries  in  the  Colonics,  R.'vnk  of, 
(«»>  613 

Civil  Bills  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  73.('W  313 
Dungarvan,  New  Writ  for,  t"'>  IM 

[cont. 


O'CoxsEii,  Mr.  J.-^amHnutd. 

Ecclcfliasticnl  Title«  Assumption,  Leave, 

218.  226  ;  2R.        275^  270,  336  (Mr.  Drum. 

niond's  Speech),  490^        ;  Com.  cL  1.  ^"«' 

13S5,  1301.  lAHA  :  el.  2,       388,  590^  1015: 

cl.  3^  1032  ;  3R.  210 
Ireland.  State  of,  Com.  moved  for,  1290 
Ministerial  Crisis— Explanation,  1053 
Mortmain,  "W  1001,  lllfi2 

O'CoNXELL,  Mr.  M.,  Tralee 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  97, 

487  ;  Adi.  moved,  490,  493 
Jesuits,  Address  moved.  Adj.  moved,  613 

O'CoxNELL,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kerry,  Co, 
Agricultural  Distress.  CUS)  112.  LH 
Attendance  of  Members  in  the  House  of  Peers. 

Report,  1929 
Civil  Bills,  4e.  (Irebnd),  Com.  cl.  35, 
1113 

Convicts,  Irish,  in  Van  Piemen's  Land,  Corrs- 

spoii  ieiice  moved  for,  I<^87 
Dung;irvan,  New  Writ  for,  lili 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave, 
2M  ;       fiftl ;  The  Preamble.  1149  ;  e<.  2, 
«>"389  ;  add.  cl.  1225  ;  The  Preamble,  1357 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  3R.  I""  1306 
St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  Com.t^**'  Li*3 
Supply — Dissenting  Ministers  ( Ireland), t"*'  SO. 

O'Connor,  Mr.  F.,  Nottinphnm 
Adjournment  of  the  Hon:*'?— Tht,-  Great  Exhi- 
bition, 342 
Business  of  the  House,  iilil  1320 
Civil  Bills  (Ireland),  3R.  tU«  621 
Eccleiuastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave, 

Qua  ;  Cora.  877 
National  Land  Company,  Report,  IW, 
130.  261 

O'Ferrall,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  M.,  Lomgford 
Civil  BilU  (Trebnd),  Com.  d.  73,  <»«>  346 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  d.  Lt 

ni7)  288,  aiil 
Supply — Poor  Law  Commissioners,  1290 

Offences,  Prevention  of.  Bill, 
riR.»  887; 

3R.  laifl  ; 

SR.*  254 
c.  lR.*"«"399i  2R.*  697  ;  3R.*  1140 
L  Commons'  Amends,  consid.  t"'*  1307 
Royal  Assent,  124 

Official  Salaries, 

c.  Observations  (Lord  J.  RiimcU),  0»«)  537: 
Res.  (Mr.  Urquiiurtj ;  A<lj.  moved  (Mr.  Bro- 
thcrton),  [A.  64.  N.  32,  M.  32]  120O 

0 'Flaherty,  Mr.  A.,  Galteay  Borough 

Dublin  Hospitals,  t»«)  893 

Ecolesi.'atioal  Titles  Assumption.  SR.  273, 

4iU  :  Com.  t«»«>  1113^  ;  el.  2.  l"'>  608  ;  5, 

1038. 1039.  1040 
Ijands  Clauses  Consolidation,  2R.  1117 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Coni.  d.  L 

124,3 

Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Ireland),  <"»  518 
Supply— Packet  Harbour  at  Uolyhaad, 

815.810 
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Orange  Addresses, 
e.Qaostion  (Captain  Arohdall),  UdO 

Ordnance  Estimates, 
c.  830 

Ordnance  Survey  {Scotland), 
c.  Com.  raoTod  for  (Hon.  F.  W.  Charteris), 

(116)  11  u 

Organs,  Barrel,  <f?c., 
c.  Return  moved  for  (Col.  Sibthorp),  <"«>  200, 
945 

Osborne,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Middlesex 
Budget,  The,  0")  729 

Church  Extension,  Address  moTod,  83, 

100 

County  Franchise,  2R.  933 
Ceylon,  Com.  moved  for,  219 
Coffee,  Adulteration  of.  Res.  1401 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  3 R.  344, 

SM ;  Com.  805 
Harwich  Election,  Com.  moTod  for,  i"*'  911 
Uicks,  Ann,  Case  of,  1680 
Metropolitan  Interment,  Com.  cl.  1,  1730, 

1182 

Metropolitan  Sewers,  Com.  <"8)  1035 
Ministerial  Crisis — Explanation,  1055. 
1070 

Pettv  Sessions  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  10^  1784, 

vm 

Kotlmchild,  Baron  do— Tluit  Counsel  bo  heard 
at  the  Bar,  iim  lOOd,  1604,  ISiSm 

Salomons,   David — Oath  of  Abjuration, 
985,  1 1 47.  1103.  1215.  1217,  lilSS 

Smithfield  Enbrgcment,  2R.  1828 

Smithfield  Market  Removal,  2R.  IMI 

OSSORT,  Bishop  of 
Ecclesiastical  Titlett  Assumption,  Com. 

1497 ;  cl.  L  1519 
Marriages,  2R.  982 
Smithfield  Market  Removal,  Rep.  tnw  1564 

Oswald,  Mr.  A.,  Ayrshire 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  iVsanmption,  Leave, 
IM;  2R.  tus)  481;  Com.  d.  L         1457  ; 
315,  316,  317.  318  :  cl.  3,  ISiM 
Farm  Buildings,  Leave,  SSiQ. 
Ministerial  Crisis — Explanation,  t"*^  1081 

Outlawries  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  "">fi2 

Owen,  Robert,  Esq., 
L  Petition  (Lord  Brougham),  124 

OxPOHD,  Bishop  of 
Census,  The,       629,  G33 
Chnrch  Buildings  Act  Amendment,  Com. 
861 

Church  of  England  in  the  Colonies,  494. 
498 

Convocation,  Papers  moved  for,       550.  551, 
560 

Ecclesiastical   Titles  Assnmption,  3R.  ^^'"^ 
1641.  1654;  add.  cl.  1075 

[cent. 


Oxford,  Bishop  o{—-eonliimed. 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  SR. 

Hordeld  Manor  Estato,  Papers  mored  for, 

028 

PentonviUo  Prison,  0»«  1317 

Titli.s,  Assossmont  of,  509 
Transportation  of  Coovicts,  ^'W  J62,  768 

Oxford,  Professors  at — Supply, 

/ 

Oyster  Fishery,  Channel, 
L  Question  (Earl  of  Wicklow),  t"<>  IMl 

Pacifico,  Don,  Claims  of, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),  1856 

Packe,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Leicestershire,  S, 

Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Res.  t^'W  174 

Audit  of  Railway  Aocoonts,  Com.        064 ; 

d.  8.  ("»  124,  121 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Com.  cl  L  ^"'^  290 
Lindlord  and  Tenant,  2R.  <"•)  Oil 
Malt  Tax,  Lcavf,  ou3 
Prosecutions,  Expense*  of,  2R.  (»^>  1293; 

Com.  d.  6^  «»»  209 

Pakington,  Sir  J.  S.,  Droitxmch 
Adjournment  of  the  Houso~Tho  Derby, 
11C3 

Administration  of  Criminal  Justice,  Com.  d.  1, 
(U8>  1872;  add,  el.  1375,  1376,  1377, 
1378 

British  Guiana,  1009 

Coroners.  2R.  111 

Couiil  Out,  The,  941 

County  Rates  and  Expenditure,  2R.  Amend. 

(•'♦)  1270,  1293 
Customs,  aiL  Adj.  raoTed,  illSl  HQi,  UC7 
Kensington  Gardens,  O'fi^  1 1G3 
Religious  Houses.  2R.  t"**^  969 
Sugar  Refining,  t»«  1824.  1837 
Supply— Captured  Negroes,  ^'"J  688 

Palaces,  Royal — Supply, 
c.("7)   787 ;    Amend.   (Col.    Salwcy),    802  1 
Amend,  withdrawn,  805 

Palmer,  Mr.  Robert,  Berkshire 

Coroners,  21L 

County  Rates  and  Expenditure,  2R.  1289 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.  Ml 
Religious  Houses,  2R.  ("6)  965 

Palmer,  Mr.  Roundell,  Plymouth 
Administration  of  Justice  (Court  of  Ohanecry), 

Leave,  iU^  705 
Aylesbury  Election,  ("6)  413 
Cathedral  Trusts— The  Rochester  Grammar 

School,  Address  moved,  fiftl 
Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

Leave,  tim  119  ;  Com.  cl.  U,  105 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  1847 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Afanagemont, 

(No.  2J  3R.  1009 
Patent  Eaw  Ameudtaenfc,  2R.  0>8>  1543 
St.  Albans  Election,       150,  LM 
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Palmerstok,  Viscount,  Tiverton 
Addreaa  in  Answer  to  tbo  Speech,  Report, 
154 

Arbitration,  International,  AddrcM  movod, 

933,  947,  949 
Attendance  of  Members  in  the  IIouso  of  Peers, 

Cii8>  1947 

Brooke,  Sir  Jamca — Borneo,  Address  moved, 

Buenos  Ayros,  Relations  with,  1857,  1858 
Cairo  and  Alexandria,  Raitwajr  between, 

1958,  1S59 
Ceylon,  Com.  moved  for,  25 
Chancery,  Court  of,  Reply  to  Address,  ^"') 

ATtO 

Church   Extension,  Reply  to  Address, 
350 

Civil  BUIs,  4o.  (Ireland),  2R.  0>»>  717 
Danubian  Provinces,  The,  (»•)  1317  ;  <"«>  770 
Denmark  and  the  Duchies,  t"*)  220,  221 
Differential  Duties  (Spain),  Com.  movod  for. 
<»»)  076 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  C"*>  IS2. 

Episcopal  and-  Capitular  Estates  Manarcment, 

(No.  2}^  2R.  imi  1709 

Germanic  Confederation,  The,  <»«  1355.  1356 : 
018)  1317 

Greece,  Claims  of,       567  ;  Loan  to,  U)  't) 
Hiinenrir.n  and  Polish  Refugees,       886, 1317 ; 

tut,)       ;  (>"'  732,  783 
Kossuth,  Louis,  and  Others,  Address  moved,  f 

188 

Mails,  Conveyance  of,  by  Railways,  Com.  cl.  1, 

<1182  1633 
Naples  and  Sardinia.  1043 
Official  Salaries.  <"«  657 
Pacific©,  Don.  Claims  of,  cns)  1^57 
Papal  SUtcs.  The,  1800 
Pas.«!ports,  Address  moved,  t"*>226  :  illg>42fl 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  Com.  cl.  18, 

1921 

Protestant  Church  Abroad,        1964,  IQfiS 

Quarantine,  Law  of,  tUli  567 

Rome,  French  Occupation  of,  IJl 

San  Salvador,  Blockade  of,<"*)  277 

Sound  Dues,  The,  C"*)  Mfl 

Supply— Royal  Palaces,  Ac.  il>Z>  798  ;— Secret 
Services,  Ac.  <»•)  309  ;  —  Hong-Kong,  C^^, 
677  ;  —  Captured  Negroes,  683.  688  ;— Con- 
sular Establishments  Abroad,  902.  906.  967 ; 
— Ministers  at  Foreign  Courts,  903,  909  ; — 
Slave  Trade,  1009,  IfU't 

Turkey  and  Persia,  t"*^  122^1 

Ward,  Mr.  G. — The  Venezuelan  Government. 
W)  780 

Papal  Aggression— Ecclesiastical  Titles, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Abingor),  SM;  (Earl  of 
Roden),  1065;  (Earl  Fitrwilliam).  12.30 : 
LilSi  717  :  (Duko  of  Argyll),  577:  (Earl 
of  Enniskillen),  iy^SM.;—Boo  Ecclesiagticai 
Titles  Assumption  Bill 

Papal  States,  The, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstoy),  t»«>  1859 

Parks,  Royal,  <t'c. — Supply, 
c.  C"7J  807 

Parliament,  Houses  of— Supply, 


Parliament,  Opening  of, 
L  ^"*^  1  :  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  5; 

Ilcr  Majesty's  Reply,  LIS 
c.       52 ;  Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  52 ; 

Report,  149  ;  Iler  Majesty's  Reply.  184 
L  Proropation,  Her  Majesty's  Spewh,  1956 
c.  1900 

Partnership,  Law  of, 
c.  Com.  moved  for,  (Mr.  Slaney),  ou) 

Passengers  Act  Amendment  Bill,  * 

c.  IR  *  <"«>  184  ; 
2R.tii«)  768; 

Com.872;3R.»  1029 

IR  •  am  1004  ;  2R.  1163; 

Com.  IMl : 

Rep.  add.  cl.  (Earl  of  Mount  Cashell),  1313: 
cl.  neg.  ib. ;  SR.*  I 
Royal  Assent,  «»*)  843 

Passports, 

c.  Address  moved  (Viscount  Mahon),       221 ; 
Motion  withdrawn,  2il ; 
Question  (Mr.  J.  B.  Smith),  425 

Patent  Law  Amendment  Bill, 
L  1R.»  ai«  i22;  2R.»t"«)  1 

Patent  Law  Amendment  {No.  2)  Bill, 

I  1R.»  014)  1349  ;  2R.*  (!»«)  1 

Patent  Law  Amendment  {No.  3}  Bill, 

L  111.*  t""  1009;  2R.»  1245  ; 
Com.  iUU  5 ; 
3R.»  124 

c.  lR.»m«J2dt3j 
2R.  1534: 

Com.  Amend.  (Mr.  Uarvey),  1848  ;  Ameoi. 

withdrawn,  1852  ; 
el.  4,  Amend.  (Mr.  J.  Greene),  1852;  [0.  f. 

A.  46,N.  2,  M.  44]  IBM; 
cl.q^lMA; 

cl.  9^  Amend.  (Attorney  General),  1895 : 
cl.  iii  1890 ;  Amend.  (Attomcv  General), 

1808.  [o.  q.  A.  li  N.  48,  M.  47l'l899; 
cl.       l^'MK  1912  ; 
cl.  49,  : 

Consideration  of  Amendments,  1937  ; 
3R.»  IfiM 

Commons'  Amends,  t"*^  1933 ;  Coosidention 
put  off,  laii 

Patents, 

e.  Return  moved  for  (Colonel  Sibthorp),  C'»> 

[A.  39^  N.  70.  M.  311  aa^ 


Pattex,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,  N. 
Adjournment  of  the  Uouse — The  Derby, 

Business,  Private — Counsel  to  the  Speaker, 

Com.  movf  (1  for,  0">  185 
Caledonian  K.-vihvay,  2R.  1315 
County  Rates  and  Expenditure,  2R.  UM 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  877 
Education,  «'«  1266 
Kensini,'ton  Gardons,  UflS 
MeUuiJoIitau  Water  Supply,  01211145,  1146 
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Pattex,  Mr.  J.  W. — continued. 
Rules  oftho  House,  "'"1150 
Smithfiold  Market  Removal,  Com.  t"')  985 
South  Staflordslurc  Railway  Extension,  2R. 

(IIO  604 
Supply— Treasury,  Oil 
Water  Bills,  Metropolis,  811 

Pavmaster  General — Supply, 
c.  t""  1278 

Pecitell,  Sir  G.  R.,  Brighton 
Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Ros.       \67^  176 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  ^'"^ 

1163:  Com.  M  cl.  i>'«)  1758 
Compound  Householders,  Com.  cl.  l^^^^QM 
County   Courts   Further    Extension,  Com. 

add.  cL       29,  865,  852.  1808 
Hops,  Excise  Duty  on,  HIH 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Com.  cl.  1^  ("W  389 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Com.  add.  cl.  ^''^^ 

iM 

Naval  Medals,  1046 
Navy  Estimates,  cu»)  i23G,  1233 ;  647, 
603.  6M 

Navy,  Promotion  in  the,  l"6>  fiM;  1044 
Smithfield  Market  Removal,  Com.  cl.  10,  ('"^ 
096 

Supply— Privy  Council  Office,  1273  ;— Cap- 
tured Negroes,  QJil ; — Harbours  of  Re- 
fuge, Lima;— Post  Office  Packet  Service, 
1027 


Peel,  Sir  R.,  Tamworth, 

Agricultunil  Distress,  tn«)  ]M 

Ecclcsi.%4tical  Titles  .Assumption,  2R.  1374 

Peel,  Mr,  F.,  Leominster, 

Budget,  Th<-  K^n  iscd,  Rejx.rt,  (»s)  IQO 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Ai>sumption,  Leave,  "**J 
647;  Com.  cLL  "'"^  HIS 

Peers,  Attendance  of  Members  in  the 

House  of, 
e.  Observations  (Mr.  Hume). 0")  143; 
Cora,  moved  for  (Lord  J.  Jlussoll), 

1905  ;  Report,  1927  ; 
Res.  (Lord  J.  Russell),  1939  : 
Motion  (Rt.   Hon.  H.  L.nbouchero),  lAM; 
Amend.  (Sir  B.  Hall),  1043. 1944  ;  Amend, 
neg.  1946 ; 

Motion  (Kt.  Hon.  IL  L.ibouchcro),  1945; 

Motion  withdrawn,  1947 ; 
JBattot  for  Prcced'SH'TC,   Obscr\'ations  (Mr. 

Wukley),  HiM 

Pelh.vm,  lion.  Capt.  D.  A.,  Boston 
County  Rates  and  Expenditure,  2R.  1253 

Pentonville  Prison, 
L  Question  (Bishop  of  Oxford),  1317 

Persia  and  Turkey, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),  Cw)  1228 

Petitions,  Rule  for —  Tlie  Windoio  Tax, 

c  Observations  (Mr.  Sponkor).        820 Ex- 
plauutioa  (N'Lscouut  Duucan),  S12 


Peto,  Mr.  S.  M.,  Norwich 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  t"*)  66 
Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  cl.  8^  t*"* 
124 

Navy  Estimates,  0»7)  695 

Petty  Sessions  [Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  lR.*«'9)312j  2R.*«>"633  ; 
Com.  cL  l.<"«>  1702: 
c/.  6,  [A.  63,  N.  13,  M.  40]  1764: 
cl.  HL  Amend.  (Mr.  T.  MacCullagh),  [o.  q. 

A.  49,  N.  13,  M.  36]  1765,  1183  ; 
3R,*  1841 

/.  1R.»  am  1841 :  2R.«  188fi ;  3R.»  1905 
Royal  Assent,  1929 

Pharmacy  Bill, 
c.  C9Ii 
2R.       111 ; 

Com.  849 ;  Com.  pat  off,  860 


PiooTT,  Mr.  F.,  Beading 
County  Franchise.  2R.  831 
Episcopal  and  Capitubir  Estates  Management 

(.Vo.  2),  Com.  cl  L  lfifi2 
Health,  General  Board  of,  Cora.  1468 

Places  and  Appointments, 
c.  Return  moved  for  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  Oi«) 

1085 


PLDMriRE,  Mr,  J.  E,  Kent,  E. 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  Comm.  moved  for, 
miii ;  Com.  cl.  L        1096 ;  SR.  «>•> 

llli 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  97 
Business  oftho  House,  1318 
Church  Buildings  Act  Amendment,  2R. 
1150 

Ecclesiajftical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  t"*^  1 169 ; 

Com.  fllft 
Hops,  2R.  ("»)  194 

Hops,  Reduction  of  Exciso  Duty  on.  Leave, 
1306 

Navv  Estimates,        1222.  1236 

Religious  Uouscs,  2R.  UW)  905 

Supply— Harboure  of  Refuge.  816  Com- 
missioners of  Railways.  L2iii ; — Now  Zea- 
land, »>«>  664,  669 


Plowdek,  Mr.  W.  IL  C.  Newport  {Isle  of 

Wight) 

St.  Andrew's  Church,  Marylebone,  884 

Police,  Metropolis^  Bill, 
c.  lR.*f'7>llll; 

2R.  768  ;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.  Groy), 
770  ;  Bill  put  off,  m 

Police  of  Dublin — Supply, 
c.  msiaiii 

Polish  Refugees, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),  0")  132 

Political  Refugees  in  England, 

L  Obsorviitions  (Lord  Lyndhurst),  021 
c.  Qucetion  (Ut.  lion.  J.  H.  Wortley),  833 
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Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Ireland), 
c.  Res.  (Mr.  ScuUy),  (>'•>  315.  [A.  42,  N.  04, 
M.  22],  302 

Poor  Law  Commissioners — Supply, 
c.        laaa ;  Um :  Amend.  (Col.  Sib- 

thorp),  [A.  83,  N.  81,  M.  48J  1026 

Poor  Laws, 

e.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  P.  Scropo),        816  ; 
HouM  Counted  Out,  aiA 

Poor  Laws  { Trcland), 
c.  CorrespondeDce  moved  for  (Mr.  Scully),  ^^^^ 
221 

Poor  Hates, 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.   Grantley  Berkeley), 
C>»<)  593  ;  Motion  withdrawn,  604 

Poor  Relief  Act  Continuance  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  0>»'  040  :  2R.*  u:i/  ;  311.* 
MR.*         I5G1  ;  3R.*  1637;  liep.* 
SR.*  1765 
Royal  Assent,  1956 

Portal,  Mr.  M.,  IlampsJure,  iV. 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Asjiuuiption,  2R.  523 

PoHTMAN,  Lord 

Apprentices  and  Servants,  3R.  Amend,  t*'*^ 
679 

Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  Com. 
853. 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Ertatcs,  1070 
Tithes,  Assessment  of,       507,  610. 

Portpatrick  Harbour — Supply, 

C.  819 

Ports  and  Tlarhours  Dill, 
c.  IR.*  1005 

Postage  f?tamp$, 
c.  Q,ue«tion  (Lord  Naas),  1081 

Post  Ofjice — Money  Order  Department, 
L  Petition,  Mr.  Mcisor,  (Earl  of  St.  Gurmans), 
O")  268 

c.  Packet  Service— Supplfj,  im 

Potter,  Mr.  M.,  Cork,  Co. 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  H^*'  256  ; 

Com.  cl.  2,  10:>0 
Hawlbolino,  Com.  moved  for,  910 
Improvement  of  Towns  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  120, 

Powis,  Earl  of 

Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  2R. 
123 

Oaths  of  Supremacy,  I""  2a4 

Railw.iys  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  <"«>  131 

Smithfleld  M.arket  Removal,  Rep.  15ii2 

Prerogative  Court  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR**  t"*>  638 

Prick,  Sir  R.,  Hereford 

Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  Mem- 
bers, 0>«  MH 


Prince  Edward's  Island — Supply, 
c.  601 

Prinsep,  Mr.      T.  Harwich 
Budget.  The  Revised.  Report,       1148,  1U9 
Coffee  Duties  Act,  Ren.  1&2 
India,  Steam    Communicatioo    with,  Com. 

moved  for,  fiofl 
Navigation  Laws,  808 

Printing  and  Stationery — Supply, 

c.  aii. 

Prisons,  Inspection  of — Supply, 
c.  C"»)316 

Prisons  (Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  IR  *       2a ;  2R.*  792  ;  3R.*  iifl 
/.  IR.*  (>m  533  ;  aR»  018}  1;  Rep»  124; 

3R.*  211 

Royal  Assent,  i;iH2 

Prisoners,  Maintenance  of    in  C<ncKtjl 

Oaols —  S  upply, 
e.  316 

Privilege — TTie  Appellate  JurisdicH<mj 
L  Motion  (Lord  Lyndtmrst),  cu;)  jyjjsj 

Privy  Council  Office — Supphf, 
c.  1271 

Privy  Seal,  Lord — Supply, 
c.  1275 

Process  and  Practice  (Ireland)  Bill, 
C.  IR.*  ^"»'  792;  211.'  MI; 
Cora,  mia  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Keogh),  &^  [L  W, 

Jf.  85,  M.  35]  1205  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Revnolds),  ib.,  [A.  35^  N.  71, 

M.  42]  12M :        499 ; 
3R.*  1321 

L  IR.*  1395:  2R.*        976;  Rep.*  UMi 
3R.*  1245 
Royal  Assent,  mil  124 

Property  Tax  Bill, 
e.  IR,*  1226: 
2R.  fllfil  281;  Amend.  (Mr.  Spooner),  297: 

Amend,  ncg.  304  ; 
Com.  429  ;  luatruction  (Col.  Sibthorp).  ^ : 
cl.  1.  4.12  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Froshficld). 
Antend.  withdrawn,  4S7 ;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Hume).  443.  [A.  244,  N.  230,  M.  14] 
496.510  ; 

cl.  2»  Proviso  (Mr.  ChapUn),  554j  ^ 

viso  withdrawn,  536  ; 
add.  cl  (Mr.  J.  B.  Smiths  tb.  ;  cL  wiUi- 
drawn,  537  ;  odd,  cl.  (CJiaiiccUor  of  tbe 
Exchequci-),  7T2  ; 
Provijo(Ool.  Sibthorp),  lia  ;  Vnmsa  with- 
drawn, Ut. : 
3R.  AM 
L  1R.»  <"*>fta5; 

211.  1072* 

Com.  1160;  3R.*  120 
Royal  Assent,  t"'>  444 ; — ace  Income  and  Av- 

pcrty  Tax 

Prorogation  of  Parliament'^  Queens 

Speech, 
L  1050 


PRO 


PUN 


ProsectUions,  Expenses  of,  BiU, 

c.  Leave,  tii*>825;  IR.*  829; 
2R.  1293; 

Com.  c/.  2,  11151 205  ;  d.  3,  207  : 
c/.  5i  207 ;  cL  postponed,  211 ; 
c/.  6^211 ; 
3R.       206  ;  Bill  pawod,  200 
LIK*  ("«M; 
2R.  1072  ; 
3R.»  324 
Rojral  Assent,  1804 

Prosser,  Mr.F.  R.  W.,  Eei'efordshire 
Abjuration,  Oath  .of  (Jews),  Cora,  moved  for, 
cm)  1014 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com. 
1000  ;  c/.  3.  tllZl  1045 

Proteclivc  Duties  in  the  United  States, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Booker),  »>»>  QM 

Pirotests, 

L  Scektiattical  Titles  Assumption,  1676 

Protestant  Worship  Abroad, 
I  Address  moved  (Earl  of  Shaftesbury),  C"»> 
1056 

c.  Question  (Sir  R.  Inglls),  IflfiS 

ProfeHant  Worship  in  Romet 
L  Question  (Earl  of  llarrowby),  1039 

Pxtblic  Bouses  {Scotland)  Bill, 
I  lR.»o»*)773 
2R.  <»"  1 : 
SR.  777 : 
c.  IR.*  "">078; 
2R.  (iw)  118;  Amend.  (Mi-.  Hume),  lift; 
Bill  withdrawn, 

Works  (India), 
L  Papers  moved  for  (Lord  Whamoliffe), 

335 

Public  Works  {Ireland)— Supphj, 
c  ("HfiSfi  :  Amend.  (Mr.  Spooncr),  822 ;  [A.  112, 

N.  121,  M.  2]  aai 

Public  Works  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c  IK*       22  ;  2R.»  U2  ;  3R.»  m 
L  1R,»<»«>506  ;  2R.»liia2  :  Rep.*  1471 !  3R.» 
1561 

Royal  Assent,  1804 

Public   Works,  Board  of  {Ireland)  — 
Supply, 

r  (117)  1301 

Public  Works,  Fisheries,  A'c.  Bill, 
e  1R.»  cni>)  22;  2R.*  142:  .IR.* 
i  IR*  C"8)  605  ;  2R.»  fiiii  ;  Hep.*       ;  3R.* 

Royal  Assent,  11182 

Punjab  Booty, 
i.  Returns  moved  for  (Earl  of  Ellcnborough), 
m«  UM :  Question,  41112  028 
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Purchase  of  Lands  Facilitation^  &c. 

{Ireland)  {No.  2}  Bill, 
I.  IR*  t»">  1060  ; 

2R.  tll51  200  ;  Amend.  (The  Lord  Chancellor), 
205,  [o.  q.  Content       Not-Content  16, 
[.  13]  206 


M. 


Pmeyism-^  The  Established  Church, 

e.  (iucstion  (Sir  B.  HaU),  Oi«  IflSft 

Quarantine,  Law  of. 
Question  (Mr.  Urquhart),  666 

Queen's  Speech,  The— Opening  op  Par- 

LIAMKNT 

L        2 ;  Address  moved,  fi ;  Her  Majesty's 
RcplT.  170; 
PrQro'}'i(wn  of  ParUament,^^^^^  1066 

c.  Address  moved,       fi2 ;  Report ;  Uer  Ma- 
jesty's Reply,  184 

Omen  Domager,  Funeral  of  the — Supply, 
c.  Observations  (,Mr.  W.  WiliiaciJs),         1017 ; 
(Sir  B.  Uall),  mi 

Railtcay  Accidents, 
c.  Question  (Sir  G.  Clerk),  <"«>  I2M 

Bailvray  Accounts,  Audit  of.  Bill, 
r.  1R.*'("0  1160; 
2R.      HIS  : 

Com.  <»«>  655 :  Amend.  (Mr.  Chaplin),  CC2, 
[0.  q.  A.  72,  N.  49,  M.  231  004  : 
cl  1,  Amend.  (Mr.  E.  B.  Demson),  666 ; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  607,  [A.  81,  N.  60, 
M.  211  072  ;  c/.  6,  t6.  ; 
cl.  8^  Amend.  (Mr.  IL  Brown),  673 ;  [o.  q. 
A  57,  N.  5jL    The  Chairman  then  voted 


with  the  Ayosl  filS  ;  , .  ^ 

Amend.  (Mr.  £.  ElHce),  111.  [A.  77, 
N  i2,  M.35J  Amend.  (Mr.  11.  Brown), 
ib^  [r.  p.  A.  02,  N.  66,  M.  Oj  128 

Railway  Accounts,  Audit  of.  Bill  {No.  2), 
c.  1R.»  961 

Railways,  Commissioners  of-^Supply, 

c.  O'"  1293 

Railways,  Commissioners  of,  Act  Repeal 

Bill, 

e  IR  •  Ui81 114.1 ;  2R.»  1389  ;  3R.^  1611 
/.'  1R.«  t"8>  1601 ;  2R.»  1804;  Rep.*  1841  ; 
3R.»  1M2 
Royal  Assent,  1920 

Railways  in  British  North  America, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Stanley),       141 ;  Question 
(Lord  Stanley),  iOdfi 

Railways  in  the  South  of  Ireland, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Monteagle),  <»«^  123 

Ra™n,  Lieut.  Col.  J.  D.,  Armagh  City 

Appn-.nticcs  nnd  ScrvantH.  2R.  m3 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.i""491 ; 

Com.  cl.  2,  t"')  373.  Uilh 
Kihuniiihnm  nospital,       TM  , 
St.  Taol's  Catht  dnil,  Froo  Admittance  to, 

217 

Supply— New  House  of  Commons,  194;— 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  831 


RBO 

Records,  Public- 
e.  813 


REY 
■Supply, 
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REY 
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Redesdale,  Lord 

Appellate  Jurisdiction,        1311.  1312 

Apprentices  and  Servnnta,  2R.  IIM  1116 

Census,  The— Population  Act,  ir.lQ 

Chancery  Reform,  tUSi  700 

Committees,  Chairman  of,  61 

Common  Law,  Courts  of.  Commission,  535 

Conference — Communication  between  the  Lorda 

and  Commons,  OI6)  077 
Convocation,  Papers  moved  for,  QUI  516,  660 
Flour,  Foreign,  Importation  of,  073 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com. 

1614  ;  3R.  IMU 
Pasaengers  Act  Amendment,  2R.  l'i*>  1164 
Railways  in  the  South  of  Ireland,        124, 127 
Representative  Peerage  of  Scotland,  <"^>  777 
St.   Albans   Bribery  Commission,  Commons' 

Amends.  lQ.-t4 
Shipping  Interest.  The,  1044 
Smithlu  ld  Market  Removal,  Rep.  0>8)  1^  4j 

Standing  Orders,  191,         ^P-  1^68 

Registration  of  Assurances  Bill, 
L  lR.»t»«873;  2R.  Oi»)3; 

Petitions  (Lord  Feversham),  ("«  SIS  ;  (Lord 
Stanley),  t6. ;  (Lord  Chancellor),  1311 ; 
Report,  1158  ; 

Com.       -255^  lilO 

Rop.  1077 : 

3R.  1137 
c.  1R.»       1253  ; 

Petition  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  J.  Graham),  fifi2 

Reib,  Colonel  G.  A.,  Windsor 
Army  Estimates,       806^  819^  822 
Army  Examination  at  Sandhurst  College,  1"*) 
307 

Religious  Houses  Bill, 

C.  1R.»  0">  1241  ; 
2R.  <»«)  948  ;  Amend.  (E,-irl  of  Arundel  and 
Surrey),  968,  [0.  q.  A.  91,  N.  123,  M.  321 
988 

R^igious  Tests  in  Universities, 
C.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Ileywood),  ^"7>  looO ; 
House  counted  out,  1009 

Rent  Charges, 

L  Petitions  (Earl  of  Malmcsbury),  501 

Representative  Peerage  of  Scotland, 
L  Obsenations  (Earl  of  Eglintoun),  770 

Representative  Peers  (Scotland)  Bill, 
L  1R.»        1009  :  2R.»        124  ;  3R.*  AM 
c.  IR.*         ftlH ;  2R.*  USa. ;  Rcp.»  1531  ; 
SR.*  IMS 
Royal  Assent,  Ulfii  1929 

Reynolds,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  City 

Agricultural  Distress,  92 

Budget,  The  Revised,  Report,  t"*)  llflO 

Civil  Bills,  Ac.  (Ireland),  2R.  Amend.  01*2  Hi ; 

Com.  ("75  1110,  nil.  1112;  cl  2,  ib.; 

cl.  22^  018)  337  .  cl.  73,  343  ;  3R.  622i 

cl.  100,  025 

Convents — Petition  of  tho  Rev,  P.  Connelly, 
OW)  lias 

[cont. 


Retxoldb,  Mr.  J. — continued. 
Coroners,  2iL  112 
Count  Out,  The,  ("«)  fll2  ;  401 
Dingle  Workhou  se.O")  1095.1096. 1144.  1146 
Dublin  Hospitals,  ("»>  049,  656,  693 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  .Assumption,  Leave,  t"*) 
265,  219;  2R.  1332  ;  (>i»>  Mi  (Mr.  Drum- 
moud's  Speech),  337,  488,  493  ;  Com.  <"« 
816 :  Adj.  moved,  877,  8S9,  1014.  1037, 
1046;  Tho  Preamble,  Amend.  1006,  1115. 
1149;  d.      1343.  1391.  1417,  1444.  1445. 
144S,  lifij  :  017)  312,  317,  3ig  .  d  2^  331^ 

387.  390.  393,  304  ;  Amend.  574,  683.  586. 

609  ;  Amend.  622,  624.  627.  lOlSt ;  d.  3^ 

1026.  1040.   1011  :  <idd.  cl.  1320,  1323. 

1321;  3R,  Oi«)  211  ;  The  Title,  246.  242 
Ennis  Union  Workhouse.  iiiSl  1 166,  UM 
Homc-mado  Spirits  in  Bond,  Com.  moved  for, 

("»)614:  2R.  ('"^-na 
Ilorfield  Manor  Estate,  C"»>  2511 
Improvement  of  Towns  (Ireland),  Com.  el.  86. 

1559 

Ireland,  State  of.  Com.  moved  for,  Ois)  1287 
Jews — Oath  of  Abjuration,  Com.  cl.  1^  OiT)  1  iqo 
Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  Mem- 
bers, 016)  735^  gajj 

Kilmainbam  Hospital,  0«)  740 

Kilrush   and    Fnnistymon   Unions,  Returns 

moved  for,  iii^  1037  ;  0>7)  657 
Late  Sitting*,  OU)  143 
Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,  136 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  2,  Oin 

1244  :  cl.  6.  Ois)  123  ;  Proviso,  1389 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com,  1558 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  111^1  720 
Ministerial  Crisis — Explanation,  tlWi  1078 
Process  and   Practice   (Ireland),  Com,  OU) 

1203.  1204;  Amend.  1205,  1200 
Property  Tax,  Com.  0>«)  US 
St.  Andrew's  Church.  Marylcbone,  OiO  8S2 
Salomons  David  —  Oath  of  Abjuration,  OW 

Savings  Banks,  Address  moved,  0>7)  1198, 
1201 

Supply — Poor  Law  Commissioners,  ("^  1284. 
1285.  1290  ;— Board  of  Public  Works  (Ire- 
land), 1303  ;— Printing  and  Stationery,  tUSi 
315  ; — Lying-in  Hospital,  Dublin,  Ml ; — 
Incumbered  Estates  Commissiou  (Ireland), 
CM  ; — New  Bridge,  Invomoss,  1000  ; — Post 
Office  Packet  Serv  ice,  1030  ;— Funeral  of  the 
Queen  Dowager,  1042 

Valuation  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  1^  ill2i  1381 

RlCARDO,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Stoke-upon- Trent 
Audit  of  Railway  Account*,  Com.  tuo)  5^4  . 
cl.  V,  669,  Qlil ;  cl.  C,  672  :  cl.  8,  673,  616 ; 
O'^riig.  119.  120,  122,  123 
Differential  Duties  (Sixain),  Com.  mored  for. 
O")  680 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  Minutes 

moved  for,  018)  1903 
Murcantilo  Marino  Act  Amendment,  Com. 

add.  cl.  oi»)  1055 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  2R.  QlSi  1540  ;  Com. 

1850 ;  d.  4^  1862,  lBfi3  ;  d.  6,  lS5i  ;  d.  LL 

1808.  lailfl  ;  d.  18,  1901,  mu 

Rice,  Mr.  E.  R.,  Dovor 
County  Franchise,  2R.  0>»)  926 
County  Rates   and    Expenditure,  SR.  Oio 
12M  [eont. 


RIC 
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RiCB,  Mr.  E.  TX.—cont. 
Episcopal  nnd  Capitular  Estjitcs  IkLinagcmcDt, 

Com.  tUfi  L32a  :  cl.  8,  IBM 
Smithfield  Market  Romoval,  Com.  (""085 
Supply— Education,  GM 


Richards,  Mr.  R.,  Merionethshire 
Highways  (South  Wales),  Com.  357 

Richmond,  Duke  of 

Address  in  Answer  to  tho  Speech,  30 
Agrioultaral  Distress,  793 
AppcUutc  Jurisdiction— IVivilepe,  ("'^  IMfi 
Apprentices  and  Servants,  3R.  SIS 
Burial  Rights  (Chichester),  Refusal  of, 
047 

Committocs,  ClLiirman  of.  ^ 
Episcopal  and  Capitular   Ej,UtC8,  2R. 

1221  :  1077 
Guano,  Dutv  on,  ("«)  1316,  131G 
PcntonTillf  Trisun,  ("*> 

Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotland),  2a.        Mill ; 

(117)  caa 

Smithfield  Market  Removal,  SUnding  Orders, 


Roche,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Cork  Cxty 

Business,  Public,  ("«  343 

Civil  Bills,  &c.  (Ircbina),  2R.  (""  115  ;  Com. 

("n  LLll :  cl  73.  34(i 
Dublin  Hospitals,  (>")  663 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  ("•> 

231.  360 :  Adj.  moved,  301  ;  2R.  ("«  &1  ; 

Cora.  Tiio  Preamble,  ("«>  1112. 1 133  ;    c/.  L 

14.<t0  :  c/.  2,  (>>"  309,  37(L  ^ ;  c/.  3^  IMi 
Hawlbolino,  Com.  moved  for,  ^  916 
llome-mado  Spirits  in  Bond,  Com.  moved  for, 

(ilii  000 

Improvement  of  Towns  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  172, 
am  15G0 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  t"'^ 
568 

Incumbered  Efttatos  Leasing  (Ireland),  2R.  ('"^ 
1336 

Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Com.  cl  6^  ("« 

mil ;  cl  2(>.  1673 
Milling  Trade  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,  di^i 

823 

Patent   Law   Amendment,  Com.  cl  18, 
1021 

Pottv  Sessions  (Ireland),  Com.  cl  10.("*>  1704, 
1786 

Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Ireland),  am  330 
Supply  —  Dissenting  Ministem  (Ireland),  ("»^ 

AM; — Incumbered  Estates  Couunission  (Ire 

land).  090,  alli 
Valuation  (Ireland),  Com.   ^  421  ;  The 

Preamble,  1380 

Rochester  Grammar  School, 
c.  Address  moved  (Mr.  Mowatt),       673  ;  Mo 
tion  neg.  597 


RoDEX,  Earl  of 

Address  in  Answer  to  tho  Speech,  ("«>  Ifl 
Papal  Aggression — Ecclesiastical  Titles,  ("'J 
1065 

VOL.  CXVIII.   [thikd  series.] 


loEiJUCK,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 
Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.  (»«>  380,  3fl2 
Address  in  .Answer  to  tho  Speech,  ('"^  68 
Arbitration,  International,  Address  moved,  ("^ 

Ceylon,  Threatened  Vnto  of  Censure,  tli^l  2fl 

Com.  moved  for,  ("'^  61 
Civil  Bills  (Ireland),  Com.  cl  73,(»W  845,  848 
Danish  Claims,  Address  moved,  (""  1265 
Duugarvan,  New  Writ  for,  «»*>  134^  IM 
Ecol'>siastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  ("** 
211 ;   2R.  (•»*>  aim  ;   Com.  ("«  832,  873 ; 
The  Preamble,  1103.  1109, 1145,  1150  ;  c£  L 
1136.  1138.  mS,  13G1.  1367,  1369  ;  3R. 
ci.2»(»»>221 
Ilomc-mado  Spirits  in  Bond,  Com.  moved  for, 

Kaffir  War,  Address  riovcd,("«>  272 
Miuistoriul  Crisis — Explanation,  (^>*>  805 
Property  Tax,  Com.  cl.  L  498 
National  Und  Company,  (""  259,  261 
St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  Leave,  ("•> 

640,  652 
St.  Albans  Election,  ("«  153 
Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  Com.  ("'^  956 

Rolls,  Master  of  the,  see  Master  op 

THE  Rolls 

Roman  Catholic  Belief, 
c.  Leave,  (»>«  302,  [A.  35^  N.  115,  M.  140]  3113 

Rome,  Court  of— Lord  Minto's  Mission, 
L  Quostion  {Earl  Fitzwilliaai),        IM ; 
Obicrvatious  (Lord  Stanley),  119 

Rome,  French  Occupation  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Buncombe),  ("•>  Hi 

RoMiLLY,  Right  ITon.  Sir  J.  (Attorxey 
General — Master  op  the  Rolls), 
Devonport, 
Administration  of  Justice  (Court  of  Chancery), 

Leave,  ("»'  HI 
Chancery,  Court  of,  Address  moved,  ("J^  131i2 
Designs  Act  Extension,   2R.  ("«  493,  4M; 
Com.  mi^ ;  cl.  L  ^^-^ ;  The  Preamble, 

ml 

Dun;;:irran,  Now  Writ  for,  iliii  135.  136 
Ectlesiastic.1l  Titles  Assumption,  I>oavc,  am 

2M  ;  211.  ("»  408:  Com.  d.  L^"*^  1338  : 

c/.  2,  am  613 
Jesuits,  Address  moved,  ("«>  61L  612 
Navy  Estimates,  om  005 
Process  and  Practice  (In  land),  Com.  ("*i  1205 
St.  Alb-ins  Election,  ("«)  157 
Vicc-Chaneellor,  Apoointmcnt  of  a,  2R. 

1102:  Rep.  (»»>  7i3 

Romilly,  Colonel  F..  Canterbury 
County  Francyso,  2R.  (>'*>  029 

Rothschild,  Baron  de — City  of  London 
Petition, 

c.  ("•>  1505  :  Tliat  Counsel  be  heard  at  the  Bar 
(Mr.  0.  Anstcy),  1000,  [A.  41,  N.  77,  M.30] 
160Z 
±  C 
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Rules  of  ilie  Bouse, 
C.  Question  (Mr.  Frewcn),  10 

Rushton,  Mr.,  The  late, 
e.  Ol»«;rTationa  (Mr.  T.  M'CuUagb),  OW)  ^ 

Russell,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  J.,  London 

AbjuntioD,  Oath  of  (Jews),  Com.  moved  for, 
lOOfi;  2R.  tiw)  iiifl;  Com.  d.  L 
1 '>'■>'■) ;  3K.  ^'"^^  I  IJ.  Uli 
Addrossoa  to  Uer  Majesty,       161,  165,  160, 

170 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  114 
Adjournment  of  the  House — Tbo  Great  £x- 

iiibilion,        342^  343 
Administration  of  Justice  (Court  of  Cbanconr), 

I^aro,  »W  685^  ^ 
Agricultural  Distress,  (»««  391^  450,  QM; 

100,  im 

Army  Estimatoa,       703,  767,  768.  Ifia 
Assurances,  Registration  of,  5fill 
Attendance  of  Members  iu  the  Uouse  of  Peers, 

Com.  moved  for,         1905 ;  Report,  1027, 

102S  ;  R«8.  Ift3».  1941,  1940.  194" 
Bud^ft,  T!if^W.iys  and  Means,  <"«  739^  887  ; 

Kcviacd  Bud^'ut,        729,  744,  745,  1100, 

1200 

Business,  Public,  1122.  1318.  1319,  1320, 
1322;  (»*>  344,  730,  1333:  551  JOO, 
701,  703 

Cape  of  Good  Hope— Kaffir  War,  l"«>  1121, 

1167.  1174.  1170 ;  AddrcsH  movod,  Amend. 

tii«)  237,  249,  1827.  T328  ;  iHn  737,  750, 

762,  70L  768  ;  1318 
Cathedral  Trusts  —  The  Rochester  Gmmmar 

School,  Address  moved,  t"»>  593 
CejUm— Threatened  Vote  of  Censure,  23, 

25 :  Comm.  moved  for.       93,  2iifi 

Chanoery,  Court  of,  oQl ;  Address  moved, 
017)  1374 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Commission, 

Leave,  0>»  703,  126:   Com.  1304,  1305; 

cl.  L       150,  IM  :  cL  1^162;  c/.  14^  165  ; 

c/,       17L  172,  173;      10,  174j  ^iR.  569 
Chief  Justices  Salaries,  Leave,  OU)  7^ 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  Cora.  cl.  1^ 
1749,  1752,  1758,  1254;  add,  cl.  1761, 

17<'.2.  I  SU 
Church  Rates,  Com.  moved  for,  1248 
Church,  Services  of  the,  fiiia 
Church,  The  Eatablislied— Pusoyism,  ">Ml033, 

Civil  iiills  (Ireland),  3R.  iiM  622 

Colonial  Property  Qualification,  Com.  222 

Colonios,  (»«  1,384,  1443 

Compound  Iloiiselioldcrs,  2R.       822  ;  Com. 

cL  L        003i  90Q 
Count  Out,  The,  t"0  1^22 
County  Franchise,  Leave,        Sal ;  2R. 

County  Rates  and  Expenditure,  2R.  1290 
Customs,  2R.         784,  786i  311.  I115i  1462. 
1464, 1467 

Differential  Duties  '(Spain),  Com.  moved  for, 

Ecclesiaiitical  Commissioners  and  the  Bishops, 

OW  207.  G64 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  OUJ 

•l>^7.;i.Ml.  265.  380,  361,  472,  493,  497  :  2R. 

1140.  1147  ;         309  ;  (Mr.  Drummond's 

Speech),  836,  SOfi ;  i22,  486,  488,  400.  493, 

[eont. 


Ili-ssKLL,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  J. — coat. 

.T7S.  519  ;  Com.  Mr.  Urquhart's  Amend- 
6 -'3.  S:W  ;  Mr.  Moore's  Motion,  ^srti.  SS'J, 
OO.j,  930,  1U37,  1039  :  Tlic  I'reambk-. 

1049,  1  "30.  1054.  1056,  1057,  ItMl,  ll'/J. 
1110.  nil.  1114.  1115.  1138  :  cl.  L  1331, 
1303.  1371,  1378. 1417;  Mr.  Keotrh's  Amend. 
1  424,  1426,  1451.  1457.  1461  ;  C»"  2IL  3«1, 
310.  318.  321,  323:  cl.  2.  394  ;   Mr.  lU-y- 
nolds'  Amend.  58,        ;  Sir  IL  Willoughby's 
Amend.  596:  Sir  F.  'i  besiger  s  Amend.  620, 
022.  623,  628;  Mr.  Monsell's  Amend.  1017: 
cl.  3,  1039:  Mr.  S.  Crawford's  Amend.  1046; 
add.  cl.  (Sir  IL  Inglis),  mi ;  Preamble, 
Mr.  Walpole's  Amend.  1080,  1095.  1096; 
add.  cl.  (Mr.  Kcogh),  1320,  1323;  Sir  F. 
Thcsiger's  Amends.    1338.    1351,  1358; 
SR.  d.  2,  Amend.  Olil  21^  240  ;  The  Title, 
254.266 
Education,  National,  555 
Ennistymon  Union,  Com.  moved  for,  757 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Manasement, 
(No.  2],  Com.        1812,  1318.  1823:  1824; 
c/.  1,  1873 
Epis)cop.il  Incomes,  <^">  1394 
Exeter,  Diocesan  Synod  of,  421 
Exhibition  of  the  Works  of  Industry.       1314 ; 

Ucr  ilajesty's  Reply  to  Address.  Ol*)  mH 
Franchise.  Extension  of  the,  0«*>  373,  815 
Harwich  Election.  Com.  moved  for,  i»'*>  836 
Ilome-made  Spirits  in  Bond,  Com.  moved  fer, 

625,  ML  636 
Hop  Dutv,  Address  moved,  574 
House  Tax,  The  Proposed— The  Franchise, 
815 

Ineomo  and  Property  Tax,  Com.  moved  far, 

(118)   130;  368,  365,  all  ;  Minutes 

moved  for,       1954.  1061 
India.  Alfiiirs  of.  Address  moved,  9fil 
Inhabited  House  Dutv,  3R.  436 
Ionian  Islands,  IMl 
Ireland,  Sutoof,  Com.  moved  for,  1292 
Jewish  Disabilities,  161 
Judges  (Scotland),  ("»  Hfi 
Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Appointmeot  of  BJem- 

bers,       732,  738,  JM 
Kilmainham  Hospital,  741 
Kilrush  Union,  t"*)  211,  212.  m 
Law  Courts  (Ireland),  C"*>508 
Ley,  John  Henry.  Res.        138.  1^ 
Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Irehind,  <"«>  ISO 
Malt  Tax.  Leave,  (»«)  72O 
Metropolitan    Interment,  Com.  1353. 

1557 

Metropolitan  Sewers,  Com.         1704,  illO, 

1711  ;  c/.  5,1716 
Ministerial  Crisis— Explnnation,        892, 805, 

1029.  1042.  1062.  1174.  1070.  1081 
Mortmain.  «»•>  Ism 
C)fBcial  Salaries,  Hi^  537,  561 
Places  and  Appointments,  Return  moved  for, 

OJO  1005 

Process  and  Practice  (Ireland),  Com.<»'*>  1203 ; 
(>»sj  500 

Property  Tax.  Com.  ei  L       484.  492,  ML 
617,627,  529  ;  c/.  2.  534,  635,53« 

Religious  Tests  in  Universities,  Com.  moved 
for,  tun  1006 

St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  Leave, 
653 

St.  Albans  Election.  OiM  U20,  1121  i  '»">  155. 

223.  226.  309,  343,  360.  liM 
St.  Andrew's  Church,  Marylebone,  (»'*>879 
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RussxLL,  Rt.  IIoD.  Lord  J. — coat. 

SalomoDS,  David — Oath  of  AbjuiiktioD,  t"*^ 
1145,  1140.  H4'J,  117t>.  1211.  121'..  1217, 
13U>.  1320,  1352,  1361. 13tW  :  That  Counael 
be  heard  at  the  Bar,  16U1.  1322. 
School  Books,  GovernmL'tit,  215 
School  E»t.-iblishmcnt  (Scolland),  211.  t""  433 
Select  Comraitfcos,  795 
Smithflold  Enlargement,  2U,  1332 
Smithfteld  Market  RemovnI.  2R.  O")  1340. 

1342.  1346:  Com.  cl.  3, 
Supply— Royal  I'aLices,  &c.  0>"  7S8,  79L  ; 
— Itoval  i'arks,  80'.>,  fiJii ;— Treasury,  836, 
839.  aifi  ;— Kaifir  War,  1104  ;— I/Ord  Privy 
Seal.  1375.  1270. 1278  ;— State  Paper  Office, 
1279  : — EcclesiastieiU  Commissioners,  12^0. 
1281.  12S2 : — Salaries  of  certain  Officcra  in 
Scotland,  1290  ; — Transportation  of  Con- 
victs, aifl  ;— British  Museum,  601,  M2  : 
—Public  Education,  603,  lliL  017  :— New 
Zealand,  666  ;  —  Captured  Negroes,  090  ; 
— Consular  Establitthmenta  Abroad,  691. 602, 
693 

Universities  (Scotland),  Leave,  720 

Water  Supply,  Meti-opoliUn.  835 

Woods  and  Forests,  Returus  moved  for,  ^'"J 

677  :  Com.  iim  U5  ;  cl.  h        :  d.  4^  168, 

187  ;  3R.  li2fL 

Sadt-kir,  Mr.  J.,  Carlow  Borough 

Civil  Bills  (Ireland),        21  ;  2R.  413 
Eei-lesi.-istical  Tillos  Assumption,  Leave, 
667;  2R.       108,  ISi :  Com.        781 199, 
f^f>5  :  cl.  L  1374  :  Amend.  1381, 1386  ;  Pro- 
^  viso,  UaH ;  cl.  2,  OJn  lou;  cl.  3.  1039 
Kaffir  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  Mem- 
bers, 739 
Ministerial  Crisis — Explan.-ition,  ^'i*'  1084 
Process  and  rractice(Ireland),  Com.  f  1205, 

1200  ;        499,  500 
Tithe  Rent  Charge  (Ireland).        UO.  123 
Valuation  (Ircknd),  Leave,  772 

;S'<.  Albans  Bvihcry  Commission  Bill, 
c.  Leave.  ("«  6,17  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  CoLdcp).  647  : 
Amend,  withdrawn,  655 ; 
1  R.*  679  :  2R.*  093  : 

Com.  Amend.  (Mr.  Bankes),  14C1.  [A.  10, 
N.  64,  M.3j1  1462:  Amend.  (Col.  Sihthorp), 
ib.  [A.  15^  N.  60.  M.  35j  1463;  449; 
Amend.  (Mr.  J.  Stuart),  454[  A.  10^  N.  54, 
M.  441  J  ^'f : 
d.  L      ^^7,  [A.  00,  .\.  17,  M.  40]  SQi; 
cl.  2^893;  cl.6^Ml;  d.  S,  ib.  ; 
3R.    1253  :     Adj.    xnsHiilA   (Mr.  Frewen), 
1254;   Motion  withdrawn,  1257;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Bankes),  1259,  \o.  q.  A.  37.  N.  16, 
M.  211  12C3 
L  IR.*™  1306  ;  2R.»       505  ;  3R.»  1 210 
e.  Lords'  Amends,  consid..  Amend,  (lion.  E. 

P.  Bouvorie),  1904 
L  Commous'  Amends,  consid.,  ^'"^  1034 
Royal  AstcDt,  lUM 

Albans  Election, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Agllonhy),  «'«  122,  [A.  79, 
N.  204,  M.  12^  728  ;  Report,  1117, 1201 ; 

Petition  (Mr.  Aglionby),  12211:  Conaidcration 
postponed,  1299  ; 

Motion  (Mr.  E.  Ellice),       1228  ; 

Motion  (.Mr.  Aglionby),  1299 ;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 1300  ; 

[coni. 


St.  Albans  ElccHon—cont, 

Petition  (Mr.  Aglionby),  1357  ;  Motion  D«g. 

1304  ; 

Motion  (Mr.  Aglionby),  (»•)  22;  Amend.  (Mr. 

Walpole),  24;  Adj.  Debate,  148;  Ac^, 
moved  (Lord  J.  Russell),  159.  [A.  108, 
N.  87,  M.  21]  104,  217j  Amend,  and 
Motion  withdmwD,  21B ;  Amend.  (Sir  F. 
Thesiger),222: 

77k.-  Wihu'sn't,  Address  moved  (Lord  J.  Ru*> 
sell),  o08,  343  ; 

Inwrisonm'.'rU  of  Benry  Edwards,  t'W  897  t 
Motion  (Mr.  Spooner),  898,  [A.  i  N.  133, 
M.  120] 

St.  Andrew's  Church,  Mnrylehonef 
c.  Question  (Sir  B.  Uull),t"«5  SI5 

St.  David '8,  Bisbop  of 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  9R. 
1134 

Marriages,  2R.  <"♦)  031 

St.  DaviiVs,  Bishop  of, 
c  Obsisrvationa  (Mr.  M.  Miloes),  UlSl 

St.  Germaxs,  Earl  of 

Civil  Bills  (Ir.'l-.ru!),  2R.  ("«  lIiS3 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  aR.<"*'  1287: 

Com.  1604;  cl.  L  1519 ;  cl.  8,  1830  ;  8R. 

add.  cl.  1673 
Ecclesiastical  Titles — Removal  of  Doubts,  2R. 

01111892 

Marriages,  2R.  OU)  800,  021.  »20,  993 
Ministerial  Crisis — Explanation,  tllil  889 
Nicholls,  Mr.,  late  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law 

Board,  161 
Post  Office— Money  Order  Department, 

268,  215 

St.  Helena — Supply, 
e.  <>">  lifi2 

St.  PauVs  CatJiedral,  Admission  to, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Hume),  Uis)  1355  j  Obser?a- 
tions  (Mr.  llumo),  LUU  3IQ 

Salaries — Houses  of  Parliament — 

ply, 
c.  834 

Salaries  of  certain  Officers  in  Scotland — 
Supply, 

c.       12fl£  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  WtlUams),  1296. 
iA.  31L  N.  162,  M.  133]  1211ft 

Salanes,  Official, 

c.  Observations   (Lord  J.  Russell),        637 ; 
Res.  (Mr.  Urqubart) ;  Adj.  movod  (Mr. 
Brotherton),  [A.  64,  N.  32,  M.  82] 
1200 

Salisbury,  Marquoss  of 
Smithfiehl  M.irkot  Removal,  Rep.  <«»)4j  Stand- 
ing Orders,  197  :  Po  p.  1567 
Stock  in  Trmdo,  8R.  ""^  1707 

Salisbury,  Bishop  of 

Census,  The,  (»»»>  633 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  1076 
Transportation  of  Convicts,  ^"•>  760 
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Salmon  Brood  (Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  1R.*«")  C20 

Salmon  Fisheries  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  LeaTe.UU)aM;  lR.»i*. 

Salmon  F/.'^^rriVs  (Scotland)  Bill, 
L  Tetition  (Duke  of  Ricliiuuud),        350  : 

1R»  tiW  1039  ;  211.  UM:  3R.* 
c.  1R.»  C"»>22 

Salomons,  Mr.  Aid.  D.  Greenwich 

Abjuration,  Oath  of,  iU*)  980,  1206.  1212 

Salomons^  David — Oath  of  Abjuration, 
e.  Mr,  Aid.  Salomons  presents  llimsclf  at  tho 
Table  to  bo  Sworn.  iMl  979 

Question  ( Sir  B.  Hall),  979  : 

New  Writ  moved  for  Greenwich  (Sir  F.  Thos- 
igcr),  986 ;  Motion  withdrawn,  fiflfi ;  fur- 
ther Proceedings  adjourned ; 

Further  Proceedings  resumed — Motion  (Lord 
J.  Russell),  LUa;  Amend.  (Mr.  B.  Os- 
borne), 1U7;  Adj.  moved,  [A.  65,  N.  257, 
M.  192]  1148:  [o.  q.  A.  229,  N.  81,  M. 
148")  1206 ;  Adj.  moved  (Mr.  C.  Anstey), 
T?n.  [A.  76,  N.  237.  M.  150]  1210  ;  That 
Mr.  Ald.;Salomonsdo  now  withdraw, [A.  2il, 
N.  81,  M.  160]  mil ;  Mr.  Aid.  Salomons 
removed  below  tho  Bar,  1216  ; 

Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  1318  ; 

MuiioD  (Lord  J.  Russell),  1320  ;  .\raond.(Mr. 
C.  Anstey),  1327  :  Amend.  (.Mr.  Bethcll), 
1332,  [o.  q.  A.  llli  N-  IL  M-  iU  13^8  ; 
Adj.  tnovod  (Mr.  Bright).  1352 :  [A.  60, 
N,  190,  M.  121]  1M&  I  Adj.  moved  (Mr.  0. 
Anstey),  1361.  [.\.  59^  N.  207,  M.  148] 
l.lf.-'t  ;  Adj.  Debate,  1008.  [A.  50,  N.  86, 
M.  38]  1016  ;  [m.  q.  A.  123,  N.  08,  M.  55] 
16277 

David  Salomons,  Esq., 

Tho  "  Votes  and  Proceedings" — Obscn'atioi^s 
(Mr.  Speaker),  (»'»)  Ui3 

Actions  lur  Penalties — Letter  of  Mr.  Salo- 
mons (Mr.  Speaker),  1573 

The  Greenwich  Petitions — Motion,  That  the 
Electors  be  heard  bv  Counsel  at  the  Bar, 
(Sir  B.  Hall),  1547.  [A.  15^  N.  136, 
M  60]  1594 

Salwet,  Colonel  IL,  Ludlow 
Military  Knights  of  Windsor,  t"6)  208,  209  : 
Lim  1904 

Supply — Royn\  Palaces,  «fcc.  793  ;  .\niond. 
801.  802,  805  Royal  Parks,  S09.  810  ;— 
Falkland  Islands,  672  ;— Funeral  of  the 
Queen  Dowager,  1041 

Sandars,  Mr.  G.,  Wakejield 
Agricultural  Distress,  444 
Agriculture,  Statistics  of,  816 
Budget,  The— Ways  and  Means,  OM)  762 
Mails,  Conveyance  of,  by  Railways,  Com.  el.  1, 

01511632 
Malt  Tax.  Leave,  (»«>  702  ;  OU)  909 
Property  Tax,  Com.  el.  h  532 

Sandaus,  Mr.  J.,  Great  Yarmouth 
Agricultural  Distress,  11 

San  Salvador,  Blockade  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Baring),  U>*)  277 


Sardinia — Constitution  of  Piedmont, 
c.  Question  (Sir  De  L.  Evans).  1^ 

Sattara,  Rajah  of, 

c.  Res.  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  l»»»>  124 ;  R«8.  neg. 
12& 

Savings  Banks, 

e.  Address  moved  (Mr.  11.  Herbert),  1190. 
[A.  66,N.  63,  M.  7 J  1208 


ScnOLEPlELD,  Mr.  W.,  Birmingham 
Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Res.  IJS 
Birmingham  Convent,  The,  fifiS 
Colonial  Property  Qualification,  2R.  S2Q 
Ecdesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  tUll 
699 

India,  Afl:iir««  of.  Address  moved,  t5x 
Miuisieriul  Crisis — Explanation, iMii 

School  Bool'st,  Government, 
c.  Question  (Viscouut  Mabon),  214 

School  Estahlishment  {Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  ^"«)  892  ; 

2R.         401  :  Amend.  (Mr.  F.  Mackenzie), 
iiO,[o.  9.  A.  124,  N.  137,  M.  13]  412 

Scliool  Sites  Acts  Amendment  Bill, 
L  1R.»  017)  444  ;  2R.»  841 ;  Rop.*  976  ;  3R.» 
1123 

c.  IR.*  am  1263  ;  2R.»        22  ;  Rcp,»  li2; 
3R.*  206 
Royal  Assent,  (»"> 

Scientific  Works  and   Experiments  — 

Supply, 
r.  QlfiJ  Qin 


SroBELL,  Captain  G.  T.,  Bath 
Ballot,  The,  Leave.  «'«  372 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  Cora.  d.  L 

1751.  1763 
Naval  Medals,  1047 

Petty  Sessions  (Ireland).  Com.  cl.  10,  iUfil  1785 
Post  OflRce  Packet  Service.  11112  1027 
Steam  Navigation,  Com.  cl.  48,  1632 
Supply — Hong-Kong.  0")  fijg  ; — Harbours  of 
Refuge,  1003,  1006  ; 

Scotland, 

Bhhofts — KccUgiastiral  TitUt,  c.  Observations 

(Sir  G.  Grey),  1315 
Destitution  in  the  lilandf,  c.  Question  (Mr. 

Cowan),  LU62  UM 
Jiidijcs,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Bright),  119 
Ordnnncr,  Surveti,  c.  Com.  moved  for  (Hon. 

F.  W.  Charteris).  Ui^l  mi 
licprest'tUative  Peerage,  L  Observations  (Earl 

of  Eglintoun),  «•»  776 
Svppir/ — Poiipatrick  I/arbour,  c.  om  aifl  ; — 

Salaries  of  certain  Oficert,  12fl5  ;  Amend. 

(Mr.  W.  Williams),  i290.  [A.  89.  N.  162. 

M.  123]  122ii  -.—Law  Erpenscs,  0111  aifi  :— 

Uvivrrsitif!,  Ac,  019  : — OaHcries  of  Art, 

fAlinburtjh,  ib, ; — New  Bridfjc,  Jnvenieat, 

099 

Sec 

Cahdonian  Railway  Bill 
Emigration  Advances,  ^c.  Bill 

[cont. 
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ffome-Madc  Spirits  in  Bond  Bill 
MinisUrs'  WtcUmit  and  Orvhan'  Fund  of  the 

Free  Church  of  {Scotland)  Bill 
Prisons  ( Scotlami)  Bill 
Public  Bouses  {Scotland)  Bill 
Revrtsentative  Peers  {Scotland)  Bill 
Salir^n  Fisheries  {Scotland)  Bill 
Scliool  Establishment  (Scotland)  Bill 
Universities  {Scotland)  Bill 


Scott,  Hon.  F.,  Bertoichhire 
India,    Steam    Communication  with,  Com. 

moved  for.  ^>»>  65^ 
Kaffir  Wnr,  A<l(lress  moved,  253 
School  Establishment  (Scotland),  2R~  ("'J  440 
Smithflold  Market  Removal,  2R.  mS 
Supply— Hong-Kong,  f  W  672, 618  Emigra- 

tion,  680i  683 

ScROPE,  Mr.  G.  P.,  Stroud 
Kilrush  Union.  211 
Limerick  Workhouse,  621 
Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Ireland),  381 
Poor  Lawa,  Com.  moved  for,  t"*'  816 

Scully,  Mr.  F.,  Tipperary 

AsrricuUural  Distrcsu,  M 
Civil  Bills,  Ac.  (Ireland),  2R.  t"''  415  ;  3R. 

Constabulary  Force  (Ireland),  Com.  cZ.  L 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  0"' 
CflA  ;  2R.  486j  541  ;  Com.  Adj.  moved, 
OiW  920,  823  ;  c/.  L  1384,  1326  ;  d.  2^ 

Improvement  ot  Towns  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  173, 
("W1560 

Kaflar  Tribes  Committee,  Appointment  of  Mem- 
bers,      841  ;  cl  L  1384,  1385 

Kilrush  Union,  t"«  1036 

Lands  Clauses  Consolidation,  2R.  1120 

Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  2R.  Bfiii 
Com.  a  6,  0«)  123,  1572 

Petty  Sessions  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  10^ 
1783,  1786  „ 

Poor,  Employment  of  the  (IrcLind),  Res. 

315, 392  o  ^ 

Poor  L.1WS  (Ireland),  Correspondence  moved 

for,  2iil 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Ireland),  Leave.  C""  SM 
Supply— Board  of  Public  Works  (Ireland), 

1.102.  1303  :— Post  Office  Packet  Service, 

Qlli  in;ii> 

Valuation  of  Land  (Ireland),  Com.  413 ; 
The  Preamble,  1380;  cl.  L  Amend.  1381 

Secret  Services,  4L'c. — Suppht, 
c.  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Williams),  l"»>  Mli  [A-  41, 
N.  140,  M.  99]  ail 

Select  Commiftccs, 
e.  Motion  (Mr.  Ewart),  "13)  789  ;  Motion  with- 
drawn,  105 

SeUct  Vestries  Bill 
L  IR.  1 

Sequestration  of  Benefices  Bill, 
C.  HI*.        1>3^  ; 
'  2R.  017)  aail;  Amend.  (Sir  G.  Grey),  1879  ; 
Bill  put  of,  ib. 


Sessional  Orders— Money  Votes, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Hume),  l»">  144,  [A.  4LN.  118, 

M.  69]  146 

Settlement  Law  of — Free  Trade, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Bomers),  <^'«  1384 

Seu-ers,  3fetropoUtan  Commission  of, 
c.  Question  (Sir  B.  HaU).  ow)  ms ;  0>« 
590,  111M;  (Sir  De  L.  Evans),  1018 

Sewers,  Metropolitan  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  1303; 
2R.  1468;  Adj.  moved  (Sir  B.  HaU),  1470  ; 

Amend,  withdrawn,  t6. ; 
Com.  1683;  Amend.  (Mr.  Wakley),  1684; 
Amend,  neg.  1713 ; 
cl.  L  [A.  35^  N.  2L  M.  14]  1714; 
cZ.2.fA.35.N.  22,M.TFj  1115; 
d.  4,  Amend.  (Mr.  Wakley),  [r.  p.  A.  7| 

N.  60,M.  43]  1716: 
cl.  5,  Amon^  (Mr.  Henley),  [o.  q.  A.  33, 

N.  22,M.  11]  1716; 
3R.*  1780 

I  lR.»o»8)i765  ;  2R.»  1841  ;  Rcp.*lfi42; 
3R.»18aft 
Royal  Assent,  1929 

Seymer,  Mr.      K.,  Dorsetshire 
Ceylon,  Com.  moved  for,  fift 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  Th« 

Preamble,  LLli 
Malt  Tax,  Leave,  6fil 
Smithfield  EnUrgemcnt,  2R.  f  ">  1311 

Seymour,  Lord,  Totness 

Exhibition  of  1851.  Address  moved,  1130 
Health,  General  Board  of,  Cora.  »">  lOMi 

1122.  1457,  1458 
HcaUh,  General  Board  of  (No.  2L  Com. 
1218 

Hicks,  Ann,  Case  of,       16S1,  Ifm 
Kensinjrton  Gardens,  Oi«)  il8,  1164,  1308 
Metropolitan  Interment,  Com.  OW)  1656 
New  Foreot,  The,  Olll  l.n 
New  Forest  Deer  Removal,  2R.  345 
Supply— Royal  Palaces,  Ac.       m.  800, 
801 ;— Royal  Parks,  806,  807.  808,  809  ;— 
Houses  of  Parliament,  om  aiH ;— General 
Board  of  Health,  Oi»)  991 ,  992 
Victoria  Park,  Com.  d.  L 
Woods  and  Forests,  Amend.         1256 :  Re- 
turns moved  for,  »'•>  576 :  Com.  174, 
176 ;  cl.  L  180 ;  cl.  4,  ISIi  cl-  ^  297 ; 
c/.  22.  2flfl ;  d.  36,  300 


Seymofe,  Mr.  IL  D.,  Poole 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  5S 

Shaptesbcry,  Earl  of  {includes  Ashley, 
Lord,  M.P.  for  Bath) 
Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.       881,  S93. 

Businoss  of  the  House,  t"*^  1319 
Common  Lodging'  Houses,  2R.  1140 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  ^"«' 

•300;  2R.  Lkl 
Inhibited  House  Duty.  2R.  977 
Lodging  Houses,  Leave,        1268;  2R.  0»«> 
325 
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Shattebiiubt,  Earl  of — eonttmted. 

Metropolitan  Interment,  um  1775  ;  2R.  184J. 
1847 

ProtoHtant  Worship  Abroad  ;  Adtlrcaa  moved, 

ma 

Religious  Houses,  2R.  <••"'  067 

Sha/teshuru,  Earl  of—'laU  Chairman  of 

Committees  f 
L  Address  moTed  (Marquess  of  Lansdowne), 

Sheep,  A;c.  Contagious  Diseases  Preven- 
tion Bill 

c.  1R.»  msi  iUH  ;  2R .•  1889  :  8R.»  liU 

L  IR*  ("«  1561 ;  2R.»  1801 ;  Rep 1841 ; 

3R.»  1M2 
Royal  Assent,  1029 

JSkerifs^  Expemcs,  dbo, — Supply, 
c.m«3l0 

Shipping  Interest,  The, 
L  Petition  (Marquess  of  Londonderry), 1042 

SiBTHOBr,  Col.  C.  D.  W.,  Lincoln 
Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.  405; 

Com.  cl.  L  1097 
Address  in  Answer  to  Iho  Speech,  f  *^  105 
Advertising  Vnns  and  Barrel  Orjfans,  Returns 

moved  tor,        206,  20»^  045,  »40 
Agricultural  Distress,        450  ;  im 
Agricultural  Interest,  and  the  Property  Tax, 

(Hi)  gi2 

Attendance  of  Members  in  the  Ilouso  of  Peers, 
(118)  194C 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  ili^  064 
Budget.  Tlte— Ways  and  Means,  l"*>  IM  :  Re- 
vised Budget,  t'"'  1109.  1201,  LiHa 
County  Frauchisi-.  2  R.  t"*>  Q21i 
Danish  Claims,  Address  moved,  ^'''^  1200 
Designs  Act  Extension,  2R.  tii^  493  ;  Com. 

1023;  The  Preamble,  1037 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave, 
evQ;   211.  1101;  Coin.  d.  2^  Amend,  t"» 
600.  1017;  Tho  Title,  am  253 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 
(No.  2),  3R.  Amend.  tn«>  17S6,  IMl ;  cl  L 
1M2  :  Amend.  1869,  1882  ;  cl.  8»  ISM ; 
3R.  1007 

Exhibition  of  1851,  Addres*  moved,  illli  1726. 

1936,  1037  ! 
Hops,  Reduction  of  Excise  Duty,  Leave,  [ 

1305  , 
Income  and  Property  Tax,  Com.  moved  for,  ' 

U16)  J30  ;  (HD  ! 

Kensington  Gardens,  1309 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  21L       fill :  Com. 
912 

Malt  Tax,  ail 

Metropolis  Police,  2R.  wr>  fCiS,  THh  111 
Ministeri.il  Crisis — Explanation,  1057 
Navy  Estimates,  Amend.  0")  1226.  1231.  1233 
Ordnance  Estimates,  OW)  R30 
Patents,  Ketum  moved  for,       890.  895 
Property  Tax,  2R.       SM:  Com.  Instruction, 

420  :  cl.  L  525,  5^  add.  cl.  774: 

PiDviso,  J13  ;  3R.  im 
St.  Albans   Bribery  Commission,  Com. 

1 4«}3 

Supply— Royal  Palaces,  Ac.       J98  ;— Royal 
Parks,  805,  809  ;— Public  Works  (Ireland), 

[cvnt. 


SlDTHORP,  Col.  C.  D.  W. — COM/. 

829  ;  —  Comptroller-General  of  the  Exche* 
quor,  1278  ; — Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
12m>  ; — Household  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
(Ireland),  12M :— Secret  Services,  Ac.  O") 
308,  313  :— Printing  and  Stationery,  aii  ;— 
Miscellaneous  Allowances,  970  ; — Harbours 
of  Refuge,  IMZ  ; — Civil  Contingoncies,  1020, 
1031  ; — Poor  Ij»w  Commi»»iuntr8,  Amend. 
1025  ;  Funeral  of  the  Queen  Dowager,  1040 
Wood,  Mr.  J.,  Salary  of,  t"»>  745 

SiDKEY,  Mr.  Aid.  T.,  Staford 
Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Res.       173,  1Y8,  US. 
Budgt't.  The— W.1.V8  and  Moaos,       746;  Re- 
vised Budgi  t,  ^"^^  loSQ 
Compound  UouscholderB,  Com.  c^.  L  906, 
009 

County  Franchise,  211.  <"*)  028 
Designs  Act  Extension,  2R.  4fli 
Ministerial  Crisis — Explanation,  f  *'  1003 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  2R.  l.'Via 
Patents,  Returns  moved  for,  tilA>  SO  4 
Property  Tax,  Com  add.  cl.  Oifl>  T78 
Prosecution,  Expenses  of,  2R,  <"*>  1293 
Salomons,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration,  That 

Counsel  be  heard  at  the  Bar,  1592 
Smithflcld  Enlargement,  2R.       1302.  1317 
Smithfield  Market  Removal,  2R.  <»«  1338. 

1349  ;  Com.  U">  085;  cl.  L  088.  090^  091  ; 

cl.  3^  Amend.  902,  003  ;  cl.  lO^  994^  095  : 

c/.  20,  ima 

Supply— Royal  Parks,  Om  gOO  ;— Public  Works 
(Ireland),  831: — Kingstown  Harbour,  Amend. 
833,  8  a  I;  Dissenting  Ministers  (ireiaod), 

tmiooo 

Slanky,  Mr.  IL  A.,  Shrrv^hurif 
Adjournuenl  of  the  House — Xko  Derby, 
llfti 

Budget,  The  — W.iy8  and  Means,  747; 

Revised  Budget ;  Report,  iiAil  1 1^7 
Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

aiL  500 
Farm  Buildings.  Leave,  OU)  887,  883 
Incuino  and  Property  Tax,  Com.  morcd  for, 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  Com.  cl.  L  287 
Lodging  Houses,  Leave,  1270 
Ministerial  Crisis — Explanation,  1004 
Partnership,  Law  of,  Com.  moved  for, 

84  3 

Savings  Banks,  Address  moved,  017}  ioqa 
Supply— British  Museum,        COO  ;  —  Educa- 
tion, am 

Woods  and  Forests,  Com.  cl.  L  "•^HSl ;  cl.  23 

Slave  Trade — Captured  Negroes — Sup- 
c.       683 Civil  Cotuingencies,  1000 

Sligo,  Marquess  of 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  SR.  iftjg 

Small  Tenements  Rating  Act  Amendment 
Bill, 

c.  UL*  <»«  730  :  2R,»  1226 ;  3R.»  1123 
1R.»  am  1073 
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Smith,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  V.,  Nortliampton 

Army  Estimates,  804 

Attendonoo  of  Mombora  in  the  Uouao  of  Peers, 
Report,  1028,  1040  Ballot  for  Prece- 
dence. liiM 

Business,  Private — Counsel  to  the  Speaker, 
Com.  moved  for.  t"*>  IM 

Cape  of  Good  Hope— Kaffir  War  "JO  I174; 
Addr«8»  moved,       248  ;  700 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 
Com.  d.  18,  no 

ColonLil  Property  Qualification,  Com.  404 

County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com. 

m 

Dublin  HotpitaU,  cn»)  fiSi 
llarwich  Election,        806  ;  Com.  moTod  for, 
Ui«>  918 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  2fi0 
New  Zealand  Settlnmonts,  21L  t'">  IMS. 
Patent  Law  Aincndiniiut,  Com.  cl.  40, 
1025 

St.,Albans  Election,  l"«>  IM 
Sraithflcld  Market  Removal,  Com.  cl.  L 

nno 

Supply— Royal  Palaces,  Ac.        Tflfi  ;— Trea- 
sury, aaS ;— Transportation  of  Convicts, 
318  :— Xow  Zonland,  M2 

Water  BUU,  Mctropoli»,  an 

Woods  and  Forests,  Com.  c/.  L       132 ;  «.  4, 
187  :cf.  11.208 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Chichester 
Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.  ('W>399,  400; 

8R.t>»''>147 
Army  Estimates, 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 

(No.  2).  2R.  ("M1801;  Com.  1812,  1822; 

cl  li  1815  :  d.  9^  Amend.  1830  ;  3R.  IMI 
Salomons,  David— Oath  of  Abjuration, 

1205,  1358.  IMl 
Savings  Banks,  Address  moved,  O")  1207 
Supply— Post  Offlcje  Packet  Ser?ico,  ^"W 1027 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Stirling 
Caledonian  Railway,  2R.  1313 
Passports,  Foreign,  4261 
Property  Tax,  Com.  add.  d.  636 
Supply  —  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  t"" 

SmithfieU  Enlargement  Bill, 
c.  IR.*       1029  ; 

2R.         1300 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Christopher), 
1306,  [0.  q.  A.  124,  N.246,  M.  122]  1336 

Smitlifield  Market  Hemoval  BilU 

e.  l^ve,<>»*J  529  ;  111.*  834; 

2R.        1337,  [A.  230,  N.  66,  M.  165]  1343; 
Com.         218 ;  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Duko),  flSl, 

[0.  q.  A.  64,  N.  36,  M.  38]  981; 
d.  L  088;  Amend.  (MrTCardweU),  089; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Aid.  Sidney),  990,  [o.q.  A.  46, 
N.  17,  M.S7]901; 
d.  3,  991 ; 

d  10,  aM  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Aid.  Sidney), 
[0.  q.  A.  48,  N.  21^  M.  271  MS  ;  2nd  Amend, 
fo.  a.  A.  47.N.20.  M.  27|  ib.  ;  Amend. (Mr. 
Stafford),  006,  [0.  7.  A.  46,  N.  18,  M.  28] 
997  • 

d,  16,*  007  ;  cl.  26.  998  ; 

[cont 


SimthJi^Ui  MarkH  RetixomL  BUI— coni. 
3R.  1150  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  llume),  1151.  [0.  q. 
A.  81.  N.  32,  M.  40]  1165 
I  IR.*  017)1245; 

Report,  ("^>;  Amend.  (Lord  Beaumont).  4; 
Amuud.  withdrawn,  5;   Standing  Orders, 
Amend.  (Lord  Beaumont),  188,  [Content 
76,  Not-Content  22,  M.  64]  200  ; 
**R  281  ■ 

Rep.  Ififi2;  Amend.  (Earl  GranvUlo),  1563, 
[p.  q.  Content  15,  Not-Contcnt  69,  ^L  44] 
1570; 

3K*  1637 
Royal  Assent,  1804 


Smythe,  Hon.  G.  A.,  Cmt^hury 
Ecclesiastical  Titlw  Astumptiou,  2R,  i41 

Soap  Duty  Allowances  Bill, 
c.  IR.*       IMl :  8R.»  1H3;  3R.*  1889 
1 1R.«  tmi  1471 ;  2R.*  1361 ;  Rep.*  1637  ; 
3R.  1746 
Royal  Assent,  1804 

Solicitor  General,  The,  (Sir  A.  J.  B. 
CocKBURX  ;  also  Attorney  Gexeral), 
Southampton 
Ecclesiastical  Title*  Assumption,  2R.  8L 

SoLiciTon  General,   The  (Sir  W.  P. 
Wood),  Oxford 
Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.        380,  391i 

am  ;  Com.  d.  L  IMS 
Cathedral  Trusts— The  Rochester  Grammar, 

School,  Address  moved,  OM}  584.689.  597 
Chancery,  Court  of.  Address  moved,  t'"'  1369 
1874 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 
Leave,  om  720 ;  Com.  cl  L  IM  ;  ci.  L 
102 :  cl.  n.  Amend,  ib.,  163.  164  ;  c?.  t6. ; 
cl.  17,  165  ;  ci.  18,1661 168,  lOt*,  173  ;  ci  19 

ITi 

Charitable  Purchase  Deeds,  Com.  Amend.  <"•> 

Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  el  h 
0J8)  1361  ;  d.  8,  1754,  IIM  ;  cl.  20,  1766  ; 
add.  d.  1767,  1750.  1810.  ]M1 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  cl.  4^ 

2a :  cl.  13, 784,  789 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.^"*^8Y8; 
The  Pre.imble,  1108,  1120,  1123. 1124,  1142; 
d.  1.  1333.  1?^41.  1363,  1384,  1388,  1413. 
1418;  d.  2.  ni?)  602.  1011;  cl.  8,  1029; 
The  Prcamblo.  lOSOi  ^^^U  3R-  d^  ""^ 
Education,  i»«>  1271.  1216 
Episcopal  and  Capituliir  Estates  M.mn^ment 
(No.  2) ;  2R.         17»6 :  Com.  1812  ;  d.  1, 
Amend.  1861,1878,  1881,  1882  ;  cl.  6, 1888; 
d.  8^  1884,  IBM 
Evidence,  Law  of.  Amendment,  Com.  el  t± 

Patent I-aw  Amondrnent.  2R.  1M4 
Religious  liousos,  211.  ^"^^  fil^ 
St.  Albans  Election,       34,  161,  m  345 
Salomons,  David— Ottth  of  Abjuraiioo,  <""^ 
1176 
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SoKEBYiLLE,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  W.  M.,  Drog- 
heda 

Bui^in.  ss  of  the  Iloiise,  «">  IQO 

Civil  Bilb.  4m5.  (Ireland),  2R.  <»'»>  115  :  "^21. 

415;  Com.  0>"  1111.  1112;  el.  35^  1113; 

d.  22,       337  ;  cl.  73, 847,  348 
Cloghccn   Wurkkouse — Employmout  of  tho 

Poor,  017)  033 
Dinglo  Workhouse,       lOOSi  1086 
Enni«  Union  Workhouse,       1165.  IIM 
Enntstjmon  Union,  Com.  moved  for,  t'")  730 
Improvement  of  Towns  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  120, 

OiB)  1559:  cl.  172,  1500  ;  cl  181,  1561 
Ireland,  State  of.  Com.  moved  for,  1288. 

1281,  mi 

Kilkenny,  Riots  in.  fi34 

Kilrush  Union,  1036 

Limerick  Workhouse.  <"♦>  621 

Medical  Charities  (IrolaTid),  2R.  <»«  895,  §28. 
900  ;  Com.  d.  L  1240,  1242  ;  cl.  2, 
1244  ;  cl.  3,  ("«  120  ;  d.  0,  ife  ,  LLi  ;  Proviso, 
13Sfl,  Liim  ;  f/.  0,  1,';72  ;  d.  20, 1573 

Petty  Sessions  (IreUad),  Com.  cl.  S^iU^i  1764  ; 
d.  10.  1785 

Poor,  Employment  of  tbc  (Ireland),  222 

Poor  I>aw  (Ireland),  Correspondence  moved  for, 
OW)  281 

Salmon  Fisheries  (Ireland),  Leave,  (i>7^  3M 
Supply— Public  Works  (Irclau.!).  <»"  fi24  :— 

Poor  Law  Commissioners,  128;j.  V2^'}.  1 286. 

1290,  1292  :         1025  ;— Transportation  of 

Convicts,  0*1?  324 ;  —  Incumbered  Estates 

Commission  f  Ireland),  996 
Valuation  (Ireland).   Leave,  «>«>  HL  772; 

Com.  The  Preamble,  Ois)  1379. 138O  ;  cl.  L 

1331 


Sondes.  Lord 

Agricultural  Distress,  219 


SoTHERON,  Mr.  J.  IL  S.,  Willshire,  N. 
Coroners,  211.  Cim  104 
Landlord  and  Tenant.  2R.  (>>•)  94S 
St.  Albans  Election,  t"*)  1120 

Sound  Dues,  The, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Clay),  MSt 

South  Staffordshire  Bailwau  Extension 
Bill, 

c.  1R.»0U)161  ;  2R..';03 

Spain,  Differential  Duties, 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Anderson),  660, 
[A.  53,  N.  98,  M.  43]  683 

Speaker  of  the  House  o  f  Lords, 
i.Lord   Rcde&dale  auijoiuted  Duputv  Speaker. 


Sfbaker,  The  (Rt.  Hon.  C.  S.  Lefevre), 
Hampshire,  N. 
Abjuration,  Oath  of,  (Jews),  2R.  ("«  381 
Adjournment  of  the  House,  tH«)  l.'^2a 
Aylesbury  Election,  ggfi 
Bath,  New  Writ  for,  W)  ^ 
Brooke,  Sir  James — Borneo,  ("'J  A 
Budget,  Tke  Pvevised,  ais)  72 i),  744 

{cont. 


Spbaub,  The  Rt.  Hon. — cont. 

Cape  of  Good  Hope,  OW  Sfifi 

Ceylon  Committee,  Evidence  before,  l"*^  373  ; 

Com.  moved  for,  94 
Chancerv,  Court  of,  and  Judiobl  Committee, 

3R.  Uii2569 
Church  Dignitaries  in  the  Colonics,  Rank  of, 

0»4)  513 

Church,  The  Established  —  Puseyiwn,  i"*> 
10.11 

Count  Out.  The.  400 
Debate,  Freotlont  of,  636 
Differential  Duties  (Spaun),  Com.  moved  for, 
("»)  660 

Ecclefiiostical  CommissioDors  and  the  Bishops, 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  266^ 
275.  276.  336  (Mr.  Drummond's  Speech), 
Com.  tne)  873,  877,  888.  1046 

Foreigners  in  London,  882 

Harwich  Election,  Comm.  moved  for,  835, 
836 

Jesuita,  Address  moved,  fill 
Naples  and  Sardinia,  (»^>  1048 
Navy,  Promotion  in  the,  ("«)  661  ;  tiw)  1045, 
1046 

Official  Salaries,  «'•>  fiil 
Petitions,  Kule  for— The  Window  Tax, 
820 

Poor  Rates,  Com.  moved  for,  590 

Property  Tax,  Com.  iM 

Rules  of  the  House,  1149 

St.  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  3R.  f  1254 

St.  Albans  Election,  ^>")  1221 :        H4.  149  ; 

— Imjirisionnient  of  Henry  Edwards,  t"''  R93 
SalomouEi,  David — Oath  of  AbjunUion,  11151928, 

980,  9R5,  O8O1  1143. 1146. 1147.  1148,  1163. 

1100. 1216,  1319 
Smithfleld  Market  Removal,  2R.  Oi»  1340. 

1341.  iim 


Spooner,  Mr.  R.,  Warwickshire,  If. 
Agricultural  Interest,  and  the  Property  Tax, 
UI4)  843 

Assessed  Taxes  Act,  R  s.  t»«  177 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.  d.  1^  illil 

609,  671 ;  d.  8,  673 
Birmingham  Convent,  The,  UiZi  558 
Budget.  The  Revised,  ai*i  Um  ;  Report,  11^ 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  cl,  \j 

iii^  UM  ;  add.  d.  1758.  1760 
Compound  Householders,  2R.        822;  Com. 

d.  1,  0141 901  ;  d.  2.  909 
Copper  Miners  in  England  Company,  2R. 

Amend,  lllQ 
County  Rates  and  Expcmlitore.  2R.  t"«'  1287 
Designs  Act  Extension,  Com.        1021  ;  c/.  7, 

1026  ;  Preamble,  ib.  1028 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Leave,  t"*' 

481  ;  Com.  tu«J  822,  825  ;  add.  cL  t»"> 

1317 

Epifwopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 
(No.  2},  2R.  t"9)  1791.  1801  ;  Com.  1812, 
1821  ;  ct.  L  1877 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.  <>">  flifi ;  Com. 
973  ;  cl.  2,  974 

Late  Sittings,  14fl 

Manchester  Bonding,  Com.  moved  for, 

Ministerial  Crisis — Explanation,  1059 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  Com.  d.  Ti  ^  IS55, 
ISM 

[eont. 
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Skooxeb,  Mr,  R. — contimud. 
PropoHv  Tax,  2R.  Amend,  287.  304  ; 

Com.'c/.  L  i35.  -130,  631,  aiil  ;  c/.  2,  634, 

535  ;  aM.  cl  713. 
Prosecution,  Expenses  of.  Com.  cl.     "i*^  212. 

21.3 

RcU^ous  Houses,  2R.  (»«)  211 

St.  Albans  Election — Imprisonment  of  Henry 

Edwnrds,  897 
Sessional  Orders — Money  Votes,  146 
South  StatTordshire  Railway  Extension,  2R. 

("0  504 

Steam  Navigation,  Com.  add.  cl.  ^"»>  1533 
Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  Com.  tU^i  960 
Supply— Public  Works  (Ireland),  Amend,  ("'i 

fi2fl  ;— Falkland   Islands,  OW  671;— Civil 

Contingencies,  11123 

Spurn  Point,  River  Humher,  Works  at — 
Supplj, 

c.  mi 

Stafford,  Mr.  A.  S.  0.,  Northampton- 
shire,  N. 
Agricultural  Distress,  65 
Convents — Petition  of  the  Rov.  P.  Connelly, 

(U6) 

Exhibition  of  tho  Works  of  Industry,  ('"5 
1313 

Prosecution,  Expenses  of,  Com.  cl.     ('''^  207 
Smithflcid  Enlargement.  2R.        1325.  1327 
Smithfield  Market  Removal,  Leave,        833  ; 

2R.        1339.  1340.  1348 ;  Com.        9S2  ; 

el.      QSS  ;  cl.  3^  991,  223;  c/.  10,  Amend. 

996.  996  ;  3R.  1160 

Stamp  Duties  Assimilation  Bill, 
e.  IK.*       122fl  ;  2R.»  1353  ;  3R.*  2SI 
L  1R.»  <"«^  Ml 

Stamp  Duties  (Ireland)  Continuance  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  (>w)  llii2  ;  2R.*  1231;  3R.»  dm  12s 
L  IR.*       251 :  2R.*  1123  ;  3R.»  1300 
Royal  Assent,  Ois)  124 

Stanford,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Reading 

Acts  of  Parliament  Abbreviation  Repeal,  3R. 

Audit  of  Railway  Accounts,  Com.        660  ; 

cl.  L  667 
Budget,  The,  (»«  1092,  1095.  1097 
Colonial  Property  Qualification,  211.  Amend. 

OI7)  325 

Ecclesiasticil  Titles  Assumption, 2R.0">  1164: 

Com.  (>i«)ail3;  cl.  2,  377 
IMcctric  Telegraph  Company,  946 
Evidence,  I.aw  of,  Amcndaient,  Com.  cl.  5, 

845 

Exhibition  of  186I— Police  Force,  218 
Incntiie  and  Property  Tax,  Com.  moved  for, 
("«)  729 

Lodgtn;r  Houses,  Leave,  0'*)  1274 
Supply— British  Museum,  dis)  600,  QQH 

Stanley,  Lord  {see  also  Derby,  Earl  of) 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  16 
Appellate  Jurisdiction — Privilege,  ("7>  1076 
Cape   of  (Jood  Hope — Kaffir  War,  Address 
moved.        l0»(i : — Representativo  Institu- 
tions, Uis)  094^  239,  -22^  \coHt. 
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St.<.ti.bt,  Lord — coniimicd. 

Census,  Tho — Population  Act,  Address  niored, 

1305,  mil 
Chancery,  Court  of,  0J«)  g^Q 
ChariUblo  Trusts,  2R.  Om  1250.  1253 
Church  Building  Acts  Amendment,  Com. 
860 

Committees,  Chairman  of,  d>i)  ^ 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates,  2R.  di«)  igg.i 
Flour,  Importation  of,  Returns  moved  for,  dl*) 
42t; 

Guiana,  British,        128,  140 
Mcrcintilo  Marino  Act,  (»<)601 
Ministerial  Crisis — Explanation,  ("«)888,  1008. 
1028 

Naval  Officers,  Supplementary  Estim-ite  for 
Retirement  of,  Return  raored  for,  WW)  583, 
687 

Navigation  Laws,  OU) 

Now  Brunswick  and  Canada  Projected  Railway, 

t"*J617,  626 
Papal  Aggression — Ecclesiastical  Titles,  0>«) 

im 

Property  Tax,  2R.       1077,  Ififil 

Railways  in  British  North  America,  <>W  HI, 

142.  143.  1039.  1041 
Railways  in  tho  South  of  Ireland,  f 126,  127 
Registration  of  Assurances,  573 
Rome,  Court  of— Lord  Minto's  Mission,  f  **> 

1 7i>. 

Shaftesbury,  Earl  oF,  Address  moved,  26T 

Stanley,  lion.  E.  IL^  A'tn^'^  Lynn 

Chicory— Adulteration  of  Coffee,  Om  .524 
Coiree  l>uties  Act.  Res.  184 
Colonies,  (»»)1428 

Stanley,  Hon.  W,  0.,  Chester 
County  Franchise,  2R  ('Wn.'ta 

State  Paper  OMce — Supply, 

r.^"^i  1279 

Steamboats,  Overcrowding  of— Irish  Pau- 
pers, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane),  UU)  1176 

Steam  Communication  with  India,  &c. 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Viscount  Jocelyn),  f 
G;JO  ;  Amend.  (Lord  Naas),  660  ;  Amend, 
and  Motion  withdrawn,  fiAH  ;  Com.  moved 
for  (Clianccllor  of  tho  Exchequer),  fi5fl  ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Aglionby),  600 

Steam  Navigation  Bill, 
c.  IR.*       428  ;  2R.»  792; 
Com.  tll^l  1531 ;  cl.'J^ib.; 
cl.  48,  Amend.  (Mr.  Henley),  [0.  q.  A.  38, 

N.  13,  M  25]  1532  : 
a>id.c'.  (Mr.  Muntz),  1533,  [A.  37,  N.  18, 

M.  21]  1634; 
3R.*  nil 

/.  1R.»  <»•)  1740  ;  2R.»  1804;  Rep.»  1841; 
3R.»  1.S42 
Royal  Assent,  1929 

Stock-in-  Trade  Bill, 
c.  1  R.»        1253  ;  2R.*  <"»?2^g  :  3R.»834 
/.  lii^  Olfil  859  ;   2U.*  li>sj  ;    Rep.»  UIl  ; 
aiLl  1705 
Royal  Assent,  1804 

4  D 
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Strapbroke,  Earl  of 

Agricultural  Distt-csa,  SOI 

Flour,  Koroi^n,  Iii;|>ortatioii  of,  UIM  912 

Inhabited  House  Duty,  ilL  t""  iffii 

Strickland,  Sir  G.,  Preston 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

Com.  cl.  L  ^  1  : 
Coroners,  2IL  lOo 

Countv  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  el.  13, 

011^782  ;  add.  cl.  1809 
Eridonce,  Law  of,  Amondment,  Com.  d.  3,  iil^ 

843 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  2R.       ail :  Com. 
973 

ProtooutiOD,  Expeniea  of,  Com.     6i<"*>  209 
Stuart  De  Decics,  Lord 

EcclesiaBtical  Titles  Assumption,  .'?R.<"*>  1052 

Stuart,  Lord  Dudley  C,  Marylehone 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech.  ltoj>ort, 
140 

Budget,  The — Ways  and  Means,  ('"^  753 
County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  add. 

cl.  W9)  IfilO 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  809 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Est.-vto«  Manauoinent 

(No.      Com.  Adj.  moved,  um. 
Greeeo,  Loan  to,  IfiM 
Hicks,  Ann,  Case  of,  Om  lim 
Hungarian  Refugocs,  88.5 
Jones.  Ernest,  Case  of.  mn  1303.  1309.  1313, 

1316 

Kossuth,  Ixouis,  and  Others,  Address  moved, 
018)  IftHR 

Motropolitnn  Sewors,  211.  t"«>  H70 ;  Cora. 

1685.  1713 
Pacifico,  Don,  Claims  of,  0151 1857 
Salomons,  David— Oath  of  Abjuration, 

1217 

Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  Leave,  l'"'  i5l2 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Newark 
Acts  of  Parliament  AbbrcvLition  Repeal,  3R. 

0>7)  843,  SM 
Administration  of  Justice  (Court  of  Chancery), 

Loare,  l"4)  joo 
Chanct  ry,  Court  of,        5fil;  Address  moved, 

(Hn  08,  100.  mfi 
Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Commission, 

Leave,  l>»"  UL  721,  723^  724  :  Com.  1304, 

1305;  cl.  l^t"*^  147.  IM;  cl.'Lmi  :  cl. 

104 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  0")  1 137 ; 

Com.  cl.  2,  004 
Emifrration  Advances  (ScotLand),  Com.  cl.  L. 

(US)  1549,  l.'>.'>0 
Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 

(No.  2)  Com.  cl.  l^iimi<^SQ 
Harwich  Election,  Com.   moved   for,  Ois) 

911 

Lands  Clauses  Conpolidation,  2R.  ("">  11111 
Milling  Trade  (Ireland),  Com.  moved  for,<"*> 
817 

St  Albans  Bribery  Commission,  Com.  Amend. 

U«7>  li9.  464i  466,  15^> :  cl.  2,  803;  3R. 

1256,  1261 
St  Albans  Election.  "'"^  347,  Sfifl 
Vicc-Chancellor,  Appointment  of  a,  2R. 

UQ2. 


Suqor  DtUiii:  [litJ>(iiim). 
c.  *iiu<-fti.ni  (Mr.  1'.  .Milt-s),  t>">  C'.'j 

Sugar  H'^finiiifi, 
c.  Motion   (Sir  J.  Pakin?ton),    UM   lfi'2l  ; 
House  counted  out,  1S40 

Summarv  Jurisdiction  { Ireland)  BiU, 
e.  1  R.»  Llhl  I21<i. :  211.*        306  ;  SR.*  IMl 
L  11?  •  urn  1342  :  2U.»  um  ;  3R.»  1005 
Royal  Assent,  1929 

Sunday  Trading  Prevention  Bill, 
c.  Leave,  tm>  450,  [A.  70.  N.  19,  M.  51J  ib.  ; 
1R.»  ib.: 

2R.  <"*>  107;  Amend.  (Sir  B.  Hall),  202; 

Amend,  withdniwn,  205  ; 
Com.       3G1  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  C.  Anslev),  3G6; 

Adj.  Dibato,  950,  [A.  42^   N.  77, 

M.  35J  um 

Supphj, 

c.  Aujcnd.  (Col.  Dunne),  73L  [o.  q.  A.  137, 
N.  105,  M.  37]  IMi  Rep.  769  ;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Hume),  792 ;  Amend,  withdrawn, 
797 

Ajrira.  Wtslait  Co>ut  of,  O")  fiQ2 

Army  L'stitnat^JS,^*^^^  Til ;  Amend. (Mr.  Hume), 

TOO.  [A.  £L        1^        \M  7«4  ;  [r.  p. 

A.  20,  N.  16^*,  M.  139j  liil;  Amend,  (Mr. 

Hume),  793i  [A-  3L  N.  135i  M.  104]  fili. : 

.\mcnd.  (Mr  W.  Williams),  817,  [A.  15^ 

N.  84,  M.  69]  Sli  ;  200 
Atistralia,  Wtttcrn,  and  Port  Etsington, 

662 

Jiiilnilonian  atid  Aityrian  Inscriptions,  ill«2 
1001 

Bnluima  hhmds,  fifi2 

Thedo'jical,  Profcsscrt  at,  0»s)  (Lia 
Bchnudas,  Tlic,  061 
i?rtV/sA  MHseiim,  597 
British  Museum  Antiquities,  MS 
British  Museum  New  Bttilditujs,  tliSi  4i03 
Cambridge.  Professors  ai,  tiiQ 
C(iiki(/a,7>M«<zn  rkpttrtwrnt,  001 
Captured  Ne<rroef,  ^-c.  CM 
6V««M  of  the  Bopubition,  OlSi  Bfla 
Ch<ti-q(s  fomicrli/  paid  out  of  ComUi/  RaUs, 

(n«  aiii 

Civil  Contingi'ntict,  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Williams), 
018)  1010.  [A.  43^  N,  09.  M.  20]  H123  ;  2nd 
Amend,  [o.  q.  A.  37,  N.  20,  M.  8]  1046 

Cl-  rrjy,  yorih  Anuri'-a,  tllfi  Mi 

ColCnr  ofSnriJcons  {Ilttnt^-tan  ColUrtion),  0'»> 
1001  ' 

Commissariat  D'  P'triment,  11152  l£[2fi 
Connnms,  New  House  of.  Observations  (Sir  Do 

L.  Evan»),  <»'•> 
Comptroller  Oeiural  of  the  Exchfqu>rr, 

127ft 

Conojrdatum  Fimd,  f  c.  (Ireland),  0»»)  901 
Consular  Estnblishments  Abroad,  Ois)  fifll  ; 

Amend.  (Mr.  Urquhart),  [r.  p.  A.  26,  N.  lOL 

M.  81]  692 ;  2nd  Amend.  960,  [A.  43,  N.  153, 

M.  110]  261 
ConvictKsMshmcnts,  OW  324 
D'  sim,  Schools  of,  O^"'  619 
Dissmtinq  Ministers {Jrela,uiV^^^>  9S7,  [A.  115, 

N.  43.  M.  72]  991 
Dublin  Boml  Soaely,  Ot^")  Mfl 
jLcclcsiasticul  Coinntissioners.  Kx/xiues  of, 

1279.  [A,  57.  N.  25.  M.  32]  1233 
FdiKudon,  Public,  GrcH  Britain,  OW)  fiQ3 
EdimUion,  PMU  {Ireland),  0»«  ULa 

[eont. 
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Supply — continued. 
Kmiqration,  t"8)  fiRO 
Exch  qiicr  Billi,  ^>"> 
Fficlariet,  hispedon  of,  1205 
J'ulX'land  Llandt,  600 
Foreiiin  AJfairi,  Secretary  of  Slate  for,  ^"^^ 
1271 

Gulleru's  of  Art,  Edinburgh,  iU*)  019 
iholoijy.  Museum  of  Fraclical,  ^"s>  Git) 
J/nlf  -  /'ay,  Commusariat  Dt^jHirtincnt,  tUB) 
1020 

JIarbotirt  of  Rrfiuje,        glfi  ;  Amend.  (Mr. 

ilume),        ;  Amend,  and  Ori^innl  Motion 

withdrawn.  819j         1002  ;  Amend.  (.Mr. 

Cobdcn),  [A.  21^  N.  57,  iM  001  10Q« 
JlofUh,  General  Board  of,  tll»njyl 
lUijohuui,  U>«5  609 
lliht  rnian  Aeadcm>i,  Roycd,  (119 
Hol>ihcml,  Packet  ilarbour  at,  l»»  813 
Ihiinc  Ihparltncnt, £il2 
Jlon'f-Koiio,       072  ;  Amend.  (lion.  F.  Scott), 

1073,  [A.  30^  N.  05^  M,  20]  tm. 
Ihspilalf,  Vnhlin,        071^  ii^I 
Incxmbcrid  Eitatct  CotnmigtivH  {Ireland), 

Jnsoh'-nf  Dd'iors  Court?,  310 
Jnvrrnfsg,  Atic  i?»-i'/-7<:      O'S)  afla 
in -A  Acaihmij,  lloyil,  OIU 
J'Uiuv'ra,  Cho'Ura  in,  ^"*)  1001 
/('.///jr  ir./r,  Expennet  of,  OU)  733  ;  Adj.  De- 

ij.itc,  LLM 
Kiii-i.itoun  Harbour,  833 
LalmiH,  «2« 

/xiu;  Charges  (England),  Uie)  aifi 
ETpnu-t;^  (Irdnnd),  (•'■)  aifi 
Laio  Exposes  (ScotLtnd), 
LiyhthoHiCS  Abroad,  l"»>  fl»Q 
Aftrvi  LietiUnant  of  Jrelatui,  Jlomehold  of, 
Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  12i)9.  [A.  40, 

N.  105,  M.  1251.  mi 
}fau,-itiHS,  Jitdiccs  in  th^,  t>'*>  0112 

Disonboditd,  t"*)  1031 
Miuislfrs  at  Foreign  Courts,  9CS 
jV/i«r.  E.qKuditiir'c  of  the,  Ul?)  12UJ 
Mint  Proteculiout,  31]^ 
MisrcUaiU'ous  Alioivawi's,  ifC.  tUil  070 
Mixtd  Coiinnistions,  001 
iVaiT/  EstivuUcs,        11«3 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  W. 
Williams),  1185  ;  Motion  nog.  ib.i 
Amend.  (Mr.  llumo),  1202.  [A.  61,  N.  169, 

M.  108]  1224  : 
Amend.  (Col.  Sibtliorp),  1227.  [0.  q.  A.  193, 
N.  34^  M.  159]  1233; 

Amend.  (MrrUurae),  1235.  [A.  68,  N.  12L 

M.  69j  \mi  :  j 
Report,  1267;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  1208  ; 
Motion  neg.  t6.  ;  tHH  041  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  I 
llumo).  607,  [A.  38,  N.  106,  M.  68]  liQU 

N<\v  Zealand,       SQ2  :  Amend.  CSTr.  Hume), 
065.  [A.  23,  N.  50,M.  27J  060 

Ordnance  Estimate $,       aiill  ; 

Oxford,  Profctiors  at,  lilli  619  \ 

Palaces,  ^-clioyal,  WT)^s^  ;  Amend.  (Colonel  j 
Snlwev),  802  ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  805  | 

Parks,  §c ,  Iit>yal,  Oiri  805 

ParliamctU,  Jiuascs  of,  ('"^  810  :—SaUrUg.  I 
834 

Payinaster  General,  C"?)  1273 
Paunuut4;r  of  Civil  Service  {Ireland), 
1.S01 

Police  of  DuJAin,  Ot«)  aiii 

Polish  Ilefui/cfs  and  Disirc$scd  Spaniards, 

\cont. 


Supply — continued. 
JPoor  Ixiw  Commtgfim'VS,  1283  ;  till 

11123 :  Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp),  [A.  33,  81 

M. 48] 1025 
Portpatrick  Harbour,  tUZi  filfl 
Post  Ofice  Packet  Service,  (>»«)  111211 
Prince  Edward: $  Island,  601 
Pnnting  and  Stationery,  ILIA 
Prisons,  Oovrrnmcnt,  til?2  310 
Prisons,  Inspection  of,  .no 
Prisomrs,  Slaintenancc  of,  in  County  Oaols, 

Privy  Council  0^-6  and  Office  of  Trade,  t"" 
1 1 

Pi-ivv  Seal,  Lord,  ("7)  \21Ii 

Public  Works  (Ireland),  U")  820 ;  Amend.  (Mr. 

Siwoncr),  522,  [A.  119,  N.  131,  M.  2]  881 
Public  Works,  Board  of  (Ireland),  I"''  IMl 
Que<:n'«  University  (Ireland),  ^'"'>  619 
Itaihvays,  Commissioners  of,  t"'*  1203 
Records,  Public,  t""  813,  1205 
Iiffuae  fortlir  /.V«<i7Mf<!,  tlWfilli 
St.  ileCena,  Sim  llfi2 

Scicnlijic  WeHs  and  Experiments,  filfl 
Scotland — Salaries  of  certain  Ofieeri  in, 

12^5:   Amend.  (Kir.  W.  Williams),  1206. 

[A.  30^  N.  102,  M.  123]  12M 
Secret  Sf^ices,  §  e.,  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Williams), 

O»*)307.  [A.  41.  N.  140,  M.  09]ai4 
Secretary's  Office  (Ircla^id),  (»»"TM1 
Sherip'  Expenses,  ^  e.  Oi9)aill 
Slave  Trade,  (Civil  Contingencies),  1006 
Spitrn  Point,  River  Hund>cr,  Works  at, 

1002 

S/</f/r  Pa}>er  Office,  0»7J  1279 

Stip'  rannuafion  Allowances,  ^"^.970 

Supplies,  i]i3i 

Susa,  Ercavations  at,  UlSl  1002 

Transportation  of  ConvicU,         316,  [A.  §8, 

N.  0,  M.  80]  324 
Touhncse  and  Corsiean  Emigrants,  03[0 
Treasuni,         834;   Amend.  (Major  Borcs- 

ford).  835,  [A.  72,  N.  118,  M.  40]  342 
Uuiverjities,  ^'c.  (Scotland),  ftlfl 
I  niversittf  of  London,  iUW  (UJ) 
y^accinc  iCstid)llshmcnts,  ^010 
War  and  Colonies,  842 
West  Indies,  Governors,  JutHeet,  §rc.  in  the, 

Hwvey  of  Great  Britain,  <C*c.  Bill, 
c.  IR.*        2m  ;  2R.*  553  ;  'Ml  *  885 
/.  IR.*        OTOj  2R.»         Ij  Rep.*  124; 
Jili^  188 
Royal  Asacnt,  13^ 

Sxisa,  Excatationa  at-^ Supply, 

C.  iiilLiiiii2 

Sydkky,  Viscount 
Smithfleld  Market  Removal,  Rep.  1567 

Talbot,  Earl 
Kaval  Officers,  Supplementary  Estimate  for 
Retirement  of,  Return  moved  for,  586, 
537 

Navv,  Promotion  in  the,  Paper*  moved  for, 
1804. 1800.  1807 

Talhot,  Miss,  Case  of, 

c.  PcUtion  (Sir  U.  U.  Inglis),  0")  1323 
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Tariffs,  Foreign, 

c.Q\i.  «=tton  (Lord  J.  Manners),       21  ;  (Mr.  C. 

Taylor,  Capt.  J.  E.,  Dublin,  Co. 

Civil  Bills,  4c.  (Irebiid),  Com.  d.  2,  Amend. 

(117)  1112 

Ecclcsiaatical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  el.  \, 
016)  1443 

Salmon  Fiabcrics  (IrclAmI),  Leave,  ^i'^^  304 

Thesioer,  Sir  F.,  Abingdon 

Brooke,  Sir  James — Borneo,  Address  moved, 
("•) 

Ceylon,  Com.  moved  for.       145.  152.  1B2 
Ecclesiastical  Q'itles  Assumption.  211  ("•■■>  560.  ' 

C71  ;  Com.  The  Preamble,  («»«>  1061,  1133, 

mi  :  cl.  L  Amend.  1345, 1370. 1375, 13111; 

cl.  2,       372.  375,  597  ;  Amend.  000,  1328. 

1361,  1367:  CUB)  212 
St.  Albans  Election,       23^  25,  153,  161,  219 
Salomons,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration,  t'W  980, 

983.  985,  9SCi  11^7.  1317  ;  That  Counsel  be 

beard  at  the  Bar,  1583 

Thompson,  Lieut.  Col.  T.  P.,  Bradford 
Brooke,  Sir  James — Borneo,  Address  moved, 
UIW601 

Budget,  Tho  Revised,  <"«  1110 
Chicory — AduUcr.Uiiiu  of  Coffee,  629 
County  Franchise.  2iL  928 
Customs,  2R.  1401 

EcclesListical  Titles  Assumption,  I^avc,  t"*^ « 

487  ! 
Education,  <»•)  12C5  I 
Episcopal  and  Cipitul.ar  Estates  Management  ! 

(No.  2],  Com.  ("9>  1813 
Exhibition  of  1851,  Address  moved.  1733 
Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  Minutes 

moved  for,  ('"J  1  »55 
Jews— Oath  of  Abjuration.  Com.  cl.  L      1 101 
Jones,  Ernest,  C.-ise  of,        131 1 
Kaffir  War,  Address  moved,  t"*)  270 
Mails.  Conveyance  of,  by  Railways,  Com.  cl.  1^ 

tiiei  in.'^l  I 
Navy  Estimates,  1222.  1224  i 
Poor,  Employment  of  the.  (Ireland),  l»*>  afl2  ! 
Religious  Houses,  2R.  984  j 
Salomons,  David — Oath  of -\bjuration,  tUSl  1202 
Savings  Banks — Address  moved,       1206  | 

Thompson,  Mr.  Aid.  W.,  Westmoreland 
Desi^  Act  Extension,  Com.  Preamble, 
1222  ! 

Differential  Duties  (Sp.-iih),  Com.  moved  for, 

(115)  072 

Property  Tax.  Com.  cl.  L  ^'"^  443  ;  add.  d. 
775 

Thompson,  Mr.  G.,  Tower  Hamlets,  \ 
Ernest  Jones,  Case  of,  tUfll  1314  ; 
Salomons,  David— Oathof  Abjuration, 1356 ; 
Amend.  1358  j 

I 

TnoRXELY,  Mr.  T.,  WoherJiampton  ! 
Commons,  The  New  House  of,  t''^"'  110 
Convents— Petition  of  tho  ilev.  1'.  Connelly,  i 

(116)  932  I 
Navi^r.itioii  Laws,  30C 
Paaseugcrs  Act  Amendment,  Com.  t"')  872 


'  Timber  Duties  Act,  • 
c.  Com.  Res.  112 

Tithe  Rent  Charqe  Assessment  Bill, 
c.  iR tmiQ2ii:  2R.»  777;  3R.»  979 
L  IR.*        1063;  2R.*  1382  :  Rep.*  1471: 
3R.»  1561 
Royal  Assent,  1804 

Tithe  Rent  Charge  (Ireland), 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  Sadleir),       116 ;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 134 

Tithes,  Assessment  of, 
L  Petitions  (Earl  of  Alalmesbury),  ("»)  501 

ToKKi.VGTON.  Viscount 
Ceylon,  ASairs  of,        100,  813 

Trade,  Office  of — Supply, 
c.  1271 

Transportation  of  Convicts — Supply,  * 
c.        310.  [A.  98,  N.  9,  M.  89]  324 

Transpoi'tation  of  Convicts  —  Van  Die-  • 

mens  Land, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Monteaglc).  (»«>  1086  ;  ^ 

5411 ;  (Lord  Lyttclton).  <'W  740 
c.  Address  move<l  (Sir  W.  Molcsworth),       1168;  t 
House  Counted  Out,  1207  ; 
Observations  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  Oi»)   174.';;  ^ 
House  Counted  Out,  1740 

Treasury —  Supp  ly, 

c.        834  ;  Amend.  (Major  Beresford),  835, 
[A.  72,  N.  118,  M.  40] 

Trelawny,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Tavistock 
Adjournment  of  the  House — The  Great  Exhi- 
bition. <»»•)  343 
Budget,  Tho  Revised,  01*2  1075 
Count  Out,  The.  ("6)941 
Church  Rates,  Comm.  moved  for,  iliil  1229 
Ecclesiastical   Titles   Assumption,  Com.  f 

1004;  cl.  L  1 458.  1450 
Education.  ("«>  1205,  l'->80 
Farm  Buildings,  21L  360 
Jesuits,  Address  movwl,  600 
Malt  Tax,  l^-nve,  «>«)  fiflfl 
Navy  Estinuites,  QliS 
Property  Tax,  Com.  cl.  L  ^ 
Sunday  Trading^  Prevention,  Cora.  ("^060 
Supply— Public  Works  (Ireland),  OK)  $25  ;- 
Privy  Council  Office,  1222  ; — Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  1270 
Woo<U  and  Forests,  Com.  Ois)       ;     22. 299 

Trevor,  Hon.  G.  R.  R^  Cat^iarthenshire 
Highways  (South  Wales),  Com.  C"6>  fiM 

Trollops,  Sir  J.,  Lincolnshire  {Parts  of 
Kesteven,  tC'c), 
Ch.nncery,  Court  of.  Address  moved,  OK)  22 
Coroners,  2U.  mi 
Chicorv— Adultn  ation  of  Coffee,  0\7)  51s 
I'roperty  Tax,  Com.  cl.  1.  ("6)526. 528  ;  (uV(i.c/. 
777 

Prosecution,  Ex|)CDScs  of.  Com.  cl.  5i  ou)  209  ; 
cl.  0,  21i 
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Truck  System,  The, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Buncombe),  953 

TiiUEO,  Lord,  see  Chascellor,  The  Lorb 

ToFNELL,  Rt.  Hon.  ILj  Devonport 

Colonial  Property  Qualification,  Com,  Instruc- 
tion, msi  a93,  405 

Turkey  and  Persia, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Urquliart),  ("»>  1228 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill, 
c,  IR.*  iiisi  2fifi  ;  2R.*  393  ;  3R.»  777 
I  1R»  Qili  a5fl:   2R.*  272;  Rep.«  1M3; 
3R.*  mfl 
Royal  Assent.  m2 

Turnpike  Roads  {Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  1  R.»  tlli>  20C ;  2R.*  ISiJ ;  3R .•  777 
\^  1R»        6Uij  2R.»  \M1 ;  Rep.»  UH  ; 

3R.»  1561 
Royal  Assent,  1804 

Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  t"«  142  ;  2R .•  280  ;  3R.*  777 

1R»  mii  859i  2R.*  9l2i   Rep.*  1063; 

SR.*  ma 

Royal  Assent,  1832 

Tyler,  Sir  Gr.,  Glamorganshire 

Highways  (South  Wales),  Com.  Amend.  tU^l 
350 

Navy  Estimates,  652 

Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T.,  Essex,  N. 

Budget,  The— Ways  .ind  Means,  ("«>744 
<jhicory— Adulteration  of  Coffee.  520 
Coffee  Adulteration  of.  Res.  Oir)  1395.  1404. 
1405 

Hops,  Kxciso  Duty  on,  1720 

Rotliscliild,  Baron  de — Tliat  Counsel  bo  heard 

at  the  Bar.  (»«)  1604 
Supply— Education,  t"9>  613 

United  Church  of  Enaland  and  Ireland 
Bill, 

c.  Ill*  t"*>  892  ;  2R.*  tilSi  104  ;  3R  6211 
L  IR.*  ('"J  626  ;  2R.»  222 ;  Rep.*  1637 ;  3R.» 
1804 

Royal  Assent,  1929 

United  States,  Protective  Duties  in  the, 
e.  Question  (Mr.  Booker),  SkM 

United  States  Tariff, 

c.  Question  (Lord  J.  Manners),  21 

Universities,  Religious  Tests  in, 
c.  Com.  moved  for  (Mr.  Ueywood),        1000  ; 
House  Counted  Out,  1000 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill, 
cLoave.  t"«>  725  ;  IR.*  769  ; 

211.  t""  1210  :  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  Lockh-nrt), 
1221,  [o.  q.  A.  G5^N.C0,  M.  Ij  1229 

Universities,  <C'c.  in  Scotland — Supply, 
■ 


University  of  London — Supply, 
e.  i"W  610 

Unlawful  Oaths  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*      206 ;  2R.»  4M :  3R.»  777 

IR am  69i;  2R.*,1362;  Rep.*  1471 ;  SR.* 
1561 

Royal  Assent,  1804 

Urquhart,  Mr  D.,  Stafford 

Arbitration,  International,   Address  moved, 

(117)  029,  944,  945 
Borneo — Sir  James  Brooke,  Address  moved, 

C"«)  4dL  468 
Buenos  Ayres,  Relations  with,   (Ui2  1857. 

1858 

Cairo  and  Alexandria,  Railway  between,  i^i^ 

1868,  1859 
Colonies,  <"»>  L4112 

Danubian  Principalities  and  the  Hungarian 
Refugees,       1317  ;  760 

Bonin.irk  and  the  Duchies,       220,  221 

Ecclesiasticil  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  Amend. 
im  780,  791i 

Greece,  Claims  of,  ill^  500 

Hungarian  and  Polish  Refugees,  t"*^  1317 : 
U>"  I82i  7M 

Income  rind  Proporty  Tax  Committee,  Minutes 
moved  for,  ('i*>  UlhA 

Ionian  Islands,        I'JCO.  1961 

Official  Salaries,       549  ;  Res.  Cim  1209 

Pacifico,  Don.  Claims  of,  t"»>  1856 

Passports,  Address  moved,  2^1 

Quai-autino,  Law  of.  (iJ*) 

Supply— Labuan,  6Ui ;— Consular  Estab- 
lishments Abroad,  Amend.  601.  002,  960, 
966  ;— Ministers  .it  Foreign  Courts,  9C9,  OJO 

Turkey  and  Persia,  1228 

Vagrancy, 

c.  Question  (Mr.  Bankes),  81i 

Valuation  (Ireland)  Bill, 
e.  Leave,  t"*)  211  :  IR  *  772  :  2R.*  UM : 
Com.  t'"'  lis  ;  The  Preamble,  l.'tyn  ; 
el.  1,  Amend.  (Mr.  Scully),  1380,  [o.  q. 
A.  66,  N.  8»  M.  67]  1381 

Van  Biemen^s  Land,  Transportation  to, 
L  Petition  (Lord  Monteagle).         lUfifl ;  UU) 

Ma  :  Lord  Lyttelton.  <"«  740 
c.  Address  moved  (Sir  W.  Molesworth), 

1168  :  House  Counted  Out.  1207  ; 
Irish  Convicts  in,  Question  (Mr.  C.  Anstey). 
688  ;  Motion  (Mr.  C.  Anstey).  um 

634 ;  Motion  neg.  641 ;  Correspondence 

moved  for  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  1067 ;  Motioa 

withdrawn.   t6. ;    Observations   (Mr.  0. 

Anstey),        1745  ;  House  Counted  Out, 

1746 

Vajte,  Lord  IL  (J.,  Durham,  S. 

Charitable  Purchase  Deeds.  Com.  0 1«)  832 
Chicory— Adulteration  of  Coftce,  t"'>  filli 
rnrnners,  2R.  I""  100,  112 
Ertlesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Tho  Title, 
("8)  208 

Episcopal  and  Capitular  Estates  Management 

(No.  2},  Com.  d.  L 
Supply — New  Houso  of  Commons,       Iflfl  ; — 

Captured  Negroes,  691 


VAU 

Vaux,  Lord 
EcclcsiasticAl 
mil 
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Titles  Assumption,  2iL  "»•) 


Wakley,  Mr.  T.,  Fimhury 


Venezuelan   Government  —  Mr.  Oeorge 
Ward, 

e.  Petition  (Mr.  Disraeli),  780 

Verxer,  Sir  W,,  Armagh,  Co. 
Chancery.  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

Corn.  1304 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  d.  2, 

WD  388,  3M 
Ilcalth,  General  Board  of,  Com.  t"n  u^f^ 

Vernet,  Sir  Bedford 

Arbitration,  International,  OH 

Army  Estimates,  gio 

County  Rates   and  Expenditure,  2R. 

mil 

Kilinainham  Hospital,  740 
National  Land  Company,  Report,  t""  128 
Smtthfield  Enlarpoment,  2R.  ("»  1309 
Siiiithfield  Market  ilemoval.  Com.  cl.  L 

990;  3R.  Ilfi4 
Supply— Ciyil  Contingencies,  1021 

Vesey,  Hon.  T.,  Queen's  Co. 

Lands  Clauses  Consolul  ition,  2R.  <"^>  1118 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  2R.  iU^  897; 
Com.  cl.  6^  m«i  123  :  cl.  L  Amend,  mi 

Veterinarjf  Surgeont  Exemption  Bill, 

L  IR.*       633  ;  2R.»  910  :  llep.»  1060  ;  3R.» 

Lm 

c.  1R.»  0122  1384 :  2R.*  mil  1^2  : 

Com.  Amend.  (Hon.  E.  P.  Bouvorie),  [A.  34, 

N.  13,  M.  uj  ma 

Vice-OIuincellor,  Appointment  of  a,  Bill, 

LiRMim  873  ; 

2R.  890  ;  3R.»  000 
c.  IR*  0'«>  10--{  :  8R.  1162: 

Rep.  uii)  III  .  Amend.  (.Sir  IL  Willoughby), 
713.  [p.  q.  A.  40,  i\.  32,  M.  17]  Hi  ; 

3R.»  720 

Royal  Assent,  OU)  843 

Victoria  Park  Bill, 

c.  1R.»  ilMseo  :  2R.*  640  ; 

Com.  cl.  1,  851  ;  3R .•  070 
/.  1R.»  m«r  1063;  2R.»  1383;  Rep.»  1471  ; 
3R.»  1561 
Royal  Assent,  1804 


VlUtRRS,  Hon.  CP.,  Wohcrhampton 
Exhibition  of  1851,  Address  moved,  ui"*)  1740 
Salomons,  David— Oath  of  Abjuration,  I'ls) 

1178.  IIM  ;  That  Counsel  be  heard  at  the 

Bar,  loai,  15SQ 

Vivian,  Mr.  J.  H^  Srransea 

Mtrcluuit  Seamen's  Fund,  Com.  add.  cl.  tUSl 
434 


Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Res.  171 
Assistant  Surgeons  in  the  Nary,  t""  566 
Attondanco  of  Menihcrs  in  the  House  of  Peers, 

Ballot  jnr  rreccdfuce,  1900 
Barham  Workhouse,  Riot  in.  501 
Budget,  The— Ways  and   Mfans,  768; 

Revi.Hcd  Budget,        lAL  1"''^.  1095 
Capo  of  Good  Hope— Kaffii-  War,  t'>"  7^3 
Chicory — Adulteration  of  L'uffcc,  ^D  .^30 
Coffee,  Adulteration  of.  Res.       1403.  140A 
Coffee  Duties  Ant.  Res.  f  >«J  188,  Iflfi 
Coroners,  2R.  105 

County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com.  add  d. 
U1S2  28 

Emigration  Advancos  (Scotland),  Com.  el.  L 
0152  1550 

Evidence,  Law  of,  Amendment,  Com.  d.  3, 

("8)  844  ;  cl.  9, 848 
Exhibition  of  1851,  Address  moved,  ITSg. 

Hicks,  Ann.  C.vsc  of,  108.1 

Income  and  Propt'itv  Tax  Committee,  Minutes 

moved  for,  <"»>  1961 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Com.  cl.  6^  <»i»> 

121,  13S9 
Metropolis  Water,  2R.  illZJ  507 
Metropolitan  Interment,  Com.        1354.  1557: 

el.  L  1781 

Metropolitan  Sewers,  2R.  <"*>  1470 ;  Com. 

Amend.  1C83  ;  d.  L  Amend.  1714  :  e^.  4^ 

Amend.  1715 
Ministorinl    Crisis— Explanation,   t"«>  1060, 

lOSl,  H1S3 
Patent  Ijiw  Amendment,  3R.  I54S 
Petty  Sessions  (Irol.nad),  Com,e/.  lO^t"*)  1784 
Pharmacy,  Com.  549 
Pro.secution,  Expenses  of.  Com.  d.  2^  <^"*>  200, 

207 

Smithficld  Enlargement,  2R.  1.1?^ 
Sunday  Tradin;^  Prevention,  Com.  361 
Supply,  (>i»)  797;— New  House  of  Commons, 

Victoria  Park,  Com.  d.  L  851 
Window  Tax— Rules  for  Petitions,  ill42  350 


Waddinoton,  Mr.  D.,  Maldon 
Audit  of  Railway  Aooouats,  Com.  d.  L 
GIO 


(US) 


Waldegrave,  Earl  of 
Mercantile  Marino  Act,  t'***'  512 

Wall,  Mr.  C.  B.,  Salisbury 

Ecclesiastical  Titlos  Assumption,  Loare, 

Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  Leave,  Amend. 
AM ;  2R.  Amend.        m,  205  ;  Com. 
C"«)  300 

Walmsley.  Sir  J..  Bolton 

Count  Out,  The,  I""  400 

Franchise,  Extension  of  the,  373 

Health,  General  Board  of  (No.  21  Cora,  Amend. 
(US)  1217  V  ^ 

Income  aud  Property  Tax  Committee,  Minates 

moved  for,  1954 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  Com.("*>  1959 
Supply— Falkknd  Islands,       670,  071 

Walpole,  Mr.  S.  H^  Mdhurst 

Chancery,  Court  of,  and  Judicial  Committee, 

I>'a\-e,<»n  717 
Designs    Act    Extension,    Com.  Pr«inible, 

Amond.  um  102« 
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WIC 


Walpole,  Mr.  S.  lL=fonttnne(l. 
KcclcMastical  Titles  Assumption,  2 R.  t"»>381  ; 
Com.  Tho  Preamble,  Oi6)  1050.  1113  ;  cl.  L 

ma.  im  ;     ^  ' 

cl.  2^  Amend.  365,  36»,  372,  374,  320.  377. 
370.  381,  013;    Tho   Preamble,  Amend. 

1082.  IMS. 
Jesuits,  Address  moved,  ftlll 
Jews— Oath  of  Abjuration,  Com.  d.  L 

1097 

Process  and  Practice   (Ireland),  Com.  tiiM 
1206 

St.  Albans  Election,  Oi«  726  ;  Amend.  "'6)  2a 

Walsh,  Sir  J.  B.,  BadnorsMre 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committoo, 
569 

Poor,  Employmontof  the  (Ireland),  t"«)  afi2 

Walter, Mr.  J.,  Nottingham 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  ^  111 

Wandle  Water  Company  —  Metropolitan 

Supply  of  Water, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Buncombe),  om  1090 

War  and  Colonies^ Supply, 
e.  t""  fli2 

Ward,  Mr.  George— The  Venezuelan  Go- 
vernment, 
c.  Petition  (Mr.  Disraeli),  O«»602.  780 

Water  Bills,  Metropolis, 
c.  Instruction  (Rt.  lion.  Sir  Gcorgo  Grcy),tn« 
480: 

Question  (Mr.  T.  Duncombo),       660,  831 

Water,  Metropolis,  Bill, 

c.  Leave,       309  ;  IR.*  Slil; 
3R.  ("^>459:  Araend.(Mr.  B.Cochrane).  468  ; 
Amciul.  withdrawn,  460;  Amend.  (Mr.  Mof- 
fatt).  m  [0.  q-  A.  05,  N.  10,  M.  16] 
510 

Water,  Metropolitan  Supply  of, 

e.  Question  (Visco«mt  Ehnnpton).  <"«>  692 ; 
(Mr.  T.  DunLOin],c).t""  IPSO;  tUSi 560,  834; 
Motion  (Mr.  Mowatt),  1140;  Motion  with- 
drawn, 1149 

Watkiss,  Mr.  J.  L.  Y.,  Brecon 

Highways  (South  Wales),  Com.  el.  L  Afifi 

Wawn,  Mr.  J.  T..  Shields,  S^ 
Budget,  The  Revised,  tmi  1 108.  1109 
Customs.  Com.  c/.  8,  1413;   3R.  ('»> 

1464  ,  . 

Differential  Duties  (Sp.iin),  Com.  moved  for, 

Ecclesi-istical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  cl.  1, 

tmi  1444.  1445.  1448 
Ilorficld  Manor  Estate,  058 
luhabiiod  House  Duty,  Com.  cl.  3,  293 
Mercantile  Marino   Act  Amendment,  Com. 

add.  d.  1056 

[con/. 


Wawx,  Mr.  J.  T.— continued. 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Com.  <uld.  cl. 
Ml 

Salomons,  David— Oath  of  Abjuration, 
1205,  1212 

Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,        8U,  813  ; 
—Packet  Harbour  at  Holyhead,  M5 

Ways  and  Means— The  Budget, 
c.  l>»)  703, 887, 892  ; 

Observations  (Mr.  nuino),<"M  728  ;  Question 

(Rt.  Hon.  J.  C.  Ilerries),  968  ; 
The  Rcvitcd  Budget,  Res,  (Chancellor  of  tho 

Exchequer),  1039  ; 
Report,  Amend.  (Kt.  Hon.  J.  C.  Hemes), 
1122.  [0.  q.  A.  m  N.  MO.  M.  48]  HOG  : 
mai  1H03 

WELLKGToy,  Duke  of 

CoTlon,  Affair of,  inn  880 
Committees,  Chairman  of,t"*'  60 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  3R.  <"•>  1113 
Punjab  Booty,  Returns  moved  for,  405 

Westhead,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Knaretborough 

Designs  Act  Extension,  2R.  IM 

Patent  Law  Ameudmeut,  Cow.  d.  4^  ^1151 

West  Indies,   Governors,  Justices,  and 

Others — Supply, 
c.  (n9>  fifi2 

Westmeatu,  Marquess  of 

Assurances,  Registration  of,  Com.  258, 

259 

Cleopatra's  Needle,  343 

Westmixster,  Marquess  of 

Address  in  Answer  to  tho  Speech — Her  Ma- 
jesty's Reply,  t»'*>  m 

Whauncliffe,  Lord 

Assurances,  Registration  of.  Com."'"  2iS 
Capo  of  Good  Hope,       1163.  1157  ;— Repre- 
senUtivo  Institutions,  Com.  moved  for,  t"") 

769 

Coffee.  Adulteration  of.O")  m 
County  Courts  Extension  (No.  2)^  tnr)  1M& 
Public  Works  (India),  Papers  moved  for, 
335 

Whiteside,  Mr.  J..  Ennishillen, 

Administration  of  Criminal  Justice,  Com.  d.  L 

(118)  1322;  add.  d.  1376,  Ifllfi 
Civil  Bills  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  73  :  ill5i  342, 
344 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com. 

1465  :  cf.  L  liiflfi  !  ^l-  2.       584,  Sfifi 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  Com.  d.  6,  "isj 

122.  1389 

WiCKLOW,  Earl  of 

Abjuration.  Oath  of  (Jews).  Oi»)  898 
Channel  Oyster  Fi.lu  r)-,  i"«>  1302,  1304 
Ecclesiaftical  Titles  Assumption,  3R.t'">  1230; 

Com.  ^  1512;  d.  L 
OatU  of  Supremacy,  244 


WIG 
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WIL  WIN 


WiORAM,  Mr.  L.  T.,  Cambridge  University 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R,  ("•>  387^  301 
Church  Extension,  Address  moved,  til52  Qfl 
Ecclesuistical  Titles  Assumption,  3R.  C'^)  45 
Education,  ('»«»  1269 

Williams,  Mr.  J.,  Macclesfield 

Count  Out,  The,  941 

County    Courts    Further    Extension,  Com. 

add.  el.  1809 
Kaffir    Tribes  Committee,   Appointment  of 

Members,  OW)  fiiH 

Williams,  Mr.  W.,  Lamheth 

Army  Estimates,  7<Ju,  766,  767  ;  Amend. 
815.  aifl  ;  «w>  2112 

As,<w^?ged  Taxes  Act,  Ros.  HQ 

Audit  of  lUilwaj-  .\ccount8.  Com.  661 ; 
c/.  8^l»>^  117 

Bath,  New  Writ  for,  0 >»  M5 

Budget,  The— Ways  and  Means,  0»«  745  ;  Re- 
vised Budget,        72t>.  1079 

Business  of  the  House,  au)  1321  ;  dm  :m 

Compound  Householders,  Com.  cl.  L  ^"*'  ?03, 
90S,  909 

Coroners,  2R. IM 

Count  Out,  The,  (>»«  fl42  :  <"7)  400 

County  Courts  Further  Extension,  Com. 
add.  el.  t"«>  856,  180S.  iSlQ 

Highways  (South  Wales),  Com.  356  ;  cl  L 
MB 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  di?)  567: 

Minutes  moved  for,  di9>  1054 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  2R.         ISI :  Com. 

c/.  1^  iim  289,  290i  cL  3^  Amend.  292 ; 

add.  cl.  296 
Jones,  Ernest,  Case  of,  C"«'  1308 
Kilmainham  llospitnl.  741 
Metropolis  Water,  2R.  <"7>  476 
Metropolitan  Interment,  Com.  di»)  155C  ;  Rop. 

1782 

Metropolitan  Sewers,  Com.  IMl 
Metropolitan  Supply  of  Water,  1147 
Navy  Estimatt^H.  Amend. 1183.1187.  1226. 

1227  :  UI6)        ;  (117)  645,  067,  69L  (iOl 
Olfioial  Salaries,  l»><)  662,  661 
Ordnance  Office,  833 
Patent  Law  Amendment,  2R.  iUi2  154G  ;  Com. 

1851 ;  ci.  6^  mS.;  cl.  1-1.  1803  ;  cl.  18,  1912  ; 

d.  49,  1924 
Places  and  Appointments,  Return  moved  for, 

I"*)  1085 

Property  Tax,  Com.  Amend.       iM  ;  d.  h 

£12  633 
Rules  of  the  House,  i"7)  UM 
St.  Albans  Election.  ("«)  3,yj 
Sessional  Ordurs — Money  Votes,  ("*^  H6 
Smithfield  Enlargement,  2R.  1310 
Smithfteld  Market  Removal,  Com.         QM : 

d.  L  989  :  cl.  3,  992  :  d.  10,  994,  995, 

996;  c/.  26,Jlfla;  3R.  1152 
Steam  Navigation,  Com.  cl.  48.  d>«)  1532 
Sunday  TnCding  Prevention.  Leave,  di«)  . 

2R.  ai»ii97,  205  ;  Com.  t»«  361  ;  tn^?  956. 

960 

Supply,  i"»>  125  ;— Roy.M  Palaces,  Ac.  <'>"787, 
71t't.  795  :— Royal  Parks,  807,  808 ;— Port- 
patrick  Harbour.  ; — Public  Works  (Ire- 
land), 827  ; — Salaries — Houses  of  Parliii- 
ment,  834  ;— Lord  Privy  Seal,  1275.  1278; 
1— Ecclcsiasttcil  Cnmnii^sioners,  1270,  1 2^3  ; 
— Comjms«iouer8  of  itaiiw^i^s,  12Uii ; — Sala- 

[cont,  I 


W1LLUM8,  Mr.  W. — eotUinucd, 
ries  of  certain  Oflkers  in  Scotland.  Amend. 
1295.  1206.  1297.  1298.  1299  :— Honaehold 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Ireland),  : — 

Secret  Serric<»«,  &c.  Amend.  <"•'  r.'>7.  .313; 
— Printing  and  Stationery,  ^^\^  ; — Transpor- 
tation of  Convicts,  223  ; — New  Zcabnd. 
664  ;— Falkland  Islands,  870.  671  :— Hong- 
Kong,  611 ; — Labuan,  679.  : — Consular 
Establishments  ^Abroad,  690,  901; — Minis- 
ters at  Foreign  Courts,  968  ; — Miscellaneous 
Allow.ince,  070.  971  ; — Lying-in  Hospital, 
Dublin,  987  ; — Dissentin?  Ministers  (Ire- 
land), 988,  SiM  ;— General  Board  of  Health, 
991  :— Now  Bridge,  Inverness,  1000  ;— Har- 
bours of  Refuge,  1002.  1003  .—Civil  Con- 
tingencies, Amend.  1017  ; — Funeral  of  the 
Queen  Dowager,  1040  ;  Amend.  IQifi 
Woods  and  Forests,  Com.  cl.  4,  t"«>  ]M  ; 
c2.  22,  222  ;  d.  36,  300 

WrLLoroHBY,  Sir  IL  P.,  Evesham. 

Administration  of  Justice  (Court  of  Chancorr), 

Leave,  111 
Appointment  of  a  Vice-Chancellor,  Rep.  Amend. 
(114)  712 

Assessed  Taxes  Act,  Res.  om  icT^  ^ 
Chancery,  Court  of,  .ind  Judicial  Committee, 

Leave,       123  ;  Com.  d.  17,  t"*>  I60,  168  ; 

c/.  1^  173  ;  3R.  668 
Ekseleaiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  <L  1, 

("•>         ;  d.  2,  Amend, 
Episcopal  and  CapituLir  Estates  Management 

(No.  2],  Com.        1812,  1S13  ;  cL  h  1*60. 

1882  ;  3R.  1908 
Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee.  OU) 

358,  571 
Jones.  Ernest,  Ciso  of,  1314 
Lftto  Sittings.  <»*>  liS 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  Cora.  d.  15,  132 

Naval  Medals,  <»«)  1048 

Petitions,  Rules  for,  £12 

Property  Tax,  Com.  778 

Smithfield  M-irket  Removal,  2R.  1347: 

Com.  d.  L  Q21i 
Supply — New  House  of  Commons,  t"*^  Iftfl 
Woods  and  Forests,  OU)  1264 :  Com.        115 : 

d.  1,  181  ;  d.  4»  188  ;  d.  36,  SOU 

WiLLTAMs,  Mr.  II.,  Trttro, 
Inhabited  House  Duty,  Com.  ei  3^  221 

WiLSOX,  Mr,  J.,  fVestbury, 

Aden,  Murder  of  a  British  Officer  at,  1167 
Agricultural  Distress,  81 
Budget,  The  Revised,  Report,  t»«  1175 
Customs,  3R.  oiai  1145 

Home-made  Spirits  in  Bond,  Com.  moved  for, 
t>'«)  609 

Income  and  Property  Tax  Committee,  Minutes 

moved  for,  1962 
Milling  Trade  (IrelandJ  Com.  moved  for,  tn«) 

827 

Poor,  Employment  of  the  (Ireland),  t"« J  384, 366 

WiNCHiLSEA,  Earl  of 
Abjuration.  Oath  of  (Jews).  2R,  891 
Address  in  Answer  to  iho  >poech.  33 
Agricultural  Distress,  l»«0  802  ;  t"»>  21^ 

Ecclc«instical  Titles  A^sunnption,  2R.  ^"*>  LUa 
Railwii^s  iu  the  SquiIi  ut  irciiun^  '"'^  131 


WIN 


WOO 
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Window  Tax— Rule  for  Petitions, 
c.  Obaervatioas  f  Mr.  Speaker),        8211 Ex- 
planation (Viscount  Duncan),  M2. 

WoDEUODSE,  Lord 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jews),  2R.  315 
Agricultural  Distress,        797  :  ^"*>  213 
Cape  of  Good  Hope,  I' "J  156 
Passengers  Act  Amendment,  2R.  1164 
Tithes,  Assessment  of,  ttlfi 
Transporution  of  ConvicU,  768 

WoDEiiousE,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolk,  E. 
County   Rates   and  Expenditure,  2K. 

Malt  Tax,  Leave,  100 

Wool),  Rt  Hon.  Sir  C,  see  Chancellor 
OF  THE  Exchequer 

Wood,  Sir  W.  P.  (Solicitor  Gexeral), 
Oxford 

Abjuration,  Oath  of  (Jows),  2R.  O")  3S9.  Syi^  i 
m.  :  Com.  el.  1,  t""  102^  I 

Cathedral  Trusts — The  Rochester  Grammar 
School.  Address  moved,  Oi8)  684,  589.  697 

Chancery,  Court  of,  .address  moved,  C^^'  1359, 
1374 

Chancerv,  Court  of,  and  .Judicial  Committee, 
Leave!  <"'>  720  :  Com.  cl.  L  Lill :  cl.  I, 
102  :  cl.  LL  Amend,  ib.,  Ifi3»  164  ;  cl.  lA. 
ift. ;  ct.  17,  165  ;  <•?.  18.  166,  168,  169.  173  : 

d,  19.  m 

Ch.iritablo  Purchaao  Deeds,  Com.  Amend. 
837 

Church  Buildini;  Acts  Amendment,  Com.  cl.  1, 
tllfil  1241  ;  ci.  8,  1754.  1755  ;  c/.  29,  1756  ; 
ad>i.  cl.  1757.  1759.  1810.  IMl 

Countv  Courta  Further  Extension,  Com.  cl.  4, 
019)' 23;  ci.  13,  784.  789 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption.  Leave, 
322  :  2R.  1381;  Com.  <>«»  SIS  :  The  Pre- 
amble, 1108,  1120,  1123.  1121,  1112  :  cl.  1. 
1333.  1341.  1353.  1384,  I'Mf^,  1413.  1418; 
el.  2,  0")  602,  101 1  ;  cl.  3^  1029  ;  The  Pre- 
amble, 1086,  1361  :  3R.  cl.  2,  219  ; 
el.  5,  1883;  cl.  8^  1884.  1885:  cl.  ft, 
1887 

Education.       1274.  1216 

Episcopal  and  Onpitular  Estates  Management, 
(No.  2}.  2R.  tlM  1796  ;  Com.  1812  ;  cl.  1, 
Anicn3ri861,  1878,  1881,  1882; 

Evidence,  Law  of.  Amendment,  Com.  cl.  7, 
846 

Jewish  Disabilities,  161 

Patent  Law  Amendment.  2R.  ^  IM& 

Religious  Houses,  2R.  ai5 

St.  Albans  Election,       24.  161^  162i  315 

Salomons,  David — Oath  of  Abjuration, 

im 

Wood,  Mr.  J.,  Salaru  of, 
c  Observations  (Col.  .Sibthorp),  t"''>  145 


Woods  and  Forests, 

c.  Motion  (Viscount  Duncan),  t"*'  1212  :  Amend. 
(Lord  Seymour),  1262,  [o.  q.  A.  120,  N.119, 
M.l]  1265;  Returns  moved  for  (Mr.  B. 
Cochrane),  525  ;  Motion  withdrawn, 
577 

Woods,  Forests,  <tc..  Bill, 
e.  1R.»       11125  ;  2R.»  1327  ; 
Com.  tliii  LZ4_; 

cl.  Lt  180  ;    Amend.   (Mr.  Henley),  181, 

[o.  q.  A.  123,  N.  70,  M.  53]  184  : 
d,  4,  Amend.  (Vise.  Duncan).  184  ;  Amend. 
(Sir  IL  Willoughby),  188,  |o.  q.  A.  73, 
N.  99,  M.  26]  ib. ; 
cl.  5,  297  ;  cT  LL      ;  c'-  22,  2M ; 
cl.  36,  300  :  d.  struck  out,  301  ; 
cl.  37,  301  ; 
3R.  Q20 

/.  1 R.*         626 ;   2R.*  1063;  Rep.*  1382  ; 
3R.*  1471 
Royal  Assent.  1804 

Words  of  Ileal, 

c.  Remarks  (Mr.  Bemal),  13M 


Wortley,  Rt.  Hon.  J.  Stuart,  Buteshire 
Administration  of  Criminal  Justice,  Com.  cl.  1, 
(US)  1371 

Administration  of  Justice  (Court  of  Chancery), 

Leave.  <"^>  ""V.  m 
County    Courts   Further    Extension,  Com. 

add.  cl.  tlifil  855 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  Com.  cl.  Li 

<»">  317  ;  c/.  2,  311  ;  add.  d. 
Evideuce,  Law  of.  Amendment,  Com.  d.  7,  ill?^ 

847  :  add.  cl.  848,  849 
Foreigners  in  London,  f  882 
Prosecution,  Expenses  of,  828 
St.  Albans  Election,        158,  IM 
Smithfield  Enlargement,  2R.  1329 
Smithfield  Market  Removal,  Leave,       834  ; 

2R.  lil^  1343.  1347 


Wyburd,  Lieutenant, 
c.  Petition  (Mr.  Disraeli).        1411  ; 
Observ.-itious  (Mr.  Disraeli),  261 

Wyld,  Mr.  J.,  Bodmin 

Ministerial  Crisis— Explanation,  1060 

Young,  Sir  J.,  Cavan 

Business  of  the  House.  IQO 
Ecclesiastical  Titles  Assumption,  2R.  468 
Medical  Charities  (Ireland),  2R.  ("6)  goo  ; 

Com.  d.  6,  124 
Valuation  (^Ireland),  Com.  l"«>  420 


Young,  Mr.  G.  F.,  Scarborough 
Customs,  3R.  iU?2  1432,  1465 


G.  Woodrali  and  i»vn,  I'rintcm,  Aiigcl  Court,  ^kiiiiicr  SUcct,  London. 
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